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GALES  &  SEATONS 


TWENTY-SKCOND  CONGRESS-SECOND  SESSION: 


nox  DSCSXBtB  3,  1832,  to  kabcu  3,  1833. 


DEBATES  IN  THE  SENATE. 


LIST  OP  THE  MEMREllS. 
MAINE — Jc^in  Holincs,  Felef;  Spnigiie. 
NEW  llAMPSIimR—Samiiel  BcU,  Isaac  Hill. 
MASSACHUSETTS— Nathaniel  Siliibce, Daniel  Webster. 
nHODE  ISLAND— Nihcmial)  U.  KiiiKtit,  Aslier  Itobbiiis. 
<;ONNECTlCUT— Sanuiel  A.  Foot,  Gideon  TomlinMin. 
VERMONT— Satmiel  Prentiss,  Horatio  Seynwir. 
NEW  YOHK— CbarlcB  E.  Duclley,  SiUa  Wriglit,  Jr. 
NEW  JEltSEY— Uahlon  Dtckerwm,  Theodore  Freling- 

PENNSYLVANIA— George  U.  Dallaa,  Wiiriun  Wilkins. 

DELA WAKE— John  M.  Clayton,  Arnold NsuiUin. 
MARYLAND— EzekicI  F.  Chambera,  Samuel  Smith. ^ 
VIRGINIA— John  Tyler,  William  C.  Rives. 
NORTH  CAHOLlNA-DedfordBrowii.WilieF.Mangum. 
SOUTH  CAROLINA— Stephcii  D.  Miller,  John  C. 
Calhoun. 

GEORGIA— George  M.  Troup,  Jnhn  Fortyth. 
KENTUCKY— Gevrge  M.  Bibb,  llcniv  Cfay. 
TENNESSEE— IIii^  L.  Wliite,  Felix  Grundy. 
OHIO — Thomas  EwTnjf,  Benjamin  Rtiggles. 
LOUISIANA— Josiah  ».  Johnston,  George  A. Wsggtman. 
INDIANA— Wiltram'HcrKlricks,  John  Tipton. 
MISSISSIPPI— -George  Poipidexter,  John  Black. 
ILUNOIS— Elias  K.  Kane,  John  M.  Robinson. 
ALABAMA— William  B.Kin;,  Gabriel  Moore. 
tSISSOU HI— Thomas  II.  Benton,  Alexander  Ouckner. 


Uanxt,  D«cufBBB  3,  1833. 

At  12  o'clock,  the  Senate  wis  called  to  order  by  the 
Sccrrtarj-,  Hr.LOWHIE,  (the  VICE  PRESIDENT  being 
absent,  and  the  President  pro  tempore,  Hr.  TAZE- 
WELL, having  resigned  his  seat  in  the  Senate,}  and 
tliirty-two  members  appearing  in  their  seats,  ami  ihere 
bcinga  quonim,  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  election  of  President  pro  tempore,  which  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  satd  be  understood  it  was  the  in- 
leiition  of  some  of  his  friends  to  bestow  tticir  suffVages  on 
him  for  President  yro  tempore.  He  desired  to  state,  in 
advance,  lliat  his  duties  as  Senator  of  the  people  of  Mis- 
sissippi would  re<juirc  his  particular  attention  on  the  floor 
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of  the  Senate.  It  wmiM,  llierefure,  be  cxtremrly  incon- 
venient forliini  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  Chair,  and 
he  requeiitcfl  that  the  kiwi  partiidily  of  his  fricmls 
should  be  waived  on  this  occasion,  and  that  they  would 
make  choice  of  some  oilier  Senator,  as  prcuKling  ollicur. 

'Ilie  Sciuttc  then  prucccttcd  to  l»illut  for  President  pro 
tempore  as  ftdlowa. 

'fibst  oauot. 
Mr.  WniTB,  ...  14 

Foot,  ...  8 

Ttlxm,  .  •  -  •  3 
Smith,  ...  3 

BfitL,  ...  2 

KiMo,   .        -       .  •         •  2 
Hicrv  being  no  clioice,  tlie  Senate  procce<lcd  to  a  se- 
cond ballot,  wliich  result«l  as  fblUnvs: 

Mr.  Whitb,         -         -         .        15  . 
Ttlbb,     ■     -         .         -  9 
SxiTii,  ...  4 

Foot,  ...  3 

Bkli^  1 
There  still  being  no  choice,  the  Scnat<T  proceeded  to 
balltit  the  tlttrd  time,  which  rcstdtcd  as  fultows: 
Mr.  Wmiti,  -  16 

Ttlbb,  -  _       •         -  13 

Shitu,  -         -         •  3 

Foot,  .         .         .  i 

A  fourth  ballot  was  tiien  had  with  tlie  following  result: 
Hi.  Whitk,         -  -  15 

TrLiB,  -         •         -  15 

SaiTii,  -  '     ,  •         -  3 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  a  fifth  ballot,  which>csu1ted 
as  Tollon's: 

Mr.  WiiiTB,  ...  17 
Ttlkii,  ...  14 
Skitb,  ...        -  1 

The  Hon.  Huok  L^Wkits,  of  Tennessee,  having  re- 
ceived a  majority  of  all  the  vote^  was  declared  duly 
elected  pBRsiitEiiTof  the  Senate,  pro  tempore,  and  being 
conducted  to  the  diair  by  Mr.  Ttlbb,  of  Virfrinia,  re- 
turned his  BckoowledgmentB  tothe  Senate,  as  ftdlows: 

"  To  the  member*  of  the  Senate,  I  tender  my  sincere 
acknowledgments  for  the  ^innii|hed  honor  eonferred 


by  tbdr  vote. 
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Vetoed  M— standing  Qmunittea.  [Dxcembm  10,  1833 


SXTATE.] 


**  No  person,  who  has  been  so  \ong  n  member  of  this 
body,  could  have  been  selected,  who  has  made  the  rules 
of  its  proceedinf^  less  an  object  of  his  study.  This  cir- 
cumstance will  make  my  errors  more  numerous  than 
might  be  anticipated,  and  will  throw  me  oflcner  on  tlie 
kind  indulgence  of  the  Senate. 

*'  Whatever  my  errora  may  be,  I  have  the  consolation  of 
knowing^Uiat  tliey  can  be  revised  and  corrected  at  the  in- 
stance of  any  member;  and  I  beg  every  one  to  believe, 
that  so  fur  from  feeling  hurt  aX  tlie  correctness  of  my  de- 
cinons  being  questioned,  it  will  be  matter  of  gratification, 
that  the  sense  of  the  Senate  may  be  taken,  m  cveiy  in- 
8tance»  when  it  may  be  supposed  I  am  mistaken. 

*'  Whatever  industry  and  attention  can  do  towards  re- 
moving  defects  in  qiuilifications,  I  promtae  shall  be  done; 
and  I  shall  take  the  chair,  determined,  that,  in  anxious  de- 
sire to  do  that  wl]ich  is  just  towards  cvcnr  member,  and 
that  which  will  mmt  promote  the  correct  discharge  of -the 
ifnporiaiit  business  we  may  have  to  perform,  I  wul  not  be 
exceeded  by  any  who  have  preceded  me." 

On  motion,  it  was  ordereil  that  messages  communicating 
tl»c  election  »>f  Mr.  Whitb  as  President  pro  teqipore,  be 
vent  to  the  House  of  Reprcaentativca,  and  to  tlie  Pre- 
wdent  of  the  United  States. 

Messrs.  Grvhd*  and  FaELnroBcrsa^r  were  appointed 
on  the  joint  committee,  to  wait  on  the  Vresdent  of  the 
United  Sutcs,  and  inform  him  of  the  readiness  of  the  two 
''Houses  to  receive  from  him  any  communication  i  and 

After  the  usual  resolutions  respecting  tlie  supply  of 
newspapers,  8tc.  tbe  Senate  adjourned. 


TuEsoAT,  Decxmbkb  4. 
The  sitting  to-tlay  was  occupied  in  receiving  and  read- 
ing the  President's  Message,  [forvhich  see  Appen^x] 
of  which  5000  ctqiies  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

WSDVKSDAT,  DeCXK  BIB  5. 

No  buiiness  of  irpportance  was  trnnsaeted  to.day — the 
Senate  renuiiung  in  scsnon  only  a  few  minutes. 

Thubbuat,  Dsvbmbxh  6. 

The  President  laid  befope  the  Senate  a  communication 
from  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury,  conlwning  the  Trea- 
suiY  report  of  ttie  state  of  tlie  finances,  for  the  year  1832i 
which  was  ordered  to  he  printed. 

,   VETOED  BILL. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  tlie  Prendent 
of  the  United  SMtes: 

Washi:totox,  Uecxxbbe  6,  1S33. 
Jb  the  Setiate  of  the  United  States.- 

I  avail  myself  of  this  early  opportunity  to  return  to  the . 
Senate,  in  which  it  originated,  tbe  bill  entitled  "An  act 
providing  for  the  Bnal' settlement  of  tlit:  claims  of  States 
for  interest  on  advance^  to  the  Unite<l  States,  made  during 
the  last  war,"  with  the  reasons  which  induced  me  to  with- 
hold my  approbation,  in  consequence  of  which  it  lias 
fttled  to  become  a  law. 

This  bill  was  presented  to  me  for  my  signature  on  the 
last  day  of  your  session,  ahd  when  I  was  compellnl  to 
consider  a  variety  of  other  bills  of  greater  urgency  to  the 
public  service.  It  obviously  embraced  a  principle  in  the 
allowance  of  interest  different  from  that  which  Iiad  been 
sanctioned  by  tlie  practice  of  the  accounting  officers,  or 
by  the  previous  legislaUon  of  Congress,  in  regard  to  ad> 
vances  by  the  States,  and  without  any  apparent  grounds 
for  the  change. 

Previously  to  giving  my  sanction  tojio  great  an  exten- 
of  tbe  practicB  of  ajlowinf  interest  upon  woounts 


with  the  Government, and  which,  in  its  consequences,  and 
from  analogy,  might  not  Only  call  for  large  payments  front 
the  I'rcasury,  but  disturb  the  great  mass  of  individual  ac- 
counts long  nnce  finally  settled,  I  deemed  it  my  duty  to 
make  a  more  thtn-od^  investigation  of  the  subject  tlian  it 
was  poswble  for  me  to  do  previously  to  the  close  of  your 
last  session.  I  adopted  this  course  the  more  readily,  trom 
the  consideration  that  as  the  bill  contained  no  appropria- 
tion, the  States  which  would  have  been  entitled  to  claim 
its  bcnefiu  could  not  Mve  received  them  without  the 
fuller  legislation  of  Congress. 

The  principle  which  this  bill-  authorizes,  varies  not 
only  from  the  practice  uniformly  adopted  by  many  the 
accounting  omcers  in  the  case  of  iiidividuid  accounts* 
and  in  tlwse  of  the  States  finally  settled  and  closed  pre- 
viously to  your  last  session,  but  also  from  that  pursued 
under  the  act  of  your  last  session  fur  the  adjustment 
and  settlement  «f  the  claims  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina. I'his  last  act  prescribed  no  particular  mode,  fitr  the 
allowance  of  interest,  which,  therefore,  in  conformity  witli 
the  directions  of  Congress  in  previous  cases,  and  with  the 
uniform  practice  of  the  Auditor  by  whom  tbe  account  was 
settled,  was  cnnputed  on  the  sums  expended  by  tbe  State 
of  South  Carolina  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  tbe  United 
States,  and  which  had  been  repaid  to  the  State,  and  the 
payments  made  by  the  United  States  were  deducted  from 
the  principal  sums,  exclusive  of  the  interest!  tliereby 
stopping  future  interest  on  so  much  of  the  principal  as 
had  been  reimbursed  by  the  payment. 

I  deem  it  proper,"  moreover,  to  observe,  that  both  un- 
der the  act  of  the  5th  of  August,  1790,  and  that  of  the 
13th  of  February,  1793,  authorizing  the  settlement  of  the 
accounts  .between  the  United  States  and  the  individual 
States,  arising  out  of  the  war  of  the  Revolution,  the  in- 
terest on  these  accounts  was  computed  in  confurmiw  with 
tlie  practice  already  adverted  to,  and  from  which  the  bill 
now  returned  ts  a  departure. 

With  these  reasons  and  considerations,  1  return  tlie  bill 
to  the  Senate. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

December  6,  1832. 

The  Message  was  laid  on  the  table,  «Dd  ordered  to  be 
printed.   Adjourned  to  Monday. 

Mo?iiiiT,  Deckhbxr  10. 

The  PRESIDENT  announced  to  the  Senate  tlie  ap- 
pointment of  the  following  standing  Committees  for  the 
session: 

Ok  Fobeiok  Rklatioitb. — Messrs.  Forsytli,  King,  Bell, 
Hangum,  and  Tomlinson. 

Ok  Fikahci — Messrs.  Smith,  Tyler,  Silsbee,  Johnston, 
and  Fongrth. 

Ok  Coxkxbcx — Messrs.  King,  Dudley,  Sil^ee,  John- 
ston, and  Bibb. 

Ok  MAKurACTDBxs^Hesin.  Dickerson,  Cky,  ifnight. 
Miller,  and  Seymour. 

Ok  AenicuLTUBx — Messra.  Seymour, '  Brown,  Hobin- 
son,  Wi^gaman,  and  Foot. 

Ok  Mmitart  ArrAiBa— Messrs. Benton,  Troup,  Kane, 
Clayton,  and  TiptOn. 

Ok  tkb  MiiiTiA— Messra.  Kobinson,  Clayton,  Waggft- 
man,  Clay,  and  Hendricks. 

Ok  Nata£  ArrAiBs — Messrs.  Dallas,  Smith,  Robbing 
Webster,  and  Bibb.  * 

Ok  pcBiic  LAKns — Messrs.  Kane,  Tipton,  Moore, 
Holmes,  and  Prentiss. 

Ok  Pbivatb  Lakd  Cuims — Messrs.  Poindexter,  Nau- 
dMn,  Prentiss,  Rugglcs,  and  Knight. 

Ok  Ikdiak  ArrAiBs — Messrs-  I'rouf^  Benton,  Poin- 
dexter, Wilkins,  and  Frelinghuysen. 

Of  CiAixs— Hcssra.Ruggle^  Bel^  NaudMn,  Brown, 
and  Hoore> 
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UscsxBBm  13,  1833.] 


Pablie  Landa—Commeraal  Stakmentt. 


•  [SUATB. 


O-v  TMK  JuDiciABT— Messn.  Wilkins,  Wcbiter,  Fre- 
liaj^vBen,  Gnindy,  and  Hangutn. 

Oa  THK  Porr  Otficx  asd  Post  Roads — Hetsn.  Grun- 
dy, Bin,  Ewing,  Tomliiuon,  and  Buckner. 

Oir  RoAos  AND  Cakals — Mestn.  Hendricks,  Sprague, 
Dallas,  Hill,  and  Buckner. 

O.I  Pursions— Messrs.  Foot,  Chambers,  Dickerson, 
Spn^ue,  uul  Poindester. 

Ox  Till  DiVTBier  or  Colitxbia— Bfetsn.  Chadiben^ 
Tyler,  Holmes,  Clayton,  and  SUller. 

THK  CoxTiMHTT  FviTii— Mcstrt.  Knight,  Dudley, 
and  Tomlinson. 

Ox  E:ro«o8SBB  Bills— Mesars.  Kobbihs,  Robinson, 
Mid  Ewiw.  * 

After  dntribotinir  the  TBiioits  subjects  of  the  Presi- 
dent's  Mvmug^  .to  the  appropriate  committee^  and  dis- 
posing- of  soroe  muwr  busuieas,  adjourned. 

TtrBBDAT,  Dbcbhbbb  11. 
PtTBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAT  rose  and  said,  H  would  be  recoltectett  that 
during  the  last  session  a  biU  had  passed  the  Senate,  which 
originated  in  the  Committee  on  Uanufactiires,  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  aritutg  from  the 
sales  or  public  lands.  At  a  very  late  period  of  the  session 
this  bill  was  sent  Jo  the  other  Houset  and  owing,  .proba> 
bly,  to  tli&t  circumstance,  and  probably  to  some  other 
cnusea,  the  bill  had  not  been  definitively  acted  on  by 
that  Hou!«.  Rather,  he  would  say,  Uiere  liad  been  no 
express  decision  of  the  House  for  or  against  the  bill.  It 
was  indcGnitely  postponed.  He  was  deairous  of  again 
obtaining  the  sense  of  tho  Senate  on  thn  question,  and, 
riiouldit  be  in  acconlance  with  the  vote  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, to  afford  the  other  House  the  opportunity  of  a  more 
full  examination  and  discusnon  of  the  biH. 

He  therefore  gave  notice  titat  be  would,  to-morrow, 
nsk  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  appropriate  for  a  linuted 
time  the  proceeds  of  the  Public  Lands. 

FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 


lain;  and  on  the  fourtli  balloting  die  fUlowing  was  the 
result: 

For  the  Rev.  Mr.  Piaa,  32 
,    Rev.  Mr.  RtrsBKLt,  13 
Rev.  Mr.  Hatch,  4 
So  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Pisa  was  declared  to  be  elected. 
[He  received  nineteen  votes  on  the  first  ballot.] 
AiW  the  consideraUon  of  Executive  bnsineM, 
Adjourned. 

WsniTBSDAT,  Dkcknbbb  13. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 
Mr.  CLAV,  agreeably  to  notice,  asked  and  obtained 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  appropriate,  for  ■  limited  time, 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  landa  in  tlie  Uni- 
ted States  and  for  granting  lands  to  certain  States. 

The  bill  having  been  read  twice,  uidb^igbefbrethe 
Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  tbia  bill  had  been  before  two 
committees  of  the  Senate,  and  that  It  had  been  passed  at 
the  last  session  by  a  conriderable  miyorily.  He  thought, 
tlierefore,  that  Uiere  would  be  no  necearity  for  ita'refilr- 
ence  to  any  eonumttee  at  this  sesuon.  The  bill  was  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  Uie  one  which  had  passed  the  Senate 
last  year,  with  the  exception  of  the  necessarv  change  in 
the  time  when  the  bill  would  lake  effect.  \f,  however,  it 
was  the  wish  of  any  Senator  that  the  bill  should  be  referred 
he  had  no  objection.  He  would  prefer  to  have  the  bill 
made  the  order  for  some  convenient  but  not  very  distant 
day,  when  itmight  betaken  up  and  discussed.  If^gree- 
able  to  the  Senate,  he  would  aty  the  fburtti  Urniday  in 
this  month,  or  the  first  Monday  in  January.  He  did  not 
see  that  it  was  necessary' to  send  the  bill  to  a  committee, 
but  if  any  gentleman  wished  that  course  to  be  taken,  he 
rcpeate<f,  he  should  not  object  to  it. 


Mr.  KANE  said  that  it  would  be  recollected  that  this 
subject  had  recently  been  refurred  to  the  Committeie  on 
the  Public  Lands,  b^  the  reference  to  that  committee  of 
so  much  of  the  PresKlent's  message  as  relatesto  the  public 

ed  ^  "t^^  ^^.r  *°  *  Komf  jre^^xrc':?.^' t\h^^^^^^  ofYe  pS^ 

the  sat«fac«on  ;i;^t„^.  geneially.  Tlut  proposition  was  now  before 
"'^;S!^^k'**p*'"**"'  A";*"""^'*'"'"  '*^?P°'*»'7''  the  committee,  aJd  he  hopid  that  the  gentlemen  from 
committed  by  Fwnce  o»  their  commerce,  prior  to  tl.e  !  R^^j^^ty  would  consent  toVreference  of  bis  bill  to  the 
juoi  September.  IStK).  i  same  committee.  Mr.  K.  concluded  by  .moving  this  wfep. 

i  enee. 


Hie  bill  was  tlten  read  twice,  and  on  motion  of  Mr. 
WILKINS,  ordered  to  be  referred  to  a  aelcet  cemauttee 
of  five  members. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  that  previous  to  tfic  balloting  for 
the  committee,  he  wislietl  to  remark  that,  as  it  was  pro- 
bable the  usual  courtesy  of  the 'Senate  ill  appointing  the 
mover  to  be  on  the  committee,  might  be  extended  to  him 
in  this  ease,  he  wi^ed  it  to  be  undentood  that  he  did  not 
desire  to  be  on  the  committee.  He  would  imther  that, 
in  liis  room,  some  gentleman  might  be  appointed  who  was 
more  conversant  with  commercial  buisiness.  He  denred, 
however,  that  it  might  be  understood  that  be  had  in  no 
wa^  dianged  hb  original  opiniona  on  tlie  subject  of  Iheae 
chums. 

The  PRESIDENT  r^Ced  tint  he  beltered  it  waa  the 
duty  of  the  Clmir  to  appoint  thle  comti^ttee. 

Mr.  WILKINS.  llien  I  wish  the  CItair  to  connder  my 
remariuas  addressed  to  himself. ' 

Nr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  think  it  very  proper  to  apptunt 
commercial  gentlemen  on«  thia  committee.  They  nright 
be  interested  in  the  result. 

The  conversation  here  ceased. 

[The  following  members  were  appointed  by  the  Chair 
to  eonpoae  the  committee:  Messrs.  Wbbstkb,  Chambkbs, 
Umur,  Bbowv,  TrLxa.] 

ELECTION  OP  CHAPLAIN. 

The  Sctiate       proceeded  to  the  (lection  of  a  Cb^ 


The  motion  waa  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  referred 

to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

INTEREST  TO  STATES. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  pivviding  for  the  final  settlements  of  the  claims 
of  States  for  interest  on  advances  made  to  tlic  U.  States 
during  the  bte  war. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  onlcred  to  a  second  reading. 
After  notices  for  various  bills,  and  receivijig  sundry 
resolution^  adjourned. 

Thursdat,  DacxxBaa  13. 

Mr.  SMITH,  instructed  bjr  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
offered  the  following  resolution: 

Biaohedt  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurj'  be  di- 
rected, with  as  little  delay  aa  may  be,  to  furnish  the  Sen- 
ate with  the  projet  of  a  bill  for  reducing  the  duties  levied 
,  unim  import^  in  conforn^ty  with  the  suggestions  made  by 
him  in  his  annual  repoit. 

This  retohition  bet  on  the  table  one  day. 

-     COMMERCIAL  STATEMENTS. 
A  joint  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  SMITH,  to  provide 
for  printing  the  annual  atatementi  of  cOMiercc  and  oavi* 

»**°"  ™  """""^  "Jgitized  by  Google 


7  GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


8 


Sksatx.] 


CnniMraW  SMematta. 


[DxcnisK  17*  1833. 


Mr.  SMITII  briefly  stated  the  reuons  which  liad  indue, 
ed  him  to  efTer  thii  resolution.  Rererring*  to  the  act  whicli 
directs  the  Secretary  of  the  lYeaadr}-  to  report  tliese 
statementfl  anually  to  Congress  in  th6  first,  tneaiiing',  per- 
haps, the  first  Monday  of  December,  or  as  soon  after  as  pos. 
aible — he  complained  that  the  document  did  nut  very  fre- 
quently find  its  way  to  the  members  until  Uie  session  had 
terminated,  and  they  had  returned  to  tlieir  homes.  He 
did  not  get  his  last  statement  until  the  end  of  Octi^r  or 
the  beginnings  of  November.  He  referred  to  the  greatbut 
unsuccessful  exertions  whicti  had  been  made  hy  the  Sec- 
retary to  obtain  the  statements  at  an  earlier  period,  from 
the  officers  who  had  to  prepare  the  dctaib.  I'hc  Secre- 
tai7  hoped  to  send  in  the  next  statement,  by  the  1st  of 
February;  and  after  tliut  time,  it  wotdd  be  long  before  it 
could  be  printed,  and  presente<l  to  the  members.  The 
object  of  Ilia  resolution  was  to  ffive  authority  to  the  Seere- 
tai|y  to  have  the  document  pniitcd  so  that  it  might  be 
pnate<lt  sheet  by  sheet,  as  the  matter  was  furnished  from 
the  Department,  and  under  the  supervision  of  the  Treas- 
ury, llie  difHcuIty  arose  out  of  the  imposnbilify  of  get- 
ling  the  reports  of  tiie  various  oRtcers  in  proper  time.  The 
Secretary  compUincttthat  lie  coiihl  not  gtX  them  in  time; 
unless  some  penalty  could  be  inflicted  for  neglect  and  de> 
Uy,  he  did  not  see  how  the  officers  could  be  coerced  into 
greater  diligence. 

Mr.  HOLMES  admitted  tint  there  was  grotiml  for  com- 
plaint aatothe  delay  in  fiimidiing  these  annual  flatements. 
It  often  happened  that  they  were  not  received  until  lung 
after  the  termination  of  the  sessiuii;  perhaps  nut  before 
May  or  June,  instead  of  early  in  January.  The  report 
has  to  be  delivered  to  the  Secretary  <if  the  Senate,  atMl 
afterwards  to  be  printed.  The  adoption  of  this  resolution 
would  lead  to  the  printing  of  the  statements  beforehand, 
but  the  evil  would  not  Uiereby  be  remedied.  11ic  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  gives  the  returns 
up  U>  the  30t]i  of  September,  and  lie  saw  no  reason  why 
the  report  shoukl  not  be  made  before  the  1st  of  Janiury. 
It  was  said  that  ttiere  was  no  penal  sanction  to  the  law, 
and  tliat  the  otBeers  could  delay  their  returns  witliout  in- 
curring  any  penally.  Itisso;  but  he  aboald  suppose  that 
neglect  cpuld  lie  preventedi  tluit  if  the  Secretary  could 
,  not  remove  an  offender,  he  could  rep(»t  bis  neglect  to  the 
*  Prendent.  He  thouglit  the  subject  slwuld  be  further  eon  - 
sidercdt  ainl  with  this  view,  he  moved  to  Uy  the  resolution 
on  the  table. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  tlie  consideration  of  executive  buiuness. 

R&CONSIDBRATION. 

When  the  doors  were  re.opened,  a  motion  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  POINDKXTEIt  to  re-consider  the  onler  of 
tlic  - Senate  to  adjourn  till  MomL-iy,  fur  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  opportunity,  to-morrow,  'for  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  ottered  tojay  by  Mr.  Smith,  from  tlie  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

When  Reporters  were  admitted,  Jtlr.  HOLUES  bad 
just  opposed  the  motioo. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  succeeded  him  in  a  few  remarks 
in  opposition  to  anv  call  upon  tlie  Head  ofa  Department 
for  the  projct  of  a  bill.  In  his  opinion,  the  Senate  ougltt  to 
look  to  their  own  committees  for  draughts  of  bilb,  and  to 
the  Departments  merely  for  information.  He  had  a  strong 
objection  to  sending  either  to  the  President!  or  ariy  one 
<^  the  Departments,  for  a  bill.  He  would  liiuk  to  the  re. 
gular  committees  for  the  bills,  and  the  cunimittces  would 
loolc  16  the  Departmentt  for  weh  information  as  they 
might  require.  He  could  not  consider  fliii  reacrfution, 
therefore,  in  the  light  of  an  ordinary  c:i)l  fur  information; 
and  whenever  it  should  be  taken  up,  he  would  recutd  iiis 
name  in  opposition  to  iL  Not  that  he  was  ever  opposed 
to  adl  on  the  Dcpartmniti  fiv  infa^nrtwl^  but  that  be  K- 


garded  the  cathng  for  a  bill  as  derogmtory  to  tlie  diaraeter 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  TYLER  regretted  tliat  on  a  mere  motion  to  recon- 
sider the  order  for  adjournment,  tlie  merits  of  the  resolu- 
tion should  be  brought  up  for  disciisnon.  Notwithstand- 
ing what  had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Misssrippi, 
however,  he  should  still  calculate  on  liaving  his  vote  in 
&yor  of  the  restdution.  He  reminded  that  gentleman  tftat 
die  existing  law  required  of  the  Secretary  m  tlie  Treasury 
to  communicate  to  Congress  all  the  infbnuNtifm  eonoem- 
ing  the  financea  of  tlie  country.  In  obedience  to  this 
law,  the  Secretary  liad  statnl  tliat  there  migitt  be  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  revenue  to  the  amount  of  six  millions.  This 
waa  the  broad  propoution  of  the  Secretary.  Was  not  tlie 
Senate  justified  tlien  in  calling  upon  tiie  Secretary  (o  state 
in  wtut  manner  this  reductioa  could  be  effected*  Are 
we  not  to  call  un  lum  to  funUsh  a  bill  of  particulan  which 
we  may  make  tlie  ba^  of  our  legislation?  Tlie  resolution 
did  no  more  than  call  on  him  for  such  bill  of  particulars. 
He  considered  that  tlie  abjection  of  tlie  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  would  apply  wiUtg^reat  force  to  any  other  of  the 
Departments;  but  for  the  reasons  he  had  statctl,  he  did  not 
think  it  applicable  to  the  IVcaaiiry.  He  expressed  hishope 
dnt  tlte  Senate  would  reconsider  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  HANtiUU  said  a  few  words  against  the  motion  to 
rrconuiter,  and  against  the  resolution  itself.  Unlearned 
as  he  was  in  these  matters,  and  untutored  in  thcprccise 
course  wlridi  had  been  customary,  he  waamot  disposed  to 
call  on  any  body  but  the  regular  committees  of  that  btxly 
for  the  drnuf*1it  of  a  bill.  The  Secretary,  it  was  true,  waa 
require<l  to  furnish  all  infurinatioii  concerning  his  Ue)>art- 
mciit,  and  he  could  see  no  impropriety  in  his  furnisliiii^ 
the  Senate  with  detulsj  but  he  would  prefer  that  tlic  cum- 
mittees  sliould  examine  the  fiwts,  and  tf  tlief  agreed  witli 
the  Secrctaty  as  to  the  main  points,  it  was  tor  Uicm  lo  go 
to  bim  for  such  detwb  as  they  miglit  require:  as  a'matter 
concerning  the  dignity  of  tlie  Senate,  lie  should  fed  him* 
self  called  on  to  oppose  tlie  coune  which  was  now  sug- 
gested. He  would  not  call  on  any  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  projet  of  a  bill. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  reconsi- 
der! which  was  decided  in  tlie  tv^gative--«yea  17,  noes  18 . 
And  tlie  Senate  aiyoumed  to  Monday. 

MoxDATa  Unaxaxa  17. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  offered  the  following  resolution) 
Reaohed,  11iat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiiiy  be  direct- 
ed to  report  to  the  Senate,  with  as  little  deluy  as  practi- 
cable, a  detailed  statement  of  the  articles  of  foreign  growth 
or  manufacture,  dh  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  present  rate 
of  duties  might  to  be  reduced,  specifying  particularly  tlic 
amount  of  reduction  on  each  article  separately,  m  as  to 
produce  the  result  of  an  aggregate  reduction  of  the  reve- 
nue six  millions  of  dolUn,  on  such  manufactures  as  ate 
classed  under  the  general  dencnnination  of  protected  arti- 
cles! and  that  he  also  append  to  such  report  an  eniime- 
ratioii  of  articles  deemed  to  be  "essential  to  our  national 


independence  in  time  of  war,"  and  which  therefore  noglit, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  exempted  Aoin  the opention  orthe 
proposed  reduction  of  duties. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  resolution  v«i 
ordered  to  be  printed.  ' 

COMHE^tClAL  3TATEMKNTS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  SMIl'll,  tlie  Slnate  proceeded  to  the 
conmleration  of  tlte  joint  resoliitiun  offered  hy  him  rebtive 
to  the  |>riiiting  of  the  annual  statement  of  commerce  and 
navigation. 

Mr.  HOLMES  remarketl,  tliat  lie  had  no  intentioa  of 
iiplMMin^  nor  did  he  intend  to  prbpoae  amending  the  re- 
solution. He  would  suggest,  however,  to  the  mover  ta 
avoid  tlie  auppoation  that  the  intention  was  to  lake  this 
portion  of  toe  public  printing  fronr^  |Hd>liiiptinter| 
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and  ^ve  it  to  another;  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
insert  an  amendment,  provuling  tliat  the  work  should  be 
executed  by  the  [irintcr  of  one  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress. He  prewimcd  this  arow  from  an  inadvertence  in 
drawing  the  resolution,  and  had  m:ide  Uic  aujjireslion,  in 
order  tu  avoid  tlic  idea,  that  might  otherwise  be  formed, 
that  the  object  of  the  resolution  was  to  take  so  much  work 
from  Uie  public  printer  He  regretted  that  the  resolution 
did  not  go  a  Kttle  further,  (as  in  its  present  shape  it  was 
not,  in  his  opiniiHt,  calculated  to  reach  the  object  in  view,) 
aiul  do  soinething  that  would  tend  to  procure  fur  tlicm  tlif 
documents  a  lUtle  sooner,  which  would  make  Eonie  provi- 
nion oflaw  ncccssar}',  by  whic'ithc  public  printer  would  be 
allowed  mure  time  to  expedite  the  work.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve, however,  that  any  sanction  of  a  penalty  by  Ci»i- 
g-ress  wouki  be  necessary  to  prevent  any  reinisdncss  on 
the  part  of  Uie  collectors*  as  the  Secretary  of  the  'I'reu- 
snry  undoubtedly  had  it  in  his  power  to  report  any  derc- 
I'.ct(on  of  duty  to  the  President,  with  a  view  to  the  removal] 
of  the  f>fl*ending  officer,  litis  would  liave  tlie  ctI'L-ct  tu 
let  those  offictTs  know  that  tlieir  returns  must  be  made 
in  time  to  comply  with  the  requisitions  of  the  law. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  tluti  he  had  an  objection  to  the  n'Solu> 
tiun  itself.  It  was  calcidatetl  to  release  die  custom  house 
ufficen  from  making  then'  returns.  Some  do  not  make 
tlitnr  returns  iu  time.  If- the  Executive  cannot  enforce 
tlie  law  on  this  subject,  there  ouglit  to  be  un  enforcing' 
set.  it  is  of  great  importance  to  Uavc  the  ditcumcntii  in 
-  st-awn.  Sir,Iamfntirelyopp(>sedtothcresolutioninit!iclf 
Mr.  SMITH  nhservctl,  that  it  was  unimporiant  to  bitn 
individually,  whether  the  resolution  pfissed  or  no*,  In:- 
rause  he  expected  licreaRer  to  have  no  participation  in 
the  subject  of  it.  His  sole  ol>ject  was  the  future  con%'e- 
iiieneeufthc  Senate,  and  to  expedite  the  public  business, 
lib  attention  had  been  called  to  this  subject,  by  the  i-e- 
marks  of  the  Sen.Mor  from  Maine,  of  the  List  session,  and 
Hw  acknowloflged  inconveniences  rMtdling  from  the  Utc 
receipt  of  tliis  important  ilocument  referred  to.  N»»w  Itis 
rcaolutipn  went  to  remedy  completely  the  inconveniences 
complained  ofj  for  a  part  of  the  returns  emiiraced  in  this 
very  document,  were  already  received  by  the  Ti-easnry 
Department,  and  could  now  be  put  to  press  if  the  depart- 
ment  lud  the  power  to  print  itt  and  then  ttie  remaiiung 
parts  could  be  printed  as  received.  l*he  public  printer, 
Mr.  S.  said,  had  much  Ui  do,  ami  uf  an  important  nature, 
at  the  very  time  this  document  usually  came  in,  Cl»t  Ja- 
nuary.) It  woukl  take  much  time  even  to  examine  the 
proof  slieeta,  as  consisting  of  nice  and  great  calculations, 
in  figure  work;  and  indeed  he  <Ud  not  believe  that  two 
proof  rcailers  could  do  it  in  two  weeks.  Now  all  Uiis 
could  be  avoided  by  tlie  atloption  uf  the  resolution.  It 
was,  as  he  nid  before,  no  object  to  kirnt  his  only  object 
was  the  convenience  of  the  Senate  hereafter. 

Mr.  FOOT  again  remarked,  that  the  honorable  Senator 
had  said  well,  thnt  we  oilghl  not  to  legislate  fur  ovirselves 
as  individuals.  S:r,  I  do  not  aim  to  k-glsilate  fur  myself, 
but  for  my  coimtry:  and  tliis  is  a  duly  which  I  will  nut 
yield  or  alwitdun  while  I  liave  a  standing  on  tliis  fl'-'ir. 

Ur.  SMITH  said,  he  liad  not  inteiukd  to  convey  the 
idea  that  tliey  were  legislating  for  themselves.  When  he 
spoke  of  the  convenience  of  the  Senate,  it  was  in  refer- 
ence to  llie  expediting  the  public  business. 

Mr.  HOLMKS  said,  that  he  too  never  had  any  idea  of 
Irijiiladng  for  himself,  thoiigli  he  did  not  expect  to  be 
licTC  again.  There  are  many  of  iwi,  he  said,  not  It^gis- 
Imting  for  ourselves  but  for  posterity,  except,  iiuU-ed, 
some  bachelors,  who  could  not  legislate  fur  tla-ir  po»- 
leriiy. 

Mr.  POINUEXTER  said,  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
measure.  It  is  the  ciixloni  of  Uie  Senate  sometimes  to 
print  the  usual  number,  ami  aometiniea  an  extra  number, 
(in  this  point  tlie  Secretary  uTthe  Treasury  ts  not  compe- 
tent to  Jedde.   But  there  is  another  objection  to  a  trans- 


fer, as  proposed  by  the  resolution.  It  would  give  more 
power  of  public  patronage  to  one  ofthe  Heads  of  Depart- 
mcnts,  wliicn  they  already  possess  to  a  disproportionate 
amount.  The  Secretary  may  give  the  printing  of  the  do- 
cuments to  any  printer  he  chooses;  thereby  reloasing  him 
from  that  responslhility  to  Congress  which  rests  on  their 
own  public  printers.  I  move,  then,  to  amend  the  resolu- 
tion, by  inserting  after  the  word  printed,  **  by  the  printer 
ofthe  Senate  or  House  of  Uepresentatives.** 

I'hc  question  was  then,  taken,  and  Ur.  P't  amendment 
was  carried  without  a  division. 

Mr.  BIBB  said,  he  cmdd  not  see  the  necessity  of  this 
resolution.  Hu  would  read  to  the  Senate  the  law  of  Con- 
gi-ess  providing  fur  tlie  transnilssion  to  Congress  of  these 
stutcmcntN  at  eadi  s?s»un.  [Mr.  U.  he-re  l  ead  the  law.] 
Now,  said  Mr.  U.,  do  we  mean  tu  change  this  law  of  Con- 
gress by  Ukcpikssagc  of  a  resolution,  and  provide  tliattlie 
statements  shall  be  sent  rculy  printed,  by  die  Suetetary  of 
the  I'reasiiry,  to  the  members  at  tliehr  respective  bulnes, 
and  in  his  own  time,  instead  of  laying  Uicm  biTore  Congress^ 
When  the  statements  are  sent  to  us,  said  Mr.  B.,  we  have 
them  under  our  own  control,  and  can  dispose  of  tliem  as  we 
please;  but  it  will  be  quite  odicrwise  should  tlx:  resolution 
pass.  He  believed  that  tlie  Secretary  ofthe  Treasury  had  it 
in  his  power  to  send  in  the  statements  in  time  for  Con- 
gress to  print  them  before  itsadjoummenti  and  he  sliould 
like  to  know  who  were  the  persons  iwt  performing  their 
reHpective  duties,  in  time  to  ciwlile  him  to  do  so.  Sir, 
saitl  Mr.  D.,  1,  for  one,  am  covetous  of  tliat  portion  of 
patronage  uf  the  Government  possessed  by  the  two  Houses 
uf  Congress,  and  am  not  dispnstd  to  deprive  them  of  it, 
to  beatou-  it  on  any  ofthe  Executive  departments. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  the  resolution  is  not  opposed  to  the 
law.  The  only  dillcrcnce  from  the  usual  practice^  pro- 
lioscd  by  the  resolution,  is,  that  the  documents  sliall  be 
submitted  tu  the  Semite,  not  in  nutnuscnpt,  but  in  print. 
The  whole  object  of  the  resolution  is  to  save  time.  Hie 
reports  of  collections  must  be  made  up  after  tlie  20th  of 
September.  If  Uie  documents  were  placed  before  the 
Senate  by  the  1st  of  January,  their  action  upon  tliem 
could  not  be  completed  by  the  1st  of  March.  The  public 
printers,  from  Iheir  mtnterous  eiiga]^ment!>,  are  not  able 
to  print  tliem  in  time.  It  is  difficult  to  collate  and  copy 
tlie  documents.  Two  meneonhl  nut  do  it  in  less  than  two 
weeks.  The  Secretary  couhl  liave  them  printed  as  they 
were  made  out.  The  only  dlfTertfnce  would  be,  that  tKey 
would  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  in  print,  and  not  in  ma- 
nuscript: not  to  the  individual  members  of  Congress,  as 
the  gentleman  hail  intimated,  but  .to  the  two  Houses  of 
Congrcm.  Last  session  an  extra  number  was  printed: 
they  were  not  delivered  to  members,  but  tu  the  House. 
There  is  no  power  transferred  to  the  SecreUry.  He  is 
hoiiml  to  present  the  usual  number,  Tlie  resolution 
cannot  IntcfiPre  with  the  law.  The  Secretary  is  required 
by  the  law  lo  submit  his  report  by  the  first  uf  December, 
or  as  soon  after  as  possible.  The  Senate  want  to  liave 
the  documents  early,  no  matter  whether  in  print  or  ma- 
nuscript, so  tlut  tliey  can  act  upon  tlient  during  the  ses- 
sion. He  saw  great  inconvenience  in  the  present  node: 
lie  only  wislicd  for  cimvcnicncc.  It  if  difficult  to  get  tliu 
documents  from  manuscript  in  less  than  two  weeks. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEU  said,  the  resolutiuii  seemed  to  in- 
volve some  diflicultiei^  and  he,  for  one,  wlriied  Ibr  time 
fur  further  cuiisitlen^tion.  He  would,  tltereforc,  more  to 
lay  it  on  the  tid>le.  ^ 

The  resolution  was  tlien  laid  un  tlie  table,  without  a 
divinon. 

TARIFF  UUTIES. 
Hic  Senate  tlicn  proceeded  to  take  up  tlie  onlen  of 
tlic  day. 

I'he  Iblhiwing  resolution,  offered  by  Nr.  SMITH,  on 
lliiirsday,  being  under  cunsi«leration: 
Baahtdf  lliat  llie  Secretary  of  Ot^  Treasury  Im  direct- 
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ed,  with  as  little  delay  as  may  be,  to  furnisli  the  Senate 
with  the  projet  of  a  bilF  Tor  reducing  the  dutiea  levied 
upon  imports,  in  conformity  vrith  the  luggestiOM  made 
by  him  in  hia'annual  report. 

Mr.  I'YLKR  Batd  th:it  he  had  been  chiefly  instrumental 
in  prevailing  on  the  Committee  of  Finance  to  adopt  tlic 
resolution  now  before  the  Senate.  It  had  been  adopted 
without  opposition,  and  seemed  to  meet  the  entire  appro- 
bation of  all  the  members,  save  one.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  had  come  before  the  Senate.  He  intended 
it  for  goorl.  He  thought  a  speedy  action  on  the  subject 
of  tlie  tariff  was  indispensably  necessaryt  that  it  was  due 
to  the  codntr}-,  to  the  condition  of  the  finances,  and  de- 
manded by  the  fearful  crisis  into  which  ntir  affairs  had 
been  unfortunatelv  plunged.  A  great  crisis  had  arrived, 
and  definitive  action — powerful,  well  sustained,  and  effi- 
cient action — was  necessary  to  Fave  the  cotmlry.  .The 
subject  could  not  be  blinked,  and  he,  for  one,  resting 
upon  the  principles  on  whi^  he  h«l  all  his  life  acted, 
wa»  ready  for  action.  He  was  not  for  shedding  blood  in 
civil  strife,  bin  for  prompt  legislation,  which  would  heal 
the  wounds  of  the  country.  He  found  himself,  however, 
diifering  with  ^me  of  those  with  whom  lie  commonly 
acted,  and  without  whose  aid  tlie  resolution  could  not  be 
carried.  Some  objected  for  one  cause,  and  some  for 
another.  He  hoped  that  those  objections  would  yield  to 
better  reflection,  and  thai  thnse  who  agreed  in  the  main, 
would  not  differ  about  imessentials.  For  the  present,  he 
declined  to  press  the  subject,  and  moved  to  lay  tlie  reso- 
lution oif  the  table. 

The  resolution  was  accordingly  ordered  to  lie  upon  the 
table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  Executii-e  business.    After  which. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

TcasnaT,  Dcckvbsb  18. 

THE  TAKIFF. 

Hie  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Ur.  POINDEX:- 
TRR  being  taken  up, 

Mr.  SMITH  reqtieated  that  the  resohition  might  lie 
over  for  the  present  to  allow  time  for  examination. 

Mr.  POINDEXI't:R  said  that  he  had  no  objection  to 
suffer  the  resolution  to  lie  over.  But  as  it  was  necessary, 
on  account  of  the  labor  it  would  impose  on  the  Depart 
ment,  that  it  shotUd  be  speetlily  acted  on,  he  gave  notice 
tliat  he  should  call  the  resolution  up  fur  coosiucration  on 
the  d:iy  after  to-morrow. 

Al(9r  forwarding  a  number  of  bills,  and  lUspoaingof 
sundry  minor  nutten, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wkdxksdat,  DsexMHaald. 
REVENUE  FRAUDS. 
The  following  resolution,  offeretl  yesterday  by  Mr. 
SPRACiUE.  was  taken  up: 

RerolBGi,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expedienqr  of  making  further  provi- 
sion  for  the  protection  of  the  revenue,  by  prohibiting 
officers  of  the  costoms  from  trading  in  articles  not  subject 
to  duty. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE.  in  a  very  few  wordi,  stated  that  he 
had  been  induceil  to  offer  this  resolution  in  consequcncc 
of  letters  which  had  reached  liim  from  sources  entitled  to 
the  highest  respect,  communicating  tlie  fiict  that  great 
fnnuls  were  committed  by  officers  of  the  customs,  carry- 
ing on  a  traffic  in  articles  nut  subject  to  duty.  Having 
received  this  infbtmatioii  from  quarters  entitled  to  wei^tt, 
he  wished  il  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
to  euntine  and  report  whether  some  legal  provision  to 
prevent  these  frauds  ndght  not  be  expedient 

The  rcnIiiMon  WH  tbeniifrted  to. 


MISSOURI  CANAL. 

The  bin  to  grant  a  quantity  of  land  to  die  State  of  Mis- 
souri, fat  the  ^mrpose  of  enabling  sud  State  to  open  & 
canal  in  the  Big  Swamp,  between  the  counties  of  Cape 
Girardeau  and  Scott,  to  connect  the  waters  of  the  river 
St.  Francois,  and  the  river  Mississippi,  was  read  a  second 
time,  and  after  a  brief  explanation  by  Mr.  BUCKNER,  of 
the  condition  of  the  lands  through  which  the  canal  was 
proposed  to  be  nude,  was  reported  without  amendment 

MR.  SPRAGUE  put  a  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Mis&oui'i  as  tt>  the  quantity  uf  land  which  was  prtmoscd  tn 
be  g'.ven  to  the  State,  and  whether  the  whole  oi  it  came 
under  the  denomination  of  a  swamp?  ' 

Mr.  BUCKNER  replied  that  it  was  intended  to  give 
two  and  a  half  miles  on  each  side  of  the  canal,  and  that 
the  swamps  extended  six  miles.  There  was  ver>-  little 
good  land  which  was  not  inundated,  and  must  of  that  was 
settled  by  public  ur  otlier  grants.  These  persons  were 
protected  by  the  bill. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SPRAGUE,  who  wiilied  time  for 
further  information,  the  hill  was,  for  the  present,  laid  on 
the  uble. 

PUNISHMENT  OF  CRIMES. 

The  bill  supplementary  to  an  Act  to  provide  for  the 
more  efBcient  punishment  of  certain  crimes  ^piinst  the 
United  States,  etc.  was  read  a  second  time. 

The  bill  being  in  committee,  some  discussion  took 
place  in  reference  to  its  various  details,  in  which  Messrs. 
DALLAS,  CHAMBERS,  EWING,  HOLMES,  WIL- 
KINS,  TYLER,  MANGUM,  and  BIBB,  participated. 

The  discussion  chiefly  related  to  that  clause  of  the  bill 
which  prescribes  the  punishment  of  Eolitary  imprison- 
ment, from  one  year  to  five  years,  at  tht  discretion  of  the 
Court,_  for  persona  convicted  of  having  c'ounlcrFeit  notes 
in  their  possession.  This  discrelion  was,  on  one  aide, 
deemed  too  great  to  be  vested  in  any  eout^  because  five 
years  solitary-  confinement  is  a  punishment  equal  to  death . 
On  the  other-hand,  it  was  insisted  thut,  in  such  case  as 
was  provi(1i;d  for  by  the  clause,  the  incepdon  of  the 
offence  ought  to  be  punished  as  severely  as  its  consum- 
matinn.  Some  amendments  were  nude  in  the  deUuls  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill,  on  motion  of  Mr.  BIBB,  was  laid  on  tlic  tabic . 

TllL'BSDAT,  DlCKM&XB  20. 


FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
French  Spoliations,  reported  a  bill  similar  to  one  before 
the  Senate  at  the  bst  session,  with  a  verbal  amendment, 
which  was  read  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  took  occasion  to  state,  that,  as  the 
chairman  of  the  uimmittce  waa  absent,  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  committee  to  call  up  tlie  bill  for  consi^era- 
tioii  until  they  should  have  the  pleasure  of  sedng  him  in 
his  place. 

After  disposing  of  a  number  of  petitions  resolu- 
tions, and  private  Dills, 
Adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOXDAT,  DSCXXBSR  24. 

REDUCTION  OP  DUTIES. 

After  tlie  Senate  had  disposed  of  some  otlier  morning 

business, 

Mr.  POTNDKXTER  move<1  that  the  Senate  do  now 
consider  the  following  rosolutioii,  which  he  offered  on 
the  irtli  initant: 

Jtaoleedj  Hiat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  report  to  the  fjenate  witli  as  little  delay  as  prac- 
ticable, a  detailed  statement  of  the  articles  of  foreign 
growth  or  manufileture,  on  wlu^,  in  his  opiuoii,  the 
preient  rate  of  dutiei  ought  to  be  redi^ed,  ^eci^ing 
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paHicitUrljr  titc  amount  of  reduction  on  neb  article  scp- 
antely,  to  as  to  produce  the  miilt  of  an  sKjrregate  reduc- 
tion of  the  revenue  of  tix'millions  of  dollars,  on  sucli 
manufactures  as  nre  classed  under  the  general  denomina- 
tion of  protected  articles;  and  that  he  also  append  to  such 
report  an  enumeration  of  articles  deemed  to  be  "  easen- 
tialto  our  national  independence  in  time  of  war;"  and 
which  therefore  ought,  m  his  opinion,  to  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  proposed  reduction  of  ditties. 

MP.  SMITH  said,  that  as  Hie  Senate  was  now  thin,  lie 
hoped  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  would  suffer  his  reso- 
lution to  continue  on  the  table,  until  after  the  holidays. 

Two  of  the  Committees  of  the  other  House,  as  he 
was  informed,  had  been  for  some  time  past  engaged  in 
llic  preparation  of  a  bill  on  this  subject,  and  hu\  received 
the  aid  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  tlietr  work, 
having  had  repeated  conferences  with  that  officer  to 
ascertain  his  views.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  reso- 
lulion  would  be  permitted  to  lie  on  the  table  a  few  days* 
until  the  Senate  should  be  fuller  than  at  present. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEH  stated  that  it  bad  been  his  inten- 
tion, pursuant  to  notice  which  he  had  given,  to  call  up 
this  resolution  for  conuderation  on  Thursday  last;  but  it 
would  be  recollected  that,  on  that  day,  the  Senate  went 
Tcry  early  into  the  corauderation  of  Executive  biui- 
ness,  and  that,  in  this  way,  his  intentions  had  been  frus- 
trated. If  this  resolution  involved  any  importajit  prin. 
ciple,  he  should  have  no  objection  to  acquiesce  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senators  from  Maryland,  and  to  suffer  it 
to  lie  over  for  the  present.  But  it  was  nothing  more 
than  a  call  for  information  constructed  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  involving  no  prineiple*  and  aakii^  for  ioforma- 
tion,  the  importance  ofvluch  at  the  present  moment  was 
obvious  to  every  member  of  the  Senate.  If  the  Senate 
were  to  liave  any  of  the  information  called  for  by  his 
resolution,  it  might  to  be  in  their  possession  immediately 
after  the  holidays,  if  possible,  in  order  that  they  might 
proceed  to  action  upon  it  without  delay,  as  tliis  waS 
the  sliort  sesnon.  He  did  not  apprehend  that  there  could 
be  any  opponlion  to  the  resolution  itself.  It  would  be  out 
of  pbce,  while  conndering  it,  to  go  into  a  discusnon  of 
the  great  principles  involved  in  tbie  tariff* question;  and 
the  only  vtewa  which  could  present  themselves  would  be 
whether  it  would  be  expedient  or  not  to  call  for  the  infor- 
ntatioii,  whether  such  course  would  be  at  nil  disrespectful 
to  any  branch  of  the  Government;  and  whether  the  infor- 
mation required  would  be  useful  in  aiding  tiie  Senate  to 
form  just  conclusions  on  the  great  questions.  All  other 
debate  would  be  entirely  premature. 

He  hoped  the  Senate  would  now  agree  to  consider  the 
resolution :  and  if  there  should  he  round  any  thing  ob- 
jectionable, either  in  the  language  of  the  resolution,  or  in 
the  details  of  information  for  whicii  it  asked,  the  Senate 
could  dispose  of  tt  in  such  way  as  tbeir  wisdom  shoultl  di- 
rect. At  all  events,  he  trusted  that  his  inution  to  take  up 
the  resolution  would  prevail. 

Mr.  KING  Bud  that  he  dtd  not  ordinuily  object  to  the 
coiwdcration  of  resolutions  calling  for  information,  but 
be  cuuld  not  avoi<l  expressing  his liope  that  this  resolu- 
tion would  not  now  be  considered.  Thesubject  itself 
properly  belonged  to  the  House  of  Reprt'sentallves,  and 
a  committee  of  tl»at  branch  were  now  ready  with  a  report 
on  the  subject,  which  would  have  been  probably  made 
to-day,  had  the  House  been  in  session,  and  would  not, 
Jie  presumed,  be  postponed  beyond  Wednesday.  A  re- 
•oiution  very  aitnilar  to  the  preacnt  had  bee>i  iMd  on  the 
table  1^  the  Senate  but  a  few  days  rince;  and  the  under- 
standing was,  that  die  subject  should  not  be  again  taken 
up  unt'd  tbe  other  House  had  acted  upon  it.  llils  reso- 
lution appeared  to  him  to  differ  from  that  in  no  essential 

tioint,  and  ougltt  also  io  lie  over,  and  then  tlie  two  reso- 
utions  could  be  considered  together- 
To  the  latter  part  of  this  rcsohition,  however,  be  would 


now  state  that  he  had  a  particular  objection.  It  asked  fur 
"an  enumeration  of  articles  deemed  to  be  essential  to  our 
national  indejicndence  in  time  of  war,  and  which,  there- 
fore, ought,  m  his  opinion,  to  be  exempted  from  the  ope- 
ration of  tlie  proposed  reduction  of  duties."  He  con- 
tended that  this  part  of  the  requisition  ought  not  to  go  to 
the  Treasury  Department,  but  to  be  addressed  to  the  Se- 
cretar^«f  War,  within  whose  province  it  would  natural- 
ly come  to  answer  such  interrogatory.  He  wialied  that 
this  resolution  might  lie  until  the  House  had  come  to 
some  action  on  the  subject,  and  then  both  the  resolutions 
before  the  Senate  could  be  taken  up  and  disposed  of 
together- 
Mr.  POINDEXTER  ag»n  rose  to  reply.  He  had 
hoped  that  no  Senator  would,  on  tlie  present  motion  to 
consider,  have  touched  the  body  of  tlie  resolirtiont  but  as 
tlie  Senator  from  Alabama  Iwd  done  so,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  Senate  from  agreeing  to  the  consideration,  he 
felt  himself  bound  to  say  a  word  or  two.  The  Senator 
from  Alabama  was  of  opinion  that  the  latter  part  of  the 
resolution  ouglit  to  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 
It  might  be  so,  but  if  it  was,  the  course  was  new  to  him. 
He  would  bricRy  give  the  reason  which  had  induced  bim 
to  i^ve  to  the  inquiry  the  direction  which  Ike  had  chosen. 
He  then  referred  to  tbe  message  of  the  Prendent,  in 
which  it  was  su^^ted  that  if  would  be  found  expedient 
to  reduce  tlie  duties  tothe  ne^ssary  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Tlie  Secretary  of  Uic  Treasury,  following  up  this 
principle,  aAer  a  variety  of  views,  had  echoed  tliis  sen- 
timent of  the  Executive.  As  to  the  technical  objections, 
therefore,  wbicli  had  been  taken  to  the  reference  to  the 
Treasury  Department,  be  thouglit  it  waa  dtsposed  of  by 
the  suggestion  made  by  tlie  Secretary.  How  was  the 
Senate  to  decide  ftliat  articles,  **  essential  to  our  national 
independence  in  time  of  war,"  were  deemed  by  the  Se- 
cretary as  entitled  to  exemption.  Iftiie  views  of  the  mem- 
bers of  tile  Senate  were  to  be  mibslituled  for  those  of  the 
Secretary,  one  gentleman  might  tell  you  that  he  coiiai-. 
dered  woollens  as  one  of  these  "essential  articles,"  be- 
cause they  enter  into  the  necessar}'  clothing  of  the  soldier 
ill  time  of  war.  Another  gentleman  would,  with  equal 
truth,  and  on  equally  good  reasoning,  tell  you  tliat  cotton 
was  one  of  these,  articles  "essential  to  our  national  inde- 
pendence in  time  of  war."  Kow,  he  wished  to  know 
what  the  message  and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  meant! 
He  wished  to  see  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary.  And  tiie 
information  could  be  furnished  under  the  eye  of  tbe  Ex- 
ecutive, and  by  any  officer  he  miglit  select.  - 

And  why  was  all  this  difficulty  thrown  in  the  way  of 
his  resolution^  One  gentleman  had  said  that  the  other 
House  ought  to  act,  in  the  first  instance.  Another  stated 
that  {lie  Senate  ou^it  to  let  the  Secretary  of  .the  Treasury 
communicate  his  views  aub  rota.  Now,  lie  wanted  to  see 
what  the  Secretary  meant  by  his  generalities.  He  want- 
ed the  Secretary  to  show  his  hand,  lie  desired  to  know 
what  he  meant  when  he  talked  of  a  reduction  of  sis  mil- 
lions of  duties.  The  situation  of  the  country  at  tliia  mo- 
ment was  very  imposing,  and  demands  the  early  acti<m  of 
Congress.  U  was  necessary  that  it  should  be  known 
wliethcr  the  existing  law  is  to  be  abandoned,  or  whether 
it  is  to  be  adhered  to.  If  the  decision  shall  be  to  adhere 
to  the  present  t.iriff"  law,  let  it  be  quickly  made,  that  the 
public  attention  may  be  fixed.  But  now,  since  the  is- 
suing of  a  certain  paper,  the  procUmation  of  tlie  Pren- 
dent,  all  was  confuMon  and  uncertainty.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  he  presumed,  would  give  the  informa- 
tion which  was  required,  without  hesitation;  and  the  Se- 
nate wouM  then  be  in  possession  of  materials  for  a  just 
decision.  To  himseirit  was  mattt-r  of  some  surprise, 
that  when  one  honorable  Senator  wanted  information  on 
a  particular  subject,  another  honorable  Senator,  who  may 
have  had  greater  ^cilitics  for  obtaining  the  knowledge, 
and  vfa«b  tbercfbre,  £d  not  require  tlie  lights  asked  tor, 
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should  rise  in  his  place  to  start  olijcctions  to  the  intiuiry. 
UiscuBsion  of  the  subject  wa<  now  out  of  place.  In  or- 
der to  test  tlie  Kcnsc  of  the  Scii.-t(c  on  his  motion,  aiul  lo 
see  how  gentlemen  voted,  he  wouM  uk  fur  tlie  yeas  and 
nays. 

A  sufficient  number  rising  to  sustain  the  call,  tlie  yeas 
and-nayfl  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  it  devolved  on  him  to  stSlc  some 
of  the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  vote  against  the 
consideration  of  this  resolution  at  the  present  time.  The 
Senator  from  Mississi^ipi  had  said  that  he  wished  lo  draw 
from  the  Secretary  his  scheme  as  to  |he  reduction  of  the 
duties.  N'>u',  the  Committee  on  Finance  hatl  jirewntcd  a 
resolution  exprrbsly  calling  for  this  scheme,  m  tbe  most 
plain  and  practice  form,  tliat  of  a  bill.  The  honorable 
Senator  had  objectcil  to  that  resolution,  because  it  called 
for  a  bill. 

Mr.  POIKDEXTEK  explained  that  he  thT>ught  bills 
should  originate  in  the  legislative  b^anc^,  and  with  the 
Executive  departments. 

Mr.  SMITH  resumed.  If  that  rcMution  had  been 
ulopted,  tlic  Senate  would  have  been  furnislied  with  a 
bUI,  embracing  every  item  on  which  a  reduction  of  duties 
was  contemplated.  He  then  adverted  lo  the  distinct  eliK' 
-  racter  of  the  message  of  the  Executive,  and  the  reports 
fi-om  the  Secrctarie.'i,  and  contended  that  the  views  in  the 
former,  did  not,  of  necessity,  control  those  in  the  latter. 
A  call,  in  reference  to  articles  essential  in  war,  might  be 
directed  to  the  President  qr  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  but 
could  not  be  properly  ad<fressetl  to  any  oilier  department. 

The  Senator  from  Missifisi[)pi  had  statetl  that  this  reso- 
lution embraced  no  important  principle'.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
8.)  Uiought  it  touched  one  of  great  importance.  He  re- 
collected that  Congress  called  on  General  llamiltoii  for 
his  opinions.  The  opinions  of  that  gentleman  had,  at 
that  time,  great  weight  on  a  certain  portion  of  the  pco> 
pie;  they  had  great  influence  on  almost  all  the  oppoiiitiou. 
He  recollected  that  Mr.  Oiles  protested  against  cwling  on 
the  Secretary  for  his  opinions,  and  the  ciill  was  also  op- 
posed by  Mr.  Madison,  John  Nichula:^  and  others.  Hie 
ground  taken  was,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary 
to  furnish  only  facts  when  they  were  required,  and  that  it 
was  for  Congress  tu  constnict  opinions  out  of  these  facta. 
The  information  which  was  now  asked  by  the  resolution 
would  have  no  influence  on  liis  mind,  or  on  his  course, 
although  it  might  liave  Its  weight  with  other  Senators. 
Tie  was  opposed  to  culling  on  any  head  of  department  for 
Ilia  opinions.  It  was  only  for  them  to  furnish  the  fuels. 
The  rasolnlinn  involved  the  principle  wliich  liad  been  dis- 
cussed in  1797.  lie  would  not  consLiit  now  to  call  on  the 
Secretary  fur  his  opinions,  any  more  than  he  did  then, 
when  he  oppiwed  the  practice  on  principle.  He  was  in- 
dbposed  to  array  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary  against  liis 
own,  or  those  of  other  Senators.  He  was,  therefore, 
'  agunst  the  motion  to  consider. 

Mr.  noi.MBS  expressed  the  difficulty  be  bad  to  com- 
prehend precisely  what  liad  fallen  from  the  Senator  from 
Marj-land  concerning  opinions.  Iliat  Senator,  it  appiar- 
c<l,  although  he  would  not  call  on  the  Secretary  for  his 
opinions,  would  Iihvc  no  objection  to  call  on  him  lor  a  bill. 
Now,  n^iat  was  a  bill  hut  opinions. 

Mr.  SMITH.    "  FacU." 

Mr.  HOLMES  resumed.    A  bill  was  framed  in  conse- 

Suence  of  opirtions,  and  to  embody  Ibem.  And  when  a 
istinction  was  taken  between  an  opinion  and  a  bill,  it 
seemed  ^o  him  to  be  a  distinction  witliout  a  difference, 
unless  the  hill  called  for  was  not  to  be  received  as  the  opi- 
nion of  the  framcr-  In  reporting,  a  bill  an  opinion  was 
given  oi},lhe  principle  on  which  it  was  founded,  so  tliat, 
as  reganled  the  requisition  for  tlie  tipiniuiis  of  the  Secre- 
tary, the  present  and  the  previoiu  resolution  were  the 
same  thing.  If  the  Senate  was  to  act  at-all  on  the  resolu- 
tion, be  tiioDght  it  not  material  whetiier  it  was  now,  or  at 


nother  time;  but  if  the  information  were  to  be  asked  for 
from  Uie  Department,  in  tlie  form  of  a  bill,  it  would  carry 
an  appearance  as  if  no  member  of  the- Senate,  or  any  one 
else,  could  draw  a  bill,  in  tcrmaof  technical  accuracy, but 
a  clerk  .of  a  Department.  He  was  unwilling  to  let  it 
go  fortli  to  tlie  world  tliat  a  ScnatorcouU  not  frame  a  bill; 
;iikI  would  prefer  that  the  necessary  information  should  be 
asked  forinfornuilly.  ' 

The  question  was  then  tiken  on  tbe  moUon  to  consider 
the  resolution,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YsAs. — Messrs.  llell.  Bibb,  Clayton, '  Dickerson,  Ew- 
me.  Foot,  Krelinghiiysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Knight, 
Hdler,  Moore,  Poindezter,  I'rentiss,  Kobbinf*  Ru|^les, 
Seymour,  Sitshee,  Tipton,  Tomlinson — 20. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner»  Dudley, 
(irundy.  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Bobinson,  Smilli, 
Spragoe,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins— IS. 

So  the  Senate  agi'ced  to  conmder  the  resolution.' 

The  resolution  was  then  again  read,  and  Mr.  POIN- 
DKXTER  modified  it,  by  insertii^  after  ibe  words  •*  six 
millions  of  dollars,  "the  words  as  expressed  in  hb  annu- 
al report." 

Mr.  KING  consideret^  tbe  modification  whicli  bad  just 
been  made  as  rendering  the  resolution  still  more  objec- 
tionable. There  was  no  such  expression  in  tbe  annual 
report  of  the  Secretary,  a%w^  attributed  to  it  bv  tlie  mo- 
dification. The  resolution  referred  solely  to  wliat  were 
termed  "protected  articles."  Sucli  was  not  the  language 
of  the  report  of  the  Secretary-.  The  language  of  the  let- 
ter was  priiicipallv  on  protected, articles,  anudid  not  Con- 
vey the  idea  of  retluction  on  protected  articles  excluwrely. 

He  did  not  understand  what  the  Senator  froip  Mississip- 
pi meant  hy  penons  having  information  in  their  possession, 
which  other  genlleri"  n  did  not  possess;  and  that  the  Se- 
cretary would  give  Itis  opinion  sub  roaa.  He  was  certain 
there  was  nothing  in  his  language  to  warrant  the  imprc&- 
sion  that  any  gentleman  were  in  possession  of  exclusive 
information.  He  knew  of  none.  And  as  to  the  Sefcrelu- 
ry  of  the  IVeasury,  be  felt  assured  that  that  officer  woiiM 
not  shrink  from  an  avoa-al  of  his  opinions;  but  that  lie 
was  ready  at  any  moment  to  show  his  hand. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  other  .House 
had  been  laboring,  with  the  aid  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Trea>iury,  to  frame  a  bill,  and  were  now  ready  to  nuke 
their  report.  So  also  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  Iml 
been  occupied  in  a  similar  labor.  He  thought  tlial  the 
Senate  ought  to  witit  fur  the  i-esult  of  Ibdr  labon^  before 
they  proceeded  to  act  on  the  subject. 

liut  he  had  another,  and  a  still  stronger  ohjcrction  to  the 
resolution.  It  was  a  call  on  tbe  Tt^easur^-  Ui  partment  for 
information  which  was  not  within  its  province.  Why 
siiould  u  call  be  made  oi^  the  Treasury  Department  fur  an 
enumeration  of  munitions  of  war,.8null  arms,  jind  ainitiar 
necessary  articles,  when  there  was  in  eustenee  &  Depart- 
ment  of  War!!   i.et  the  call  be  made  Hick. 

Tlie  resulution,  he  regarded,  as  not  doing  justice  lo 
the  Secretary.  It  imputed  to  him  exprei^sions  for  which 
he  was  nut  to  be  licld  responsible,  and  was  calculated  to 
j>roduce  erroneous  impressions.  And  it  called  on  him 
for  information  which  was  not  within  his  reach.  The  re- 
solution might,  with  more  propriety,  be  addressed  to  the 
President,  and  he  could  send  it  to  a  "proper  officer  for  m 
reply . 

When  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  tlie  IVeisuiy  was 
received  last  session  from  the  Department,  it  met  with  np« 
position  on  every  side,  and  was  finally  defeated;  and  it 
was  probable  that  his  commmucation  now  would  meet  with 
a  similar  fate.  He  would  now  make  a  proposition  which 
would  free  the  resolutioD  from  the  ohjeciion  whi^h  be  felt 
to  it  as  it  now  stood. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  st£tke  out  tbe  following 
words: 

**  And  that  be  abo  append  to  suda-feport  m  cnumerm- 
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tion  of  articles  deemed  to  be  *  essentiil  to  our  n«ti(>nal  iii- 
(lependencc  in  time  of  war,'  and  which,  Ibercfure,  ought, 
i  ti  his  opiiiioHi  to  be  exem|ited  from  the  opention  of  the 
proposed  reduction  of  duties." 

Mr.  BBOWN  then  asked  for  the  readtne  of  the  resolu- 
tion which  wsa  offered  some  days  since  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Finance- 

Tlie  resolution  being  read, 

Mr  BROWN  then  said  that  he  should  vote  against  the 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Missnssippi,  even  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  should  succeed, 
lie  preferred  the  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
He  tek  assured  that  the  Secretary  would  not  shrink  from 
the  rcBponsibiU^  of  giving  his  views.  In  the  renort  which 
he  had  idready  sent  in,  lie  had  exhibited  canaor,  fiank- 
tiess,  and  an  admirable  system  of  doctrines,  which  enti- 
tled him  to  confidence.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  that  the  Senate  ou^ht  to  suspend 
their  action  on  this  subject  because  the  House  bad  not  yet. 
acted.  At  a  moment  of  such  deep  importance,  when  tlte 
hannony,  and,  perliap^  the  intepity  of  the  Uiuon  are  in 
danger,' he  thought  that  there  should  be  nodeby,  but 
that  the  Senate  ought  to  act  at  once . 

Hr.  POINDEXTER  said  the  Senator  from  Marj-Und 
seemed  td  object  to  a  call  for  opinions  on  this  great  sub- 
ject. Did  that  gentleman  recollect  thaL  in  the  reports 
of  Hr.  Hamilton,  as  to  the  condition  of  the  finances,  he 
confined  himself  to  statements  of  ftcts  principally?  It  WM 
thought;  by  some  members  of  Congress,  that  he  should 
be  called  on  to  communicate  his  opinions.  The  demo- 
cnitie  party  were  opposed  to  a  call  for  opinions.  But 
now  it  had  become  a  fasliion  with  the  departments  to 
volunteer  their  opinions.  The  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury ' contained  opinions  expressed  in  general 
terms,  aiul  the  -  Senate  had  a  right  to  call  for  specifi- 
cations. 

It  would  be  reeollected  by  the  Senate,  that  this  w.-is  not 
a -new  practice.  At  the  last  session,  they  had  called  on 
(he  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  his  opinions  as  to  the 
reduction  of  duties.  The  call  was  made,  as  it  appeared 
on  the  Journal  now  before  him.  The  call  mi^it  with  as 
much  propriety  be  made  now,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Secretary  would  be  as  ready  as  he  was  before  to  give 
his  opinions  on  the  nitnect. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  had  raised  an  objection  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  resolution,  because  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  Iiad  not  carried  out  the  views  of  the  Presi- 
dent on  this  point,  but  had  confined  himself  to  the  pro- 
tected articles.  He  would  read  what  the  Secretary  hi^ 
said  on  the  subject,  because  if  he  had  not  touched  this 
point,  it  might  be  improper  for  the  Senate  to  meddle 
with  it. 

[Here  Hi;.  Poixskxteb  read  a  paragraph  from  the  re- 
port which  adverted  to  the  propriety  of  giving  especial 
protection  to  articles  which  were  necessary  to  the  preser- 
vation of  our  national  independence.] 

Thus  it  appeared  that  the  Secretary  proposed  to  ex- 
empt articles  which  were  "essential  to  the  national  inde- 
pendence in  time  of  war,"  showing  that  there  existed  a 
strict  cmncidcnee  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  between  the 
President  and  Secretary.  It  was  nid  that  the  SecreUrj-, 
in  the  construction  of  his  annual  r^ort,  acted  indepen- 
dently of  the  views  of  the  Prerident.  He  did  not  so  un- 
derrtand  it.  He  had  always  supposed  that  the  Cabinet 
acted  in  subservience  to  the  President,  more  especially 
in  the  M^^geation  of  any  new  views.  Would  it  not  ap. 
jMar  atnnge  if  one  of  the  Secretaries  should  aisume  the 
right  to  declare  war?  Had  not  the  President  a  right  to 
control  their  oplniona?  Could  be  not  remove  tiiem  when 
h«  found  that  Uiey  were  no  longer  ditpofed  to  aet  onder 
his  control? 

As  to  articles  which  are  necessary  in  time  of  war,  the 
Preridcnt  bad  declared  that  they  ought  to  be  exratpted. 
Vol.  IX.^ 


and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  follows  out  the  idea. 
He  desired  to  act  in  confonnity  with  the  views  of  the 
President  wad  the  Secretary  on  this  point.  But  he  must 
first  ascertain  what  these  articles  were.  If  the  Secretary 
were  to  furnish  the  specifications  called  for  by  his  resoki' 
tion,  would  not  the  Senate  act  more  understandingly  and 
harmoniously?  Certainly  they  would.  But  any  discus- 
sion which  might  be  ^one  into,  to  determine  these  arti- 
cles, would  be  something  like  the  consultation  of  the  citi- 
zens of  the  besieged  town  in  the  fable;  one  declared  his 
preference  for  iron,  as  the  best  material  for  fortification; 
a  second  iiiMst^  on  the  superiority  of  woodi  while  a 
third  declared  that  there  was  nothing  like  leather.  So 
it  would  be  found,  tiiat  among  the  Senators  there  would 
be  found  as  great  a  diversity  of  opinions.  He  knew  that 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  would  not  shrink  from 
the  avowal  of  their  opinions.  He  stood  forward  the  ad- 
vocate of  their  opinions;  and  he  found  himself  placed  in 
a  singular  position,  inasmuch  as  be  was  opposed  by  those 
who  w.ere  the  friends  of  theadministtution. 

The  present  criria  was  one  which  demanded  action: 
The  people  wished  to  know  what  course  Congress  were 
about  to  pursue;  and  he  hopedthey  should  proceed  to 
act  without  delay,  so  that  tbis  now  distcacted  country 
might  once  more  repose  in  peace  and  serenity. 

Hr.  SMITH  said  two  or  three  words  in  explanation  of 
what  be  had  said  concerning  the  distinctness  between  the 
opinions  of  the  Prerident  and  those  of  his  Seeretariesi 
and  added,  that  the  Secretary  had  confined  himself  to  a 
gfencral  expression,  and  that  the  details  which^were  now 
demanded  did  not  lie  within  his  reach. 

Mr.  8PUAGUG  stated  that  this  was  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  resolution  calling  for  information  as  to  facts.  It 
was  only^calling  for  opinions  in  a  more  specific  form  than 
that  in  which  they  had  heretofore  been  given.  He  was 
opposed  to  this  practice.  Jle  thought  that  the  Depart- 
ments had  alreaay  izifluence  enough,  and  he  would  not 
ma^ify  that  influence  still  further  by  calling  on  them  for 
their  opinions.  The  facts  were  already  before  the  Se- 
nate^ llie  fiict  that  the  revenue  was  now  greater  than 
the  wants  of  the  country  demanded,  v.-as  before  the  Se- 
nate. They  also  knew  the  amount  of  Uie  duties  on  pro- 
tected articles,  and  they  knew  what  the  articles  were  on 
which  duties  were  collected.  The  amount  of  the  reve- 
nue and  expenditurei)  the  amount  of  the  duties  which 
accrued,  and  the  names  of  the  articles,  were  all  bcfpre 
the  Senate.  And  what  morfe  was  required?  They  pro* 
pose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  his  opinion 
on  what  articles  reductions  should  be  made?  He  would 
not  consent  to  do  this.  He  thought  tlie  Senate  were 
competent  to  do  it  for  themselves.  It  might  be  true  that 
lie  would  be  willing,  in  this  instance,  to  draw  out  the  Se- 
cretary on  the  subject  of  .the  reductions  \thich  he  had  in 
view;  but  he  waa  against  the  general  practice,  and  not 
for  it.  If  the  Secretary  had  volunteered  certain  opi- 
nions, he  (Hr.  S.)  was  not  disposed  to  ask  him  for 
more.  lie  objected  to  this  resolution  for  substantially  the 
same  reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  oppose  the  reso- 
lution calling  on  the  Secretary  for  a  bill.  But  he  was* 
in  fact,  more  oppoaed  to  that  resolution  than  to  the  pre- 
sent, because  it  called  tot  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary 
in  a  still  more  emphatic  manner.  It  had  been  predicted 
that  the  Senate  would  become  merely  the  recorder  of  the 
decrees  of  the  Executive,  but  he  had  never  yet  heard 
the  suggestion  that  laws  were  to  be  prepared  at  the  de- 
partment, and  merely  sent  to  the  Senate  for  passage.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  plan  was  a  convenient  one.  He 
knew  it  was  convenient,  and  it  might  be  still  more  con- 
venient to  have  the  laws  prepareo  by  one_  man.  But  lie 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  to  submit  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  established  practice,  than  by  concen- 
trating all  buKoess  in  one,  to  concentrate  all  influence 
there  also,  and  thus  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  introdoc- 
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tion  of  still  greater  evils.  I'be  two  Houses  of  Congress 
had  already  less,  and  the  Executive  Department  more 
influence  than  they  ought  to  have. 
•  Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  roae.and  expreswd  his  re- 
gret that  he  should  be  obliged,  in  this  instance,  to  differ 
with  his  friend  from  Maine.  The  reports  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  the  two  Houses  were  made  in  obe- 
dience to  ft  special  act  of  Congress,  and  not  at  the  requi- 
«tion  of  the  President.  It  was  an  official  document,  call- 
ed for  by  both  Houses  Congress,  to  have  all  the  influ- 
euce  which  its  character  wotdd  enable  it  to  exercise.  The 
call  was  therefore  addresied  to  the  Secretary,  not  to  the 
President,  because  the  Pre«dent  could  exerctie  no  con- 
trol over  tiie  matter.  He  would  call  on  the  Secretary  for 
this  reason.  The  Secretary  had  stated  that  by  a  tariff 
policy,  based  on' proper  principles,,  a  reduction  of  six 
millions  might  be  made,  without  prejudice  to  the  claims 
of  existing  establishments.  Here,  then,  was  a  very  import- 
ant fact.  It  was  desirable  to  know  what  the  Secretary 
means  by  "a  tariff  policy  based  on  proper  principles." 
One  object  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Mlasis- 
nppi  was  to  fix  these  generalities.  An  Executive  officer 
had  told  the  Senate  of  a  tariff  based  on  proper  principles' 
In  another  part  of  bis  report,  the  Secretary-  explains  his 
meaning,  to  counteract  foreign  legislation,  to  protect  our 
own  industry,  to  cherish  those  branches  witliin  ourselves 
'  which  supply  the  means  or-prcserving  our  national  inde- 
pendence. 

The  resolution  proposed  to  ask  the  Secretary  what  was 
his  view  of  the  extent  of  these  general  terms,  which  did 
not  depend  on  their  grammatical  construction,  but  on  the 
manner  in  which  the  mind  of  the  Secretary  wus  brought 
to  bear  on  the  subject.  If  the  question  as  to  the  most 
important  article  to  be  protected  were  to  be  put  to  his 
colleague,  he  would  unquestionably  reply,  iron;  and  a 
majority  of  the  Senate,  perhaps,  would  say  woollens. 
It  had  gone  tlyvugh  the  country,  that  a  reduction  could 
he  made  of  rix  Diilliona.  It  waa  necessary  to  know  how 
this  could  be  effected.  And  to  obtain  this  knowled^, 
lh^  must  send  to  the  department  whence  the  suggestion 
bad  been  communicated.  Their  constituents  must  know 
what  was  meant.  It  was  a  plun,  practical,  common  sense 
inquiry,  what  was  intended  by  means  of  national  defence^ 
Did  the  phrase  refer  to  arms  and  munitions,  to  powder, 
cannon  balls,  and  the  like?  It  was  proper  that  Ihey 
should  have  a  definite  and  practical  answer.  Thus  view- 
ing the  subject,  he  must  give  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  re- 
solution, and  against  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Alabama. 

Mr.  IIOLMES  acquiesced  In  the  correctness  of  the 
views  which  had  been  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  New- 
Jersey  as  to  the  relative  duties  of  the  Frendent  ard  the 
Secretary;  and  to  revive  the  fading  recollections  of  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  1789,  which  created  the  Treasury 
Department,  he  read  so  much  of  it  as  prescribed  the 
-duties  of  the  Secretary.  He  then  adverted  to  the  facility 
with  which  the  present  Secretary  suited  his  opinions  to 
the  lone  of  the  Congress  to  whom  they  were  addressed. 
His  views  appeared  to  be  in  a  constant  state  of  mutation, 
and  he  was  very  well  disposed  to  fix  him  on  "this  point, 
and  to  discover  wlut  he  really  did  mean.  In  the  opi- 
nions of  some,  iron  and  lead  would  be  deemed  articlei  of 
the  highest  importance  for  defence.  But  the  fidale  %f  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  did  not  strictly  apply  here, 
where  there  were  no  fortified  towns,  to  render  iron, 
wood,  atKl  leather  the  most  essential  articles.  Other  com- 
modities here  superseded  those.  The  soldier,  in  these 
times,  must  have  his  blanket  to  cjpthe  and  protect  him. 
Conaequentfy  fiannel  was  an  article  of  great  neeesuty. 
The  soi^r,  it  waa  true,  must  fire  hit  musket,  but  if  he 
wen  to  petidi  ^cold  for  want  of  a  blanket,  he  could  no 
longer  fire  h.  So  i^so,  on  the  aame  principle,  it  might 
become  neceuary  to  impose  a  protecting  duty  on  flour. 


and  beef,  and  pork,  because  the  soldier  must  eat;  and  oii 
cotton,  because  he  must  have  shirts  to  wear.  Thui  you 
might  prolect  every  thing,  or  nothing.  The  Secretary  is 
now  required  to  tell  precisely  what  are  his  views,  and 
when  the  Senate  had  got  at  his  meaningf  they  could  then 
judge  for  tliemselves.  Acting  under  the  'provisioiis  of 
the  act  of  1789,  they  called  on  the  Secretary  to  give,  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  those  views  which  he  had  now 
given  unsatisfactorily.  It  was  desired  to  kmiw  if  he  was 
in  favor  of  no  tariff,  or  of  a  tariff,  and  if  a  tariff,  if  of 
a  tariff  up  to  the  hub.  One  section  of  the  country  had 
claimed  this  administration  as  anti-tariff,  while  another 
had  regarded  them  as  advocates  of  a  tariff.  It  was  wish- 
ed to  have  this  problem  solved,  to  have  this  question  set- 
tled. The  President  might  have  on  this  subject  different 
views  from  the  Secretary.  Under  this  resolution,  the 
Secretary  would  be  bound  to  give  his  opinion  as  to  the 
points  in  which  he  differed  from  the  President.  The 
Senate  would  then  determine  which  they  thouglil  right, 
and  wliich  wrong,  or  whether  either  of  them  was  right. 
Amidst  all  the  conflict  of  opinions,  it  was  the  proper 
course  for  the  Senate  to  go  right  on,  and  to  do  their  duty. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  it  was  hid  wish  to  gratify  the  gentle- 
man from  Maine,  and  to  obtain  such  information  as  would 
expound  to  him  what  a  judicious  tariff  was.  But  he  was 
attracted  by  a  higher  motive  than  this.  He  wished  tiie 
Senate  to  act  on  this  subject  at  once-  It  was  important 
that  there  should  be  instant  action.  He  agreed  generally 
with  the  other  Senator  from  Maine,  as  to  the  inexpedi- 
ency of  callingfor  opinions,  as  a  general  rule.  But  he 
did  not  feel  disposed  to  apply  the  principle  in  this  case. 
The  gentleman  had  said  that  he  would  not  give  tlie  de- 
partment too  great  influence.  The  opinions  of  the  Trea- 
sury Department  last  session  were  not  so  fortunate  as  to 
receive  the  registration  oflhe  Senate.  This  waa  proof  that 
they  did  not  carry  with  them  so  much  influence  as  that 
gentleman  had  supposed.  The  officer  ont^  acted  under 
the  direction  of  the  Senate  in  communicating  bis  views. 
He.honed  that  all  false  notions  of  etiquette  would  be  dis- 
carden.  lie  wished  that-the  country  should  meet  the  cri- 
sis, and  the  sooner  tiie  better.  Believing  the  Secretary 
to  be  most  conversant  with  the  subject,  from  his  habits 
and  his  opportunities,  he  would  prefer  at  once  to  apply 
to  him  for  a  bill.  The  Senate  could  then  accept  or  re- 
ject at  their  pleasure.  He  had  the  same  objectin  view 
with  the  gentleman,  but  thinking  the  resolution  of  tlie 
Committee  on  Finance  the  moat  specific,  he  would  now 
move  to  insert  that  as  a  substitute  fbr  the  present. 

He  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  of  the  resolution  after 
the  Vord  "  Resolved,"  and  to  insert  as  follows: 

**  Tliat  the  Secrelarj'  of  the  Treasury  be  directed,  with 
as  little  delay  as  may  be,  to  furnish  tiie  Senate  with  a  pro- 
ject of  a  bill  for  reducing  the  duties  levied  upon  import^ 
in  conformity  with  the  suggestions  made  by  him  m  his 
annual  report." 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that  he  was  pleased  to  find  that  gen- 
tlemen who  were  known  to  be  the  advocates  of  the  tarifT 
were  in  fiivor  of  this  call  upon  the  Secretary.  He  thought 
it  furnished  somewhat  a  favorable  augury,  that  tiie  Setu- 
tor  from  New  Jersey,  (Mr.  DtcKsnso^,)  standing  at  the 
head  of  the  Committee  of  Manufactures,  ghouhl  be  found 
voting  for  a  call  on  tli^  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  fiir  in 
formation  in  relation  to  a  subject  on  which  ttyt  honorab.  l 
Senator  had  bestowed  so  much  labor  atxl  attention.  He 
could  not  but  hail  it  as  an  evidence  of  a  dispOAtion  on  the 
part  of  that  Senator  to  make  a  proper  abatement  of  the 
taxes,  and  to  contribute  something  towards  restoring 
public  harmony.  What  otiier  motive  could  influence 
gentlemen  in  making  the  call,  he  could  not  imagine,  &Ir. 
T.  said  he  had  voted  against  taking  up  the  resolution  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  to-day,  fur  reasons  which 
must  be  obvious  to  all.  The  vacint  seats  which  presented 
tbemielves  in  every  direction,  seemed  touppcie  an  action 
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at  this  time?  but  as  the  Senator  form  North  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Bbo  vir)  had  moved  the  resolution  from  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  substitution  of  that  moved  by  Mr.  Poiicdbxtkb; 
he  proposed  to  say  but  a  word  or  two  in  its  favor.  He 
preferred  it  to  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Hissis* 
•ippii  because  that  proposition  might  give  rise  to  a  dis- 
OT^Dixation  on  the  protective  ^stem,  when  he  (Mh  T.) 
wftiited  a  substantive  tangible  response.  The  country 
had  had  long  dissertations  on  political  economy,  volumes 
in  the  form  of  reports  had  been  written  on  the  subject. 
He  VRS  sick  of  them,  and  he  believed  ihe  country  nau' 
seated  at  them.  We  want,  said  Mr.  T.,  no  more  homilies, 
but  a  practical  measure  on  which  every  man  in  the  coun- 
try may  lay  hii  hand  as  something  tangible  and  certain, 
lie  wanted  to  introduce  no  British  custom,  but  he  wanted 
a  bill  with  the  stamp  of  the  treasury,  and  why  not  have 
it?  Should  we  now  stand  on  mere  fonns,  when  the 
country  is  menaced  with  civil  war,  and  a  threat  is  made 
to  collect  the  taxes  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet  f  When 
he  was  called  on  for  military  force,  he  should  be  disposed 
to  inquire  whether  every  other  means  had  been  exhaust- 
ed, before  resort  was  ^ad  to  the  sword.  Let  us,  then, 
call  npon  the  Treatuiy  for 'its  project,  and  let  us  not 
alarm  ourselves  at  the  idea  that  we  are  to  become  ser- 
viles  and  minions  to  the  Eseeutlve,  because  we  call  upon 
it  for  aid  in  the  present  important  crisis.  He,  however, 
heggfed  gentlemen  to  believe  that  he  was  not  trembling 
with  fear  and  Jippreliensian  of  danger.  He  should  but 
poorly  represent  his  State,  which  in  the  present  crisis 
was  as  unterrificd  as  at  any  precedent  period  of  her 
history,  if  he  could  give  council  to  fear.  He  honestly 
linred  the  Union,  however,  and  he  deemed  it  right  that 
every  conceivable  effort  should  be  made  to  save  it.  He 
believed  it  better  to  vole  for  the  resolution  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Finance,  because  it  was  plain  And  direct  in  its : 
object,  and  he  accordingly  should  ilo  so. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said,  that  he  preferred  the  amendment 
proposed  by  his  honorable  friend  and  colleague,  [Mr. 
BKowir,]  to  the  original  resolution:  thut  be  should  vote 
to  insert  it,  but  upon  the  final  vote  of  wloption  be  should 
go  against  the  whole  measure  in  every  form.  He  had 
occasion,  a  few  days  ago,  to  intimate  his  opinion  upon  the 
resolution  proposed  to  be  substituted,  when  it  was  first 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  then  re- 
fitted his  inability  to  take  as  favorable'  a  view  of  its 
principles  and  policy,  as  did  many  of  those  gentlemen 
with  whom  he  usually  acted,  and  for  whose  judgment, 
upon  most  occamoni^  he  entertained  a  profound  respect. 
Time  and  reflection  had  served  but  to  mature  bit  first 
and  hasty  impressions  into  settled  conviction;  and  he  had 
been  gratified  to  perceive,  that  reflection  had  led  many 
of  his  friends  to  distrust  their  first  impressions,  and  to 
vote  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table.  There,  he  sup- 
posed, it  would  ^lavc  slept,  had  it  not  been  deemed  less 
ubjectionable  than  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
MtS9issipj>i,  [Mr.  PoixnKxm,]  and  was  revived  simply 
ai  a  substitute. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  why  shall  wejsnger  palter  with  this 
subject?  Is  this  a  time  for  whimsical,  capricious,  and 
Ingenious  evolutions  in  parliamentary  tactics'  Is  this  a 
time  for  the  ability  and  patriotism  of  tlie  United  States' 
Senate  to  be  exhausted  in  embarrassing  moves,  or  to  be 
attenuated  in  parliamentary  manoeuvres?  Is  the  game  to 
be  resumed  which  was  played  throurii  the  last  ei^t 
months  sesfton,  upon  the  great  political  chess-board? 
Were  its  results  so  profitable  to  the  country,  or  so  honor- 
able to  the  national  councils?  Sir,  it  is  time  to  have  done 
with  this.  Is  not  the  grave,  the  indignant  rebuke  of  the 
American  people  still  sounding  in  our  ears?  Shall  we  sit 
here  to  be  amused  by  witty  gentlemen,  to  taunt  a  Secre- 
tary, or  to  embarrass  each  other?  Sir,  the  period  for 
len^hened  debate  has  passed.  The  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia bat  well  said,  we  want  no  homilies  on  political  eco- 


nomy. We  have  enough  of  them.  It  is  action — action, 
we  want.  Action  must  be  had,  to  stand  still  is  ruin  to 
ourselves,  ruin  to  our  country,  and  destructive  to  the 
brightest  and  best  hopes  of  the  world.  The  republic  is 
in  danger.  It  is  upon  the  verge  of  a  precipice.  The  re- 
public must  be  saved,  liberty  must  be  preserved.  The 
Union  must  be  saved.  We  all  have  an  e^at  interest  in 
the  perpetuity  of  liberty,  in  tiie  preserration  of  the  re- 
public. The  humble  tenant  of  tne  humblest  log  cabin 
feels  the  inspirations  of  'liberty  and  rites  into  dignity  .with 
a  consciousness  of  its  possesion,  as  well  as  he  who  is 
clotlied  in  purple  and  fares  sumptuously  every  day.  He 
feels  that  this  is  his  countiy,  the  freest  country  under  the 
stm,  and  that  every  part  of  it  is  bis  country.  Tlut  bright 
and  glorious  image  in  his  mind  must  not  be  marredor 
broken  into  fragmentit  it  must  be  saved;  its  integrity 
must  be  preserved.  It  is  the  g»at  solace  and  pride  of 
his  life,  as  it  is  the  richest,  perlttpa  the  only  hentage  of 
his  children.  Sir,  it  ip  time  to  act,  to  act  ounclves.  Tlie 
initiatory  process  can  soon  be  consummated  through-the 
ordinary  organs  of  this  body.  The  committee  will  do 
its  duty  and  do  it  quickly.  The  great  work  will  remun 
for  ourselves.  Let  at  come  to  it  in  a  spirit  of  kindnea 
and  conciliation,  with  a  determination  to  tave  the  repub- 
lic. It  is  a  great  work;  we  must  bring  our  minds  and  our 
hearts  up-  to  the  great  occasion.  Il  is  for  ourselrei^  fer 
our  children,  for  posterity.  Da  our  duty  and  the  coun- 
try will  be  saved-,  the  arm  of  the  oppressed,  the  world 
OT-er,  will  be  nerved;  and  every  heart  that  throbs  for 
liberty  will  derive  solace  and  consolation  from  the  noble 
example.  But  is  it  true  that  we  are  not  e^ual  to  the 
occasion?  Is  it  true  that  the  severe  party  discipline  of 
the  last  long  session  has  confirmed  in  tis  hwits  of  inapti* 
tude  for  any  other  than  petty  and  inugnificant  party 
struggles?  That  we  are  incapable  of  lifting  all  our 
thoughts,  -and  bringing  all  our  anections  to  the  rescue  of 
our  country  f  Must  there  be  a  new  shufle,  cut,  and  deal  ? 
Must  our  old  habits,  old  passions,  and  our  old  sentiments, 
be  thrown  into  the  great  alembic  of  the  ballot  box,  and 
our  patriotism  be  purified,  exalted,  and  quickened,  by 
being  passed  through  the  crucible  of  a  new  election? 

'Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  the  country,  the  whole  country,  will 
be  saved — not  at  the  edge  of  the  sword,  or  the  point  of 
the  bayonet;  that  idea  is  revolting  to  our  people  an^  alien 
to  the  genius  of  our  institutions:  It  cannot  oe  saved  by 
force.  Tlie  present  generation  will  brand  with  infamy, 
and  all  posterity  will  execrate  him  who  first  sheds  a  bro* 
ther's  blood  in  civil  strife .  A  Government  bas«d  upon  Uie 
stable  fou  ndations  of  opinion,  and  the  aff'ections  of  tne  peo- 
ple, can  be  saved  only  by  the  public  opinion  and  the  anec- 
tions of  the  people;  and  the  hot  burning  curses  of  an  out- 
raged and  indi^iant  people  will  pursue  and  consume  him 
who,  in  civil  stnfe,  shall  shed  the  blood  ofany  of  our  peo- 
ple, whether  upon  Sagadahoc  or  the  Balize,  upon' any  other 
plea  than  that  of  inevit^e  necesnty.  But  the  country 
will  be  saved.  It  may  not  be  by  the  politicians:  in  them 
I  have  but  Uttle  confidence.  It  will  be  tared  by  the  peo- 
ple. I  repeat,  emphatically,  the  people,  who,  in  ever)' 
portion  of  this  great  and  once  happy  confederacy  are  sig- 
nally distinguished  over  all  other  people  for  moderation, 
justice,  a  love  of  liberty,  and  love  of  country.  They  will 
awaken  to  the  oppressions  which,  b^  par^  and  unprinci- 
pled combinationtC  have  been  practised  upon  their  bre- 
thren of  the.Soutfa.  They  will  rise  in  their  strength  in 
the  most  distant  parts  of  the  confederal  to  advocate  and 
defend  their  brotner*a  cause.  They  will  hurl  the  oppres- 
sor from  his  bad  eminence,  and  scare  the  vulture  from  his 
prey.  Liberty  is  our  common  inheritance,  and  they  will 
guaranty  it  to  every  portion  of  our  great  political  bro- 
therhood .  The  people's  interest  every  where  is  best  and 
most  permanentiy  secured  by  equal  laws,  and  a  just  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government.  They  know  it,  and  so 
ultimately  they  will  have  it.   In  the  glorious  Bast,  on  the 
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extreme  verge  of  the  republic,  we  have  friends  and  allies, 
firm  friends  and  alliea.  who  are  more  terrible  to  the  rapa- 
cious monopolist  than  an  army  with  bannera.  Our  peo- 
ple are  too  just,  too  generaiu,  and  too  ntagnaiumout,  to 
aufFer  oppreinon  to  be  loa;  practised  upon  my  portion  of 
Uieir  brethren,  when  thrir  attention  iball  be  awakened  to 
its  existence . 

Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  I' am  opposed,  upon  principle,  to  a 
call  upon  the  Executive,  or  any  head  of  a  department,  for 
a  bill  embracing  such  momentous  interests.  Its  tendency 
would  be  to  an  amalgamation  of  the  different  departments 
of  the  Government,  which  should  always  be  kept  sepa- 
rate and  as  distinct  as  practicable.  Congress  is  emphati- 
cally the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.  Upon  us 
the  constitution  devolves  the  responsibility,  and  upon  ua 
should  fall  the  labor.  If  the  Sccretar>'  of  the  Treasury 
can  aid  our  committees,  his  services,  I  am  sure,  will  be  at 
their  command  when  requested;  they  have  been  hereto- 
fore, they  will  be  again,  if  desired.  That  ofScer,  said 
Ur.  M.,  is  prepared,  with  a  candor  and  decision  as  honor, 
able  to  himseli  as  he  trusted  they  would  be  useful  to  the 
country,  to  come  up  to  the  great  occasion,  and  to  meet 
any  respon^bility.  But  not  upon  him  was  he  willing  to 
call  in  the  form  proposed  for  a  bill.  That  cqiirse,  though 
harmless  now,  maybe  drawn  into  precedent  in  bad  times, 
and  tend  to  throw  upon  a  popular  idol  responsibility  that 
ought  always  to  rest  upon  the  representatives  ofthe  States 
and  the  people.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  I  have  always  admired 
the  noble  sentiment  thrown  out  in  his  place  here,  by  that 
**  beau  id<al,"  of  an  able  and  dignified  Senator  who  lately 
represented  witli  so  much  honor  to  himself  and  usefulness 
to  his  country,  the  ancient  and  "unlerrified"  common- 
wealth of  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tamwsli,]  to  wit,  that  the  in- 
troducing Into  this  chamber  the  opinions  ofthe  Executive 
to  influence  our  deliberations,  or' as  a  "makeweight" 
upon  any  question  under  consideration,  ought  to  be  re- 
garded as  B  breach  of  order.  The  sentiment  was  uttered 
m  bad  times,  but  it  is  just  at  all  times.  Much  stronger 
would  an  objection  lie  to  conferring  upon  the  Executive 
the  initiating  process  of  our  peculiar  legislative  duties. 
Mr.  M.  said  ne  objected  to  the  renolution  because  it  con- 
tained a  call,  not  for  facts,  but  for  opinions.  Sir,  said  he, 
I  object  to  a  call  for  the  opinion  of  this  or  any  other  admi- 
nistration; and  in  reference  to  this,  jiidringfrom  a  late 
proclamation  which  bad  produced  so  miiclt  sensation,  and 
which  had  found  almost  universal  acceptation  among  the 
bitterest  revilera  of  the  President,  he  was  constrained  to 
say  he  liked  their  practice  much  better  than  their  specu- 
lations; their  worksbettertbanthcirfaith.  But  let  that  pass. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi,  said  Mr.  M.,  complains 
that  those  who  set  themselves  up  to  be  the  exclusive 
friends  of  the  administration,  and  who,  in  consideration 
thereof,  enjoy  exclusive  privileges  in  reference  to  per- 
sonal intercourse,  oppose  his  resolution.  For  myself,  said 
Mr.  M.,  I  set  up  for  no  exclusive  loyalty,  nor  am  I  con- 
sdous  of  enjoying,  in  that  respect,  any  exclusive  privi- 
legea.  It  is  as  much  as  I  can  do  at  this  perilous  crisis — a 
crins  of  universal  alarm,  and  one  signally  m.trked  with  the 
most  flagrant  dereliction  of  principle,  to  walk  forward 
and  steadily  upon  my  own  principles— principles  which  I 
believe  to  be  conservative  of  liberty,  ofthe  Union,  and  of 
harmony  and  brotherly  love  throughout  our  extended  and 
once  hftppx_  borders.  At  this  jpetilous  crisis  1  know  no 
man,  and  will  support  no  man,  further  than  I  may  believe 
he  may  be  instrumental  in  saving  the  republic,  and  pre- 
Krving  the  liberties  of  the  peojile .  f  go  for  my  country, 
my  whole  country,  and,  first  of  all,  for  the  liberties  ofthe 
people.  In  pursuing  this  course  faithfully,- 1  feel  the  gra- 
tifying assurance  that  I  represent  truly,  as  it  is  my  object 
to  do,  a  StAte  as  devoted  to  union  and  the  great  princi- 

Elea  of  constitutional  liberty  as  any  other  under  the  sun. 
Er.  U.  said  he  opposed  the  Senator's  resolutions  upon 
principle  and  policy,  as  he  liarl,  in  like  manner,  opposed 


the  resolution  now  offered  as  an  amendment,  some  days 
ago,  when  brought  forward  under  the  auspices  of  the  Fi- 
nance Committee.  But  how  is  it,  said  Mr.  M.,  that  the 
opposition  benches  all  rally  to  the  support  of  the  resolu- 
tion *  How  is  H  tluit  they  evince  so  much  anzie^  to  learn 
the  details  oF  the  Secretary's  planf  Wherefore  do  they 
call  so  loudly  and  earnestly  for  the  light  that  the  Secreta- 
ry may  shed  upon  the  subject?  Do  they  mean  to  profit  by 
it?  Have  they  any  respect  for  the  Secretary's  opinions* 
Do  they  mean  to  be  guided  by  the  lamp  he  may  carry  into 
the  mazes  of  political  science.'  Have  they  not  denounced, 
in  all  the  moods  and  tenser  bis  annual  report?  HaVv  they 
the  ali^test  inclination  to  lend  a  willing  ear  to  his  coun- 
sels, and  a  cordial  support  to  his  plan?  Wherefore,  then, 
do  they  manifest  so  much  anxiety?  Do  they  suppose  we 
are  children?  Do  we  not  know  that  b-l-a  spelU  bla?  All 
understand  the  object.  The  Secretary's  plan  is  to  be  em- 
bodied; it  is  then  to  be  averred  that  it  is  in  total  disregard 
of  the  prosperity  of  various  branches  of  industry}  an  ap- 
peal is  to  be  made  from  his  remorseless  sacrifice  of  their 
mterests  to  the  Le^slature.  The  tocsin  is  to  besonndedi 
old  prejudices  awakened;  old  pasnons  to  be  aroused;  a 
gathering  of  all  the  clans,  whether  from  North,  South, 
East,  or  West—of  personal  enemies,  of  political  enemies, 
and  all  sorts  of  enemies,  with  all  sorts  of  passioni,  to  assail 
the  man,  and  demolish  his  system.  Sir,  it  would  be  the 
first  target  in  the  world;  it  would  be  assailed  by  malignity 
with  all  sorts  of  missiles.  I  saw  this  game  last  year.  Par- 
don me,  gentlemen,  I  shall  not  play  at  it. 

Yet,  said  Mr.  M.,  it  is  very  strange  that  onr  bitterest 
enemies  should  be  so  anxious  to  take  counsel  from  thb 
administration.  The  events  of  the  last  few  months  bs%-e 
produced  strange  changes  in  this  world  of  ours.  Is  not  a 
Presidential  election,  sir,  especially  if  the  majority  be 
large,  a  sort  of  panacea  for  chronic  political  distempers? 
When  the  United  States'  Bank  was  under  consideration 
last  session,  the  opposite  benches  averred  that  it  was  the 
right  arm,  and  only  .efficient  arm  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. And,  althoogh  in  the  whole  of  our  former  history,' 
when  that  question  came  up,  it  was  under  the  aiispicea 
or  with  the  advice  of  the  Treasury  Department,  yet  on 
that  occasion  they  repudiated  all  such  advice..  When  my 
honorable  friend  (Mr.  'BsitTOK)  moved  the  reference  of 
the  bank  bill  to  the  Secretary  ofthe  Treasury  for  his  re- 
port in  regard  to  its  adaptation  to  the  purposes  of  that 
Department,  what  was  the  vote  of  the  miponte  benches* 
They  must  well  remember,  and  if  they  feel  an^  pleasure 
in  the  reminiscence  when  placed  in  juxtaposition  with 
their  present  course,  they  ought  to  enjoy  it.  I  trust  i 
shall  be  among  the  last  who  would  seek  to  deprive  them 
of  an  enjoyment  so  exceedingly  peculiar.  They  will  par- 
don me,  1  trust,  fur  remembering  with  pleasure  that  1  then 
declined,  as  I  now  repudiate,  any  foreign  aid  In  our  pro- 
per duties.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  it  is  time  to  have  done  with 
this  game  upon  the  great  political  chessboard.  One  would 
think  gentlemen  would  not  pursue  so  bad  anin  of  luck.  -I 
trust  they  will  not.  But,  whatever  may  come  of  these 
embarrassing  moves,  1  have  one  firm  reliance — the  people 
will  set  these  thing  to  rights,  it  is  upon  their  moderation, 
their  justice  and  their  patriotism,  that  all  my  hopes  repose. 

Mr.  TYLER  said,  tliat  the  Senator  friim  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Mawgum]  had  represented  cert^n  members  of  the 
House  as  being  influenced*  in  their  advocacy  ofthe  reso- 
lution now  under  consideration,  by  a  desire  to  bold  up  » 
target  to  be  shot  at  from  Maine  to  Ucorgia,  and  that  the 
bill  which  was  called  for  was  designed  as  that  target. 
Surely,  said  Mr.  T.,  the  Senator  could  not  have  designifd 
to  embrace  me  in  thai  remark.  [Mr.  Makovx  said  cer- 
tainly not,  he  had  no  such  intention.]  TAr.  T.  said  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  gentleman,  with  whom  he  bad 
always  maintained  the  most  friendly  relation,  had  so  de- 
wgned;  but  the  generality  of  the  expressions  which  had 
been  used,  and  wnieh  would  not  be  as  well  understood 
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Reduction  of  Duties. 


dMThere  u  here,  h>d  required  the  ezpreis  diichumer 
which  tbe'Senator  had  made.  He  could  not  permit  an 
imputation  to  exist  a^nst  him  even  by  remote  inference. 
Re  was  actuated  but  by  a  an^e  motire— «  deure  to  tran- 
quillize the  country  by  a  morement  on  the  tariff.  He 
could  not  concur  vith  the  Senator  in  the  objections  he 
had  tboueht  proper  to  ui^e  against  the  reaolution.  He 
■aw  an  obvious  propriety  m  adopting  it,  and  so  thought 
the  Committee  of  finance  who  reported  it;  and  why  not 
avail  ourselves  of  the  ud  of  the  Executire  Department  tn 
adjusting  existing  difficulties?  Why  not  bring  the  whole 
power  of  the  Preiudent  to  hear  upon  this  vitally  important 
•ubject,  as  well  .here  as  with  the  j^eople.  The  Senator 
waived  all  the  advantages  of  our  potation ;  whfet  were  they  ? 
Heretofore  the  South  had  been  left  alone  to  its  own  exer- 
tions to  get  rid  of  the  tariff':  we  had  here  but  our  fifteen 
or  eighteen  votes.  The  administration  ma  represented, 
%s  best  suited  the  purposes  of  the  respective  dispulants 
on  this  side  and  on  the  other.  Gentlemen  were  ever, 
more  guessing  at  what  Was  meant  by  a  judicious  tariff. 
The  explanation  was  now  given;  ami  ajudicious  tariff  was 
now  understood  to  naean  nothing  more  or  less  tlian  a  tariff 
for  revenue.  The  President  arid  Secretary  recammend 
a  reduction  on  tlie  protected  articles  to  me  ettent  of 
$6,000,000.  Is  not  too  much  asked  of  us  when  we  are 
required  to  waive  the  advantage  ofthii  new  condition  of 
afiairs,  by  listening  to  the  suggestions  of  what  be  believed 
to  be  a  lalse  delicacy }  He  claimed  all  the  benefits  and 
advaota^B  of  this  situation  of  things;  and  he  had  a  right 
to  require  all  the  aid  that  the  Executive  could  afford  to 
cany  out  its  own  suggestion.  The  conntry  expected 
eveiy  man  to  do  his  duty ;  and  he  was  satisfied  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  would  promptly  answer  a  call  of 
the  Senate.  Shall  we,  tben*  be  deterred  by  a  mere  dispute 
about  fbrms,  now  that  we  stood  upon  a  dangerous  preci- 
pice t  he  hoped  not. 

Mr.  BRDWN  stated  that  he  would  be  tlie  last  tu  do 
any  thing  which  would  violate  the  constitution,  or  would 
implv  a  bending  to  the  departments.  But  he  had  been 
■wholly  unable  to  see  what  danger  there  was  of  increasing 
the  power  of  the  departments.  He  was  umdile  to  un- 
derstand the  drift  of  tlie  conflicting  arguments  he  had 
heard  on  this  subject,  when  it  was  contended  by  one  that 
the  power  of  the  deiwrtments  had  been  weakened,  and 
by  another,  that  it  had  been  made  stronger,  and  that  they 
were  giving  tliem  too  much  power.  He  asked  if  this  was 
.  a  new  case.  Was  ite  the  first  time  that  the  Secretnrj'  had 
been  called  on  to  communicate  a  bill*  Precedents  to  sus- 
tain the  practice  might  be  found  in  the  darkest  days,  and 
to  show  that  this  course  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  roust 
illustrious  names  of  the  republican  party  of  our  country. 
He  admitted  that  it  ought  not  to  be  an  act  of  every  day 
practice,  but  when  it  had  been  universally  admitted  that 
the  country  was  on  the  edge  of  a  precipice;  when  it  was 
admitted  that  the  exigencies  of  the  moment  were  such  as 
to  render  prompt  action  necessary,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  tliese  little  matters  of  etiquette  ought  not  to  have  any 
influence  on  the  Senate. 

It  had  been  very  properly  remarked,  tliat  the  dreadful 
condition  of  the  country  reqnired  instant  action.  The 
people  had  re-elected  the  Chief  Magistrate  to  the  station 
he  now  holds  by  a  commanding  and  overwhelming  voice, 
and  this  circumstance  furnished  a  reason  why  this  admin- 
iitratioo  ^ould  be  called  on  to  communicate  their  views 
at  this  great  crisis.  He  believed  that  their  requisitions 
would  not  be  shrunk  from,  but  that  the  Prcudent  and  hia 
Cabinet  were  prepared  to  meet  the  great  crisis.  lie  be- 
lieved that  they  would  find  no  qualms,  no  disposition  to 
atuink  from  their  duty.  If  they  exhibited  any  such  feel- 
ing, he  would  say  they  were  quite  unfit  for  their  high 
and  respon^ble  stations.  He  could  not  think  that  the 
adoption  of  this  course  would  compromit  the  dignity  of 
the  Senate,  or  interfere  with  their  nght.    The  Secretary 


of  the  Treasury  wai  the  mere  went  of  Uiii  body.  It  wai 
in  no  spirit  of  fetation  that  the  information  adced  for 

would  be  given.  The  prtget  of  the  Secretary  would 
challenge  just  so  much  admiration  as  its  merits  may  de- 
serve.   In  the  settlement  and  adjustment  of  this  great 

? question,  he  cared  not  what  set  of  men  waa  employed,  or 
rom  what  department  the  materials  were  obtained.  Hia 
object  in  urging  this  matter  was  for  what  be  considered 
beneficial  purposes.  He  cared  not  from  what  department 
of  the  Government  aid  waa  invoked.  If  it  could  be  bene- 
ficially exerted  at  this  moment,  tt  ought  to  be  done,  for 
there  never  was  a  period  when  the  beneficial  action  of  the 
Government  was  more  imperatively  required. 

With  these  considerations,  he  had  ventured  to  submit 
this  proposition  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  in  lieu  of 
the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Missisuppi.  He  un- 
derstood that  the  resolution  had  come  into  this  body  with 
the  almost  unanimous  concurrence  of  the  Committee,  who 
were  well  aware  that  the  Secretary  had  ^1  the  materials 
before  him  for  the  formation  of  a-prmW  of  a  bill. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  that  although  he  had  voted  in  favor  of 
the  consideration  of  the  resolution,  he  sliould  vote  both 
against  the  amendment  and  the  resolution.  It  was  his  in- 
tention to  give  his  vote  against  both  the  resolutions.  The 

firesent  was  truly  deemed  an  awful  emergency.  The  po- 
itical  atmosphere  was  black  with  ptnleatoui  cloudy 
which  threatened  to  break  in  civil  war.  He  wanted  to 
meet  the  emergency  with  legislation,  29  speedily  and  as 
efficiently  as  possible,  and  not,  by  pouring  dl,  to  add  vi- 
gor to  the  flame  which  already  raged.  If  the  bill  or  pn^et 
which  was  called  fur  from  the  Secretary  would  have  the 
effect  of  uniting  the  votes  of  that  body,  or  even  would 
bring  about  the  reduction  which  was  proposed,  without 
losing  a  vote,  he  would  then  vote  for  it,  were  it  not  for  yet 
another  reason.  He  was  most  anxious  to  avoid  a  contest 
at  home,  which  would  array  brother  against  brother,  but 
he  would  not,  in  times  of  such  difficult}'  and  danger,  eon* 
sent  to  establish  a  precedent  which  might  be  productive 
of  future  evil.  Civil  war  was  undoubtedly  one  of  the 
greatest  of  evils,  and  was  to  be  deprecated  by  every  lover 
of  liis  countiyt  but  there  was  a  still  greater  evil  to  be 
feared  in  the  loss  of  civil  liberty  by  the  concentration  of 
all  power  in  the  Executive.  What  was  it  which  the  Se* 
nate  were  asked  to  do?  They  are  asked  to  send  to  the 
Executive  Departments  for  a  bill.  Tliis  was  adopting 
the  British  principle  in  effect.  It  was  the  jiractice  in 
England  to  send  the  minister  to  Parliament  with  prtyett; 
but,  instead  of  doing  tliis,  it  is  now  proposed  to  send  to 
the  minister  for  a  projet.  This  practice  he  deprecated, 
and  against  it  he  would  enter  his  solemn  .protest.  Not 
that  he  disagreed  with  the  views.  He  wanted  the  infor- 
mation naked  for,  or  somcthmg  like  it.  But  he  waa  wil- 
ling to  take  things  as  they  were.  If  he  could  command 
the  affections  of  tncn,  and  was  gifted  with  sufficient  pow- 
ers of  persuasion,  there  should  then  be  no  differences  of 
opinion  here  or  in  the  other  House.  But  let  the  Senate 
ask  for  tliis  pnyet,  and  let  it  be  stamped  with  the  hand  of 
the  Secretary  or  the  President,  and  they  will  at  once  en- 
list all  the  old  feelings  and  prejudices,  at  a  moment  when 
an  awful  catastrophe  seemed  to  be  about  to  break  upon' 
tlie  country. 

He  had  now  expluined  his  views.  Whether  he  accord- 
ed with  others  or  not,  he  knew  not  5  but  he  felt  that  he 
had  perrorme<1  his. duty.  In  doing  this,  he  had  in- 
dulged none  but  the  best  feelings  towards  the  Secretary. 
He  believed  that  this  officer  had  faithfully  discharged  his 
dutyi  and  was  as  willing  as  any  Secretary  ever  liad  been 
to  give  his  views  up  to  discussion.  For  the  possession  oP 
manly  candor  and  integrity,  he  was  willing  to  give  him  all 
credi't.  But  it  was  not  necessary  to  call  for  his  opinion 
on  this  subject.  Because  the  facts  were  already  before  the 
Senate,  and  because  a  bill  reported  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, which  was  a  portion  of  their  own  body,  and  was 
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equall)'  bound  to  their  constituents  u  to  the  Senate, would 
be  better  calculated  to  unite  the  opinion!  of  the  Senate 
than  any  thing  which  could  be  obtained  from  the  Treasu- 
ry Defwrtment.   He  should*  thereftwe,  vote  agwost  both 

propontions. 

Mr.  BtlCKNER  then  stated  that  as  the  debate  seemed 
to  be  &r  from  a  close,  and  as  he  wished  to  make  a  motion 
relative  to  the  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  he  would  move 
to  lay  the  resolution  and  amendment  on  the  table. 

Having  withdrawn  the  motion, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  expressed  hia  hope  that  the  Se- 
nate would  not  consent  to  lay  the  subject  on  the  table; 
but  that  they  would  take  the  vote  at  once,  without  further 
debate,  as  it  was  important  that,  if  sent  at  all,  the  requisi- 
tion should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary  immediately. 

Mr.  BUCKNEB  replied  that  he^as  not,  himself,  pre- 
pared to  vote  upon  the  subject.  He  required  more  time 
tor  reflection  before  he  should  feel  hia  mind  at  freedom. 
He  then  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  and  amendment  on 
the  table. 

The  motioD  was  agreed  to.--Teaa  16,  nays  11. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  Thursday. 

Thdrsbxt,  Dec.  27- 
The  sitting  this  day  was  spent  in  disposing  of  petitions, 
reflolutkmi,  and  sundry  private  bills. 


FaiDiT,  Die.  28. 
The  Senate  was  occupied  to-day  altogether  on  .private 
bUls  and  other  matters,  eliciting  no  debate;  and  then 
adjourned  to  Monday. 

MosoiT,  Dac.  31, 
REDUCTION  OF  POSTAGE. 

The  foUondng  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  8PBAGUE  on 
Friday,  was  taken  up  for  consideration: 

SeMned,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads  be  instructed  to  prepare  and  introduce  a  bill 
reducing  the  rates  of  postage. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  rose  and  sUted  that  on  the  face  of  the 
resolution,  it  appeared  to  be  not  a  mere  resolution  of  in- 
quiry, but  one  peremptorily  directing  the  committee  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  reduce  the  rates  of  postage.  If  the  Se- 
nator from  Maine  would  consent  to  modify  the  resolution, 
so  as  to  give  it  the  usual  form  of  an  inquiry  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  the  measure,  he  would  consent  to  its  adop- 
tiont  and  should  a  reduction  of  the  postage  be  found 
practicable,  and  could  be  consrstentjy  effected  without 
breaking  in  upon  the  Treasury  Department,  he  would 
co-operate  vdth  the  Senator  from  Maine  in  effecting  his 
object  But  he  could  not  consent  to  such  reduction, 
unless  the  principle  should  first  be  settled  b^  the  Senate.; 
He  thouglit  it  would  be  injudicious  and  indiscreet  to  re- 
duce the  rates  of  postage,  wKhout  a  proper  inquiry  into 
the  expediency  of  the  measure.  No  reduction  of  any 
importance  could  be  made  consistently  with  the  financi^ 
situation  of  the  department.  He  would  vote  for  a  sim- 
ple inquiry,  but  not  for  a  peremptory  instruction,  unless 
the  Senate  should  first  sanction  the  principle.  He  was 
against  breaking  down  the  department;  and  provoking, 
perhaps,  future  charges  of  mal-adminlstration  when  tiie 
Senate  had  committed  the  fault  of  abridging  the  means 
of  the  department.  If  the  Senate  should  wish  to  make 
the  Post  Office  a  charge  on  tbe  treasury,  so  let, it  be; 
but  let  it  be  done  openly,  and  let  an  annual  appropriation 
of  half  a  million  be  made  for  that  object.  He  moved  to 
amend  the  resolution,  by  striking  out  all  afler  the  word 
" instructed,'*  and  inserting  the  words  "to  inquire  into 
Ute  expediency  of  reducingthe  rates  of  postage."  Then, 
If  tbe  committee  saw  that  it  coiild  be  done,  they  would 
n»ke  such  reduction  as  would  correspond  with  the  ability 
of  the  department,  and  would  report  a  bill  to  that  effect . 


If  not,  they  would  teport  against  the  meanre,  aSd  tiiere 
would  be  an  end  of  tne  matter,  unless  tbe  Senate  should 

decide  on  a  reversal  of  tiie  report. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that  he  had  presented  the  resolu- 
tion  in  this  form,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  opinion 
of  the  Senate  whether  there  should  be  a  reduciton  of 
the  rates  of  postage  or  not.  ^  He  did  not  offer  the  reso- 
lution in  the  usual  form  of  instructing  the  committee  to 
make  an  inquiry,  because,  to  speak  frankly,  the  su^ect 
had  been  before  the .  committee  during  the  whole  i«  tbe 
last  seanon,  and  he  was  not  aWare  that  any  report  bad  been 
made.  If  he  wta  in  error  on  this  point,  he  hoped  he 
should  be  corrected.  He  had,  during  the  last  session, 
presented  several  petitions  himself,  praying  for  a  reduc- 
tion, and  having  felt  himself  bouna  to  pay  some  atten- 
tion to  these  memorials,  he  had  from  time  to  time  made 
inquiries  of  the  committee,  as  to  the  progress .  of  their 
investigation  into  the  subject,  and  had  been  informed 
that  they  were  attending  to  it)  but  he  had  never  been 
apprixed  of  any  report  which  had  been  made.  What,  he 
would  ask,  were  the  opinions  of  the  comnuttee  on  the 
subject?  There  had  been  a  report  on  the  reduction  of 
newspaper  postage,  but  it  was  composed  exclusively  of 
that  branch.  There  had  certainly  been  five  petitions,  at 
the  least,  for  a  reduction  of  the  postage  on  letters,  which 
bad  not  been  acted  on.  The  ^pott  on  the  newspaper 
postage  was  discussed  at  the  last  sesnont  aiid  he  pre- 
sumed that  members  mif^t  probably  be  prepared  to  come 
at  once  to  a  decision  on  the  reduction  of  the  letter  post- 
age, and  to  make  it  peremptory  on  tbe  committee  to  re- 
port a  hill,  the  details  of  which,  and  the  amount  and  the 
mode  of  reduction,  might  then  be  the  subject  of  a  future 
discussion . 

As  to  breaking  in  upon  tbe  treasury  for  .the  support 
of  the  Post  Office  Department,  it  was  cert^r  a  qOes- 
tion  of  some  moment,  but  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
vorce  between  the  treasury  and  the  department  had 
ever  been  complete.  There  never  had  been  a  period 
when  the  treasury- had  not  contributed  to  the  support 
of  the  department.  For  several  years  an  annual  amount 
of  about  70,000  dollars  had  been  appropriated  out  of  the 
treasury  for  the  support  of  the  officers  of  the  post 
office.  It  had  been  formerly  said  that  in  an  account  cur- 
rent, the  Government  would  be  found  to  be  indebted 
to  tbe  department.  Tbe  Goremment,  it  was  suggested, 
was  indebted  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million  annually 
for  the  postage  of  the  departments,  and  the  prinlege  o£ 
franking  all  documents  and  communications.  If  so,  there 
could  be  no  great  evil,  if  the  povertiment  paid  for  the 
amount  of -the  services  rendered  by  the  department:  and 
if  the  Government  were  to  be  called  on  for  no  further 
aid,  it, could  be  considered  as  only  equal  justice  if  they 
were  to  pay  for  these  services.  How  did  it  stand  now' 
The  channels  of  information  for  the  people  were  taxed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Government.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  diffusion  of  knowledge,  of  information,  through 
the  country,  which  ought  to  be,  and  he  presumed  was, 
the  primary  abject  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  made 
it  important  that  the  cost  of  this  transmission  should  be 
reduced  to  as  low  a  rate  as  posvble .  This  was  one  of  the 
avowed  means  of  diffuring  information  among  the  peo- 
ple, against  which  there  existed  no  constitutional  objec- 
tion.. Were  other  means  of  communicating  knowledge 
suggested,  constitutional  objections  were  at  once  raised. 
But  here,  through  tlie  Post  Office  Department,  a  mode 
presented  itself  wJiicb  was  not  liable  to  such  exception. 
By  its  agency,  knowledge  can  be  transmitted  to  the  extre- 
mities of  the  Uiuon;  and  it  was  important  that  the  diffu- 
sion of  that  inteWgence  which  formed  the  ba^  upon 
which  all  our  institutions  rested,  wlueh  was  the  Ufe-btood 
of  the  community,  essential  alike  to  the  well-being  of  tbe 
people  and  of  the  GoTermnent,  ^ould  be  at  as  knr  ■ 
rate  as  possible. 
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The  Senate  bad  been  called  on  to  reduce  other  taxes, 
which  were  said  to  be  oppressive  upon  the  people,  and 
why  not  this?  If  the  Government  were  required  to  pay 
their  quota,  it  might  enable  the  department  to  reduce 
the  general  rates  of  postage  one-half;  {or*. taking  tlie 
average  annual  amount  of  postage  at  two  millions,  and 
estimating  the  Government  postage  at  half  a  million,  the 
general  reduction  would  not  be  more  than  500,000  dollars 
to  bring  the  agn^gate  down  to  one-half.  He  thought 
that  the  Post  Omce  ought  to  be  called  on  to  make  a  re- 
ductioji  equal  to  the  Government  postage. 

He  would  not  urge  any  observations  on  the  subject  of 
the  unproductive  post  offices,  but  would  conclude  with 
expreMnng  his  hope  that  the  Senate  would  make  the  in- 
struction peremptory. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  that  the  difference  between  the 
Senator  from  Maine  and  himself  was,  that  the  former  de- 
nred  a  peremptory  direction  to  the  commidee,  while  he, 
(Mr.  G.)  wished  to  have  a  previous  inquiry  instituted  to 
ascertain  the  expediency  of  the  measure .  It  appeared  to 
be  yielded,  or  at  least  not  controrerted,  tliat  if  there  were 
no  otiier-  funds  than  those  of  the  Post  Office,  H  would  be 
improper  to  reduce  the  rates  of  pmrtage,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  done.  But  it  was  said  that  the  Post  Office  accom- 
modated the  Government  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million. 
That  he  believed,  and  he  had  so  stated  in  the  report 
which  he  had  presented  to  the  Senate.  But  there  was  a 
great  principle  to  be  settled.  Would  the  Senate  consent 
to  make  this  department  a  chai^  on  the  treasury!  If 
the  rates  of  postage  were  to  be  reduced  half  a  nullion^for 
tiie  first  year,  must  not  the  tariff  duties  be  reserved  to  an 
equal  amount?  But  would  it  then  remain  at  this  point? 
The  Post  Office  Department  he  regarded  as  the  most  un- 
manageable of  any  in  the  Government.  If  they  were  to 
put  the  whole  of  the  treasury  at  the  disposal  of  this  de- 
partment, such  were  the  constant  and  pressing  applica- 
tions for  new  expenditurest  that  it  would  be  found  impos- 
sible for  either  the  departinent  or  Congress  to  reuat  the 
frequent  appeals  for  increased  fadliUes.  Take  away  tlic 
check  which  was  to  be  found  in  limited  resources,  and 
there  could  be  no  control  exercised  over  the  officers  of 
the  department.  He  intended  nothing  individually;  but 
let  any  man  be  placed  in  power,  with  inexhaustible  means 
ill  his  po3ses«on,  and  without  any  responsibility,  and  there 
could  be  no  timit  to  thte  lengths  he  igould  go .  A  sense  of 
propriety^  it  waa  true,  would  restrain  some  men,  but  this 
would  be  found  too  feeble  a  restraint  to  prevent  prodigal 
expenditures. 

The  question  was  not  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  reduction 
of  postage,  but  as  to  the  permitting  of  the  department  to 
go  to  the  treasury  for  its  subsistence.  The  expenditures 
of  the  department  during  the  last  year  exceeded  tlie  re- 
ceipts about  7,000  dollars.  But  there  had  been  an  increase 
of  above  100,000  dollars  in  the  profits^and  but  for  this 
the  department  would  not  have  got  along.  Congress  had 
also  required  that  now,  on  the  Ist  of  January,  there 
should  be  put  in  operation  20,000  additional  miles  of  route. 
These  new  routes  would  impose  on  the  department  an 
additional  annual  coat  of  above  100,000  dollars.  Ought 
any  further  reduction  then  to  be  made  without  some  in- 
quiry? He  believed  that  the  department  should  not  be 
supported  out  of  the  treasuty.  There  could  be  no  ques- 
tion on  the  punt  whether  the  department  could  reduce 
the  rates  of  postage  one-fourth,  in  reliance  on  its  own  re- 
sources; and  he  could  not  therefore  ^ote  for  a  percmp- 
loiy  instruction,  although  he  was' willing  to  vote  for  an 
inquir)'. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  disavowed  any  desire  to  embarrass  the 
department.  But  he  wished  to  obtain  the  sense  of  the 
Senate  on  the  question  of  reduction.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  tiad  assigned  a  reason  why  there  ought 
to  be  an  inquiry,  whidi  De  conndered  to  bear  strongly 
against  giring  to  the  resolution  the  usual  fbm.    He  had 


showed  why,  in  his  opinion,'  there  should  be  no  reduc- 
tion, and  had  given  the  grounds  on  which  he  had  formed 
that  opinion.  The  Senate  could  judge,  therefore,  of  what 
use  it  would  be  to  refer  it  to  the  committee  merely  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  the  measure.  A  report 
might,  after  some  weeks,  perhaps,  be  ez|iected  against 
the  propriety  of  any  reduction.  This  was  a  juat  inference 
iVom  the  course  of  the  committee  last  year-  The  gentle* 
man  fVom  Tennessee  had  urged  the  same  argument  now 
which  he  advanced  last  session;  that  thie  revenue  of  the 
Post  Office  would  not  susttun  the  department  without  ud 
from  the  treasury. 

Hr.  GRUNDY  be^ed  leave  to  say  a  word  in  reply  to 
what  had  been  said  concerning  tiie  petitions  on  tlus  sub- 
ject last  year.  He  was  one  of  tiie  -committee  to  which 
those  petitions  were  referred.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
committee  did  not  see  fit  to  report  upon  the  subject.  They 
did  not  make  any  specific  report  in  relation  to  these  me- 
morials. They  considered  that  the  report  made  concern- 
ing the  postage  on  newspapers  covered  the  whole  ground. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  resumed,  and  asked  why  the  same  sub- 
ject should  be  again  sent  to  the  same  committee.  To  give 
it  that  direction  would  be  in  effect  to  decide  that  the  rates 
of  post^e  ought  not  to  be  reduced.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  bad  said  that  the  rates  should  not  be  re- 
duced, because,  in  that  case,  Uie  department  would  be- 
come a  charge  upon  the  treasury.  Probably  this  miglit 
be  tlie  cose,  but  this  was  not  a  good  argument  against  the 
measure.  It  was  true,  as  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
had  stated,  that  the  expenditures  of  the  lastyear  exceeded 
the  income;  and  it  was  also  true,  as  the  Senator  from 
Maine  had  sud,  that  the  department  had  always  been  a 
charge  on  the  treasury.  Every  year  there  had  been  an 
appropriation  made  from  the  treasury  for  the  payment  of 
the  ofEcers  of  the  department.  Last  year  the  amount  was 
^0,000,  and  the  year  before  $80,000.  It  had  been  a 
chai^  on  the  treasury,  and  he  had  no  doabt  it  would 
continue  to  be  a  charge,  although  he  wna  not  prepared  to 
decide  on  the  matter.  But  he  did  not  see  that  oecause 
the  department  was  likely  to  be,  or  was,  a.charge  on  the 
treasury,  the  rates  of  postoge  ought  not  to  be  reduced. 
He  thought,  with  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  [Bir. 
Spbiouk,^  the  diffusion  of  mtelligence  among  the  people 
was  an  object  of  such  importance  as  to  demand  from  the 
Government  a  reduction  of  postage;  and  he  was^eady,  at 
any  moment,  to  give  his  vote  in  nvor  of  it.  He  presumed 
every  member  of  the  Senate  was  ready  now  to  give  his 
decision,  and  be  would  not  delay  it  He  hoped  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Senate  on  the  propriety  of  the  reduction  would 
be  expressed  now,  and  that  it  would  not  be  sent  for  exam- 
ination toacommlttee  which  had  already  decidedagatnst  it. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  it  was  not  his  mtention  to  discuss 
the  subject  of  the  Post  Office  Department  much  more. 
It  had  had  its  full  share  of  his  attention.  The  great  diffi- 
culty at  this  moment  seemed  to  be  to  determine  bow  the 
public  money  was  to  be  disposed  of.  Now  if  one  depart- 
ment had  no  money *to  spare,  and  another  had  too  much, 
why  could  they  not  be  good  net^bors  and  help  one 
another?  This  was  a  tax  upon  consumption.  It  was  no 
part  of  the  protective  system.  It  did  not  operate  like  that 
system  which,  by  protection,  produced  competition,  and 
by  competition  reduced  the  price  of  the  article*  This 
was  a  tax  upon  consumption.  He  had  nven  notice  of 
his  intention  to-morrow,  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
amen^tory  of  the  acts  regulating  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, but  he  could  say  that  there  was  nothing  what- 
ever in  that  bill  which  was  likely  to  disturb  the  nerves 
of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee.  He  had  not  then 
known  the  intention  of  his  colleague  to  offer  this  reso- 
lution. The  object  of  the  bill  which  he  was  about  to  in- 
troduce was  to  extend  the  frankinr  privilege  during  the 
recess.  l*bcre  was  in  it  nothing  of  nulliflcation,  nothing 
of  the  protective  system,  nothing  of  internal  Improre* 
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ment.  These  dreadful  words  were  not  even  to  be  found 
in  the  bill.  He  was  about  to  retire  from  the  Senate,  per- 
t  haps  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  was  also  about  to 
leave  tbit  body,  and  probably  the  g«ntleoian  from  Mary- 
knd.  They  had  had  some  experience,  and  it  mig'ht  be 
as  well  t^at  they  should  have  the  opportunity  of  impart- 
ing the  advantage  of  their  experience  to  those  wlio  might 
desire  it,  and  to  those  who  were  to  fill  their  places. 

Mr.  FOOT  expressed  bis  hope  that  the  aniendment  of 
the  eenUeman  from  Teonessee  would  not  prevul,  and 
that  the  Senate  would  now  come  to  a  decinon  on  the  ex- 
pediency of  the  reduction  of  (he  rates  of  postage.  He 
referred  to  a  resolution  which  he  had  introduced  last  ses- 
non,  calling  on  the  department  to  furnish  a  statement  of 
the  extra  allowances  made  to  contractors,  &c.  in  the  dif- 
ferent  States,  and  to  which  no  answer  had  been  given. 
The  petitions  presented  to  the  committee  had  received 
no  answer.  The  argument  on  which  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  rested  his  oppontion  to  any  reduction  was  to 
him,  (Mr.  F.)  a  strong  argument  in  its  favor.  That  gen- 
tleman  hid  said,  and  said  truly,  that  there  was  a  danger 
Uiat  any  man  would  abuse  power.  Were  we  to  set  no 
limits  to  the  power  of  the  Postmaster  General?  It  was 
high  time  to  impose  some  check  on  this  power,  and  the 
beat  way  was  to  reduce  the  rate  of  postage.  This  was 
one  of  ue'greatest  taxei  on  the  people  of  this  country: 
and  if  the  Postmaster  General  was  to  have  all  this  under 
his  control^  without  responsibility,  there  was  great  danger 
of  abuse.  He  hoped  the  resolution  would  pass  withotit 
any  further  delay,  and  without  any  attempt  to  give  it  tlie 
go  by. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  made  a  fe#  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  resolution  in  its  original  form,  and  in  favor  of  the 
amendment.  He  thought  tliat  the  duty  of  committees 
vai^to  collect  Md  communicate  knowledge  to  Conp^ress 
uid'the  country*  to  enable  tliem  to  form  correct  judg- 
ments in  matters  of  great  public  concern.  This  know- 
ledge was  not  to  be  extracted  by  positive  commands. '  The 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  wished  so  to  modify  the  reso- 
lution as  to  make  it  a  call  on  the  committee  to  give  their 
opinion*  and  this  he  (Mr.  Buckbsb,)  deemed  the  proper 
coune.  When  the  whole  object -of  a  rescduUon  was  to 
require  the  committee  to  prepare  and  write  a  billi  the 
best  course  would  be,  instead  of  oiTeringa  resolution,  to 
ask  leave  and  introduce  a  bill  at  once.  He  did  not  see 
what  good  could  come  from  adopting  the  course  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maine.  Were  the  committee  to  be  cut 
off  from  the  opportunity  of  making  a  report  against  the 
measure?  Why  are  they  to  be  thus  tied  down?  His 
own  opinion  was  opposed  to  the  propriety  of  reducing 
the  postage.  It  would  be  to  take  the  burden  of  the  tax 
from  the  reading  part  of  the  community,  and  to  put  :t 
upon  the  unreading,  and  would  not  he  circulating  know- 
ledge gratia.  It  would  be  compelling  the  unenlightened 
to  bear  a  tax  for  the  enlightened,  and  would  be  a  direct 
imposition  on  the  unlearned.  He  wished  for  the  com- 
mittee fairly  and  fully  to  examine  the  facts,  and  to  .pre- 
sent them,  with  thdr  opinions,  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BENTON  aud  he  would  prefer  that  an  instruction 
be  addressed  to  the  department  to  present  to  the  Senate, 
at  their  next  session,  a  new  scheme  of  postage,  embra- 
cing a  reduction  wbidi  mi^t  be  carried  into  operation 
without  injuiT  to  the  department.  In  the  course  of  his 
inquiries  and  investigation,  it.  had  frequently  occul-red 
to  him  that  such  reduction  might  be  made.  In  double, 
treble,  and  qoiulrupte  letters,  he  thouglit  there  was  much 
cause  to  hope  for  some  ben^cial  arrangement.  If  a  let- 
ter contuned  the  small  est  ^p  of  paper,  or  was  enclosed 
in  a  cover,  or  contained  a  bnnk  note,  which  could  add 
nothing  perceptible  to  its  weight,  it  is  charged  with  a 
double,  treble,  or  quadruple  postage,  which  is  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  additional  expense  of  transportation. 
'Hinnv  might  also  be  an  Improvement  in  another  point. 


The  present  rates  of  postage  was  fixed  when  the  area  of 
the  pbpulation  was  much  more  limited  than  at  present, 
and  the,dlstances  were  comparatively  email.  The  rate 
of  postage  for  all  distances  beyond  three  hundred  n^es 
was  then  fixed  at  twenty-five  cents.  Since  that  time  the 
whole  of  the  Western  States  has  been  thrown  open,  and 
the  mail  has  to  traverse  an  immense  region  of  territory 
which  has  only  of  late  years  become  known.  It  seemed 
but  just  tliat  the  cities  in  the  remotest  region  of  the  West 
should  be  charged  in  proportion  with  those  which  were 
nearer. .  Tlierc  was  room  then  for  improvement  by  mak- 
ing our  views  more  expanded.  He  ,merely  threw  out 
these  opinions,  and  lefl  it'  to  others  to  act  upon  them. 
He  should  be  in  favor  of  an  instruction  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  furnish  at  the  next  session  of  Congress  some 
scheme  of  the  nature  to  wliich  he  had  referred.  But  he 
would  not  now  make  any  specific  moiion  on  the  subject. 

Coming  to  Congress,  at  the  present  session,  with  feel- 
ings deeply  impressed  by  the  present  condition  of  the 
countryt  believing  that  if  the  State  vessel  in  which  be 
tod  embarked,  with  all  his  hopes  and  interests,  should 
go  down,  Ite  must  go  down  with  her;  atten^ng  no  pub- 
lic meetings;  making  no  patriotic  speeches,  he  nad  come 
here  prepared  iby  his  vote  to  testify  the  sincerity  of  his 
love  for  the  Union.  It  was  his  object,  it  would  be  his  en- 
deavor to  give  tranquillity  to  the  country.  Now,  what 
was  the  present  proposition?  It  was  to  pension  the  de- 
partment on  the  custom  house.  Let  this  be  done,  and 
let  the  whole  means  of  the  treasury  be  within  the  reach 
of  the  department,  and  a  time  may  come  when  the  wishes 
of  every  man,  who  can  obtain  the  interposition  of  a  mem- 
ber of  ConKress  to  urge  his  views,  will  be  gratified  at  the 
expense  of  the  country.  He  then  proceeded  to  expatiate 
on  the  injustice  of  burtheoing  the  hard  and  honest  laborer 
for  the  benefit  of  cities. 

He  looked  on  this  as  number  two  of  a  series  of  mea- 
sures intended  to  prevent  the  reduction  of  the  reveniiea 
of  the  countrv.  The  bill  which  was  to  change  our  whole 
system  in  reference  to  the  public  lands,  he  regarded  as 
number  one.  What  was  to  become  of  the  proposed  re- 
duction of  the  tariff* duties,  when  the  expenses  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  and  of  the  Post  Office  Department  are  to  be 
all  thrown  on  the  custom  house?  He  was  here  to  aid  In 
the  pacification  of  the  country  by  hit  rotes,  and  not  by 
his^eeches.  Being  iicre  for  that  purpose,  he  should 
resist  all  measures  which  went  to  prevent  the  reduction  of 
the  Revenue.  This  he  considered  as  number  two  of  mea- 
sures to  prevent  the  reduction  of  the  tariff  duties,  and  he, 
for  the  sake  of  the  country's  peace,  should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said,  that  when  be  offered  this  resolu- 
tion, he  did  not  believe  that  a  subject  on  wbidi  he  aap- 
posed  that  all  had  made  up  their  minds,  would  haye 
elicited  a  debate  of  this  length  and  latitude.  I'be  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bcgkhxb]  bad  at^ed  the  question  as 
if  it  were  a  proposition  to  increase  the  burthens  of  the 
people.  And  he  was  certain  that  anyone  who  had  heard 
a  portion  of  the  speech  of  tlie  Senator  from  Missouri, 
and  had  not  understood  the  exact  character  of  the  reso- 
lution, would  have  supposed  that  the  propoution  befbre 
the  Senate  was  to  Impose  additional  burthens  on  the  peo- 
ple. Xow,  what  was  the  proposition?.  It  was  to.take 
off,  to  diminish  tlie  burtliens  of  the  people;  to  rid  them 
of  one  of  the  most  onerous  taxes  to  which  they  could  be 
subjected;  and  a'  tax,  too,  upon  knowledge,  a  tax  on  in- 
formation, upon  tlic  difiurion  of  which  the  security  and 
permanency  of  our  republic  rests.  One  gentleman  had 
said  that  it  was  a  tax  on  the  ignoraat  part  of  the  country. 
He  (Mr.  S.)  wished  to  do,  away  with  the  ignOTantptrt, 
and  if  he  could  not  altogether,  he  would  as  fiir  as  he 
could.  He  would  banian  ignorance,  by  difftising  light 
among  the  community  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and  thus  mak> 
ing  the  ignorant  wise.  But  it  seemed  that  the  blessings 
oflight  might  not  be  extended,  that  infonoation  was  not 
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to  be  (lifiusedf  the  burden  of  in  unequal  tax  was  not  to 
be  diminlibed,  and  knowledge  was  not  to  be  disseminated. 
And  why>  because  it  must  be  paid  for;  and  the  appre- 
hension  was  that  those  who  were  not  in  possession  en  the 
greatest  share  of  the  advantas^es  were  to  be  slightly  taxed 
for  what  they  did  enjoy- 

The  tax  on  a  letter  from  a  distant  friend,  what  was  it  to 
the  rich  man?  It  was  noUitng.  But  wtien  the  poor  man 
received  a  letter  from  a  distance,  he  found  it  something. 
The  pofitaj^  on  newspapers  was  also  very  considerable, 
B9  it  was  on  every  branch  of  the  post  ofBce.  He  would 
legislate  emphatically  for  the  poor  and  ignorant,  by 
spreading  nil  knowledge  through  this  channel  at  the  lea^t 
possible  cost.  He  derived  his  idea»  on  this  subject  from 
the  place  of  his  birth.  It  was  there  that  he  was  early 
tau^t  that  knowledge  for  all  the  community  should  be 
paid  for  by  all  tJie  community.  He  derived  his  views,  or 
prejudices,  if  ~so  it  was  considered,  from  the  system  of 
free  schools  m  New  England,  where  the  rich  man  who 
had  no  children  was  taxed  for  the  noor  man  who  had  a 
family,  in  order  that  the  burden  sliould  rest  on  classes. 
It  was  the  feeling  which  he  had  thus  imbibed  in  infiincy, 
and  which  had  become  fixed  in  maturity,  which  bad  in> 
duced  him  to  offer  the  resolution. 

But  it  had  been  said  that  tlua  was  Chapter  3  of  a 
series  of  measures  to  prevent  the  reduction  of  the  tariff. 
He  bad  consulted  no  man  before  be  offered  his  resolu- 
tion. He  did  not  know  that  there  was  a  single  Senator 
who  even  knew  of  his  intention  to  offer  it.  His  object 
was  single  as  it  was  simple.  Whenever  the  subject  of 
the  Gtislom  house,  and  tlie  tariff,  and  the  duties  sitould 
be  spccHieally  before  tlie  Senate,  he  should  be  prepared 
to  express  his  opinion  by  his  vote,  and  by  his  voice  also, 
if  he  deemed  that  his  duty  required  it.  He  had  merely 
intended  to  bring  before  Uie  Seintte,  at  this  time,  a  sub- 
ject on  wliich  he  thought  that  all  were  prepared  to  act. 

He  had  stated  that  he  thought  (Government  should  nay 
for  the  expense  of  postage.  He  di^  not  wish  to  go  fur- 
ther. ~  It  had  been  argued  that  the  West  ought  to  be 
against  the  reduction,  because  the  East  benefited  most 
)ai;gely  by  the  truis mission  of  letters.  This  is  in  amount 
to  say,  tlie  East  mippOTts  the  Gm'ernment,  and  must  be 
held  to  it;  And  the  West  must  not  be  permitted  to  be 
taxed.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  Senate  could  be 
brought  to  listen  to  an  ar^mcnt  of  this  character. 

One  gentleman  liad  said,  if  you  once  allowed  the  trea- 
sury to  be  called  on,  tliere  will  be  no  end  to  draughts  on 
the  treasury.  He  would  merely  say,  that  the  treasury 
always  had  been  called  upon.  What,  then,  became  of  this 
argument?  It  had  also  been  alleged,  tliat.his  resolution 
allowed  no  latitude  to  the  committee,  and  that  lie  had 
thus  been  deficient  in  courtesy.-  When  it  was  known 
that  he  had  presented  petitions  to  the  committee,  and 
that  they  had  held  them  in  their  hands  several  months, 
it  could  imply  no  want  of  courtesy  In  him  to  present  a 
resolution  which  emphatically  called  for  some  action 
His  object  was  to  produce  reduction.  It  had  been  said 
that  no  latitude  was  allowed  to  the  committee.  Now,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  there  was  great  latitude  allowed:  the 
mode  of  reduction  and  the  amount  were  left  to  the  dis- 
cretien  of  the  committee,  because  he  believed  tliat  their 
knowledge  made  them  better  qualified  to  fix  these  points, 
and  that  they  were  most  able  to  prepare  the  details  of  a 
bill.  It  was  his  wish  that  they  riiouid  mature  a  scheme 
of  reduction,  and  present  it  to  tlie  Senate. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  had  produced  an  ar 
foment  which  he  (Mr.  S.)  must  confess,  however  plausi- 
ble it  might  appear,  had  no  weight  with  him.  That  Se- 
nator had  stated,  that  this  was  tlie  most  unmanageable  of 
all  tltc  departments;  that  there  was  a  want,  not  in  tlie 
present  incumbent,  of  responsibility,  which,  if  once  a 


was  perfectly  true  that,  of  all  the  demrtments  of  the 
Government,  there  waa  less  reaponsibw^  In  the  post 
nflioe,  and  a  more  unlimited  diieretion,  and  a  greater 

latitude  in  the  application  of  the  funds  of  the  deputmcnt 
in  the  making  of  contracts  and  extra  allowance,  at  the 
mere  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Postmaster  General,  than 
in  any  other  department.  There  had  been  a  degree  of 
latitude  allowed  wliicb  was  extremely  impolitic  and  dan- 
gerous. Why  was  this?  It  was  the  people's  mon^. 
Why  had  it  never  been  looked  into?  Why  had  one  man 
been  permitted  to  expend  thousands  and  hundreds  <^ 
thousands  £mong  contractors,  to  liquidate  such  claims  as 
they  might  bring  forward,  and -no  examination  had  been 
instituted?  He  made  no  charge  ^fainst  any  individual. 
He  merely  stated  the  fact,  that  all  this  unlimited  discre- 
tion had  existed,  without  supervision  and  without  control. 
^Vhy,  he  would  aak,  was  this?  It  bad  been  suffered  to 
exist,  because  the  funds  had  been  furnished  by  the  de- 
partment. So  said  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  who 
seemed  to  think  it  quite  sufficient  to  show  that  all  was 
paid  out  of  the  funds  of  the  department,  as  much  as  to 
say,  you  have  nothing  to  do  with  this.  He  (Mr.  S.) 
observed,  that  there  was  not  a  department  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  which  there  was  one-tenth  part  of  the  pa- 
tronage to  be  found  which  was  now  exercised  by  the 
head  of  the  Post  Office  Department. 

If  the  post  office  were  to  be  subjected  to  the  annual 
scrutiny  with  which  the  appropriation  bill  is  watched, 
or  to  the  specific  action  of  Congress,  the  responnbiUty 
of  the  department  would  be  increased  two-fold,  and 
there  would  be  an  effectual  check  on  its  expeniUturea. 
He  was  not  afraid,  in  this  view,  of  the  effeetof  an  alUanee 
with  the  treasury:  there  would  then  be  more  aerutiny 
and  more  caution.  Nor  did  he  think  it  an  (Ejection,  that 
the  Government  should  pav  for  the'amountof  its  postage. 
He  did  not  wish  to  throw  this  department  on  the  treasuiy, 
but  he  had  no  apprehension  of  it.  He  had  no  objection 
to  postpone  his  resolution  for  the  present,  if  the  Senate 
were  not  prepared  to  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  GllUNDY  expressed  a  perfect  willingness  that  the 
resolution  should  «t  once  be  acted  on.  Whatever  the 
Senator  from  Maine  nugfit  wish,  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
reduction,  every  step  taken  in  the  buuness  leads  indi- 
rectly to  the  result  of  making  tlie  department  a  ch^ge 
upon  the  ti-easury.  The  money  subtracted  from  tne 
post  office  must  be  made  up  by  the  treasury.  The  de- 
partment could  not  apply  any  where  else  for  it^  And  the 
effect  of  a  reduction  of  postage  must  be  to  prevent  a  re- 
duction of  the  tariff  to  precisely  an  equal  amount.  Such 
must  he  the  effect.  That  the  necessary  expenditures  of 
the  Government  must  be  the  limit  of  its  revenue,  was  a 
doctrine  to  which  the  public  mind  was  rapidly  confirming. 
One  of  the  most  ingenious  modes  which  can  be  adopted 
for  keeping  up  the  tariff  at  its  present  level,  was  that  of 
keeping  up  the  expenditures  of  the  Government  to  the 
present  amount  of  its  revenue,  instep  of  bringing  down 
the  taxes  to  the  limit  of  the  necessai^  ezpenwures.  He 
was  no  advocate  of  a  tariff,  especially  of  a  high  one; 
and  as  the  department  had  heretofore  sustained  itself^  he 
had  no  wish  to  sanction  any  measure  which  woidd  make 
it  burdensome  hereafter.  The  department  had  always 
sustained  itself,  with  the  exception  of  the  annual  appro- 
priation t)f  about  sixty  or  seventy  thousand  dollars  for 
clerks;  and  as  a  set-ofi'  to  this  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  franking  privilege  given  to  memben. 
When  he  saw  the  first  Senator  from  Maine  rise  in  hia 
place,  and  then  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  and  then  thft 
other  gentleman  from  Maine,  he  felt  a  variety  of  appre- 
hensions from  such  an  apparent  concert  of  action.  But 
now  tliat  he  understood  that  each  was  acting  for  himself, 
_  __  ,  be  feh  himself  greatly  relieved.   He.  was  glad  to  find  that 

resort  to  the  treasury  were  allowed,  would  prevent  any  each  Senator  was  acting  for  himself,  per  u,  and  that  they 
linutation  of  draughts  hereafter.    He  (Mr.  S.)  believed  it|are  not  in  alfiance.  He  did  not  know  what  to  think  of  the 
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proposed  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Maine,  (Hr.  Holsxb.) 
He  could  not  tell  that  any  thing  vas  likely  to  be  gained  in 
intelligence  from  the  members  who  were  gcnng  out  of, 
that  body.  They  would,  in  all  probabilhyt  be  regarded 
as  politically  dead,  defunct,  and  would  soon  be  forgotten. 
The  gentleman  from  Maine  might  be  eonaidered  as  gone 
forever  beyond  all  hope.  As  for  himself,  he  had  yet  a 
glimmering  hope  remaining^  it  might,  perhaps,  tike  many 
other  of  the  hopes  of  that  ude  the  House,  end  in  disap- 
pointment; but  however  that  might  be,  he  trusted  the 
Senate  might  be  able  to  get  along  tolerably  well  without 
him.  He  had  frequent  buwness  at  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, and  generally  found  members  of  Congress 
there.  It  sometimes  happened  that  a  contractor  took  it 
into  his  head  that  it  would  be  more  to  his  interest  to 
carry  a  mail  three  times  a  week,  than  to  take  it  twicei 
and  he  accordingly  prevailed  on  the  member  of  Congress 
from  his  district  to  go  to  the  department  and  express  the 
expediency  of  the  change.  The  next  year  the  same  con- 
tractor may  have  discovered  that  he  can  make  still  more 
by  having  a  daily  mail.  The  member  of  Congress  is 
again  csUed  upoi^  and  the  contractor  being  a  man  of  in- 
fluence must  liBve  his  wishes  gratified.  The  Posmaster 
General  ought  to  be  armed  with  some  weapon  to  defend 
himself  against  these  attacks.  He  might  now  say  that  the 
resources  of  the  department  would  not  permit  this  in- 
creased expenditure;  but  let  the  treasury  once  be  open 
ed  to  the  department  and  the  member  of  Congress,  and 
the  contractor  would  soon  find  it  out,  and  there  would  no 
longer  be  a  limit  to  applications  and  to  expenditures. 
There  would,  in  fact,  tie  no  other  check  than  a  money 
limitation;  and  the  navy  and  army  would  not  cost  the 
country  more  than  the  Post  Office  Department  might,  and 
would.  If  the  barrier  between  it  and  the  treasury  were  to 
be  removed. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  was  very  anxious  fot- 
a  reduction  of  the  postage  because  Major  Barry  had  not 
answered  before  the  end  of  the  year  the  call  made  by 
that  Senator  at  the  last  session.-  Was  there  any  force  in 
that  argument?  The  object  of  the  resolution  was  to  ascer- 
tain' the  amount  of  the  expenditures  on  account  of  the 
mail  in  each  State.  Now,  because  tliat  call  had  not  been 
answered,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  would  reduce 
the  rates  of  postage.  He  must  confess  that  he  did  not 
quite  understand  wis  logic.  Tf  that  resolution  Iiad  been 
answered,  and  it  had  been  shown  that  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut paid  more  of  this  tax  tlian  Kentucky,  which  had 
twice  her  population,  here  would  have  been  a  theme  fpr 
an  argument  most  grateful  to  Connecticiit,  and  which  the 
Senator  would  doubtless  have  made  good  use  of.  But 
there  was  another  little  matter  which  the  Senator  would 
probably  not  have  touched  uptui.  He  would  have  leflj 
the  subject  of  the  expenditures  tn  Connecticut  in  ships, 
^and  barbor%  and  light-houses,  to  have  been  disclosed  byi 
'some  other  Senator.  Yet,  if  all  things  were  taken  into 
view,  if  all  expenditures  were  balanced,  .there  would  ap- 
pear to  be  nothing  unjust  nor  unfair.  The  popular  plan 
was  to  point  out  to  any  particular  section  something  in 
vhich  they  appeared  to  be  oppressed,  without  makingj 
the  view  general;  and  thus  to  excite  discontent  against 
tiie  Gpremment.  These  remarks,  however,  had  no  ap- 
plicatitm  to  the  tariff,  which)  in  his  opinion,  fiwmed  a  jnst 
exception  every  where  to  the  observation. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  seemed 
to  think  tliat  there  was  no  relevance  between  the  call 
which  he  had  made  at  the  last  session  and  the  pr(>sent 
resolution.  -That  Senator,  however,  had  attached  an 
importance  to  the  call  which  it  had  never  possessed  before, 
in  nis  estimation.  Thatgendeman  knew  nothing  of  Con- 
necticut; it  was  not  a  complaining-  State,  although  there 
was  perhaps  as  much  intelligence  diffused  over  it  as  over 
any  other  State  of  the  Union.  The  people  tliere  never, 
made  complaints,  but  cheerfully  bore  their  proportion  ofl 


the  public  burdens.  He  believed  the  Post  OfHce  De- 
partment would  sustain  itself,  and  would  at  last  intrench 
itself  so  strongly  as  to  be  out  of  the  reach  of  even  the 
power  of  Conmas  itself.  Several  calls  had  already  been 
made  to  which  no  answers  had  been  returned.  As  to  the 
tarifT,  he  saw  no  connexion  between  that  and  the  present 
resolution.  The  resolution  might  have  the  effect  of 
checking  the  department;  and  to  check  it,  he  would  go 
still  furtlier,  and  put  an  end  to  the  practice  of  making 
extra  allowances  to  contractors.  Tliere  was  enough  ex- 
pended in  the  department  to  diffuse  information  through 
all  the  country.  He  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  and 
against  the  lunendment,  and  he  hoped  nothing  would  be 
done  to  give  the  resolution  the  go  by. 

Mr.  HOLMF.S  said,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  had  talked  of  dissatisfac- 
tion. What  did  he  mean  by  dissatisfaction  ,'  The  coun- 
try was  in  the  hey-day  of  prosperity :  all  the  wishes  of 
the  other  side  of^  the  House  had  been  gratified.  Was 
there  any  dissatis&ction  there.'  We,  said  Hr.  H.,  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  do  not  complain,  although  we  have 
been  whipped  abominably  twice.  There  is  no  dissatis- 
faction on  this  side.  The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  fias 
got  his  President,  and  his'  Vice  President,  and  his  Cabi- 
net, yet  he  talks  of  dissatisfaction. 

The  gentleman  at  ttie  head  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Post  Koads  says  this  is  an  unmanageable 
department.  Upon  my  soul,  I  believe  so.  Since  he 
and  I  have  been  together  on  the  committee,  I  believe  it 
.has  been  found  to  be  unmanageable.  I  will  insist  further, 
from  being  unmanageable  it  may  have  become  a  ma- 
naging department  and  whenever  we  find  we  ha^-e  a 
managing  department,  we  should  keep  it  constantly  in 
oiir  view.  This  department  h-is  great  power  to  manage, 
while  it  is  irresponsible.  Wtut  is  the  cause  of  prodigality 
in  a  servant?  Irresponsibility.  Why  does  a  servant  squan- 
der the  property  of  his  master?  Because  he  is  not  re- 
sponsible. The  conclusion  is  inevitable.  Whenever  you 
trust  a  man  with  untold  gold,  he  will  usually  tell  out  a 
tolerable  quantity  to  himself.  1  make  no  charge,  but 
merely  point  to  the  conclusion.  It  is  a  general  maxim, 
an  axiom  in  Government,  that  while  you  hold  officers  ta 
responsibility,  they  will  be  found  prudent;  but  when  you 
relax  the  responsibility,  they  will  teccme  pnidign". 
There  are,  it  is  true,  some  men  who  will  be  economical 
witliout  responsibility.  The  Clwirman  of  tlie  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  aiul  Post  Roids  thinks  my  case  beyond 
all  hope.  I  think  it  is  sn;  I  have  dL'clined.  Some  say 
my  popularity  declined  first;  and  I  declined  afterwards. 
Perhaps  1  and  my  popularity  both  declined  together. 
Now  the  gentleman  fi-om  Tennessee  has  not  declined. 
How  stands  it  with  his  popularity?  Have  they  kept  pace  . 
together.'  1  have  taken  no  part  against  his  re-election, 
although  it  has  been  said  that  he  is  as  cunning  as  a  fox. 
But  if  we  get  another  in  his  room,  1  am  afraid  it  will  b'e 
getting  out  of  the  frying  pan  into  the  fire.  The  gentle- 
man had  sa-d,  thiit  he  would  not  make  the  post  office  n 
charge  on  the  treasury,  lest  the  opportunity  for  lavish 
expenditures  i>hould  be  abused  by 'an  improvident  exten- 
sion of  the  post  roads.  If  the  gentleman  were  to  canpr 
that  principle  through,  he  would  nut  go  far  with  this 
administration.  The  gentleman  would  not  permit  tiie 
Postmaster  General  to  have  unbounded  resources,  because 
he  would  not  then  have  the  excuse,  when  pressed  by  ap- 
plicants^.thnt  the  funds  were  insufficient.  Needs  he  such 
an  excuse  ?  Are  not  the  men  to  whom  these  high  offices 
are  entrusted,  men  so  firm  tlwt  they  can  refuse  when 
their  duty'  requires  it?  He  would  give  the  Postmaster 
General  power,  presuming  that  he  would  never  want  an 
excuse  for  the  performance  of  his  duty.  If  a  political 
friend  uskcd  him  for  an  increase  of  compensation,  he 
would  not,  if  a  correct  and  faithful  officer,  hesitate  to  re- 
fuse.   Let  the  responsibility  be  incrcafed;  and  If  the 
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offii'er  ftbiues  the  means  intrusted  fo  him,  Cong^sa 
would  have  thepowerto  apply  a  corrective.  Ifthe  coune 
once  sug'gested  here  had  not  been  also  arrested  here,  none 
of  these  alIowa.nccs  to  contractora  would  have  been  heard 
ofi  hut  the  responsibility  would  hare  been  found- cfFectual. 
Uc  would  hold  every  officer  to  his  responsibility. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  aiked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on-the  pas- 
Baj;e  of  his  amendment;  and  a  sufficient  number  sustain- 
ing the  call,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BIBB  made  aome  remarks  in  oppontion  to  the 
resolution;  in  the  course  of  which  he  adverted  to  the 
fact  that  a  merchant  in  Kentucky  having  got  for  himself 
tlie  situation  of  postmaster,  had  thereby  saved  to  himself 
in  postage  two  hundred  doll^nrs,  whicli  was  more  than  the 
amount  of  all  the  other  postage  in  his  office,  as  he  kept  up 
a  considerable  correspondence  for  the  benefit  of  tiis  busi- 
ness. There  the  postage  tax  fell  on  those  who'  best 
could  bear  it.  He  went  on  to  show  that  thia  was  gene- 
rally the  case.  He  considered  it  a  matter  of  great  Ubor 
and  intricacy,  requiring  elaborate  calculation,  Uxarrange 
a  perfect  scheme  of  reduction  of  postage,  adapted  to  all 
distances;  and  doubted  whether  the  post  office  itself 
could  furnish  the  materials  for  such  calculation.  He  con- 
tended that  tlie  present  tax  was  not  oppressive  on  any 
one,  but  that  it  operated  every  fair  tax  ought  to  ope- 
rate. At  the  last  session  he  had  expressed  his  opinions 
on  the  subject  of  the  reduction  of  the  newspaper  post- 
age: those  opinions  had  undergone  no  change.  He  then 
adverted  to  our  rapidly  increasing  population^  settle- 
ments were  extending  themselves;  and  the  voice  of  jus- 
tice, in  a  tone  not  to  be  resisted,  demanded  that  the  go- 
vernment should  carry  into  those  new  settlements  the 
hene6ta  which  were  already  enjoyed  in  the  old.  This 
constantly  increases  the  expenditures  of  the  department; 
the  expenditures  must  continue  to  increase,  as  the  ramifi- 
cations of  the  system  are  extended  into  all  parts  of  the 
country.  It  should  be  the  aim  of  Congress  to  keep  the 
expenditures  of  the  department,  as  nearly  as  possible, 
within  the  receipts,  avoiding  at  the  same  time  that  mi- 
nuteness of  legislation  which  entailed  more  coat  upon 
the  country  than  the  subject  was  wortli.  The  Postinas- 
ter  General  felt  himself  hound  to  keep  the  coat  of  all  his 
improvements  within  the  means  of  the  department.  If 
this  check  were  taken  away,  and  he  was  permitted  to 
come  10  Congre.^s  he  would  be  unable  to  resist  the 
temptations  which  would  surround  him.  Experience 
every  where  had  proved,  that  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment can  only  be  beneficially  managed  by  subjecting  it 
to  this  check;  and  the  moment  it  is  removed,  the  advan- 
tages of  the  ^stem  are  destroyed.  Dr.  Franklin  esta- 
blished the  department  on  a  small  scale:  it  had  from 
that  time  been  extending  ilself  to  keen  pace  with  the 
extension  of  the  counlry;  but  it  had  always  been  kept 
within  this  check,  and  Iil-  would  not  be  willing  to  break 
in  upon  it,  because  we  should  inevitably  have  to  return 
to  it.  Whenever  a  specific  scheme  of  reduction  should 
be  presented  for  consideraUon,  he  would  be  glad  to  exa- 
mine it.;  but  he  was  not  one  for  raslily  uprooting  every 
tiling.  He  was  not  one  who,  to  obtain  a  favorite  point, 
woiiid  throw  evci-y  thing  into  confusion.  He  would  not, 
to  get  rid  of  an  imagined  wrong,  go  into  a  ConveiXion  of 
all  the  States,  frame  a  new  constitution,  and  throw  every 
thing  into  chaos.  So  it  wns  in  regard  to  the  post  office. 
He  would  keep  it  within  the  checks  with  wtiich  it  had 
always  been  surrounded,  and  not,  by  a  rash  inundation  of 
means,  render  it  a  rank  source  of  corruption,  instead  ofa 
department  useful  to  the  country. 

The  Senate  then  adjoamed  to  Wednesday. 

WKSSBaDAT,  JxB.  2,  1833. 
SPANISH  CLAIHANI'S. 
Ur.  HOLMES  oflTered  the  following-  reKlution: 


HatAiedt  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relationa  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providin|f 
the  means  by  wmch  the  clumants  under  the  late  treaty 
with  France  can  obtain  the  evidence  of  documents  relat- 
ing to  their  claims,  when  such  evidence  and  documents 
have  been  presente4-to  the  commisnoners  under  the  late 
treaty  with  Spain,  and  are  depowted  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  HOLMES  introduced  the  resolution  with  some 
remarks,  and  stated  that  tlie  comnusnoners  acting;  un- 
der the  treaty  with  Spain  had,  after  the  tenranatiun  of 
their  labors,  lodged  the  papers  in  the  Department  of 
State,  as  was  supposed  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  to 
the  Spanish  Government  access  to  these  document,  in 
case  of  need.  He  referred  to  the  case  of  a  friend,  whose 
bill  had  been  before  the  Spanish  Commissioners,  and  had 
been  rejected,  on  tbeground  that  the  capture  was  made  ■ 
by  a  French  vessel.  Through  him  (Sir.  H.)  this  gentleman 
had  made  application  to  the  State  Department  to  procure 
his  papers:  but  owing  tu  the  construction  which  the  Se- 
cretary had  put  upon  his  duties,  it  was  found  Impoanble 
to  obtain  them.  The  case  having  been  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Spanish  Commissioners  by  the  rejection  of 
the  claim,  the  papers  could  be  of  no  future  use  to  the 
Spanish  Go%'emment,  and  ought  to  be  returned  to  the 
cUimant. 

Ur.  WEUSTER  admitted  that  cases  of  individual  in- 
convenience might  have  occurred,  like  that  which  was 
referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  but  be  had 
never  anticipated  that  it  would  be  thought  necessary  to 
invoke  the  action  of  Congress.  It  was  provided  by  tlie 
treaty  with  Spain,  that  the  documents  should  be  deposi- 
ted in  the  Department  of  State.  There  would  conse- 
quently be  aome  delicacy  in  interfering  with  this  provi- 
sion. He  considered  that  the  whole.of  the  difficulty  had 
arisen  from  the  narrow  construction  which  had  been 
given  to  the  term  State  Department.  There  was  no  pre- 
cise locality  to  be  attached  to  the  term.  It  merely  meant 
that  the  papers  ^ould  be  left  in  the  custody  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive. He  could  not  decide  whether  the  doubta  of 
the  gentleman  at  the  head  oS  the  department  were  well 
or  ill  founded,  but  there  could  be  no  impropriety  in  mak- 
ing use  of  the  papers,  while  they  were  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  department.  It  might  not  be  correct  to  give 
them  up  to  any  individual,  hut  an  inspection  of  them 
under  the  charge  of  aome  officer  of  uie  Government, 
to  whom  they  were  intrusted,  would  be  the  kind,jof  fa-^ 
cility  which  would  not  come  jn  conflict  with  the  mean- 
ing of  the  treaty.  He  was  certain  that  the  Secretary 
ot  State  would  be  ready  to  render  every  accommoda- 
tion which  he  rega«icd  as  being  within  the  range  of  bis 
duty. 

Mr.  HOLMES  repeated  what  he  had  said  concemiiu: 
the  difficulty  he  had  found  in  obuining  what  he  wished. 
His  object  now  was  the  institution  of  an  inquiry  which 
would  lead  to  some  arrangement  between  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  and  the  Secretary.  He  referred  to  - 
a  correspondence  which  he  had  had  with  the  Secretary. 
He  had  asked  if  the  claimants  could  Bave  the  papers. 
1'he  answer  was  "  No."  He  then  aaked  if  the  commia- 
sioners  could  obtMH  them,  and  received  also  a  negativ« 
reply. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  reminded  the  Senate,  that  when  the 
act  of  Congress  was  under  ccmndeniticm,  he  had  offer- 
ed an  amendment  with  a  view  to 'meet  cases  of  tlie 
precise  character  of  that  which  had  now  occurred.  It 
was  then  aUted  by  those  who  had  the  views  of  the  de- 
partment, that  it  was  unnecessary,  and  that  ,the  fourth 
section  made  ample  provision.  Such  was  the  opinion 
of  the  department,  and  such  also  ^-at  the  opinion  of 
the  Senate.  Now,  it  was  found  that  there  was  a  dim- 
eultyt  and  it  was  proper  that  thereihouldhe  aome  inquiry. 

tIk  resolution  wai  tiicn  agreed  to. 
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REDUCnOS  OF  FOSrAGE. 

TlieSeiMteresumed  tbecons:(Unitionof  Mr.  Spkakuk's 
resolution  on  the  subject  or  the  reduction  or  postage. 

Mr.  EWING  said,  tliat,  when  this  resolution  was  ofler< 
ed  by  hia  friend  from  Maine,  he  tVitltlot  himself  siipjiose 
that  the  opinion  of  the  committee  was  svicli  as  required 
these  special  instructions  in  order  to  nttain  the  object  in 
view.  I  was  well  aware  (said  Mr.  E.)  that,  At  Jhc  last 
session,  a  majority  of  the  committee  was  opposed  to  a 
reduction  of  the  rates  of  postage;  but,  since  that  time, 
one  of  its  members  hts  ceased  to  be  a  member  of  this 
body,  and  the  Senator  from  MUsaouri  (Mr.  Buckxkr)  has 
been  placed  on  the  committee  in  hts  stead.  But,  since 
that  gentleman  lias  expressed  hia  opinion  here  so  deci- 
dedly adverse  to  the  proposed  reduction,  it  is  clear  \hal 
there  is  the  same  majority  as  formerly  against  it  in  the 
committee;  and  that,'  if  we  have  any  action  on  the  sub- 
ject there,  it  must  come  to  us  charged  with  instructions 
front  the  Senate.  I,  sir,  have  been,  and  still  am.  in  favor 
of  some  reduction,  and  some  modification  in  our  rates  of 
postage.  1  am  satisfied  that  justice  and  sound  policy 
require  itj  nor  do  I  think  that  the  efficiency  of  the  depart- 
ment, or  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  country,  will  he  inju- 
riously affected  by  swch  a  measure,  if  it  be  judiciously 
executed. 

Hie  Setmtor  from  Missouri  fin-thest  to  my  left  (Mr. 
BlHTOiOwas  right  in  saying  that  a  reduction  of  impost 
is  notslways  a  reduction  of  revenue.  It  would  not  be 
so  here,  to  the  full  extent:  for,  by  lessening  the  postage 
on  letters,  you  will  increase  their  number;  aud  pack- 
ages, also,  whicli,  at  the  present  rates  of  postage,  seek 
nttier  modes  of  conreyunce,  would  be  furwiirded  by  m:vil, 
if  it  could  be  done  at  a  reasonable  cosit.  1  agref,  ulro, 
with  that  genllemap.  In  the  opinion  tbat  tlic-re  is  un  un- 
reasonable discrimination  between  single  and  double  let- 
ters; and,  at  (be  last  session,  1  augges'ed  (in  committee) 
a  mcdificatidii  whicli  was  intended  tn  ri-move  the  ineqna- 
hty,  but  it  was  not  acted  on.  A  It  Iter  written  upbn  a 
large  sheet  of  'cap  paper  pays  t*  cniy-five  cents  pusiagi^ 
if  carried  four  hunilrtd  miles.  If  it  he  written  un  bnl 
half  a  sheet  of  paper,  no  maitcr  hotr  thin  and  liitb',  ai:d 
contains  a  separate  scrap  of  paper,  however  small,  it  pays 
double;  if  it  cuntflin*  two  bank  notcr,  which  do  nut  ad<i 
ptrceptbiy  to  its  weiglit,  it  paj-s  treble  pos  age.  Now 
there  in  no  goo  t  r.  as'm  fur  this,  the  bandage  (to  use  a 
term  of  art)  on  each  letter  is  ihe  ^nme,  the  wcfgbt  uf  the 
double  or  treble  letter  is  often  mitcli  les4  tlian  tli^t  uf  the 
single  une,  and  yet  it  pays  twice  *-s  three  times  as  much. 
This  is  manifestly  iinj  ust,  and  require"  correction. 

From  Ibis  concurrence  of  lopinions  as  to  the  premises, 
I  confidently  expected  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
-  would  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  with  myself;  but  in 
this  [  was  mistaken.  1  will  not  quarrel  with  his  logic, 
though  i  caunot  assent  to  its  correctness. 

I  was  not  a  litUe  struck  with  the  views  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb.]  That  gentleman  moved  a 
resolution  at  tne  last  sesmon  to  abolish  the  duty  on  news- 

f tapers:  be  ts  still  in  Avor  of  that  proposition,  butis  unwil- 
tng  to  leave  the  matter,  or  reduction  gencmlly,  to  the 
committee:  it  were,  he  says,  intrusting  them  with  too  ex- 
tensive  jiowers.  He  therefore  goes  for  the  amendment 
which  instructs  them  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
reducing,  and  thereby  leaves  their  powers  wholly  ludi 
raited. 

The  bets  communicated  by  the  honorable  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Onice  and  Post  Koads  furnish 
strong  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  this  resolution.  He 
tells  us,  and  I  rely  imphcitly  on  bis  Authority,  that  the  de. 
partmeiit  now  not  only  sustains  itself  with  its  own  income, 
bat  that  it  performs  services  for  the  United  Slates  to  the 
value  of  moi-e  than  $500,000  yearly  in  the  transmission  of 
offidal  letters  and  documents  free  of  postage.  Now,  how 


is  the  department  enabled  to  rt-nder  all  tins  gratuitous 
service?  The  answer  is  obvious.  The  postage  which  is  re- 
ceived on  private  letters,  over  and  above  uie  ftir  cost  of 
tlieir  transmission,  pays  also  for  the  transportation  of  these 
official  letters  and  documents;  or,  in  other  words,  those 
who  write  and  receive  private  letters  pay  a  fax  for  so  do- 
ing to  the  amount  of  $500,000  annually.  Now,  1  do  not 
deny,  that,  in  cases  of  gi-eat  national  emergency,  when  all 
the  resources  of  the  country  are  required  to  be  called 
forth,-  that  these  also  ought  to  contribute  what  it  may  to 
sustain  the  Government;  but  surely  the  transmission  of 
knowledge,  the  transmission  uf  letters  of  business  r.r  of 
friendship  from  one  part  of  the  Union  to  another,  sltould 
be  among  the  last  subjects  of  taxation  to  which  we  should 
resort.  It  is  not  true,  in  fact,  »s  has  been  suggested,  that  it 
is  the  ricli  who  read  and  write,  and  tliertfore  pay  tfiis  tax; 
and  if  it  were  true,  it  forms  no  substantial  argument  in  its  fa- 
vor. But  the  fact  is  distinctly  otherwise.- it  is  to  the  rich,  or 
those  who  are  eomp«ratively  so,  that  letters,  papers,  and 
public  tlocuments  arc  sent  under  official  franl^  and  for 
the  transportation  of  which  those  who  write  and  receive 
private  letters  pay.  The  man  of  business  pays  a  lai^fe 
amount  of  postage,  but  it  is  repaid  to  him  by  those  who 
cmphij  him;  and  the  merchant  charges  his  postage  as  a 
pan  of  the  cost  of  his  goods,  and  his  customers  pay  it;  so 
that  at  last  this  burden  falls,  like  most  others,  upon  the 
mass  of  the  people. 

In  addition  to  this,  the  poorest  portion  of  out  commu- 
nity, even  the  day-laborer  who  has  emigrated  from  Oic 
old  to  the  new  States,  and  who  has  lefV  parents  or  friends 
behind  him,  pays  now  a  tax  to  the  Government  for  the 
privilege  of  reading  or  having  read  to  him  the  news  from- 
his  native  place,  or  the  simple  effusions  of  parental  or  fra- 
ternal love.  Justice,  it  is  true,  requires  that  he  should 
pay  tlie  reasonable  cost  of  transmission;  but  in  the  present 
state  of  our  finances,  there  is  no  reason  why  he  should  be 
chaived  beyond  it.  The  same  nile  applies  to  all,  what- 
ever oc  their  condition.  The  transmission  uf  intelligence, 
Ihe  interchange. of  opinions  and  affections  -between  indi- 
viduals in  diffi-'rcnt  sections  of  the  Union,  should  be  coun- 
tenanced rattier  tfian  discouraged;  and  a  tax  imposed  upon 
these,  for  <hy  purpose,  except  in  caaco  of  necessity,  is, 
injudicious,  ifl  be  right  in  this,  and  if  the  cliairman  be 
right  ill  his  view  which  he  exhibited  of  the  state  of  tiic 
departmetit,  the  postage  ought  tu  be  reduced  in  the  ag- 
gregate about  $jOO,0(Kt — the  sum  whieh  appears  to  be 
levied  through  the  department  for  the  use  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

1  cannot  concur  with  gcntlethen  who  think  that  it  would 
occauon  extravagance  uf  expenditureti,  if  the  department 
were  permitted  to  receive  tlirough  the  treasury  any  por- 
tion of  its  support.  The  honorable  chairman  has  itid, 
that,  of  all  the  departments  ol  the  Uuvernment,  this  is  Ihc 
most  unmanageable.  If,  by  tliif,  he  means  the  least  re- 
sponsible,  I  coticur  with  him.  Sir,  there  is  more  than  two 
millions  of  dollars  annually  received  lliere,.and  disbursed, 
we  know  not  how.  It  is  true,  wc  ni-e  told  in  tlie  n  ports 
of  the  Postma:iter  General  that  this  aggregate  sum,  or 
near  it,  is  expended  in  the  tranamisnoa  uf  the  mails;  but 
the  precise  manner  is  not  at  :dl  disclosed  to  us.  We  know 
not  now  much  is  sunk  in  affunhiig  those  unreasonable  fa- 
cilities which  the  honorable  chairman  says  are  so  often 
asked,  and  are  pressed  fur  with  sucit  earnestness  that  they 
citn  be  hmited  only  by  limiting  the  means  of  the  depart- 
ment. How  much  in  extra  allowances  to  contractors,  and 
how  much  iu.  changes  of  contracts  from  hand  to  Imiid,  on 
terms  disadvantageous  to  the  Government!  We  know  no- 
thing of  this,  nor  can  we  ever  know,  while  the  present 
system  renmins  untouehed,  and  the  committee  unclianged. 
As  a  matter  of  theory,  tlie  Committee  on  the  Post  Otfice 
and  Post  Hoads,  to  'which  1  belong,  have  a  right  to  inquire 
into  these  things;  and  if  there  be  improvidence  and  waste, 
or  misapplication  of  tlic  funds  of  the  department,  to  dis. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


41 


OF  DEBATES  ITV  CONGRESS. 


42 


JistTART  2,  1833.]  Redudion  of  Pottage.  [Sisati. 


close  it  to  this  body,  that  it  maj'  be  exposed  to  tlie  public 
But  our  excellent  chairman,  tender  of  tlie  labor  of  some 
of  his  committee,  and  prodij^  of  hia  own,  hns  been  a  kind 
of  middle  man  between  its  and  the  department,  and  has 
dealt  out  to  us  just  ao  much  information  as  he  cofiaidered 
salutary  and  suitable  for  us  to '  receive.  Over  and  again 
has  it  been, attempted  in  this  body  to  look  into  the  alfairs  of 
the  departmentj  but  always  has  the  honorable  chairmau 
extended  hia  broad  zzia  over  them,  and  all  beneath  has 
been  thus  far  sheltered  by  its  ample  shade.  In  truth,  sir, 
3ks  long  as  thik  dejuirtment  shall  be  luttamed  entirely  by 
its  own  receiplsi  without  resort  to  the  treasury,  there  will 
be  an  indisposition  here  to  scrutinize  ifs  disbursements. 
And  it  is  unsafe,  and  contrary  to  the  whole  theory  of  our 
Government,  to  intrust  to  any  officer  the  disbursement  of 
litrre  sums  of  the  public  money  without  accountability, 
and  without  scrutiny.  I  bring'  no  charge  against  the  pre- 
sent head  of  this  department.  I  rest  my  views  on  general 
principles,  and  hold  it  most  certain  that  if  there  be  not 
now  waste  and  mismanajfement  there,  there  will  bei  for  it  is 
inherent  in  tlie  very  nature  of  the  system,  as  it  now  exists. 

But,  sir,  if  tlic  rates  of  postage  were  so  modified  that 
the  department  must  resort  to  the  treasury  annually  for  a 
sum  about  equivalent  to  the  value  of  the  services  which 
it  renders,  (and  I  would  not  consent  to  go  beyond  this 
point,)  the  amount  and  the  manner  of  its  expendituces 
would  become  a  subject  of  investiption  before  the  com- 
mittees of  Congress.  We  always  realize  the  fact  that  the 
money  in  the  treasury  is  the  public  money,  while  the  pub- 
lic money  in  the  hands  of  tlie  Postmaster  General  is,  I 
know  not  why,  looked  upon  as  the  money  of  the  depart- 
ment. There  would,  therefore,  be  more  restraint  and 
le^  danger  of  extravagant  expenditures  in  that,  tlian  in 
the  existmg  state  of  things. 

Mr.  KANE  then  rose  to  state  his  objections  to  the  reM>- 
lutitm  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  offered  by  ther  Senator 
from  ftlaine.  In  that  form  it  gave  no  discretion  to  the 
committee  to  deviate  from  the  peremptory  instructions  of 
the  resolution .  It  did  not  g^ve  the  power  to  inquire  into 
nriy  abOses  which  might  exists  it  gave  none  to  equalize 
the  rates  of  postage.  Whatj  in  fact,  was  il?  The  ori^nal 
rcBulution  directs  the  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  noletu 
vclent,  and  without  saying  why,  to  reduce  tlie  rates  of 
postage .  And  the  Senate  were  now  called  on  to  say,  not 
wl^etlier  the  committee  should  go  into  an  inquiry  on  tlie 
subject,  but  whether  the  rates  of  postage  should  be  re- 
duced or  not.  He  said  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  give 
his  vote  on  a  question  of  so  njuch  importance. 

Me  admitted  that  there  was  onepoint  on  which  all  seem- 
ed to  agree.  If  the  rates  of  postage  could  be  reduced 
conaistenlljr  with  the  means  of^  the  department,  and  with- 
out embarraBsinf;  its  operations  in  any  degree,  all  were 
willing  that  the  reduction  should  lake  place.  And  there 
was  a  class  of  Senators  who  were  willing  to  make  the  re- 
ductions, even  if  the  operations  of  the  department  could 
be  carried  on  with  the  assistance  of  the  treasurj-.  He  did 
not  belong  to  the  latter  class,  altliougli  lie  was  one  of  those 
who  a^ed  that  if  the  rates  could  be  reduced  without  em- 
barrasMug  the  means  of  the  department*  il  ought  to  be 
done.  But  unless  he  was  prepared  to  admit  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  department  hitherto  had  been  corrupt, 
and  its  expenditures  characterized  by  profligacy,  he 
could  not  vote  for  the  resolution  in  its  original  form.  Be- 
cause the  committee  at  the  last  session  had  come  tcTthe 
conclurion  that  there  oughtto  be  no  reduction  of  the  rates 
of  postage,  it  had  been  contended  that  there  was  no  way 
left  but  to  give  a  peremptory  instruction  to  report  a  bill. 
He  was  not  prefnired,  unless  without  further  investiga- 
tion, to  set  lip  his  opintun  against  those  of  the  committee, 
whose  attention  haa  been  long  ant^  sedulously  addressed 
to  the  subject.  It  was  easy  for  gentleoien  to  get  at  their 
object,  and  it  might  be  done  in  one  of  two  ways:  in  the 
first  place,  if  the  committee  should  make  a  report  unfa* 


vorable  to  the  object,  it  would  be  easy  to  move  to  refer 
that  report  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  where  its  errqrs 
might  be  revised  and  corrected.  The  other  mode  was  to 
introduce  a  bill  on  leave,  stating  the  smount  and  mode  sf 
reduction;  that  bill  would  be  sent  to  the  committee,  and  if 
they  reported  against  It,  their  report  wotdd  come  up  be> 
fore  the  Senate,  where  it  would  be  reversed  if  wrong,  and 
confirmed  if  riglit .  He  was  prepared  to  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment, or  he  was  willing  to  refer  the  subject  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, for  the  purpose  of  inquiry,  but  he  was  not  prepared 
to  set  up  his  opinion  against  that  of  the  committee.  If 
he  was  in  possession  of  sufSdent  data,  be  would  have  no 
objection  to  vote  for  a  peremptory  instruction- 
Mr.  BUCKNGB  ommenccd  a  srries  nf  obsen',ationa 
by  disclaiming  all  sectional  feelings  and  views,  which  lie 
declared  he  lind  l  ever  allowed  to  influtnce  his  opinions 
and  actions,  and  he  hopc<l  he  never  should.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  in  faviir  of  every  thing,  the  tendency  of 
wliich  was  to  piv^mote  the  interests  uf  the  whole.  The 
hasty  rcmar'ks  which  he  had  made  «  hen  this  subject  wsi 
before  the  Senate  on  a  former  d;>y,  had  hot  been  dictated 
by  a  spirit  of  envy  or  jealousy.  In  reference  to  the  efTect 
which  this  resolution  would  have  on  the  iiiti  rests  of  the 
West,  he  had  spoken  of  it  ss  unreasonable  that  the  mem- 
bers from  that  stction  of  country  should  vole  for  a  propo- 
sition which  b<'re  injuriously  upon  their  oiyii  constituents; 
but  lie  merely  intended  by  tliese  observations  to  stand  by 
the  iiiteres's  of  those  he  represented,  as  other  ^entlemsn 
from  other  sections  of  the  country  would  feel  disposed  to  ' 
do.  He  had  stated  that  he  was  opposed  to  a  resolution 
which  comp-IUd  tlie  West  to  pay  the  postage  of  the  Bast. 
So  far  from  intending  an.appeal  to  the  West,  it  was  bis 
object  toaddrrss  himself  to  the  generosity  of  the  East, 
and  10  invoke  their  feelings  of  magnanimity  in  aid  of  his 
views.  He  did  not  desire  die  West  to  be  mfluenced  by 
sordid  prdudicesf  but  that  the  East  sliould  be  actuated 
by  noble  views.  The  Senator  from  Maine  had  sad  that 
he  was  desirous  to  dfTuse  knowledge  and  dispel  igno- 
rance. He  also  w»s  willing  to  diffuse  knowled^  and  d's- 
pel  ignorunrct  but  he  would  not  put  hia  hand  in  another 
man'fl  pocket  for  the  purpose  of  showing  his  charity.  He 
would  not  put  liis  arm,  up  to  the  elbow,  into  the  trea- 
sury, to  d'utpl  ly  his  kindness  to  any  particular  part  of  Uie 
Union.  How  was  this  proposition  to  be  considered?  The 
gentleman  from  Maine  propo  ed,  'not  that  every  man 
should  pay  for  his  own  learning,  but  that  tlie  pow  and 
honest  yeomanry  ihould  be  taxed  in  order  to  accommo- 
date the  rest  of  the  community.  Was  this  the  way  to 
diffuse  knowledge?  Every  man  ought  to  pay  for  whst 
he  received;  and  to  tax  another  fur  i*  wus  uiyuar.  If  the 
Ejst  paid  tlie  greatest  ih^re  of  tlie  tax,  il  was  bc'cause  it 
had  ^he  greatest  shure  of  advantage.  He  who  received 
tlie  greatest  btnefi-  c  ught  tii  pay  the  greatest  s  -are  of 
the  cost. 

He  went  on  to  state  that  where  there  was  m'  st  ttaffic 
there  was  the  greatest  ntce^si'y  for  the  information  circu- 
lated through  the  post  office,  and  there  the  greatest 
amount  of  posiage'  should  be  paid.    The  East  htid  the 

ntest  share  of  trade,  and  if  it  was  taxed  the  most  heari- 
1  was  to  pHy  for  its  own  ptutagc,  and  not  tlie  pusLsge 
of  the  West.  He  expressed  his  regiet  that  any  proposi- 
tion should  be  introduced  ai  this  time,  the  tendency  of 
which  was  to  increase  the  agitations  ivhich  now  (hsturbed 
the  coiintry.  While  he  was  one  who  would  not  add  to 
the  present  e^tcitemeiit,  he  would  not  be  induced  to  re- 
frain from  taking  every  step  neces<ary  for  the  pubhc  in- 
terest, but,  at  llie  same  tiifte,  he  wi  uld  not  sanction  the 
introduction  of  new  schemes.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  imAKined  that  any  great  danger  now  beset  the  Union, 
or  that  the  moment  had  arrived  when  this  fair  f-bric  of 
human  wisdom  Wus  about  to  be  destroyed;  for  he  looked 
to  the  operation  of  a  redeeming  prinaple  which  existed 
in  it.    He  rcUed,  in  a  great  measure,  on  the  chief  maj,*' 
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tratc,  ttho  had  sworn  lo  su)T[iort,  und  who  M  ould  maintain 
the  corutitiitionj  and  most  ofall,  he  relied  on  the  patriot- 
iam  of  the  nenplet  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  throw  an 
additional  farebrand  to  destroy  the  harmony  of  the  coun. 
try.  There  were  two  crcrtt  objects  which  seemed  to  be 
kept  in  view  by  one  of  the  ^eat  parties,  to  prevent  any 
reductjon  of  the  tariff  duties,  and  to  Lerp  up  the  price 
of  the  public  land^.  One  part  of  the  country  was  op- 
posed to  the  first  measure,  and  another  section  to  the  last. 
It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  members  from  ihe  South 

-and  the  West,  who  believed  the  salvation  of  the  Union 
depended  on  the  reduction  of  the  tariff*,  and  the  price  ol 
puolic  lands,  would  vote  for  any  of  those  measures  which 
threw  additional  burdt-ns  on  the  treasury.  Such  were 
his  viewBj  and  no  ini^cnuity,  u  j  argiim  nt,  iio  sophistry, 
would  in'luce  him  (o  move  fi  om  the  course  which  his  duty 
enjoined  on  him  lo  pursue.  (lis  mind  was  made  up.  It 
was  unneceasaiy  for  him  to  di^fuise  himaclf;  the  time  had 
come  when  the  tatiff  and  the  price  of  pub  ic  lands  mu- 1 
be  reduced;  and  aU  the  schemes  to  keep  them  up  to  their 
present  scale  could  not  succeed.  1  he  tariff  must  and 
would  come  down;  and  they  could  not  c-msent  to  put  tht;' 
public, lands  on  the  treasury.  It  was  necessary  to  sec 
where  retrenchment  could  be  made,  in  order  that  all  un- 

'  necessary  burdens  m-ght  be  abolished. 

Hetumiiig  to  tlie  suoject  of  the  post  ofBce,  he  satd  it 

■  m^t  be  true  that  the  East  paid  more  for  the  facilities  af- 
filed by  the  post  office  than  the  West.  But  suppose 
it  were  soj  were  there  not  other  points  where  the  East 
received  more  than  a  ^uiW  pro  quo?  was  this  no  consider- 
ation? The  greater  part  of  the  pension  money  was  ex- 
pended lliure.  Tnie,  it  was  said,  there  was  more  patriot- 
ism, more  industry,  in  that  part  of  the  country,  and  it 
mt^t  be  so.  The  West  made  no  complaint;  but  how 
many  citizens  of  Misnouri,  or  of  Indiana,  u  ere  employed 
by  the  Government,  or  supported  by  the  public  treasury } 
Tht  a  lvantagea  of  Ihf  post  office  to  the  West  were  more 
than  compensated  by  the  greater  advanlAgcs  enjoyed  by 
the  East. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  had  said  that  the  committee 
he'd  the  same  opinions  im  the  subject  of  reduction  now, 
which  they  helil  last  year.  How  the  ^ntlem^n  came  to 
this  conclusion,  he  did  not  know.  This  was  not  the  same 
proposition  as  was  before  the  comintttee  la&t  year.  There 
was  a  great  d  fTerence  between  taking  the  postage  froni 
newspapers  and  reducing  the  postage  on  letters,  fiyttie 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  the  Sena'e  did  not  ask  the 
romm'ttceirit  was  necessary  to  reduce  the  rat  s,  but  they 
decided  that  it  was  necessary,  and  ih»t  they  should  be  re- 
duced. No  discretion  whatever  was  allowed  to  the  com- 
miltee,  although  they  would  be  enabled  to  give  that 
information  which  would  satisfy  the  Senate  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  reduction.  He  desired  to  send  the  subject  to 
the  committee,  and,  after  they  had  reported,  the  Senate 
could  dispose  of  the  report  as  they  might  decide.  ^He 
considered  the  views  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  of 
the  oppressiveness  of  this  tax  upon  tlie  poor  man,  by 
compelling  him  to  pay  a  portion  of  tlie  Government  pos- 
tage, to  be  a  fallaciotiB  ohe.  The  burden  fell  very  lightly 
on  the  poor  man,  who  <lid  not  get  a  letter  once  in  six 
months;  the  poor  well  understood  the  matter;  they  had 
both  beads  and  hearts;  they  knew  when  they  asked  for  a 
fish,  and  received  a  stone. 

Mr.  FRELINGHU  YSEN said  the  resolution  of  his  honor- 
able  friend  from  Maine  submitted  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  the  ample  propontion,  that  the  mtcs  of  pMtsge 
ought  to  be  reduced.  It  jireseribed  tieither  the  mode, 
amount,  nor  time  of  reduction;  but  in  the  present, condi- 
tion of  the  Post  Office  Department,  witli  all  its  fa'cilittes 
and  receipts,  the  resolution  sought  of  the  Senate  an  ex- 
presuon  favorable  to  some  alleviation  of  a  very  onerous 
and  unequal  tax  upon  the  business  part  of  the  communi- 
ty.  Yet,  Mr.  Prerident,  this  proposition,  so  general  and 
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pacific  in  its  character,  has  been  assailed  by  a  most-ex- 
traordinary course  of  argument.  Its  friends  hate  been 
charged  with  an  almo  t  treasonable  conspiracy  to  keep 
on  the  tariff,  and  to  continue  the  present  price  of  the 
public  lands.  We  have  been  directly  informed,  that  the 
tariff  and  this  price  must  come'  down;  that  wc  are  not  to 
flinch  from  it,  for  the  people  demand  it.  Sir,  does  tlie 
resolution  on  your  table,  when  duly  considered,  touch 
either  of  those  subjects?  or  are  we  JusUy  ebat^geable 
with  aggravating  the  excitement  of  this  too  mueh  agitated 
country?  Why,  Mr.  Preadent,  so  far  as  honorable  gen- 
tlemen have  given  us  their  views  on  the^ proposition,  tlie 
most  of  them,  and  sume  from  the  far  West  too,  are  friend- 
ly to  the  reduction  of  the  postage,  if  }t  can  be  safely  made. 
Why  then  should  a  plain  question  of  practical  expedieu- 
cy  be  distracted  in  its  discusnon,  by  imputations  of  hos- 
tility to  the  wishes  of  a  part  of  the  country  in  the  matters 
of  tlie  tariff  and  the  public  lands?  Sir,  no  Senator 
will  be  driven  from  his  duty;  no  one,  it  is  hoped,  means 
to  evade  the  tariff  question,  or  flinch  in  the  discharge  of 
iiis  ofRcial  obligations,  when  it  comes  np  fur  our  delibe- 
ration. But,  said  Mr.  F.,  all  we  ask  is,  that  it  may  wait 
its  time;  and  not  that  it  should  embarrass  all  our  legisla- 
tion, and  be  raised  up,  by  way- of  terror,  against  any  and 
every  measure  that,  by  its  own  ^stinct  merits,  claims  our 
distinct  consideration, 

Then,  sir,  as  it  regards  the  resolution  now  before  us, 
it  is  worthy  of  notice,  that  the  present  rates  of  postage 
h4ve  been  established  for  more  than  twenty  years.  The 
gre:it  increase  of  commercial  business,  and  of  the  literarj', 
political,  and  friendly  intcrcoui-se  of  our  fellow-citizens 
in  that  period,  have  vastly  augmented  the  powers  and 
enlarged  the  means  of  this  department.  I  should  pro- 
bably be  on  this  side  of 'the  fact,  to  set  down  these  rc- 
.lources  at  an  increase  of  tcnfoTd?  We  are  also  to  take 
into  our  reflections  another  incident;  that  in  tlie  princt- 
pal  commercial  routes  of  the  mail,  from  Boston  throtigh 
to  Baltimore  for  example,  the  cost  of  transportation  has 
not  advanced  a  dollar  in  all  the  time  of  the  present  rates; 
nay  indeed,  sir,  by  the  facilities  of  steamboat  carriage, 
it  lias  .sensibly  diminislied.  Then  I  submit  it  to  the  calin 
discretion  of  the  Senate,  whether  the  occasion  has  not 
reached  us,  when  it  is  fit,  and  a  most  appropriate  duty, 
to  give  attention  to  the  strong  chums  of  those  who  chiefly 
endure  this  burden,  and  extend  some  seasonable  relief? 

Unt  it  has  been  ui^ed  in  opposition  to  the  measure, 
that  we  shall  thereby  cripple  the  department,  and  that 
the  Postmaster  General  should  not  be  restricted  in  his 
operations.  Hiis  ailment,  said  Hr.  F-,  is  pressed  too 
far.  When  it  is  seen  from  the  report  of  the  head  of  this 
department,  that  during  a  single  year,  and  that  the  last, 
the  travel  of  the  mail  has  been  increased  exceeding 
8,I5fi,000  miles,  while  it  reflects  great  credit  upon  the 
activity  and  promptitude  of  the  department,  yet  Mr. 
Piesident,  do  not  such  numbers  as  these  justify  the  opi- 
nion, in  the  view  of  the  heavy  rates  of  ppMage,  that 
some  restriction  mt^  be  mH  only  quite  safe  out  very 
prudent? 

Again:  wc  are  told  that  the  post  office  must  not  be 
made  adrun  upon  the  treasury,  but  be  left  to  sustain  itself. 
This  plea  is  fallacious,  and  the  mere  magic  of  phrases  may 
mislead  us. 

Su-,  what  is  intended  by  the  department  sustaining 
itself?  It  has  no  means  but  those  furnished  by  taxation. 
It  is  the  people  that  sustain  the  department:  and  there- 
fore, when  in  our  Judgment  the  amount  of  support  af. 
forded  becoiBCB  greater  than  the  just  wants  m  public 
convenience,  or  the  fair  and  equal  proportion  of  burdens 
that  should  be  assessed  upon  those  who  pajr— why,  if, 
not«-ithstandtng  this,  gentlemen  mean,  by  sustaining  itself, 
that  it  is  to  use  up  alt  the  funds  ^t  flow  into  it,  be  they 
what  they  may,  sir,  all  must  feel  that  such  an  argument 
is  witliout  weight  or  reuon.   We  must  look  beymd  the 
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post  oflKce;  to  thoae  who  contribute  its  means,  »nd  by 
righteous  measures,  apportion  their  burdens. 

Moreover,  Mr,  President,  this  estibjishment,  immensely 
enlarged  aa  it  lias  been,  does  sustain  itselT  and  more. 
We  have  the  statement,  on  the  official  authoritjr  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  that  for  the  last  year,  notwithstand- 
ing^ the  multiplication  of  mail  routM,  far  surpassing  any 
former  year,  the  nett  receipts  have  exceeded  those  of 
the  year  preceding  9360,000,  and  which  siim  will  ex- 
ceed the  additional  amount  required  for  transportaUon  by 
more  than  a  $100,000.  With  such  abundant  prosperity, 
why  should  we  hesitate  to  consider  and  act  in  this  matter, 
when  gentlemen  who  oppose  profess  entire  willing- 
ness to  reduce  the  postage,  if  the  department  can  bear  it? 

It  was  insisted  in  further  objection  to  the  resolution, 
tbat  it  left  but  little  discretion  to  the  post  Office  Com- 
mittee; and,  indeed,  restrained  it  to  a  ileane  almost  dis- 
respectful. Why,  sir,  this  is  urging  difficulties  a  great 
way.  The  proposition  is  of  most  general  import.  The 
Senate  will  fix  nothing  but  the  propriety  of  a  reduction, 
and  then  refer  over  to  the  committee  tlie  entire  Gubject, 
with  all  its  details.  It  will  leavfe  them  to  arrange  the  rates 
after  jiuter  proportions,  to  report  on  what  items  a  re- 
duction should  be  made,  and  to  ascertain  the  amount. 
And  if  there  be  a  majority  of  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the 
proposition,  it  is  surely  deurablcr  even  to  the  committee, 
that  it  should  be  known;  as  we  now  understand,  that  nu 
bill  for-  a  reduction  of  tlie  postage  will  be  reported  ^rom 
that  commiltce,  unless  unon  such  a  resolution  as  is  under 
consitleration. 

And}  in  conclusion,  to  evince  .tlie  pacific  character  of 
the  resolution,  in  defence  against  the  charge  of  haralt  in- 
terference with  the  duties  of  the  department  and  the  com- 
mittee, Ulce  the  case  of  postage  on  single  and  double  let- 
ters. Why,  there  is  no  one  who  doubts  the  arbitrary 
disproportion  of  the  assessment.  Tliat  a  letter  paying 
twenty-five  cents  postage  should  pay  fifly  for  another 
leaf,  or  even  any  small  fragment  of  it,  is  an  inequality 
that  can  be  justified  on  no  prineiplet  and  so  it  has  been 
conceded  in  argument  at  this  time-  Then,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, a  reduction  of  this  rate  should  the  committee  be 
unwilling  to  go  further,  wonld  meet  nnd  justify  the  whole 
scope  of  the  resolut  on.  The  truth  is,  there  are  no  serious 
difficulties  whatever  in  the  way  of  a  proper  adjustment, 
and  he  hoped  that  th--  amendment  would  nut  prevail,  but 
a  distinct  instruction  he  sent  to  the  committee  for  a  bill  to 
re<luce  the  rates  of  postage. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  nid  that  in  order  to  prevent  any 
misapprehcnsiou  as  to  his  vote,  he  wished  to  state  that  in 
votings  against  the  amendment,  and  for  the  original  resolu- 
tion, he  did  not  intend  to  commit  himself  to  vote  for  any 
bill  which  miglit  be  reported.  lie  thonglit  some  reduc- 
tions of  the  rates  of  postage  iieccssarj'.  The  bill  would 
be  of  course  reported  in  blank,  and  it  would  be  fur  the 
Senate  to  fill  op  the  blanks.  He  should,  therefore,  with- 
out entering  into  the  various  topics  which  had  been  brouglit 
into  this  discussion,  vote  for  the  instruction,  leaving  it  to 
be  determined  hereafter  how  far  reduction  ouglit  to  be 
carried.  The  subjects  of  the  tariff  and  the  public  Kinds, 
which  had  been  mixed  up  with  this  debate,  he  considered 
as  extraneous.  Whenever  those  stibjects  should  come 
up,  he  would  be  prepared  to  give  his  vote  upon  them. 
For  the  present,  without  entering  intojiny  of  the  details 
of  the  subject,  he  should  vote  fur  tlie  resolution  in  its 
original  form. 

Mr.  GRUNST  said  he  did  not  .-ise  to  go  into  this  de- 
bate again,  but  merely  to  express  what,  in  his  view,  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  committee.  Should  the  amendment  be 
rejected,  and  the  resolution  be  adopted  in  its  original 
form,  the  committee,  without  regard  to  the  means  of  the 
depanmentt  would  of  course  report  a  bill  making  substan- 
tial redactions  in  the  rates  of  posUge.  Tliey  would  be 
compeDcd  to  do  to,  under  the  mandate  of  the  Senate.  But 


if  the  amendment  was  adopted,  what  then>  Re  thought 
the  committee,  if  they  were  of  opinion  tbat  redtietions  con- 
sistent witli  the  means  of  thQ  d^artment  oould  be  made, 
would  report  a  bill  making  such  reductions  u  would 
leave  no  funds  at  the  discretion  of  the  department.  But 
if  they  were  ordered  in  the  peremptory  terms  of  the  re- 
solution, the  committee  eould  not  nil  to  report  a  substan- 
tial reduction,  even  if  it  should  take  half  a  million  or  a 
million  out  of  the  treasury. 

Mr.  BIBB,  in  rising,  'said  he  did  not  design  to  take  any 
further  part  in  the  general  discussion.  The  argument 
was  now  reduced  to-a  single  point,  and  every  Senator  bad 
to  make  up  his  opinion  on  tlie  alternative,  whether  the 
department  should  be  burdened  on  the  treasury,  or  sus- 
tained by  its  own  funds.  According  to  the  report  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  there  was  now  a  surplus  of  9100,000 
over  the  expenses  of  the  department,  and  tliis  caletilatioR 
was  bottomed  on  the  account  of  the  whole  postage  re- 
ceipts without  dioninution,  leaving  nothing  for  losses  or 
deficiencies,  and  it  was  allowed  on  the  understanding  that 
no  new  mail  routes  were  to  be  established.  Without 
looking  to  contingencies  or  future  extension,  we  are  now  to 
dispose  of  this9100,000.  The  whole  revenue  of  the  de- 
partment appeared  to  be  about  $3,300,000,  and  upon 
this  sum  a  reduction  to  the  amount  of  $100,000  would  be 
in  the  proportion  of  about  four  and  a  half  per  cent.  Thia 
was  all  whicli  could  be  touched.  They  were  now  re- 
quired to  take  off  a  cent  from  evcrv  six  cents  postage,* 
and  they  would  thus  be  going  into  nw:tional  reductions 
which  would  he  productive  of  great  inconvenience,  both 
to  the  individual  and  to  the  department.  He  would  ask 
if  it  was  proper  fur  the  Senate  to  legislate  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  reduction  of  four  and  a  half  per  cent, 
it  WHS  too  small  a  subject  fur  legislation.  He  had  last 
session  been  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  the  postage  on 
newspapers,  but  it  was  a  definite  reduction,  which  left  it 
clear  what  amount  woul  I  remain  in  the  department.  In 
the  present  case,  no  one  could  tell  the  enect  of  tlie  re- 
duction^ '  or  how  much  the  reductions  were  to  be.  He 
could  not  vote  for  so  indefinite  a  proposition. 

Mr.  SFRAGUE  said  that  the  reasons  which  he  bad 
presented  on  a  former  day  in  favor  of  the  original  resolu- 
tion, hod,  in  his  opinion,  received  no  salisfaclory  answer. 
He  did  not  now  intend  to  recapitulate  them,  but  merely 
to  notice,  very  briefly,  the  remarks  which  hod  just  been 
offered  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  The  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Bias]  says  titat  a  reduction  of  four  and 
a  half  per  cent,  would  be  but  a  very  trifling  aflair,  un* 
woilhy  of  attention  and  inconven'ent  in  its  operation- 
But  who  has  proposed  such  a  reduction^  Not  my  resolu- 
tion, nor  any  gentleman  who  has  sustained  it;  nobody  but 
the  honnrabk*  member  himself  hos  ru^gested  four  and  a 
half  per  cent,  as  the  extent  of  the  diminution.  It  is  his 
own  proposition,  then,  which  the  gentleman  pronounces 
to  be  insignificant  and  v?xatious,  and  I  certainly  have  no 
disposition  to  interpcsc  between  him  and  his  ofTRpring. 
The  chairman  of  t'le  Committee  on  tlie  Post  Office  and 
Post  lloada  [Mr.  GatrxDi]  has  presented,  in  various  forms, 
anil  under  all  its  aspects,  the  objection  that  a  reduction 
will  involve  the  necessity  of  calling  upon  the  national  trea- 
sury. It  is  repeated  and  reiterated  that  the  department 
should  sustain  itselft  that  if  ^ou  once  allow  the  precedent 
of  callii^g  for  any  aid  from  the  treasury,  no  bounds  or 
limits  will  or  can  he  prescribed  to  its  inroad,  and  horri- 
ble pictures  of  extravagance  and  ruin  are  conjured  Up 
by  the  affrighted  imagination.  One  would  think  that  to 
receive  aid  from  the  genentl  funds  of  the  Government 
was  a  violation  of  uniform  practice  and  fixed  princijiles, 
when,  in  fact,  the  Post  Office  Oepartmer  '  has,  ever  since 
the  organization  of  the  Govti-nment  required  aid,  receiv- 
ed annual  appropriations  from  the  national  treasury.  For 
several  years  last  past  those  demands  Iiave  averaged  nearly 
seventy  thousand  dolhira.    The  new  precedent,  against 
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wtuch  the  note  of  ahim  is  sounded  so  loudly,  is  found  iii 
truth'to  have.been  the  uniform  practice  from  the  first  days 
of  the  department  to  the  present  moment.  This  simple 
fact,  I  trust,  will  be  sufficient  to  dispel  extravEK&nt  appre- 
hendons  and  enable  us  to  look  calmly  at  the  jurt'ice  and 
expediency  of  the  proposed  measure. 

The  orijrinal  proposition  simply  and  singly  declares  that 
then  ibali  be  some  reduction  of  the  rate  of  postan. 
The  amotint,  the  mode,  the  items,  and  the  time,  are  left 
to  the  consideration  of  the  committee  and  the  fiiture  de- 
termination of  the  Senate.  Now,  sir,  to  the  only  objection 
which  has  been  ur^ed,  that  the  department  will  not  be 
able  to  sustain  itself,  there  are  sevenl  satisfactory  answers: 

lint.  That  a  reduction  of  some  of  the  rates  of  posta^ 
doea  not  necenarily  InToIve  a  diminution  of  the  receipts 
of  the  departmentf  on  tiie  contrary,  there  is  good  reason 
to  beliere  that  rendering' the  transportation  cheaper,  in 
•ome  particulars  would  mcrease  tlie  amount.  Take,  for 
example,  double  and  treble  letters:  the  smallest  piece  of 
paper,  a  bank  bill  enclosed*  duplicates  the  tax,  without 
uicreaainff  the  labor  of  transportation-  If  the  expense  was 
less,  woDid  not  the  number  he  increased^  Would  not 
thounnds  of  such  letters  be  put  into  the  mall  that  are  now 
intrusted  tn  a  more  precarious  and  procrastinated  con- 
veyance by  private  hand ;  and  by  proper  restriction  as  to 
weight,  public  courenience,  and  tjje  revenue  of  tlie  de- 

f>artment,  both  be  advanced?  I  mig'ht  also  adduce,  in 
tirther  illustration,  cases  of  short  diitance%  and  easy  com- 
munication, where  private  to  a  degree,  supplants  public 
conyeyanee.  But  the  principle  that  a  reduction  of  the 
rate  of  tax  may  increase  the  revenue,  is  too  well  known 
and  established  to  need  illustration;  and  yet  the  assump- 
tion that  it  must  and  will  certainly  diminish  the  receipts, 
is  the  foundation  of  the  objection  to  the  resolution. 

But  suppose  that  the  revenue  from  postage  should  be 
diminished,  it  would  not  necessarily  require  supplies  from 
the  treasury}  it  might  be  met  by  greater  economy  in  the 
diaburseroents  of  the  department;  by  a  less  amount  of 
extra  allowances  made  at  the  mere  discretion  and  uncon- 
trolled will  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  contractors!  by 
a  less  liberal  or  lavish  expenditure  for  unprofitable  and 
unnecessary  routes.  In  these  respects  there  has  been, 
and  still  is,  a  wide  and  almost  unlimited  scope  for  the 
mere  discretion  of  tlie  Postmaster  General.  -Ko  depart- 
ment of  this  Govenimeiit  has  so  mucli  patronage,  and  so 
little  re^onn(uIit^;  and  this  hat  arisen  from  the  ideal  di- 
vorce between  this  and  the  other  branches  of  the  public 
service.  "The  post  office  sustains  itself,"  is  thereply  to 
all  complaint,  and  the  shield  against  nil  scrutiny.  It  seems 
almost  to  have  claimed  and  enjoyed  immunity  from  inves- 
tigation,, by  folding  itself  in  its  own  robes,  and  saying  it 
"sustains  itself."  But  how  does  it  sustain  itself r  Is  it 
not  by  a  tax  upon  the  people'  Is  it  not  by  the  money  of 
our  constituents?  Shalt  we  not,  then,  inquire  to  what  ex- 
tent this  burden  ii  necessary,  uid  whether  it  ia  levied  upon 
principles  of  justice'  You  or  Ii  sir,  and  other  officers  of 
the  Government,  and  the  Government  ItseV.*,  enjoy  an  im- 
munity from  this  tax.  "Free"  is  subscribed  upon  our 
communications,  and  they  are  transported. to  the  remotest 
corners  of  the  Union  without  charge;  but  at  whose  ex- 
pense? From  wliom  does  the  department  draw  the  money 
which  pays  for  this  transportation?  Is  it  not  from  the  post- 
age  paid  by  private  citizens?  They  then  pay  not  only  the 
expense  of  conveying  their  own  letters  and  newspapers, 
but  those  of  the  Government  also.  The  packages,  books, 
and  documents  thus  diffused,  are  not  for  the  benefit  merely 
of  those  who  pay  the  postage,  but  of  the  whole  country. 
The  benefit  is  general;  should  not  the  burden  also  be  ge- 
neral? 

Tlie  postage  upon  Government  documents  would  be 
half  a  million  of  dollan  a  year.  This  department*  then, 
not  merely  "  sustains  Itself,"  but  contributes  by  tla  labor 
half  a  million  of  dollan  annually  to  the  aid  of  the  Govern- 


ment. It  saves  that  amount  to  the  national  treasury.  Sup- 
pose, then,  that  this — the  wont  consequence  that  has  been 
apprehended  or  predicted  by  any  one,  the  payment  fVom 
the  treasury  of  me  Government  postage — should  ensue 
from  the  proposed  reduction  of  rales,  would  there  he  any 
injustice?  Nay,  sir,  is  it  not  necessary,  in  order  to  pre- 
serve the  principles  of  equal  taxation  for  common  be- 
nefits? 

The  present  rates  of  postage  are  essentially  the  aame  as 
those  established  forty  yean  jgo,  in'the  infancy  of  the 
country;  when  the  wants  of  the  Government  were  Qi^nt, 
and  the  experience  of  the  department  nothing;  when  the 
roads  were  bad,  the  difficulties  of  transportation  great* 
and  the  business  transacted  amall.  Since  that  time  there 
have  been,  throughout  the  whole  country  which  was  tra- 
versed by  the  mads  when  the  ntea  were  originally  eata- 
blished,  a  wonderful,  an  astoni^ing  increase  in  the  fkci- 
lities  of  transportation  and  the  amount  of  business;  and  yet 
tliis  tax  upon  the  diffusion  of  light  and  knowledge  is  kept 
up  to  its  full  original  amount.  And  still  the  department, 
which  originally  sustained  itself,  cannot  now,  wearetoM, 
bear  a  reductioui  because,  in  that  event,  it  will  not  be  able 
to  stand  upon  its  own  revenues.  Why  will  it  not  be  able 
to  stand  alone?  Because  dfthe  continual  enlargement  of 
facilities  and  expenses  upon  unproductive  post  routes,  and 
the  extension  of  the  franking  privilege,  if  this  argument 
is  allowed  to  be  sound,  the  time  can  never  arrive  when 
the  citizens  of  any  portion  of  the  country  can  anticipate  a 
diminution  in  the  onerous  burden  upon  the  circulation  of 
information.  No  matter  what  improvements  they  make, 
at  their  own  expense,  in  the  construction  of  highways, 
railroads,  and  canals;  even  if  they  reduce  the  expense  to 
the  Government  to  less  than  half  its  original  amount,  while 
the  increase  of  business  may  more  than  quadruple  the  re- 
,  ceipts  from  postage,  still  the  money  thu4  drawn  from  them 
will  forever  be  expended  by  the  Postmaster  General. 
There  will  always  be  contracton  and  i^nta  askiag  extra 
allowancesi  there  will  always  be  a  desire  for  an  extension 
of  the  frank;  there  will  always  be  new,  and  unprofitable 
and  unnecessary  routes  to  absorb  the  whole  liindst  and 
we  shall  always  be  told  that  the  head  of  the  department 
has  made  arrangementsto  expend  the  whole  revenue;  and, 
therefore,  we  must  never  touch  the  rates  of  postage.  It 
has  been  objected  that  those  who  receive  the  benefit  or 
the  mails  should  pay  the  expense.  If.so,  the  Government, 
then,  should  pay  for  the  amount  of  its  accommodation, 
and  the  unproductive  routes  should  meet  their  own  ex- 
penses. But  this  is  more  than  I  ask.  As  the  matter  now 
stands,  the  Government  transportation,  and  the  unpro- 
ductive mails  are  botli  thrown  upon  the  productive  routes, 
to  the  subvei-aion  of  equality  and  justice. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bib^]  has  hereto- 
fore strongly  advocated  an  abolition  of  the  postJ^  on 
newspapers;  and,  as  my  propowtion  is  rimply  that  there 
shall  be  some  reduction  of  the  nte  of  postage,  I  had  con- 
fidently anticipated  that  it  would  conciliate  his  support. 
But  although  still  in  fii^or  of  a  reduction,  he  is  opposed  to 
instructing  the  committee  to  reduce,  lest  they  should  not 
make  the  particular  modification  which  he  has  at  heart. 
He  fean  to  give  the  committee  so  much  latitude  of  dis- 
cretion, and  yet  he  is  in  bvor  of  this  amendment,  which 
has  no  other  effect  than  to  enlarge  that  discretion.  Re 
will  not  trust  the  committee  with  a  limited  power  as  to 
the  partieulan  in  which  the  reduction  shall  be  made,  but 
prefers  a  proposition  which  gives  them  every  latitude,  not 
only  as  to  the  items  and  amount,  but  whether  there  shall 
be  any  reduction  or  not.  I  had  hoped,  sir,  tiiat  the  origi- 
nal proposition  being  single,  simple,  and  unencumbered 
by  det^s,  would  command  the  support  of  every  member 
who  is  iu  favor  of  any  diminution;  and,  notwithstandine 
his  argument,  T  hope  we  shall  yet  have  the  vote  even  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  himself. 

Mr.  810TH  rose  to  move  to  la^tbe  subject  on  the  ta- 
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ble,  in  order  to  follow  it  with  a  motion  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Executive  business. 

Mr.  SaRAGUE  hoped  that  the  Senate  would  now  Uke 
the  question.   He  would  not  way  anotlier  word. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  yielded. 

Mr.  H1LX.E9  n>ie  to  give*  in* a  word  or  two,  the  rea- 
sona  which  would  Induce  him  to  vote  against  tlie  resolu- 
tion. If  the  Senate  gave  an  instruction  to  their  commit- 
tees, the  instruction  ought  to  be  definite.  This  resolution 
was  BO  defective  in  this  particular,  that  the  committee 
might  substantially  avoid  the  reductions  which  were  ex- 
pected .  They  are  directed  to  do  something,  or  to  do  no> 
thing.  If  reaponsibility  was  to  be  taken  mm  the  com- 
mittee, they  ought  to  be  plainly  instructed  what  tbey  were 
to  do.  He  would  vole  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and 
whenever  the  committee  should  make  their  report,  if  any 
R^entleman  sliould  offer  a  proposition  more  agreeable  to 
him  than  the  report,  be  would  vote  for  it. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  GaoiniTt  and  decided  as  follows: 

YxiB.— Messrs.  Bent(Hi,  Bibb,  Black,  Brown,  Buck- 
ner,  Dsllns,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Robimon,  Smttb,  Tipton, 
White,  Wilkins^SO. 

Nays.— 'Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Dickerson, 
Kwing,  Foot,  Frelinghuyaen,  Holm'e%  Kniglit,  Naudun, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbina,  Se}'moiir,  Silaber,  Sprague, 
Tomtinson,  Webster. — 18. 

So  die  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  resolution  as  amended, 

Mr.  FOOT  moved  to  amend  the  same  by  inserting  after 
the  word  "reducing,"  the  words  "and  equalizing." 
He  expbdned  that  the  object  was  to  do  away  the  inequa- 
lity and  injustice  wUcb  prevailed  under  the  present  sys- 
tem. 

.  The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOLMES  then  moved  fiirther  to  amend  the  reso- 
httion,  by  adding  the  words  '« and  particularly  of  abolish- 
ing the  postage  on  newspapers." 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  GRUNDY  and  Mr. 
HOLMES,  this  amendment  was  also  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  and  amendment  was  then  agreed  to 
without  a  divwon.  Adjourned. 

TnoBSDAv,' Jaicuabt  3. 
DUTIES  ON  IMPORTS. 

When  the  doors  were  opened,  the  Senate  resumed  the 
coiinderstion  of  the  following  resolution,  submitted  by 
Mr.  POINDEXTER  on  the  mh  ult.: 

.Aesffbetf,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  report  to  the  Senate,  witli  as  little  delay'as  prac- 
ticable, a  detailed  statement  of  the  articles  m  foreign 
growth  or  manufacture  on  which,  in  his  opinion,  tlie  pre- 
sent rate  of  duties  ought  to  be  reduced;  specifying  particu- 
larly the  amount  of  reduction  on  each  article  separately,  so 
as  to  produce  the  result  of  an  aggregate  reduction  of  the 
revenue  sis  miUions  of  dollars,  on  such  manu&ctures  as 
are  claaaed  under  the  general  denomination  of  protected 
articles;  and  that  he  abo  append  to  such  report  an  enu* 
mention  of  articles  deemed  to  be  "essential  to  our  na- 
tional Independence  in  time  of  war,"  and  which,  there- 
fore, ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  proposed  reduction  of  duties. 

Tht  question  being  «n  the  amendment  of  Mr.  KING, 
proposing  to  strike  out  the  clause  of  the  resolution  com- 
mencing "  and  that  he  also  append  to  suth  report,"  &c'. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  repeiOed,  nibstantially,  some  of 
the  arguments  used  by  hhn  on  a  fonner  occasion,  against 
the  proposed  amendment. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  Bmendnient  was 
rejected  by  the  following  vote: 
VsAs.  Mean.  Benton,  BroWn,  Dudley,  Fonyth* 


Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Robinson,  Smith, 
Tipton,  White.-"12. 

Nats.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Black,  Chambers,  €lay, 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Foot.  Frelingbuysen,  Hendricks, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Hobbina,  Ruggles,  Sevroour,  SiUbee,  Tomltn- 
aon,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 24. 

The  question  then  recurred  upon  the  amendment  offer- 
ed by  Mr.  BROWN,  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the  ori- 
ginal resolution  and  insert  the  proposition  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  to  wit: 

"  That  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  be  directed,  with 
as  little  delay  as  may  be,  to  fiimish  the  Senate  with  the 
prcget  of  a  oill  for  rednung  the  duties  levied  upon  im- 

Eorts,  in  conformity  with  the  suggestions  made  by  him  in 
is  annual  report," 
Mr.  POINDEXTER,  in  a  few  words,  opposed  the 
amendment  and  supported  tlie  original,  propontion. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  to  signify  his  denre  to  receivje  from 
the  Treasury  Department  some  specifleation  of  the  arti- 
cles deemed  essential  to  the  national  defonee  in  time  of 
war.  It  was  made  the  duty  of  that  department  to  fur- 
nish all  necessary  information  connectecl  with  the  finan- 
ces of  the  country.  The  knowledge  which  the  depail- 
ment  must  be  supposed  to  possess  of  the  general  course 
of  trade,  and  the  operation  of  any  given  reduction  upon 
the  finances,  rendered  the  views  of  the  Secretary  neces- 
sary to  a  more  correct  understanding  of  the  subject.  Be- 
fore he  recently  left  the  city,  he  had,  in  conversation,  ex- 
pressed a  wish  to  see  the  plan  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  a  specific  and  responsible  form  for  the  reduction 
of  the  revenue,  and  particularly  a  specification  of  those 
articles  wliich  were  considered  by  the  Executive  and  the 
Secretary  as  essential  to  national  defence.  As  it  respect- 
ed the  form  in  which  this  information  should  be  imbodi. 
cd,  it  Was  not  a  matter  of  much  consequence,  whether 
in  the  shape  of  a  bill  or  In  a  detsaled  report.  He,  how- 
ever, agreed  with  those  who  contended  that  the  Senate 
should  not  call  on  the  Executive  or  the  head  of  a  depart* 
ment  for  the  projet  of  a  bill.  He  felt  warranted  in  say- 
ing that  the  practice  had  never  existed  for  the  Senate,  as 
a  body,  to  call  in  this  way  for  a  bill.  It  waa  not  untuual 
or  improper  for  comndtteea  to  do  sO|  bnt  if  there  were 
any  precedents  where  either  the  Senate  or  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives had  called  on  tlie  bead  of  a  department  for  a 
bill,  it  bad  escaped  his  recollection.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  see  such  a  practice  obtaini  because  it  might  be  carried 
in  time  to  such  an  extent,  as  to  deprive  Congress  of  its 
legitimate  powers,  and  no  bill  might  be  permitted  to  pass, 
umessa  projet  was  furnished  by  the  Department.  He 
sIionM  vote  against  the  amendment,  ahd  in  favor  6f  the 
original  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH  coraidered  that  there  was  no  great  diflTer- 
ence  between  the  two  propositions.  The  original  resolu- 
tion asked  for  the  opimons  of  the  Secretary — the  Utter 
called  for  facts.  Wc  wanted  facts,  and  not  opinions.  He 
was  opposed  to  calling  for  the  opinions  of  the  head  of  any 
department.  It  had  been  the  practice  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Hanulton,  when  Secretary  of  the  Treasmy,  for  opinionst 
which  opinions  had  great  weight,  and  were  with  many 
equal  to  law.  These  calls  on  Mr.  Hamilton  were  made 
by  his  friends,  with  a  view,  probably,  to  influence  otfiers; 
but,  in  this  Case,  he  imafpned  the  opinions  of  the  present 
Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury  would  weigh  but  little  with  the 
Senator  hvm  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Poutdxxtxm.I  He  believed 
that  Congress  had  called  on  Mr.  Dallaa  for  the  projet  of  a 
bill.  The  original  resolution  was  indefinite  in  all  respects.  ' 
The  other  propositum  would  answer  the  purpose  which 
gentlemen  destred,  as  the  projet  of  a  bill  i^ould  expUn 
the  meaning  of  the  general  remarks  of  the  Executive  and 
Secretary  on  the  Bub}ect,and  would  show,  by  its  provisions, 
what  artielea  were  deemed  epential  to  natkmal  defence  in 
time  of  war.   As  this  wm  a  menue  meMure,  it  more 
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properly  beJonged  to  the  House  of  Representatives;  and,  on  his  adroitness  in  coiivertiiii^thisroadintoamililarjrroad, 
ai  the  eonunittee  of  that  hotue  (who  had  been  aided  in  because  it  removed  it  from  the  danger  of  the  Presidential 
their  ddibentiont  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury)  liad  veto,  but  objected  to  the  amendment, 
reported  a  bill,  which  would  be  acted  oti  forthwith,  lie     Mr.  HENDRICKS  also  expressed  liia  apprehenuon  that 
could  see  no  necessity  for  calling  on  the  Secretary  for  the  \  the  amendment  would  embarrass  and  wcigli  down  the  bill. 


repetition  of  his  views  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  he  did  not  rise  to  discuss  the  rcsolu- : 
tion.  He  merely  wished  to  controvert  the  remark  of  tlie 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cur,]  that  no  precedent 
could  be  found  in  the  Journals  of  eitiier  House,  where 
the  head  of  a  department  had  been  called  upon  for  the 
projetofabill. 

Mr.  CLAT  explained.  He  had  said  that  no  prece- 
dent of  the  kind  had  occurred  within  his  recollection. 

Mr.^ROWNrcsiimed.  In  the  remarksmade  by  him,  a 
few  days  since,  on  this  subject,  he  had  taken  the  ijrountl 
that  the  proposition  wus  sustained  by  precedent.  [Mr.  B. 
here  reftd  from  the  journal  of  the  Senate,  of  1831-'3,  a 
resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  and 
adopted,  calling  on  the  SecreUry  of  the  Tre.\s'ury  to  pre- 
pare and  furnish,  at  the  commencement  of  the  next  ses- 
sion, a  bill  regulating  the  pay  of  the  ofBcers  of  the  ens 
toms,  Slc]  Air.  B.  remarked,  in  conchision,  that  he 
believed  the  House  of  Representatives  hail  made  a  like 
call,-  on  a  different  subject,  at  the  last  session . 

Mr.  CLAY  said  there  might  be  a  single  cascj  but  lie 
believed  there  was  no  instance  where  a  call  of  this  kind 
had  been  made,  where  the  subject  had  been  brought  to 
the  conuderatton  of  the  House  and  controverted. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  was  obvious,  if  the  bill  which  had 
been  reported  in  the  House  of  Representatives  was  the 
Secretary's  bill,  as  intimated  by  the  gentleman  from  Ma- 
ryland, [Mr.  Smith,]  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  was  unnecessary.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  fumislied  us  iii  bi«  report 
with  his  general  views  on  tliis  subjtct:  we  now  want  the 
reasons  upon  wliicli  these  general  views  are  founded. 

Mr.  HOLMES  had  met  with  n  document  calculated  to 
throw  some  light  on  the  subject,  but  which  was  not  then 
at  hit  commmand.  He  would^  therefore,  move  an  ad- 
jourmnentt  but  he  wltlidrew  the  motion  at  tlie  inatance  of 

Mr.  POINDEXTKR,  who  said  he  would  be  willing  to 
accommodate  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  but  the  subject 
had  been  some  time  before  the  Senate,  fully  discussed, 
and  ever)*  Senator  was  prepared  to  give  his  vote.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  gentleman  would  be  able  to  bring  forward 
precedents  to  bear  him  out  in  his  views)  but  he  hoped  the 
question  would  be  taken,  and  the  subject  finally  dis- 
posed  of. 

Mr.  HOLMES  renewed  the  motion  to  adjourn,  which 
'  vaa  carried. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Fm&AT,  JaxvjLKT  4. 
CUMBERLAND  HOAU. 

The  bill  for  the  contiouttion  of  the  Cumberland  ro.-ul 
from  Vandalia,  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  to  JefTeraon  City, 
in  the  State  of  Missouri,  waatlien  taken  up  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  after 
the  word  "Missouri,"  the  words  "and  thence  to  (he 
westernfronticr  of  Missouri,  in  the  direction  of  the  mili- 
tary p«bAn  the  Missouri  river,  above  the  mouth  of  the 
Kansafflrcr." 

Mr.  BENTON  aavocated  his  amendment  as  being  i-cn- 
dered  necessary  by  the  state  of  the  population,  and  the 
condition  of  the  frontier,  wluch  required  tlic  construction 
ofa  military  road  similar  to  tlut  of  Mars's  Hill,  in  the  State 
of  Maine. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  moved  for  further  time  to  ascertain  the 
propriety  of  making  tlii»  location- 
Mr.  SMITH  complimented  the  gentleman  from  Hisiouri 


Ar\er  a  few  words  from  Mr.  BUCKNER, 
Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  Ubte— yeas  18 .  " 

TARIFF. 

The  Senate  tltcn  resained  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
solution offered  by  Mr.  Poixdxxtzb. 

The  quesUon  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  BROWN  to 
substitute  the  resolution  offered  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  he  gave  the  Sen»tor  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Makrum]  full  credit  for  liis  motive  in  ob* 
jecting  to  this  call.  He,  last  sesnon,  was  n|ipDsed  to  m 
similar  call,  and  lie  opposes  tliis  to  preserve  his  eonsisten- 
cyt  although  that  was  made  for  infbrmation  concerning 
a  bill,  af\f  r  the  debate  upon  it  was  almost  finished,  and 
a  contrary  vote  here,  in  this  stage  of  the  subject,  would 
by  no  means  impeach  his  consistency:  still,  (said  Mr.  H.) 
I  admit,  it  is  a  great  affair  at  this  time,  if  a  man  can  pre- 
serve an  apparent  consistency  for  so  long  a  time  as  six 
months.  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,}  I  be- 
licve^  woidd  not  connder  it  much  of  a  merit  to  preserve 
consistency  for  any  time:  for,  if  I  4iavc  understood  him 
right,  he  would  rank  it,  at  best,  with  the  minor  virlaes. 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  resolution  which  asks  for  a  projet 
of  a  tariff,  but  opposed  to  the  amendment  which  asks 
for  it  in  the  form  of  a  bill.  Tlie  reasoning  of  (he  Senator 
from  Maryland  seems  to  me  to  resist  the  very  conclusion 
which  he  seeks.  He  would  tiave  facts,  and  not  opinions. 
Now,  if  I  were  to  call  for  facts,  a  hilt  is  the  last  thing  I 
would  exact.  What  is  a  bill  but  a  projet  of  a  hw.'  and 
whoever  heard  that  this  is  a  statement  of  fects*  Every 
Uw  is  an  experiment,  an  opinion.  Facts  state  thing:s  aa 
they  are;  opinions,  what  they  should  be.  Now  a  bill  or 
law  proposes  something  to  be  done;  ami,  so  far  from  sta- 
ting facts  as  -they  are,  it  is  usually  found  necessary  that 
each  bill" presented  here  should  be  accompanied  by  a  re- 
port detailing  the  facts  as  they  exist,  on  which  the  bill, 
or  opinion,  is  basett.  It  was,  to  be  sure,  once  the  prac- 
tice to  pass  laws  with  preambles,  stating  the  bets  and  rea- 
sons, but  that  has  been  \o^i^  since  exploded .  Eitlier  the 
Senator  or  myself  is  halhicniated.  If  he  wants  facts,  he 
would  ask  the  Secretary  for  a  bill.  In  which'  he  would  be 
very  sure  not  to  get  themf  and.  he  would  not  call  for  k 
report,  the  only  way  In  which  he  coukl  poa^bly  obtMti 
them:  that  is,  he  would  do  the  very  thing  lliat  would 
defeat  his  professed  purpose.  Now,  sir,  I  want  both  the 
facts  and  opinions  nf  the  Secretary,  the  thing  as  it  is,  and 
the  thing  as,  in  his  opinicAi,  it  should  be.  And  why  this 
debcacy.'  Why  attempt  to  shield  a  public  officer  from  a 
responsibility,  which  the  very  law  creating  hU  office  im- 
poses on  him^  Never,  before  this  administration,  did  this 
Senate  seek  fur  a  panoply  to  screen  a  public  ofHcer  from 
scrutiny. 

The  act  of  September,  1789,  establishii'g  Uie  Treasury 
Department,  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  "to  di- 
gest and^ropose  plans  for  the  improvement  and  manage, 
mentof  the  revenue,  ami  for  the  support  of  public  ere - 
diti"  and  further,  "  to  make  report,  ami  give  informa- 
tion to  either  branch  of  the  Legislature,  in  person,  or  in 
writing,  as  he  may  be  required,  respecting  all  mattcra 
referred  to  him  by  the  Senate  or  House  of  Representa- 
tives, or  wliich  shall  appertain  to  hisofRce." 

Special  calls  were  tl.e  usual  way  information  was  ob- 
tained from  this  department,  until  the  act  of  tlic  lOtli 
May,  1800,  made  It  tlie  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  make  the 
reports,  required  by  the  act  of  1789,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  eacn  session  of  Congress. 

Now,  vr,  I  would  iiAjuire  of  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
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land  how  he  is  to  distinguish  these  reports  from  opinions? 
The  ftct  of  1800  requires  of  the  Secretary  annual  eatimates 
of  revenue  and  expenditures;  and  pray,  sir,  is  not  an  esti- 
mate an  opinion*  ajud^ent,  the  reiult  of  a  proccsaof 
reasoning'  Really*  sir,  can  the  Senator  be  Mrioai?  Had 
he  not  looked  very  grave,  I  should  have  thought  he  was 
disposed  to  be  pUyful  on  this  subject. 

These  callq  upon  the  department  for  opinions,  as  well 
as  facts,  have  been  the  constant  practice  of  both  Houses, 
ever  nnce  the  adoption  of  the  constitution. 

In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Represeiita- 
tives  the  15th  January,  1790,  Mr.  Hamilton,  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  made  his  report  on  manuractures. 

**  The  embarrassments  which  have  obstructed  the  pro- 
gre&s  of  our  external  trade  have  led  to  serious  reflec' 
tiona  on  the  necessity  of  enlarging  the  sphere  of  our  do- 
mestic commerce." 

Speaking-  of  the  productiveness  of  manufactures  and 
agriculture,  he  says: 

**  The  maintenance  of  two  citizen^  instead  of  one,  is 
going  on,  and  the  State  has  twd  membera  instead  of  one, 
and  they,  together,  consume  twice  the  value  of  what-  is 
produced  from  the  land." 

*'  The  divi»on  of  Ub(v  and  its  efl'ectsi  greater  skill  and 
dexterity,  economy  of  time,  and  an  extennoii  of  the  use 
of  machinery." 

**  Additional  employment  of  classes  of  the  community 
not  particularly  or  necessarily  cngoged,  women  and  chil- 
dren." 

'■Emigration  from  foreign  countries,  GfreAtev scope  for 
the  diversity  of  talents,  and  a  more  ample  fiel4  for  enter- 
prize." 

"The  uncertainty  of  the  foreign  demand  for  the  pro- 
ducts of  agriculture  should  Induce  us  to  substitute  a  home 
market." 

"  The  arguments  ag^nst  the  encouragement  of  roanu- 
&ctures  would  have  great  force,  if  perfect  liberty  to  in- 
dustry md  commerce  were  the  prevailing  system  of 
nations.  But  the  regulations  of  several  countries  witli 
nhich  we  have  the  most  extensive  intercourse,  throw 
serious  obstructions  in  the  way  of  the  principal  staples  of 
the  United  States." 

It  is  no  small  consolation  that  the  measures  which  re- 
stricted our  trade  have  accelerated  internal  im))tpTement9. 

Againstthe  bypothena  that  manufactures  unprotected 
will  grow  up  as  fast  as  the  interests  of  the  community  re- 
quire, he  replies: 

"The  .strong  influence  of  habit,  the  spirit  of  imitation, 
the  fear  of  success  in  untried  enterprises,  intrinsic  diffi- 
culties incident  to  first  essays  aguinst  foreign  competi- 
tors, with  their  skill,  and  the  protection  which  they  ex- 
perience." 

He  was  called  on  by  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
his  opinion,  for  a  plan,  and  he  gave  at  length,  and  in 
detail,  his  pbn  and  his  reasons,  ana  in  a  masteny  manner. 
It  is  foreign  from  my  design  to  discuss  the  merits  of  this 
State  paper,  my  object  being  only  to  convince,  even  the 
Senator  from  Uaryund  himself,  bow  palpably  he  errs  in 
the  position  be'takeai  but  I  may  be  altowed  to  say  the 
wisdoni  of  the  miaxims  he  there  laid  down  have  been 
found,  by  experience,  to  be  those  of  the  profoundest  wis- 
dom. It  is  possible  it  may  be  objected  that  those  were 
the  Tnaxims  of  federal  times,  and  oi  an  ultra  federalist.  I 
think,  however,  the  present  Secretary  will  not  object  to 
them  on^hat  account.  I  believe  he  never  di^;utsed  his 
ultra  federalism,  nor  shrunk  from  a  defence  of  the  doc- 
trines of  bis  party.  I  have  here  a  speech  of  bis  delivered 
in  the  House  of' Representatives,  in  1824,  from  which  I 
win  give  the  following  extract: 

"  When  up  before  (Mr.  HcLanesaid)  he  had  referred 
to  the  precedent  of  1801,  as  bearing  upon  the  present 
case.  In  answer  to  the  argbmeut  drawn  from  it,  the 
gemlenmn  from  South  Carolina  had  deided  any  weight 


to  the  precedent,  because  it  was  derived  from  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Government  by  the  federal  parbr.  Mr. 
McL.  expressed  his  regret  that  an^  thing  uiould  have 
fallen  from  that  gentleman  which  might  have  a, tenden- 
cy to  revive  animonties  which,  for  the  happiness  of  the 
country,  ought  never  to  be  ^sturbed.  But,  he  said,  if 
this  subject  was  to  be  introduced,  he  was  willing  to  meet 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  The  precedent  he 
had  referred  to,  was  a  precedent  set  in  party  times,  and 
of  the  federal  party.  But,  said  Mr.  McL.,  it  does  not, 
because  it  is  a  precedent  of  Ute  federal  party,  come  to 
me  with  less  title  to  respect.  Is  this  the  only  precedent 
of  that  party?  U  is  the  precedent  of  a  party,  says  the 
gentleman,  capable  of  enacting  the  a1!en  and  sedition 
hiwB.  True,  it  is,  and  it  is  the  precedent  of  a  party 
which  organized  this  Government,  which  put  it  in  motion, 
after  building  it  up,  and  established  the  policy  which, 
wisely  cherished,  had  made  this  nation,  at  tlus  day,  pros- 
perous at  home  and  respected  abroad.  It  is  the  prece- 
dent of  that  administration,  to  the  wisdom  of  which,  time, 
which  tries  all  things,  was  fixing  its  seat.  It  is  a  prece- 
dent of  the  same  party  that  established  the  judiciary, 
built  up  the  navy,  created  an  army,  and  laid  the  foundV- 
tions  of  the  system  of  national  defence,  which  has  afforded 
to  us  security  at  home,  and  protection  abroad.  Afler 
copying  from  that  parW  all  these  measures  of  national 
glo^  and  prosperity,  why  will  not  the  honorable  gentle- 
man receive  from  it  also  this  precedent,  which  MS  the 
same  motives,  and  the  same  great,  injects  in  vlewF  In  . 
all  other  cases^  the  federal  party  consulted  the  true  inter- 
ests of  the  country;  and  their  measures  were  calculated 
to  suhscive  them,  or  it  has  been  folly  to  adopt  them.  In 
the  case  now  brought  into  precedent,  they  had  the  same 
objects  in  view,  and,  the  gentleman  will  find,  if  he  adopt 
their  policy  in  this  respect  also,  he  will  reap  the  fVaits  of 
thin,  as  he  has  done  of  the  other  precedents  set  by  them." 

Afler  this,  sir,  I  trust  that  it  will  not  be  doubted  that 
Mr.  Hamilton  would  be  good  authority  with  the  Secietary. 
But  lest  I  should  be  mistaken  in  this,  I  will  give  ^ou  an 
authority  from  the  great  apostle  of  democracy,  which  will 
no  doubt  have  its  due  weight  with  this  very  democratic 
administration.  The  Secretary  of  State,  (Mr.  Jefferson,) 
to  whom  was  refisrred  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  the  written  message  of  tiw 
Prendent,  of  14th  Febniaiy,  1791,  withlnattuctionBtore- 
pm*!  his  opinion  on  commercial  restrictions,  made  33d 
February,  1793,  observes! — 

"  Where  a  nation  imposes  high  duties  on  our  produc- 
tions, or  prohibits  them  altogether,  it  may  be  proper  for 
us  to  do  the  same  by  theirs,  nrst  burdening^  ur  exclu<Ung 
those  productions  which  they  bring  here  in  competition 
with  our  own  of  the  same  kind,  imporing  on  those  duties 
lighter  at  first,  but  heavier  and  heavier  afterward^  as 
other  cliannelsof  supply  open." 

"  When  a  nation  refuses  to  receive  in  our  vessels  any 
production  but  our  own,  we  may  refuse  to  receive  in 
theirs  any  but  their  productions." 

"Where  a  nation  refuses  to  our  vessels  the  carriage' 
even  of  our.  own  productions  to  certain  countries  under 
their  domination,,  we  might  refuse  to  theirs  of  every  de- 
scription the  carriage  of  the  same  productions  to  the  same 
countries." 

I  have  the  journals  before  me,  in  which  I  mi^t  find 
cases  BO  numerous  as  to  prove  a  constant  uninterrupted 
practice.  I  have  one  more  under  Mr.  Madison%'  and 
another  under  Mr.  Monroe's  administration,  on  this  same 
subject  of  a  tariff,  to  which  I  will  mereir  refer  the  Sen- 
ate, but  will  not  delay  them  by  nadfaw  the  caaei.  I  be- 
heve  I  can  find  seretal  where  die  call  was  nudi  on  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  fcwn  Maiylaiid  hinielfi  but  as  he 
does  not  affect  to  think  much  of  eonsiatmcy.  It  may  be  as 
well  to  pass  them  by. 

I  repeat,  sir,  it  seems  ezceeiUnglyitrange  that  there 
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should  be  such  sensation  at  this  call  upon  the  Treasuiy 
Department.  Whjp  not  obtain  the  inRHVU^  so  much 
needed?  Who  u  in  tUnger?  Is  there*  indeed,  any  danger? 
If  there  ia  any  thing  obscure  or  equivooal  in  the  Secreta- 
ry's report,  why  should  he  not  explain? 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Mairaux]  has 
taken  very  stronr  ground,  and  teems  almost  to  arrjugn 
the  motives  wliicn  prompt  ua  to  the  call.  It  seems  to  me 
that  a  Senator  who  voun  invoke  us  to  come  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  tariff  in  a  qiirit  of  kindness  and  eoneiltation, 
^outd  not  set  an  example  so  very  wide  from  his  precepts. 
The  Senator  sounds  an  alarm,  the  Union  is  in  danger, 
and  be  prexnts  the  alternative  of  immedate  action  or 
ruin.  I  was,  and  am  stilt  disposed  to  act  in  a  spirit  of 
conciliation,  but  with  a  spirit  of  prudence  and  discretion 
I  liave  witnessed  a  crisis  so  often  that  they  cease  to  alarm 
mc.  if  by  immediate  action  is  meant  that  we  must  abau- 
don  the  protecdng  poliqr  before  Uie  lit  of  February, 
then  there  is  no  such  ahemative  as  the  Senator  proposes, 
for  it  is  ruin  at  any  rate;  once  surrender  to  a  State,  under 
herthreat'Of  a  dissolution  of  the  Union,  and  the  Union 
is  not  woith  preserving,  it  ia  virtually  dissolved.  Every 
refractory  State  would  catch  and  rely  upon  the  example, 
and  whenever  a  mere  and  ephemeral  majority  in  a  Sute 
becomes  refractory,  she  may  set  >ou  at  deRance,  compel 
you  to  renounce  tbe  principle  of  vluch  she  complains,  or 
the  Union  ;i  ^aaolved. 

Your  tariff,  the  lupposed  source  of  supposed  griev- 
ances, was  fast  year  modified,  aa  was  tlioiigiit,  to  adapt 
itself  to  the  conflictii^  interests  of  all  parU  of  the  coun- 
try. It  ha*  not  yet  gone  into  operationi  atul  before  we 
can  even  conjecture  the  eflects  of  Ihia  modification,  we 
are  called  ut>oA  to  change  again,  and  immediately,  and  un- 
der the  influence  of  atnreat.  Sir,  I  would  act  with  no 
resentment  under  these  circumstances,  and  if  prudence 
and  policy  would  permit,  1  would  do  the  same  justice 
every  where,  as  if  no  rebellion  was  threatened.  Biil  I 
ahould  much  fear  that,  in  so  doing,  our  mo  i^  es  would  be 
misunderstood,  and  we  shoultl  establliih  the  dangerouH 
precedent  of  surrendering  a  principle  under  the  inmience 
of  the  threat  of  a  State  to  dissolve  the  Union.  A  State 
.throws  herself  on  her  "sovereignly,"  her  "reserved 
rightsf**  and  there  the  is  to  remain  until  you  render  her 
what,  in  her  own  judgment.  Is  right.  And  if  you 
refitse,  or  even  delay,  your  laws  are  annulU-d  witbin  her 
limits.  This  ia  "  nulliiicatioti"— this  is  the  "peaceable 
remedy:"  peaceable  to  be  sure,  so  long  as  you  cease  to 
resist  her  Will,  or  attempt  to  enforce  your  own .  Sup- 

Eose  our  buxom  sister  New  York  slionld  take  it  inio  her 
ead  to  set  herself  down  upon  her  sovere'gnty.  Sir, 
t'rosf  aa  she  is,  1  woull  get  a  rod,  whip  her  up,  tell  her 
to  leave  off  crying,  Wipe  btr  eyes,  make  a  pretty  courte- 
■  sy,  and  promise  never  to  do  i^o  ag^tin;  and  after  that  1 
would  inquire  into  the  grounds  of  her  complaints,  an^l  do 
her  justice. 

The  Senator  from  Noith  Carolina,  in  bis  impatience, 
inquires,  if  "  this  is  a  time  for  the  ability  and  patriotism 
uf  the  Senate  to  be  exhaosted  in  emb^rrasung  moves,  ur 
tb  be  attenuated  in  parliamentary  manceuvre."  Now, 
what  does  he  mean?  Who  are  the  manoeuvring  Sena- 
tors, and  who  the  able  and  patriotic?  Do  his  new  asso- 
ciates, the  nulUfiera,  constitute  all  the  ability  and  patriot- 
ism which  are  arrayed  by  embarrassing  moves  and  parlta- 
mentary  maosuvre?  It  appears  to  me,  Sir,  it  is  to  those 
who  would  shut  out  the  light,  and  screen  a  public  officer 
from  the  explanation  of  an  equivocal  report,  that  parlia- 
mentary manauvre  is  to  bcascribed.  It  is  agaiq  in^oired, 
if  **tiiia  is  a  time  for  whimrical,  capncious,  and  in,|urious 
violations  in  parliamentary  tactici."  To  say  notliihg  of 
tlie  figure  of  wbimsicitl  and  capricious  violations  in  tactics, 
I  must  tliink  that  the  question  is  much  more  "  whimsical 
and  capricious"  Uianitis  *<ingenious,^  and  more  inge- 
nious than  ingenuous.    I  have  witnessed  no  whim  nor. 


caprice  in  the  little  debate  but  what  springs  from  the  im- 
patience and  fretftilneHof  the  Senator  himself.  Ubown 
whims  and  caprice  have  selected  him,  that  lie  unaj^net 
he  sees  them  tn  others. 

Again:  *'  Is  the  game  to  be  resumed  which  was  played 
through  the  last  eight  monthis  on  the  great  political  cheas- 
board?"  Now,  as  I  am  no  gamester,  be  will  pardm  me 
if  I  should  not  readily  understand  this  figure.  If  there 
was  any  gambling  concern  in  the  kat  Presidential  elec- 
tion, it  was  tlic^doiible  game  played  by  the  friends  and 
foes  of  the  protecting  system  to  inculc^  the  beGe^  that 
President  Jackson  was  on  the  side  each)  and  though 
the  election  is  finislied,  the  game  seems  to  be  kept  up. 
Indeed,,  the  opposition  to  this  call  seems  to  be  upon  the 
principle  of  this  game,  and  from  an  apprehension  lest  the 
admlniatration  should  be  obliged  to  show  its  hand. 

"Shall  we  sit  iiere,*'it  is  inquired,  "to  be  amuscit 
by  witty  .gentlemen,  to  taunt  a  Secretary,  or  embarrass 
each  other?**  Surely  here  the  Senator  does  not  mean 
me.  1  have  no  pretenrions  to  wit;  and  if  calling  on  a  Se- 
cretary to  explain  an  e<^iiivocation,  and  for  information 
on  a  most  important  subject,  which  be  is  bound  by  lav 
to  give,  is  "taunting"  and  **  cmbarrasting,**  I,  for  one, 
shall  continue  to  taunt  and  embarrass. 

The  Senator  has  more  than  once  rcierred  to  the  *'  op- 
position benches;"  and  1  confess  I  find  it  difficult  to  uii- 
derstflfid  him.  It.ia  probid>ly  dengned  as  a  figure  of 
speech.  A  chair  ia  a  bench^  and  a  man  is  a  chwr;  there- 
fore, by  one  figure  riding  on  tlie  back  <A  another,  a  mau 
is  a  bench:  so,  by  oppoaition  benches  are  probably  intend- 
ed opposition  members  uf  the  Senate.  But  still  we  are 
left  in  the  fog.  Where  are  your  opposition  benches^ 
oppoMtion  to  what,  and  on  what  subject?  To  the  ad- 
ministration? If  you  mean  to  every  measure,  there  ii  nu 
opposition  bench  liere;  if  to  some  particular  measure, 
every  one,  perhaps,  is  an  opposition  bench.  This  last 
definition,  I  am  very  sure,  would  include  the  Senator  him- 
self, if  we  take  for  our  rule  his  strictures  on  the  late  pro- 
clamation. In  these  times  we  find  we  have  strange  bed- 
fellows. This  nullification  seems  to  have  scattered  u.i 
all  abroad.  On  the  subject  now  under  discussion  w  e  are 
strangely  mixed  up.  The  mover  of  the  resolution,  [Kir. 
PotxDBXTER,]  the  Senators  fhim  Maryland,  NorUi  Caro- 
lina and  Virginia,  [Ur.  Smitb,  Hr.  BBows,'and  Mr.  Tt- 
Lsa,]  all  originally  administration  men,  are  for  the  resolu- 
tion in  some  shape;  ns  \rcll  as  the  Senators  from  Neu* 
Jersey  and  Maine,  [Mr.  FniLixoHUTSKN  and~Mr.  Holxss] 
who,  [  suppose,  the  gentlenian  would  denominate  "op- 
position benches;"  and  the  Senators  from  Alabima. 
North  Carolina,  and  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Kiira,  Mixecx,  and 
Bibb,}  supporters,  and  the  Senator  from  Maine,' [Mr. 
Sfrigu^  not,  I  believe,  considered  as  a  very  ardent  sup- 
porter of  the  administration  in  all  thingti,  agatii!.t  the  re- 
Mlution.  It  does  seem  to  me,  that  the  Senator  will  find 
it  extremely  difficult  to  makethia  a  party  discussion,  un- 
less he  should  be  a  little  more  fortunate  in  marking  his  line. 

The  Senator  recurs  again  to  his  favorite  figure  of  a 
game  of  chance,  and  asks  if  he  would  "not  shuffle  and 
deal  again."  Doubtfiil  whether  I  would.  We  have  been 
HO  badly  beaten,  twice  in  succession,  a  shott  rubber  1 
believe  you  call  it,  (don't  you,  Mr.  President?)  that  I 
should  calculate  a  little  before  I  sat  down.  And  I  don*t 
sec  the  reason  why  be  and  his  friends  should  wish  it,  un- 
less it  is  this — The  friends  of  the  admimstnition  and  the 
nullifiers  were  partners,  and  won  the  bet,  and  the  ad- 
ministration folks  took  the  whole,  and  refused  to  divide. 
But  this  ia  a  common  case,  and,  if  .this  falling  out  aliall 
tend  to  put  things  hack  where  they  should  &e,  good  may 
come  out  of  evil,  and  the  resolution  may  not  turn  out 

?|uite  so  great  a  c:alamity  as  we  anticipated.  And  I  con- 
ess  that  the  s}'mptom3  are  a  little  propitious.  This  pro- 
clamation is,  with  some  excepttons,  about  what  it  aliouUl 
be.   The  Senator  is  not  satisfied  that  it  is  so  acceptably 
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to  the  opposition.  The  Fresideofs  "bitterest  revilirs 
^eak  well  of  it."  I  am  not  nt  sure  of  that.  1  have  lately 
■een  some  "revilings"  from. a  different  source  qiute  as 
■■bitter"  aaany  lever  heard  against  him  or  any  other 
Premlent.  As  fo  ray  own  t^poation,  it  has  been  to  the 
memreiv  not  to  the  man.  The  proclaniation  contains 
doctrines  and  precepts  which  are  min^  and  always  have 
been.  The  ri^t  of  a  State  to  take  justice  into  her  own 
hands,  and  resist  or  secede  from  the  Union,  I  have  always 
opposed.  And  if  this  administration  will  carry  out  these 
]Hindple%  it  will  cover  a  multitude  of  sins,  and  I  must 
Ukt  the  Uberty  to  approve  its  principles,  and  aid  its  ac- 
tion even  at  the  cTpense  of  the  displeasure  of  that  Senator 
and  his  party,  whoever  they  may  be;  Now  do,  sir,  per- 
mit me,  just  about  to  retire,  to  approve  of  one  single 
act  of  the. President's.  There  baa  been  very  little  before 
of  which  T  could  approve,  and  there  may  not  be  another 
chance.  I  have  never,  under  this  administration,  sought 
fbr  occasion  to  find  bult.  It  was  my  detemiination  to 
condemn  where  I  imut,  hut  approve  where  I  could.  The 
Senator,  in  reference  to  the  proclaniation,  prefers  the 
works  of  the  administration  to  their  fiuth,  aUudinp,  pro- 
bably to  their  doings  in  Georgia,  and  their  declftrations 
M.  to  South  Carolina.  Now,  sir,  I  like  their  faith  best, 
their  words  better  tlun  their  deeds.  And  the  only  fear  I 
have  is,  that  they  will  not  carry  their  principles  out,  and 
prove  their  &ith  by  their  works.  Then  their  proclama- 
tions and  all  that  will  do  no  goody  but  tlieu*  faith  without 
vorht  will  be  dead,  being  alone.  There  is,  I  confess, 
some  ground  to  apprehend,  from  what  has  happened 
heretorore,  that  in  this  case  principle  and  practice  may 
■  itogree.  Hitherto  there  has  been  a  most  wofiil  conflict; 
between  profession  and  action. 

The  Senator  inquires  if  we  will  lend  a  willing  ear  to 
the  answer  to  this  call  upon  the  Secretary.  No,  sir;  I 
lend  ft  witling  ear  to  the  answer  of  no  officer  of  this  or 
any  other  administraUon.  I  will,  for  it  is  my  duty,  look 
upon  his  report  with  a  scrutiny  bordering  on  jealousy, 
and  if  I  should  perceive  an  evasion  or  equivocation,  1 
would,  if  f  could,  call  again,  or  send  ^for  the  Secretary, 
and  subject  him  to  a  personal  examination .  No,  sir,.  I  re- 
pel the  suggestion  that  we  are  seeking  occasion  to  censure 
that  officer,  or  wish  to  make  him  a  target)"  and  why  it 
.should  be  supposed  I  know  not,  unless  his  friends  nppre- 
heod^  that  he  is  indeed  censurable,  lind  cannot  endure 
acnitiny.  The  inquiry  proposed  is  a  very  simple  one, 
and  cne  from  which  no  ftiitbfti)  officer  ought  to  shrink. 
No,  Mr,  the  remark  that  the  design  to  hold  the  Secretary 
up  as  a  target  is  in  my  view  ilhberal,  if  not  diaorderly. 
I  sustain  this  call  because  the  law  authorizes  it,  and  re- 
quires and  makes  it  his  duty  to  answer  it.  I  make  no 
promises  beforehand  to  confide  in  t!>e  answer.  I  shall 
neither  approve  nor  disapprove  in  advance.  I  will  first 
see  and  then  judge.  J  shall  leave  to  others  the  honor  of 
that  system  of  political  ethics  which  determines  the  mat- 
ter before  it  has  been  heard.  The  President  and  his  Se- 
cretary have  said  that  a  protective  system  is  not  only  con- 
stitutional but  expedient,  of  all  articles  indispensable  to 
national  defence,  without  any  specification.  Now-  what 
■re  th^^  Let  the  Secretaty  define,  or  at  least  specify 
■onw  of  tliem .  I^t  us  have  the  President's  indispeniubles, 
or,  if  be  cannot  spare  them,  let-the  Secretanr  send  vs 
hxs.  We  would'like  to  know  what  they  are,  how  they 
*re  cut  and  made,  in  what  fashion,  whether  British  or 
American,  and  whether  the  material  ia  of  foreign  or  do- 
mestic production.  Ifprotection  of  articles  essential  to 
national  defence  is  admitted  to  be  constitutional,  then 
nullification  must  go  to  the  wa|i,  for  the  constitutionality 
of  all  protection  rests  precisely  upon  the  same  ground. 
You  cannot  discriminate  between  vliat  is  and  what  is  not 
essential  to  national  defence,  and  if  you  could,  the  dis- 
tinction would  avail  you  nothing.  Now.  sir,  since  the 
Senator  has  hrouglit  into  discussion  these  nullifying  doc- 


trines, however  irrelevant,  and  even  if  out  of  order,  I 
must  be  allowed  to  depart  from  the  ordinary  rules  of  de- 
bate to  meet  him.  I  protest,  «r,  against  all  the  doctrines 
of  the  nullifiers  as  destructive  of  the  Union.  The  Federal 
Government  is  no  Govemmenti  if  "they  are  n^jht.  The 
very  design  of  forming  this  conslitotion  has  nuled  us,  if 
there  is  no  coercive  power  in  tins  Government  to  execute 
its  own  purposes,  which  an  individual  State  may  not  ef- 
fectually resist,  and  we  are  'back  a^n  into  the  old  con- 
federation, nothing  but  a  league  which  any  member  may 
at  its  discretion  break. 

Sir,  the  principles  of  these  nullifiers.  as  I  understand 
them,  are,  that  a  State  ni»  throw  herself  on  her  reserved 
rights,  determine  a  law  of^  Congress  unconstitutional,  and 
resist  its  execution.  Then  she  may  call  on  Congress  or 
the  States  for  a  convention,  and  unless  three-fourths  of 
the  States  declare  the  law  to  be  constitutional,  it  is  un- 
constitutional and  void.  Seven  of  the  twenty-four  States 
then,  being  more  than  one-fourth,  may  annul  any  law  that 
we  pass,  although  it  may  have  been  determined  to  be 
constitutioiwl  by  the  Legislattve.  Executive,  and  Judicial 
authoritiei  of  the  United  States.  Anowing  this  doctrine 
to  be  sound,  we  are  still  "  a  rope  of  sand."  and  iff  were 
to  determine  whether  I  would  preserve  or  abandon  such 
a  Union,  I  would  "  not  admit  a  doubt  to  cloud  my  choice." 
Pardon  me,  sir,  if  I  give  you  an  illustration  or  two  of  this 
extraordinary  doctrine  of  nullification.  Suppose  Ohio 
shouhl  at  down  upon  her  "reserved  rights"  and  deter* 
'mine  that  all  our  public  lands  within  her  limits  became 
hers,  as  an  attribute  of  her  sovereignty,  by  the  very  act  of 
her  admission  into  the  Union,  ana  should  forbid  all  sales 
by  the  United  States,  or  declare  them  void.  And  this  is 
a  Eupposable  case,  for  such  xloctrine  has  been  urged 
teriaiim  in  this  Senate.  Suppose  further,  thst  we  should 
indulge  her  by  a  call  of  a- convention,  and  that  six  other 
States,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Louisiana,  Alabama,  Mississippi,, 
and  Missouri,  all  the  States  where  we  have  public  lands, 
should  decide  that  Ohio  was  right,  and  our  claim  to  these 
lands  was  iviconatitutional,  thiti  decision  is  final  and  con- 
clusive, and  our  Innds  ore  gone . 

Again:  Suppose  Penns}'Ivania  should  undertake  to  ex- 
pound that  clause  of  the  constitution  which  provides  that 
persons  held  to  service  or  labor  in  one  State  Seeing 
mto  another,  shall  be  delivered  up,  and  riionld  determine 
thiititcould  extend  only  to  yoluntary  servitude,  "niathy 
the  laws  of  nature  and  of  God  there  could  be  no  suw 
thing  ns  involuntary  servitude  or  slavet}',  and  that  notiling 
conientional  could  abrogate  those  laws.  And  this,  too, 
is  a  supposable  case,  for  it  has  been  urged  in  this  Senate 
by  a  highly  distinguishetl  Senator  from  a  highly  respect- 
able State. 

Now.  Would  }'ou  give  her  a  convention  also?  If  you 
did.  and  the  lix  New  England  States  should  decide  for 
her,  then  slavery  is  abolished,  at  least -in  all  the  free 
States.  And,  qiiere,  how  much  does  it  fall  short  of 
emancipation  in  all  the  States?  Mind.  I  contend  for  no 
such  effect.  1  only  show  to  what  concluaions  your  pre- 
mises would  lead)  and  let  the  South  beware  how  it  in- 
culcates doctrines  so  dangerous  to  its  safety,  peace,  and 
even  existence.  The  slaves  there  would  soon  learn  hov 
to  nullify,  and  would  turn  these  principles  to  suit  their 
own  case.  God  forbid  they  should  ever  make  the  appli- 
cation! No  man  would  deprecate  such  a  state  of  things 
more  than  I  should.  But  y  forewarn  gentlemen,  that 
this  doctrine  of  "reserved  right,"  when  applied  to  the 
relation  of  master  and  slave,  may  produce  *  state  of 
things  too  terrific  for  description.  I  will  only  add.  that 
so  long  as  the  Union  holds  together,  we  are  hound  to 
maintain  this  relation  with  our  treasure  and  our  blood. 
But  so  soon  as  it  shall  be  dissolved,  be  the  conflict  be- 
tween master  and  slave  what  it  may,  the  free  States  would 
then  repose  upon  their  sovereignty.  They  would  not 
hiterpoae  if  they  eould.  and  they  could  not  ifthey  would. 
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Let  it  not  be  again  repeated,  tbat  *' an  unprincipled 
combination  has  been  practised  upon  tbe  douth."  On 
the  subject  to  which  I  have  now  alluded,  I  know  that  no 
one  will  charge  tne  as  a  party  to  any  such  combination. 
The  truth  is,  the  South,  though  a  minority,  has  always 
ruled  tlie  North,  and  always  will.  When  our  nulliiiers 
in  the  last  war  threatened  resistance  to  the  United  States 
laws,  as  unconstitutional,  they  were  to  be  hanged  under 
tile  second  or  some  other  section.  But  now,  if  the  South 
doet  all  that,  and  more,  it  it  **a  crisis."  What  was 
then  "monl  treason*'  is  now  digniBed  by  the  name  of 
*'  a  crias." 

Sir,  I  re^et  that  I  have  travelled  so  wide  of  the  imme- 
diate question.  I  should  not  have  done  it,  but  that  tlie 
Senator  from  North'  Carolina  wan_dered,  and  I,  to  answer 
him,  was  compelled  to  do  the  same  thing. 

Hr.  SMITH  observed,  that  he  did  not  deem  it  necessa- 
ry to  reply  to  many  parts  of  the  speech  of  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  particularly  the  Utter  part,  as  they  were 
wholly  irrelevant  to  the  subject  before  the  Senate.  Some 
parts  of  it,  however,  he  would  notice.  Mr.  S.  then 
went  on  to  show,  and  quoting  from  tlie  public  documents 
to  aubstanatiate  his  positions,  that  it  had  been  the  practice 
of  the  Government,  since  its  formation,  to  call  on  the  de- 
partment for  proieM  of  bills.  At  the  time  spoken 
of  by  the  Senator  nxim  Mune»  no  patties  were  farmed  in 
this  countryt  both  the  Senator  from  Maine  and  himself 
were  then  federalists.  In  1794,  when  the  two  ^reat  par- 
ties that  then  divided  the  country  were  formed,  it  was  in- 
convenient to  us  (said  Mr.  S.)  of  the  democratic  party  to 
call  on  the  heads  of  departments  for  opinions,  because 
our  opponents  were  strengthened  by  arguments  embra- 
ced in  them.  We,  then,  said  he,  protested  against  the 
practice,  defeated  our  opponent^  and  always  demanded 
fects,  and  not  opinions.  Mr.  S.  then  took  a  review  of  the 
course  of  the  party  then  in  power,  and  the  views  enter- 
tained by  them  of  the  law.  The  honorable  Senator  from 
Maine  might  have  seen  in  the  speeches  of  the  federal 
members  of  that  period  the  doctrines  now  advanced  in 
bis,  and  which  were  so  successfully  opposed  !>}'  the  ablest 
men  in  the  nation;  such  as  Giles,  Maaison,  and  Gallatin. 
Mr.  8.  qaoted  froin  the  documents  several  cases  in  which 
ftets  had  been  called  for  by  Congress  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasuryt  particularly  a  resolution  adopted  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Eppes,  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  plan  of  a  tariff,  which  was  adopted,  and 
resulted  in  the  tariff  of  1816 .' 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  tlie  amendment,  and 
deddcd  as  follows: 

Yus. — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Dalbu,  For- 
^th,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Rives, 
Robinson.  Smith,  Tipton,  White,  Witkins. — 17.. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bell,  .Bibb,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  I^elinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  SilsSee,  Sprague,  Tomlin- 
son,  Wfl^ggaman,  Webster. — 25. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  KING  then  observed,  that  be  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  entering  into  any  discussion  on.  tbe  merits  of 
the  resolution,  but  to  express  a  wish  that  it  might  be  made 
to  neak  the  truth .  He  called  the  attention  of  tbe  Senate 
to  ttus  fact,  that  the  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  did 
not  say  that  a  reduction  of  duties  to  the  amount  of  six 
millions  eoold  be  made  on  the  protected  articlest  and 
mored  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking  out  the  words 
"as  expressed  in  his  (the  Secretary's)  annual  report.", 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  rose  and  read  from  the  annual 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  that  part  which 
says  that  a  reduction  of  duties  to  tbe  amountof  six  millions 
could  advantageously  be  made  for  the  most  part  on  arti- 
cles commonly  denominated  the  protected  articles.  Mr. 
P  said  that  tbe  words  objected  to  by  the  Senator  from  Ala- 


bama were  inserted  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  to  tbe  language  of  his  report,  and 
should,  therefore,  most  praperly  be  retained. 

Mr.  FOOT  sud,  that  the  very  words  objected  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  should  be  retained,  in  order, 
to  convey  to  the  Secretary  a  correct  idea  of  the  meaning 
of  the  Senate  in  pasang  the  resolution . 

Mr.  BIBB  suggested^  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippt. 
the  propriety  of  insdrting  in  the  resolution  the  words  for 
the  most  part,"  so  as  to  use  more  exactly  the  languace  of 
tbe  Secretary  in  his  annual  report. 

Mr.  POlNDEXTEfi  would  umply  remark  thatf  in 
adopting  the  restdution  as  it  then  stood,  the  Senate  would 
refer  the  Secretary  to  his  own  language  in  general  terms. 
This,  he  thought,  was  all  that  was  necessary . 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  KING'S  motion 
to  strike  out,  and  it  was  lost  by  the  following  vote: 

YsAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  'Dallas,  Dud- 
ley, Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Hang- 
urn,  Rives,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White,  Wilkins. — 18 . 

Nats.— Messrs.  Bell.  Bibb,  Buckner,  Calhoun,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freltng- 
huyaen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 'Miller,  Hoore,  Nau- 
dain, Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Spr^ue,  Tomlinson,  Webster. — 36. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  mored  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  in< 
serting  the  words  "  for  the  moat  part,"  using  the  language 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  TVeasuryt  which  motion  was 
adopted,  Hr.  POINDEXTER  asserting  and  remarking 
that  their  insertion  would  not  A  all  vary  the  meaning  of 
the  resolution. 

The  qujestion  then  recQrnng  on  the  resolution  as 
amended. 

Mr,  MANGUM,  in  order  to  give  time  for  absent  Seo- 
ators  to  be  here,  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table, 
which  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yiit.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Blu:k,  Brown,  Buck- 
ner, Calhoun,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes 
Kane,  King,  Hangum,  Uiller,  Rives,  Robinson,  Buggies, 
Smith,  Tipton,  White,  Wilkin8.~27. 

Nats.— ;Messr3.  Bell,  Chamben^  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot, 
Johnston, 'Kniglit,  Hoore,  Naudiun,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wag- 
gaman,  Webster. — 18. 

So  the  resolution  was,  for  the  present,  laid  on  the  table. 

Aiitjourned  to  Monday. 


MOKOAT,  jASDA'&r  7. 

TARIFF  DUTIES. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  the  Senate  to  Uke  up  bis 
resolution,  calling  for  information  as  to  the  amountof  du- 
ties; and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion. 

Hr.  HENDRICKS  aaid  he  shouhl  vote  gainst  the  mo- 
tion, as  he  thoi^fht  the  subject  had  already  consumed  suP 
ficient  time. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  he  lAiould  vote  agMnat  the  con- 
sideration, because  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  ^Hr.  Tr- 
L»]  had  not  yet  returned. 

The  question  was  then  taken,'  and  decided  in  Uie  negm- 
tive,  as  follows: 

Ybas. — Messrs.  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Sils- 
bee, Tomlinson,  Waggaman. — 13. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Benton,  Black,  Brown, 
Buckner,  Calboun,  Chambers,  Dallas  Dudley,  IlidLep< 
son,  Ewiog,  Frelingfaujnen,  Grundy,  Hendneks,  USU^ 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss  Rivei^ 
Robinson,  Run;les,  Smith,  Spragne,  Tipton,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins.— 31. 

So  the  motion  to  take  up  the  said  rcsoluiioa  was  nepi* 
tived. 
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Public  Lands. 


PUBLIC  LANDS. 


The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  special  order  of  the 
dajr,  beinr  Mr.  Cut's  bill  for  apprqniatiDff  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  htnds  for  a  limited  terra,  &g. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  which  substitutes  a  new  bill, 
reducing  the  price  of  public  lands, 

Mr.  KANE,  of  Illinois,  rose  and  said,  thai  the  princi- 
ples and  details  of  this  bill  bad  been  so  fully  examined  and 
developed  at  a  prerious  seBsion,  that  he  could  not  consent 
to  waste  time  by  repeating  the  various  arguments  which 
had  been  urged  with  a  perspicuity  and  force'  which  he 
could  not  imitate.  With  other  gentlemen  from  the  new 
States,  8ud  Mr.  K.,  1  feel  Uie  great  difficulties  under 
which  we  labor  in  our  attempts  to  oppose  the  passage  of 
the  bilL  They  are,  indeed,  of  the  most  discoiirapng 
kind.  The  bill  has  once  received  the  sanction  of  thw 
body;  a  majority,  aAer  long  and  patient  examination,  have 
approved  it.  'I"he  opinion  has  not  only  been  formed,  but 
expressed,  that  it  is  a  measiire  demanded  by  the  general 
interest.  Added  to  this,  its  provisions  are  of  the  most 
fascinating  character.  It  appeals  to  the  pride  and  inter- 
ests of  the  States  separatelyj  to  the  avarice  and  self-love 
of  the  individuals  composing  those  States.  The  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  accompanying  the  bill, 
concludes  with  the  most  impoang  display  which  the  ex- 
perience of  man  could  suggest:  »  statement  in  figures 
easily  read,  and  readily  comprehended,  showing  to  each 
of  the  States  the  sum,  in  doIUrs,  to  be  received  under  tlie 
beii^6cent  purposes  of  the  bill.  How  are  such  appeals 
to  be  resisted  ?  Persons  in  the  older  statesare  told  by  the 
report,  that  if  the  land  In  the  new  States  is  reduced  in 
pnee,  thdr  own  possesMons  must  fall  in  value.  The  cis- 
raoirtuie  States  are  warned  of  dangers  to  be  apprehend- 
ed from  emigrations,  and  a  frightful  picture  is  presented 
to  them  of  the  decay  of  their  relative  strength  and  consc 
quence  in  the  Union. 

Yet,  Mr.  Prewdent,  the  representatives  from  the  new 
States,  a^nst  such  fearful  odds,  feel  it  their  duty  to  trj- 
once  again  to  avert  the  calamities  which  they  sincerely  be- 
lieve this  tnll  calculated  to  visit  upon  their  constituents 
— once  again  to  show  the  injustice  of  fixing  the  future 
condition  of  the  youliger  portion  of  the  confederacy  with 
an  exclusive  view  to  the  interests  of  the  older. 

Sir,  we  have  heard  much  upon  this  floor  with  regard  to 
a  claim  of  right  on  the  part  of  the  new  States  to  the  land 
within  their  Emits.  Thts  claim  has  been  denounced  in  no 
measured  terms,  as  grasping,  with  a  sacrilegious  hand,  at 
property  uquired  for  the  common  benefit,  by  the  com- 
mon  blood  and  treasareof  the  nation.  "Fearful  alarms'* 
have  been  sounded  in  the  ears  of  our  fellow'citizens,  and 
strong  prejudices  have  been  Infused  into  their  bosoms  on 
account  of  a  claim  so  monstrous  and  daring.  One  would 
have  supposed  that  a  claim  resting  solely  upon  conven- 
tional and  constitutional  ground,  could  be  asserted  with- 
out repraadi,  discussed  without  alarm,  and  decided  with- 
out bloodshed.  It  is  a  matter  which  refers  itself  only  to 
the  decmoo  of  a  peaceful  constitutional  tribunal,  where 
the  scales  of  justice  are  influenced  only  by  pure  intentions 
and  enh^tened  reason. 

But  it  is  no  part  of  my  intention  to  discuss  this  mooted 
abstract  question.  I  wish  neither  to  subject  myself,  un- 
necessarily, to  the  anathemas  which  have  been  so  profusely 
heaped  upon  other  gentlemen,  nor  to  place  myself  in  a 
condititm  to  feel  compelled  to  reviMt  these  anathemas  upon 
the  motives  or  conduct  of  others.  I  go  for  the  fact,  and 
shall  appeal  to  the  candor  of  all  who  admit  its  truth,  that 
the  new  States  are  not  upon  an  «'  eqnal  footing"  with  the 
old,  with  regard  to  their  rights  and  liberties. 

The  old  States  are  under  no  control  except  such  as 
they  have  imposed  upon  themselves  by  their  own  euhsti- 
tatiom  of  State  Ooreniment,  and  except  w  far  as  they 


have  delegated  powers  to  the  Federal  Government,  and 
amongst  tliese  delegated  powers,  is  not  one  authorizing 
Congress  to  enterinto  compacts  with  them,  by  which  State 
authority  can  be  restricted,  or  by  wtuch  federal  power  or 
influence  can  be  increased*  In  such  States,  (<"  distin- 
guished from  other  States)  the  Federal  Government  claims 
no  right,  nor  does  it  possess  the  means  of  influencing.  In 
the  slightest  degree,  the  progress  of  agriculture,  or  the 
growth  of  population:  but  such  States,  and  the  people 
thereof,  themselves  enjoy,  and  extend  to  others,  the  op- 
portunity of  enjoying  all  their  natural  advanti^s  of  soil 
and  climate,  without  control  on  the  part  of  any  other  peo* 
pie  or  government. 

Any  portion  of  the  lands  of  proprietor*  in  sueh  States 
is  liable  to  be  taken  for  public  uses  in  such  modes  as  such 
SUtes  may  prescribe.  In  such  States  Congress  cannot  re- 
gulate the  price  of  real  estate,  nor  can  its  value  be  r«u- 
lated  with  any  view  to  the  interesU  or  wuhea  of  propne- 
tors  of  lands  in  other  States. 

Now,  sir,  OR  the  oth«-  band,  look  at  the  comparative 
condition  of  the  new  States  in  these  respects.  The  fede- 
ral authorities,  under  the  forms  of  compacts,  have  impos- 
ed upon  them,  at  a  time  when  their  popuktion  was  small, 
and  when  that  population  was  subjected  to  all  the  disabi- 
lities of  a  'I'erritorial  Government,  conditions  depriving 
them  of  the  most  essential  powers  of  useful  and  prosper- 
tms  States.  The  proprietors  of  nineteen-twentietbs  ofour 
sml  cannot  be  taxed  for  any  purpose  of  public  conveni- 
ence whateveri  ond  let  the  public  necessities  be  ever  so 
urgent,  not  one  foot  of  it  can  be  appropriated  for  public> 
use,  at  any  equivalent  designated  by  State  authori^.  Not 
even  a  road  can  be  opened  through  these  vast  extents 
territory  without  subjecting  our  citizens  to  prosecution. 
If  such  thin^have  been  done,  and  no  prosecutions  insti- 
tuted, our  citizens  are  indebted  to  the  mercy  and  forbear- 
ance of  our  overshadowing  landlordj  for  we  are  bound 
not  to  interfere  with  the  primary  disposition  of  the  K^l. 

The  effect  of  this  ownership  of  so  large  a  portion  ofour 
territory  under  the  restrictions  imposed  upon  us,  is  still 
more  serious  in  another -point  of  view.  Our  destiny  is  in 
the  hands  of  those  whose  interests  are  in  essential  points 
adverse  to  ours.  This  fact  cannot  be  more  satiabctorily 
established  than  by  a  reference  to  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufiictures. 

This  report  declares;  "  The  influence  of  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  public  lands  would  probably  be  felt  through- 
out the  Union—certainly  in  all  the  Western  States,  and 
most  in  those  which  contain,  or  are  nearest  to,  the  public 
lands."  Again;  "There  ouglit  to  be  the  most  cogent  and 
conclusive  reasons  for  adopting  a  measure  which  might 
seriously  impair  the  value  of  the  property  of  the  yeomanry 
of  the  country."  And  again:  "  The  greatest  emigratiim 
that  is  believed  now  to  ta£e  place  fVom  any  of  the  Statei^ 
is  from  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee.  The  effecte  of 
a' material  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public  lands  would 
be,  1st,  to  lessen  the  value  of  real  estate  in  those  three 
Stat^;  2d,  to  diminish  their  interest  in  the  public  donuun 
as  a  common  fund  for  tiie  benefit  of  all  the  Statesi  and, 
3dl^,  to  offer  what  would  operate  as  a  boun^  to  further 
emigration  from  thote  States,  occasioning  more  and  more 
lands,  situated  within  them,  to  be  thrown  into  markett 
thereby  not  only  lessening  the  value  of  their  lands,  but 
draining  them  both  of  their  population  and  currency."  ■ 
The  plain  English  of  this  language  is,  that  the  price  of 
lands  within  the  new  States  ought  not  to  be  reduced,  be- 
cause the  value  of  lands  in  other  and  older  States  will  be 
thereby  diminished,  and  because  the  people  of  the  older 
SUtes  may  find  it  their  interest  to  remove  from  the  old 
to  the  new  States.  And  as  the  older  States  have  the 
power  in  their  hands,  they  should  so  use  it  as  to  advance 
themselves;  and  that  our  interests  and  prosperity  are  not 
only  subordinate  connderstions,  but  that  tney  ue  to  be 
eheeked,  if  necessary,  in  order  to  pretenre  the  ascend*— 
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cy  of  wealth  and  population  in  the  older  SUtes.  Untjer 
•uch  urcumstaneea,  «an  the  new  States  be  upon  an  equal 
footing  with  that  of  the  old?  Our  delightful  and  healthy 
climate  is  not  to  be  visited,  nor  are  our  fei-ttle  lands  to  lie 
cultivated,  except  upon  terms  which  may  accord  with  the 
pride  and  avarice  of  other  States.  The  poor  and  the  en- 
terprising of  the  older  States  arc  to  be  chained  to  a  ste- 
rile soil,  to  serve  the  ends  of  avarice,  or  the  f>urposes  of 
an  ambition  not  chastened  by  a  spirit  of  philanthropy. 
The  designs  of  a  beneficent  Providence  must  he  frustrated 
to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  real  estate  of  individuals,  and 
the  numerical  conaeqnence  of  tile  older  States. 

Shall  we  be  told,  m  answer  to  these  statements,  that 
Congress  have,  and  will  continue,  to  act  jusUy  and  liber- 
ally towards  us.  Gentlemen  who  repo*e  themselves  upon 
such  an  answer  should  consider  that  their  opinions  tnay 
not  be  impartially  formed;  that  their  sentiments  and  ac- 
tions, in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  human  race,  may 
be  influenced  by  State  pride,  self-love,  and  personal  inter- 
est. But  our  complaint  ia,  Mr.  President,  that  any  Go- 
vernment or  people  whose  interests  are  adverse  to  ours, 
should  exercise  the  right  of  judging  for  us  iu  these  parti- 
bulars,  and  not  do  the  same  thing  with  respect  to  the  older 
States.  As  long  as  th»  itate  orthings  shall  continue,  the 
new  are  not  upuo  a  footing  of  equality  with  the  older 
States. 

Should  any  further  excuse  be  demanded  for  renewing 
again  this  discussion,  I  refer  to  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  session,  which,  upon  a  comprehensive  viewof  the 
general  substantial  interests  of  the  confederacy,  has,  for 
the  first  time  on  the  part  of  any  Bx^utive  Mwpstrate  of 
this  countnr,  declared  *'It  cannot  be  doubted  that  the 
speedy  settlement  of  these  lands  constitutes  the  true  inter- 
est of  the  republic.  The  wealth  and  strength  of  a  coun- 
try are  its  population,  and  the  best  part  of  that  popula-. 
tion  are  the  cultivators  of  the  soil.  Independent  farmers 
are  every  where  the  basis  of  society  and  the  true  friends 
of  liberty."  "It  seems  to  me  (says  the  Preiddent)  to  be 
our  true  policy  that  the  public  lands  shall  cei|se,  as  soon 
as  practicable,  to  be  a  source  of  revenue,  and  that  they 
should  be  sold  to  settlers  in  limited  parcels,  at  a  price 
barely  sufficient  to  reimburse  the  United  States  the  ex- 1 
penae  of  the  p^sent  system,  and  tlie  cgst  arising  under ! 
our  Indian  compacta."  A  respectful  regard  for  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  presenting  new  viewsupon  j 
this  interesting  subject,  shoula  induce  us  to  review  our; 
own,  and  to  re-examine  the  foundations  upon  which  our  | 
minds  have  been  brought  to  different  conclusions.  Nov,  | 
ttr,  what  are  the  grounds  upon  which  contrary  doctrines  \ 
are  held?  The  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, ; 
of  the  last  session,  will  serve  as  the  text  book  for  this  de- ' 
velopement.  The  document  takes  up  the  subject  of  the 
lands  from  the  commencement  of  the  i*evolutjonary  war, 
e]diibitiiw  the  rif^ht  of  this  Government  thereto,  as  deriv- 
ed from  tlie  cession  of  the  several  States  of  this  Union, 
and  from  treaties  concluded  with  foreign  Powers  and, 
with  regard  to  the  first  description,  decluvs,  Hiua,  by 
the  clear  and  positive  terms  of  these  acts  of  cession,  was 
a  great  public  national  trust  created  and  assumed  by  the 
General  Government.  It  became  solemnly  bound  to  hold 
and  administer  the  land  ceded  as  a  common  fund,  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States,  ami  for  no  other  use  or 
purpose  whatever.  To  waste  or  misapply  ttus  fund,  or 
to  divert  it  from  the  common  benefit  for  which  it  was  con" 
veyed,  would  be  a  violation  of  tlie  trust.  I'he  General 
Government  has  no  more  power  rightfully  to  cede  the 
land  thi(s  acquired  tti  one  of  the  new  States,  without  a  fair 
equivalent,  than  it  could  retrocede  tliem  to  the  State  or 
States  from  which  they  were  originally  obtained."  Tliis 
report.  eapeciaUy  when  taken  in  connexion  with  explana- 
tions foriMied  by  its  autiior,  [Mr.  Qlat,]  urges  that  this 
fiui4  ^  to  be  coBverted  into  money,  after  a  node  which 


shall  secure  to  it  a  perpetuity  of  at  least  five  hundred  years 
to  come,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  dbtributed  amongst  tiie 
several  States.'  This  course  is,  moreover,  supposed  to  be 
just,  because  t|^e  revolutionarjr  war  "was  waged  with 
united  means,  with  equal  sacrifices,  and  at  the  common 
expense." 

It  is  to  be  remarked,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is  no 
proposition  before  the  Senate  to  cede  any  of  the  public 
lanoa  to  the  State  in  which  tiiey  Ue.  Hie  bill  intFodueed 
by  tiie'honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,] 
proposes  to  adher^  to  the  present  system  of  aalei^  keep 
the  lands  at  tiie  present  price,  and  t^  distribute  the  pro- 
ceeds amongst  the  several  States,  to  bfe  by  them  respec- 
tively applied,  at  their  discretion,  to  education,  internal 
improvement,  or  colonization  of  free  persons  of  eolor- 
The  amendment  submitted  by  the  Committee  on  the  Pub- 
lic Lands  proposes  simply  tt>  reduce  the  price  of  lands, 
discriminating  in  fiivor  of  actual  settlers;  without  at  all 
disturbing  the  existing q'stem  of  sales,  but  requiring  the 
money  arising  therefrom  to  be  paid  into  the  federal  trea- 
sury^to  he  applied  by  Congress  to  the  ^^neral  interestaof 
tite  whole  country.  Notwithstanding,  sir,  there  is  no  such 
proposition  before  us  for  making  cessions  to  the  new  States 
either  presently  or  hereafter,  yet  I  have  looked  into  the 
history  of  the  cessions  from  the  old  States  for  the  puipose 
of  ascertaining  what  were  the  real  motives  and  induce- 
ments of  tlie  ceding  States;  whether  it  was  any  part  of 
their  intention  to  create  this  perpetual  money  fund  for  the 
purpose  of  distribution,  and  especially  to  discover  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  that  any  of  the  old  Stales  demanded 
tiiese  cessions  from  any  other  motives  than  sueh  as  sprung 
from  a  patiiotie  deternunation  to  secure  the  independence 
of  the  country,  and  the  consolidation  of  the  Union. 

During  the  revolution,  and  about  the  time  (rf*  the  adop- 
tion of  the  articles  of  confederation,  some  uneasiness  was 
discovered  on  the  part  of  some  of  tlie  States,  on  account 
of  the  extensive  claims  of  other  States  to  waste  and  un- 
cultivated lands,  and  as  early  as  Octqber,  1777,  it  wma 
moved  in  Congress,  "That  in  order  to  render  the  present 
Union  and  Confederacy  firm  and  perpetual,  it  is  essential 
that  the  limiUof  eioh  respective  territmial  jurisdiction 
should  be  ascertained  by  tbe  articles  of  confederation." 
It  was  also  on  the  same  day  moved,  "That  tlie  United 
States  in  Congress  assembled,  shall  have  the  sole  and  ex- 
clusive riglit  und  power  to  ascertain  and  fix  tiie  Western 
boundary  of  soch  Slates  as  claim  to  the  South  Ses,  and  to 
dispose  of  all  Und  beyond  the  boundary  so  ascertained  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  Stales."  Again:  It  wa^  at  the 
same  time  further  prq>osed,  "  That  the  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled,  shall  have  the  sola  and  exchunve 
right  and  power  to  ascertain  and  fix  the  Western  boundaiy 
of  Bucti  States  as  cla'.m  to  the  Mississippi,  or  South  Sea, 
and  lay  out  the  land  beyond  the  boundary  so  ascertained, 
into  separate  and  independent  States;  from  time  to  time, 
as  the  numbers  and  the  circumstances  of  the  people 
thereof  may  require."  These  several  propositions  were 
voted  dawn  in  the  old  Congress  by  dedded  majorities, 
llie  articles  of  confederation  were  H^reed  upon  by  the 
Congress,  containing  a  proviso,  **That  no  State  shall  be 
depnved  of  terr'.tory  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  Slates^'* 
and  were  submitted  to  the  several  States  for  ratification, 
and  were  eventually  ratified  by  all  the  States.  Four  of 
these  States,  however,  did  endeavor  to  procure  some  mo- 
dification of  the  provision  I  have  just  cited.  Ibi^rland 
proposed  10  insert  after  the  provinon  these  words:  '*  Hie 
United  States,  in  Congress  assembled,  shall  have  the 
power  to  appoint  cotnmissionert,  who  shall  he  fully  au- 
thorized and  empowered  to  ascertain  and  restrict  the 
boundaries  of  such  of  the  confederated  States  which  claim 
to  extend  to  the  river  Mississippi,  or  South  Sea." — In  ex- 
planation of  .this  proposition  it  was  urged  b^  Mar^'land, 
that  States  with  "  overgrown"  possessions  might  be  incit- 
ed, by  a  sttperiori^  of  wealth  and  strength,  to  oppress,  by 
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open  force,  tlictr  less  wcalUiy  and  less  powerful  nelg-h- 
bors:  that  the  relative  importance  of  Maryland  would  be 
amallf  and  that  *'  its  weaJth  and  conaequence  in  the  scale 
of  conrt;'!erat<*.-l  States  would  sink  of  course."  That  Statu 
insisted  "that  a  country  unsi-ttled  at  the  commencement 
of  the  war,  claimed  by  the  British  Crown,  and  ceded  to 
it  by  the  treaty  of  Paris,  if  wrested  from  the  common 
enemy  by  the  blood  and  treasure  of  the  tliirteen  States, 
should  be  considered  as  a  common  property,  subject 
to  be  fwrcelled  out  by  Congress  into  free,  convenient, 
and  independent  Governments."'  The  State  of  New 
Jetwy  expressed  lier  disappointment  in  fimllng  no  pro- 
viiuon  made  in  the  confederation  for  empowerinr  tlie 
Congress  to  dispose  of  the'  vacant  and  impatented  knds, 
commonly  culled  crown  lands,  for  *' defraying  the  ex- 
penses of  the  war,"  and  complained  that  she  would 
**  be  left  to  sink  under  an'  enormous  debt,"  wliilsl  others 
would  be  enabled,  in  a  short  time,  to  replace  tlieir  ex- 
penditures from  tlie  hard  earnings  of  the  whole  eonfede- 
i-acy.  I'wo  other  States,  Rhode  Island  and  Delaware, 
were  also  dissatisfied  with  the  j>rovision  in  the  articles  of 
confederatioii,  with  regard  to  vacant  territory  claimed  by 
some  of  the  States.  The  objections  of  all,  however,  were 
overruled,  and  the  articles  were ' ratified,  without  amend- 
ment, by  the  objecting  States, 

From  all  the  examination  I  hare  been  enabled  to  make 
into  this  branch  of  the  subject,  I  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  one  of  the  ori^nal  States  ever  claimed  to 
interfere  with  tliese  lamis,  except  upon  the  grounds  th.tt 
its  own  secHr.fy  anil  consequence  required  that  Its  sister 
States  should  not  be  so  extensive  in  their  tcrritury,  A3  to 
be  overshadowing,  and  that  "  crown  knds"  should  form 
a  fund  to  be  appropriated  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
war.  I  find  it  no  where  intimated  that  this  fund  should 
be  perpetual,  reaching  through  after  ages,  fur  the  pur 


pose  of  enriching  the  treasuries  of  the  several  Stales.  I 
a.m  sustained  in  this  view  of  the  subject  by  some  positive 
testimony.  The  Legislature  of  the  State- of  New  York 
was  the  first,  in  point  of  time,  to  move  in  an  attempt  to 
reconcile  the  difficulties  wliicU  had  grown  up  on  this  sub- 
ject. That  Leerislature  must  hive  understood,  in  tlicir 
fiilieit  extent,  the  objects  and  claims  of  t1;ie  several  States; 
and  in  the  preamble  to  tlieir  act  of  cession,  they  say, 
"And  whereoSi  the  articles  of  confederation  and  perpe- 
tual imion,  recommended  by  tiic  honorable  Congress  of 
the  United  ^States  of  America,  have  not  proved  acceptable 
to  all  tlic  States,  it  having  been  conceived  tliat  a  portion 
of  the  waste  and  uncultivated  territory,  within  the  limits 
or  claims  of  certain  States,  ought  tu  be  appropriated  as  a 
common  fund  for  the  expenses  of  the  war."  Again,  sir, 
Congress,  with  a,  view  of  removing  the  embarrassments 
respecting  the  Western  country,  recommended  to  the 
States  a  litieral  surrender  of  a  portion  of  their  territorial 
claims,  "since  they  c:mnot  be  preserved  entire  without 
endangering  the  stability  of  the  general  confederacy." 
Other  States,  in  making  cessions,  use  more  general  lan- 
guage, but  to  ittne  docs  the  idea  seem  to  have  been  pre- 
sent, thftt  these  lands  were  to  be  used  as  a  perpetual  fund . 
The  first  great  purpose  was,  to  destroy  the  jealousy  of  the 
smaller  States,  on  account  of  the  extended  territory  of  the 
larger,  mnd  a  second  object  was  to  make  some  provision 
for  aiding  in  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  war.  IF  I  am 
correct  in  my  interpretation  of  the  objects  of  these  ces- 
sions, and  of  the  spirit  of  the  compacts,  it  would  seem  that 
these  lands,  after  the  debt  of  the  revolution  was  discharg- 
ed, abould  have  been  permitted  to  follow  the  sovereignty 
of  the  States  in  which  they  are  situated. 

But,  Sir,  admitting,  for  Uie  sake  of  argument,  tliat  an 
odditioml  motive  for  these  cessions  was  the  formation  of  a 
money  fiind,  to  reach  down  through  all  time,  for  the 
"common  benefit"  of  all  the  Statest  upon  what  principle 
i.«  the  right  claimed  to  distribute  the  fund  amongst  the 
several  States,  for  the  purposes  of  education,  internal  im- 
Vot.  IX.— 5 


provement,  or^colouization ^  The  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  hlanufactures  repeatedly  declares,  that  tliese  lands 
are  b  common  fiind,  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the 
States.  And  yet  the  bill  before  yeu  pn^oses  to  distri- 
bute it  for  the  separate  benefit  of  each  of  ^e  States.  If 
the  acta  ofcesaion  have  made  the  fund  a  common  one,  it  if 
common  yet:  for  the  constitution  declares,  that  **all  debts 
contracted  and  engagements  entered  into  before  the  adop- 
tion of  this  constitution,  shall  be  as  valid  against  the  United 
States  under  this  constitution  as  under  the  confederation." 

Where,  then,  is  the  authority  for  this  distribution  to  be 
found?  shall  we  find  it  in  the  constitution^  Iftheaelands 
are  an  object  of  such  magnitude  to  the  interests  of  the 
nation  as  is  represented,  and  it  was  intended  to  raise  there- 
from a  perpetual  revenue,  it  is  singular  that  some  more 
special  provirion  is  not  found  in  the  constitution  with 
regard  to  tliem.    The»power  of  Congress  over  them  is 
not  found  in  that  ^lieral  list  of  powers  conferred  upon 
that  bodyliy  that  instrument:  but  we  find  die  only  chuse 
in  reference  to  the  lands  attached  to  die  tiiird  section, 
upon  the  subject  of  the  admtsnon  of  new  States  into  the 
Union;  that  clause  Is:  "  The  Congress  shall- have  power 
to  dispose  of,  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations'* 
respecting,  the  territory  or  other  property  belonging  to 
tl>e  United  States."  la  it  pretended  that,  by  this  language, 
an  authority  is  conferred  upon  Congress  to  apply  the 
money  accruing  from  such  disposition  in  any  mode  not 
specially  pointed  out  by  the  constitution,  or  that  this 
money  is  not  as  much  a  part  of  Oie  general  revenue  as  ItuX 
derived  from  imposts'  Where,  then,  I  ask  again,  d9<yau 
find  the  right  of  dividing  tlie'money  amongst  the  States, 
for  tlieir  separate  benefit?    This  bill  not  only  proposes 
to  divide  the  money  amongst  the  Statea,  but  authorizes 
the  States,  at  their  election  and  at  their  discretion,  to 
apply  it  to  any  object  which  can  be  classified  under 
tlie  general  heads  of  education,  internal  improvement 
or  colonization.    I  have  always  understood,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, the  received  opinion  to  be,  that  th£  people  and 
States  of  this  Union  selected  their  members  of  Con- 
jfiess  requiring  of  them  the   exercise  of  their  best 
judgments  in  carrying  into  effect  the  powers  conferred 
upon  them  by  the  constitution.    But  now  it  seems,  sir, 
tliat  Congress  are  toselect  twenty-four  deputies,  or  agents, 
whose  business  it  will  be  to  relieve  that  body  from  the 
trouble  of  thinking  and  acting  upon  the  subject  of  expend- 
ing tlie  public  money.    The  bill  docs  not  even  confine' 
these  agents  in  selecting  objects  of  expenditure  tosuch  as 
are  for  the  general  benefit.    I  have  been  always  in  fiivor 
of  a  well-regulated  system  of  internal  improvements,  but 
never  felt  Justified  in  expending  public  money  upon  any 
object  which  was  not,  in  my  judgment,  of  generalimpor- 
tance  to  the  whole  country;  but  in  voting  for  this  bUl,  I 
am  not  rec^uired  to  be  sattafied  of  the  general  importance 
of  the  object;  indeed,  I  am  not  required  to  knew  any 
thing  about  the  object,  for  I  am  to  transfer  my  discretion 
to  an  affent,  who  will  take  all  sucli  trouble  off  my  hands. 
Can  it  be  possible,  Ur.  President,  that  Congress  can  con- 
stitutionally delegate  the  high  power  of  appropriating 
money  from  the  national  treasury^and  of  applying  it  to 
constitutional  purpose^  toany  agent  whatever?  ' 

1'he  States,  if  they  choose,  may,  under  thia  bill,  apply 
their  share  of  this  monev  to  the  colonization  of  fine  per- 
sons of  color.  As  to  the  condition  of  this  class  of  our 
population,  I  trust  }  feel  as  an  individual  citizen  potsess- 
ingordinaryfeelings  of  humanity  should  feel}  butsurely, 
the  State  I  represent,  as  a  communis,  can  ^ve  little  in- 
terest in  this  matter;  and  under  what  particular  clause  of 
the  constitution  this  application  of  the  common  funds  can 
be  Justified,  I  leave'for  those  who  support. the  bill  to 
point  out.  Surely  the  compacts  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  the  ceding  States  contemplated  no  such  pro- 
ceeding.  Is  itbelieved  that  either  Virginia,  North  or  South 
Carolina,  or  Georgia,  bod  colonization  in  view,  when  they 
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made  the  cessions^  Nty,  tirt  is  it  not  known,  as  far  as 
ntch  «  thing  can  be  known,  that  if  either  of  those  States 
had  understood  that  the  lands  ceded  were  to  be  thus  ap- 
propriated by  the  Federal  Government,  the  cessions 
would  not  have  been  made  by  them^  There  is  one  fea- 
ture in  this  bill  so  objectionable,  that  it  is  difficult  to  ac- 
count for  its  introduction.  I  speak  of  that  part  of  it  which 
ftuthoriases  the  States  to  apply  this  money  to  the  redemp- 
tion of  any  ezisting  debt  contracted  for  internal  infprove- 
menls.  In  the  first  place,  let  me  inquire  whether  any 
Senator  claims  to  know  the  kind  of  improvements  made 
in  each  of  the  States,  and  the  debts  thereby  created?  Are 
we  prepared  to  say  that  no  State  has  improved  injudi- 
ciously, or  at  an  extravagant  cost  ^  If  works  of  improve- 
ment nave  been  commenced  or  completed  by  the  States, 
which  have  proved  worthless,  is  the  "  common  benefit" 
consulted  by  paying  for  them?  It  appears  tome,  that 
Congress  should  at  Teut  so  dispose  of  a  fund  termed  sa- 
cred by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  as  not  to  thro^» 
it  away  in  paying  debts  for  works  which  have  not  bene- 
fited anybody.  This  "national  trust"  is  not  in  good 
faith  discharged  by  throwing  the  money  into  the  ocean, 
nor  by  applying  it  to  <^jects  of  the  character  of  which 
we  are  profoundly  ignorant. 

Upon  tAc  whole,  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  tlie 
bit),  as  hostile  tio  the  interests  of  the  new  Stales,  as  calcu- 
lated to  perpetuate  a  feeling  in  the  other  States  adverse 
to  our  advancement  in  population,  and  our  pn^ress  in 
agriculture,  aa  in  effect  partitioning  three-fourths  of  our 
territory  amongst  other  sovereign  States,  giving  to  each 
a  separate  and  immediate  interest  in  the  proceeds  of  the 
lands,  and  thereby  forever  precluding  the  hope  of  lessen- 
ing the  price  of  lands  to  actual  settlers.  I  object  to  its 
passage,  because  it  violates  the  obligations  of  solemn  com- 
pacts, and  the  constitution  of  tlie  United  States. 

A  few  words,  sir,  upon  tfie  amendment  reported  by  tlie 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

This  .imendment  proposes  to  reduce  the  price  of  lands 
which  have  already  been  offered  for  sale^  and  which  re- 
main unsold,  from  one  dollar  and  a  quarter  to  one  dollar. 
It  further  proposes  to  permit  any  person,  from  any  part 
ofthe  United  Slates,  or  from  any  part  of  the  world,  who 
is  disposed  to  settle  and  cultivate  land,  to  purchase  a 
quarter  section,  and  no  more,  by  paying  down  half  a  dol- 
lar in  cash  per  acre,  provided  that  he  shall  reside  on  and 
cultivate  the  same  for  five  consecutive  years. 

1  will  not  detain  you  by  repeating  what  I  have  hereto- 
fore said  upon  the  expediency  of  this  proposition.  The 
bill,  sir,  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr 
Clat,]  preserves  the  present  system  of  ssles  and  lands  ut 
their  present  price,  and  requires  the  proceeds  to  be  paid 
into  the  treasury  for  the  purpose  of  af^er  distribution 
Tke  amendment  adheres  to  the  existing  system,  reducing 


in  a  similar  declaration  on  his  part.  The  bill  had  under- 
^e  an  ample  discusnon  at  the  last  sessiont  there  had 
)een  but  a  slight  change  since  that  time  in  the  construc- 
tion of  this  body;  and  it  would  be  unnecessary  again  to  go 
over  the  whole  ground  of  argument  which  had  once  and 
so  recently  been  employed.  The  bill  which  he  had  in- 
troduced at  the  present  session,  and  which  had  been  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  was  identically  the  bill 
which  had  already  once  passed  this  body ;  and  the  grounds 
being  the  same,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  consume 
much  time  iit  the  obser>-alions  he  felt  himself  called  upon 
to  make.  He  would,  however,  avail  himself  of  the  op- 
portunity to  offer  a  few  general  observations,  with  a  view 
to  a  comparison  of  the  bUl  which  he  had  introduced,  with 
the  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

In  the  first  place,  he  would  describe  the  bill  wMcb  he 
had  brought  forward. 

By  this  bill  it  was  proposed  to  set  apart,  for  the  benefit 
of  the.  new  States,  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent,  out  of  the 
aggregate  proceeds,  in  addition  to  the  five  per  cent,  which 
was  now  allowed  to  them  by  compact,  before  any  (Uvimon 
took  place  among  the  States  generally.  It  was  thus  pro- 
posed to  assign,  in  the  first  place,  seventeen  and  a  hau  per 
cent,  to  the  new  States,  and  then  to  divide  the  whole  of 
the  residue  among  the  twenty-four  States.  And,  ip  order 
to  do  away  any  inequality  among  the  new  States,  granta 
are  specifically  made  by  the  bill  to  those  which  had  not 
received,  heretofore,  as  much  land  as  tlie  rest  of  the  new 
States,  from  tlie  General  Government,  su  as  to  put  all  the 
new  States  on  an  equal  fluting.  This  twelve  and  a  half 
per  cent,  to  the  new  States,  to  be  at  their  disposal,  for 
either  education  or  internal  improvement,  and  the  residue 
to  be  at  the  disposition  of  the  States,  subject  to  no  other 
limitation. than  this,  that  it  sliall  be  at  their  option  to  apply 
the  amount  rcctived  either  to  the  purposes  of  education, 
or  the  culoiiization  of  free  people  of  color,  or  for  in- 
ternal improvements,  or  in  debts  which  may  have  been 
contracted  for  internal  improvements.    And  witli  respect 


to  the  duration  of  this  scheme  of  distribution  proposed  by 
the  bill,  it  ia  limited  to  five  years,  unless  hostilities  slta-I 
occur  between  tlie  United  States  and  any  foreign  Power; 
in  which  event  the  proceeds  are  to  be  applied  to  the  carry- 
ing on  such  war  wim  vigor  an-1  effect  against  any  comn-uii 
enemy  with  whom  we  tnny  he  brought  in  contact.  After 
the  conclusion  of  peace,  and  after  the  di&churge  of  tlic 
debt  created  by  any  such  war,  the  aggre^te  funds  to  re- 
turn to  that  peaceful  destination  to  which  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  bill  tlut  they  sliould  now  be  directed,  that  is, 
tu  the  improvement  ofthe  moral-and  physical  condition  of 
the  count!?-,  .tnd  the  promotion  of  the  public  happiness 
and  prosperity. 

Such  are  the  gcneiiil  features  of  the  bill  which  was  re- 
ported by  llic  Committee  on  Mamifuctureti,  under  circittn- 


the  price,  and  requires  the  proceeds  to  be  pa':d  into  the .  stances  to  wtiich  he  would  not  new  advert,  at  the  last  sc3- 
general  treasury,  to  be  applied  by  Congress  to  the  'gene- ,  sion,  aijd  was  passed;  and  which  wa.1  inti  odiiced  by  him 


.  ral  good,  under  the  solemn  obligations  Imposed  npon  that 
boi^r  by  the  constitution.  The  single  alternative  pre- 
sented by  the  bill  and  the  proposed  amemlment  is,  will 
yoti  have  distribution  amongst  the  States,  or  a  reduction 

in  price  of  a  portion  ofthe  public  lands? 

I  cannot  conclude  without  pressing  upon  your  attention 
one  further  consideration.  The  new  States  are  not  now 
represented  in  Confess  according  to  their  present  papu- 
lation. Is  it  requiring  too  much  to  ask  a  delay  in  the  de- 
ciuon  of  this  all-important  question,  until  our  augmented 
representation  under  the  late  census  can  be  heard)  If  this 
bin  must  pass,  let  it  at  least  be  done  with  tliis  appearance 
of  justice. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  and  said,  that  tic  had  a  few  observa- 
tions to  make  to  the  Senate  before  the  question  was  taken. 
The  Senutur  from  Illinois  had,  in  the  commencement  of 
his  remarks,  told  the  Senate  that  it  whs  not  necessary  to 


again  at  the  present  session,  had  been  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  reportiad  by  that  com- 
mittee, with  the  amendmentiLOW  under  consideration. 

The  first  remark  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  called  for 
in  reference  to  this  subject,  was  as  to  llie  expediency,  he 
would  say  the  necessity,  of  its  immediate  srtOemcnt.  On 
this  point  he  was  happy  to  believe  that  thrrc  was  a  unani- 
mous concurrence  ofopiniun  in  that  body.  Howeverthey 
might  difTer  as  to  the  ternis  on  which  the  distribution  of 
these  lands  should  be  made,  they  all  agreed  that  it  was  a 
question  which  ought  to  be  promptly  and  finally,  lie  hoptil 
amicably,  adjusted.  No  time  more  favorable  than  the  pre- 
sent moment  could  be  selected  fur  the  settlement  of  this 
question.  Hie  last  session  was  much  less  fuvorabje  for 
the  accomplishment  of  tiiis  object;  and  the  reasons  were 
sufficiently  obvious,  without  any  waste  of  time  in  their 
specification.    If  the  question  were  not  now  settled,  but 


occupy  their  attention  long,  and  he  (Mr.  C-)  concurredjif  it  were  to  be  made  the  subject  of  an  annual  d'sctissioni 


Digitized  by 


Google 


69 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


70 


Jaxuart  7.  18S3.]  Public 


mixinff  itself  up  with  all  the  measures  of  legislation,  it 
wouldoe  felt  lit  its  influence  upon  sll»  wouu  produce 
yreat  disseimoos  both  in  And  out  of  the  House,  and  aifect 
extensively  all  the  great  and  important  objects  which 
might  be  before  that  body.  They  had  liad  in  the  several 
States  some  experience  on  that  subject;  and,  without  go- 
ing into  any  details  on  the  subject,  lie  would  merely  state, 
that  it  was  known  that  for  a  lone  period  the  small  amount 
of  the  public  domain  possessed  by  some  of  the  States,  in 
cumpanson  with  the  quantity  possessed  by  the  General 
Government,  had  been  a  cause  of  great  agitation  in  the 
public  mind,  and  had  greatly  influenced  the  course  of  le- 
gislation. Persons  coming  from  the  quarter  of  the  State 
in  which  the  public  land  was  sitivated,  united  in  sympathy 
and  interest,  constituted  i-.K-ays  a  body  who  acted  toge- 
ther, to  promote  their  common  object,  either  by  donations 
to  settlers,  or  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
or  the  relief  of  those  who  are  debtors  for  the  public  do- 
mun;  and  were  alwBy&  ready,  as  men- always  will  be,  to 
second  all  those  measures  which  look  towards  the  accom- 
plishment of  the  main  object  which  they  have  in  view.  So, 
if  this  question  were  not  now  settled,  it  would  be  a  source 
of  inexpreswble  difficulty  hereafter,  influencing  all  the 
great  interests  of  the  country  in  Congress,  affecting  great 
erents  without,  and  perhaps  adding  another  to  those  un- 
liappy  causes  of  diriston  which  unfortunately  exist  at  this 
moment. 

He  was  very  happy  to  find,  in  the  message  of  ihe  Presi- 
dent, some  reference  made  to  the  subject  of  the  public 
lamis;  and  especially  an  expression  of  Uie  opinion  that  it 
was  time  this  quesUon  should  be  put  to  rest .  He  was  also 
glad  to  see  it  asserted,  from  the  same  high  authority,  that 
Congress  bad  a  full  and  uncoiiti-olled  power  over  the  sub- 
ject, to  dispose  of  these  lands  or  their  proceeds,  for  the 
commou  benefit  of  the  whole  country,  accordiitg  to  its 
sound  discretion. 

Next  to  the  settlement  of  this  great  question,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly of  the  first  importance  that  it  should  be  equita- 
bly  aetlled,  so  as  to  comprehend  the  interests  of  all,  and  to 
show  that  those  interests  have  not  been  lost  sight  of  by 
the  General  Government.  And,  he  would  ask,  could  any 
mode  of  settling  the  question,  so  as  to  consult  and  protect 
the  interests  of  alt,  be  offered,  which  would  be  more  wor- 
thy of  the  acceptance  of  Congress  than  that  which  was 
proposed  by  the  bill  of  the  last  session,  which  had  been 
sent  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands?  In  determining 
upon  the  merits  of  that  bill,  it  would  be  necessar}',  in  the 
course  of  the  ftw  remarks  which  he  should  feel  himself 
called  upon  to  make,  to  contrast  it  with  the  bill  which 
liad  been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
and  to  nuke  some  observations  on  the  argument  in  which 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  had  advocated  that  plan,  in  order 
to  induM  the  Senate  to  take  it  in  preference  to  the  hilt 
which  had  already  once  received  tneir  sanction. 

In  the  first  place,  the  gentleman  from  IlKncns  contend- 
ed that  tlie  whole  of  the  public  lands  were  ceded  to  the 
General  Government  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  debt 
incTirrcd  in  the  prosecution  of  the  revolutionary  war)  that 
tl)i»  debt  bad  now  been  paid;  and  that,  as  the  land  had  per* 
formed  its  office,  it  ought  to  be  set  free  from  further  claim 
on  the  part  of  the  General  Government,  and  to  follow  the 
■overeigrity  of  the  diflTerent  States  in  which  they  are  lo- 
cated. And  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  in  order  to  en- 
force bis  anfument  to  the  Senate,  Appealed  to  the  message 
of  the  president  to  show  that  such  also  was  the  view  taken 
of  the  subject  by  the  Executive.  Now  he  (Mr.  Clai) 
fell  himself  constrained  to  say  that  both  the  Prendent  and 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  had  taken  much  too  limited  a 
yiew  of  the  subject  All  that  portion  of  the  public  lands 
which  Ket  beyond  the  river  Hisussippi,  and  below  the 
Sute  of  Mississippi,  and  all  Florida— were  they  thus  con- 
ditionally ceded?  Were  they  ceded  to  the  General  Go- 
vemment  for  tiia  purpose  of  paying  the  revolutionaiy 
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debt?  No;  they  were  purchased  by  the  common  treasure 
of  the  whole  United  States.  But,  auppo«ngthat  the  pro- 
position of  the  ^ntleman  from  Illinois  were  conceded; 
that  the  debt  being  paid,  the  mortgage  lifted,  these  lands 
ouglit  to  be  applied  to  promote  tlie  mterests  of  the  new 
States  alone  in  which  they  are  located.  Was  this  a  true 
history?  Did  the  lands  which  were  ceded  by  the  several 
States  pay  the  debt  of  the  revolution?  What  was  the  debt 
of  the  rerolution  ?  Hut  debt  amounted,  principal  and  in- 
terest, to  not  less  than  four  hundred  or  mur  hundred  and 
fifty  millions  of  .dollars)  and  the  whole  of  the  public  lands 
which  had  been  sold  had  only  produced  about  forty  mil- 
lions. The  lands,  then,  had  not  paid  the  debt  of  the  re- 
volution. I'hey  had  not  performed  their  office.  The 
debt  had  been  paid  by  the  pockets  of  the  people,  and  not 
by  the  public  lands;and»  to  perform  thdr  office,  the  luidi 
must  repay  that  debt  to  the  people.  He  (Mr.  C.)  would 
have  no  objection  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois,  that  the  lands  soould  be  applied  to  the 
payment  of  that  debt,  so  long  as  any  of  it  remained  unpud) 
and,  afterwards,  to  the  reimbursement  of  thfe  pockets  of 
the  people  of  the  money  drawn  froin  them,  by  taxes,  to 
make  up  the  deficiency  of  the  public  lands.  If  the  bcmor- 
able  gentleman  would  apply  his  own  principle,  he  (Mr.C.) 
would  be  satisfied.  If  he  had  mortg^a  his  estate,  and 
the  mortgage  was  lifted  by  a  friend,  he  was  bound  to  re- 
imburse that  friend.  So,  if  the  debt  of  the  revolution, 
which  the  public  lands  are  pledged  to  pay,  was  paid.by 
the  people,  they  ought  to  receive  back  froih  the  lancta 
both  the  principal  and  interest.  If  the  gentleman  would 
bring  forward  a  pro])osition  to  pay  all  the  revolutionary 
debt  out  of  the  public  lands  ntuated  on  this  side  of  the 
Mississippi,  and  to  reimburse  the  people  te  the  amount 
which  had  been  taken  from  their  pockets,  he  (Mr.  C.) 
would  vote  for  the  proposition;  but  that  was  substantially 
the  object  of  tlie  bill  which  he  had  iiito-oduced.  I'be  only 
difference  was,  that,  instead  of  keeping  an  account  which 
would  be  complex  in  its  character,  and  almost  impracti- 
cable, ft  simple  form  was  adopted  in  the  bill,  by  provid- 
ing for  the  diviMon  of  the  funds  among  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  upon  the  most  equitable  of  alt  principles — 
that  of  federal  representation.  With  respect  to  that 
largest  portion  of  the  public  domain  which  was  acquired 
by  treaties,  it  could  not  be  contended  tlist  it  was  incum- 
bent on  the  Government  to  appropriate  any  part  of  that 
to  the  payment  of  the  debt  of  tne  revtrfution. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  had  sud  that  the  scheme 
which  he  (Mr.  C.)  had  presented  was  Extremely  fascinat- 
ing, addressing  itself 'powerfully  to  the  States,  and  to 
every  individual  in  the  States.  And  was  not  the  scheme 
of  the  honorable  Senator  also  fascinating?  Did  it  not  ad- 
dress itself  powerfully  to  those  who  occupy  the  public 
domain  in  the  new  States?  The  difference  between  us  is 
this:  He  would,  from  that  which  was  made  by  the  deeds 
orcessioni  and  the  treaties  of  acquisition,  the  common 
property  of  all,  take  what  remains,  and  appropriate  it  for 
the  excluuve  benefit  of  a  few;  he  would  take  thd  pro- 
perty of  the  twenty-four  States,  and  appropriate  it  for  the 
benefit  of  the  seven  new  States,  and  of^  such  as  nhiy  here- 
after become  members  of  the  Union.  This,  said  Mr.  C, 
is  a  plan  of  broad,  liberal,  and  comprehensive  justice; 
while  his  is  a  narrow,  partial,  and  unjust  scheme  of  ap- 
propriation, looking  to  the  interests  only  of  a  part,  and 
that,  although  a  hi^ly  respectable,  an  inconsiderable 
part  of  the  whole. 

But  it  was  said  by  the  gentleman,,  that  the  new  States 
were  not  on  an  equality  with  llie  old  States;  that  they 
could  exenjise  no  authonty  over  the  public  domain;  that 
they  could  not  take  it  for  state  purposes;  that  they  had 
not  the  power  of  taxing  it)  and,  in  short,  enjoyed  no 
benefit  from  it  whatever.  Now  he  (Mr.  C.)  took  it,  that 
the  property  of  the  United  Stales,  evenf  where,  was  be- 
yond the  control  of  the  States  in  which  it  was  situated. 
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Hid  Pennsylvania  any  canti-ol  over  the  mint  or  the  %rsc- 
nii!,  over  any  part  of  her  territory  wlitcli  ahe  had  ceded 
to  the  United  States,  over  the  public  ships,  or  over  pub- 
lic property  of  any  description  within  tier  limits?  Had 
any  State  any  control  over  the  property  of  the  United 
States?  The  difference,  every  wlwre,  was  merely  one 
of  extent  of  national  property,  and  thia  difference  ex- 
isted amon^  the  new  States,,  as  veil  as  between  tliem  and 
the  old.  Ohio  had  only  five  inllliai>9  of  acres,  for  ex- 
ample, of  public  lands  vithin  her  limits;  while  Missouri 
had  thirty-eig-ht  millions.  According  to  the  doctrine  of 
the  gentleman,  tliey  ought  to  have  tbe  right  of  control 
over  this  property,  in  order  to  place  them  on  an  equality. 
The  inequality  of  Oliio  and  Missouri,  as  to  the  extent  of 
lands,  Was  as  five  to  thirty  •eight;  wliile,  as  to  popu- 
lation, the  inequality  stood  as  one  million  to  one  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand,,  for  Ohio,  and  against  Missouri;  tiie 
smaller  number  having,  under  this  principle,  the  control 
over  the  greater  extent  of  the  public  domain.  That 
which  belong  to  the  General  Government  is  not  subject 
to  State  legislatioR.  There  were  some  States  in  wiiich 
the  United  States  behl  no  property*.  In  Kentucky  there 
was  no  United  States'  property;  while  in  the  maritime 
States  thei%  is  much  of  this  property,  which  is  beyond 
the  control  of  the  States.  The  gentleman  from'Uliuols, 
therefore,  could  derive  no  strength  to  bis  argument  from 
his  ground  as  to  the  extent  of  the  public  domain.  It 
should  be  recollected  thirt  the  time  was  coming,  us  it  bild 
almost  already  come  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  when  the  pub- 
lic domain  will  be  disposed  of,  and  then  there  will  be  a 
perfect  equality,  aa  indeed  there  is  now,  between  the 
States,  in  their  rights  and  powers  over  whatever  may  be 
in  their  Respective  limits. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  had  asked,  but  without 
dwelling  much  upon  the  point,  wliere  was  the  power  to' 
make  this  division  >  He  (Mr.  C.)  would  refer  him  to  an 
authority  which,  he  believed,  tlie  honorabte  Senator 
would  be  the  last  member  on  that  floor  to  controverf  or 
depreciate — the  authority  of  the  President.  He  would 
also  refer  him  to  the  deeda  of  cession  *  to  tlie  acts  of  Con- 
gress; to  the  understanding  of  all  men;  but  especially  he 
would  refer  liim  to  his  own  amendment,  and  tlie  report 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Public  l^nds.  What!  had  they 
a  right  to  give  away  the  public  lands  by  a  partial  and  un- 
just distribution,  and  none  to  establish  a'  broad  and  com- 
prehensive scale  of  appropriation,  doing  Justice  to  all  por- 
tions of  the  United  mates.'  But  he  would  not  dwell  on 
this  part  of  the  subject,  which  had  been  fully  discussed 
during  the  last  session. 

He  would  now  beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  Sena- 
tors to  what  was.the  present  condition  of  the  new  States, 
what  would  be  tlie  effect  of  the  operation  of  this  bill  upon 
them,  and  what  would  be  the  subsequent  advantages 
which  tiiey  would  derive  from  its  passage. 

What  was  the  complaint  of  the  new  States  at  present? 
It  was  that  a  vast  amount  of  their  money  was  drawn  from 
their  limits,  to  be  expended  in  other  portions  of  the 
Union,  to  their  impoverishment  and  ruin.  Continue  ttic 
present  system,  and  the  evil  is  perpetuated.  The  money 
of  the  Weat  will  still  flow  into  the  Eastern  States,  andstilL 
be  expended  there .  But  what  would  be  the  condition 
of  the  new  States,  if  tlie  bill  which  had  been  stricken  out 
by  the  committee  were  to  pass?  They  would,  in  llie  first 
place,  receive'  17^  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  lands.  This  17^  per  cent,  was 
probably  equal  to  the  amount  annually  paid  by  the  resi* 
dent  population  of  the  new  States  themselves,  exclusive 
0f  what  is  paifl  by  emig^nts  going  into  the^new  States. 
He  derived  this  inference  from  a  Tetter  which  was  laid 
before  Uie  Senate  at  the  last  session,  from  wliich  it  ap- 
peared that  tile  thirteen  States  of  the  Union,  In  which 
iliere  are  no  public  limds,  had  increased  only  I7i  per 
ci.nl.  within  the  ten  years  from  1820  to  1830".   If  you  give 


17)  per  cent,  to  the  new  States,  before  you  (Tivide  the 
proceeds,  it  would  be  a  proportion  quite  as  great  as  the 
increase  of  their  population,  if  it  were  not  augmented  by 
emigration.  Or,  if  there  was  no  tide  of  emi^ation  to  the 
new  States,  and  migrations  from  them  Mmilar  to  those 
which  take  place  in  other  States,  the  amount  which  the 
people  of  the  new  States  would  expend  in  the  purchase 
of  the  public  lands  would  nut  probably  be  equal  to  more 
than  tlie  17J  per  cent.  If,  therefore,  you  give  them  17^ 
pep  cent,  before  you  give  any  thing  to  the  o'her  Slates, 
all  complaints  on  the  score  of  the  drain  of  money  on  pub- 
lic account  must  be  put  an  end  to. 

But  this  is  not  all .  Yuu  not  only  give  this  17^  per  cent., 
but'  after  assigning  tliis  particular  amount  to  their  exclu- 
sive benefit,  you  then  divide  the  residue  of  the  proceeds 
among  the  whole  of  the  tweuty-fOur  States,  including 
those  which  have  already  received  the  17^  per  cent. 
This  additional  dividend  is  about  16  or  17  per  cent.  more. 
Thus  there  would  be  a  total  amount  payable  to  the  new 
States  equal  to  near  one-third  of  tlie  entire  aggregate  de- 
rived from  all  the  public  lauds  of  the  United  States* 
.  wherever  situated.  About  one-sixth  of  the  population  or 
tlie  United  States,  which  the  new  States  contain,  would 
receive  near  one-third  of  the  whole  amount  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  public  lands.  Now,  if  this  was  done,  would 
not  the  condition  of  these  new  States  be  greatly  bettered  ^ 
If  the  bill  should  pass,  and  the  new  States  shoidd  thus 
acquire  the  amount  to  which  they  wouhl  be  entitled  ac- 
cording to  its  provisions,  they  would  not  merely  ohtun 
the  17^  percent.,  and,  by  a  participation  in  ti»  residue  of 
the  fund,  some  indemnity  for  pecuniary  contributions 
made  by  them  to  the  General  Government,  but  thejr 
would  still  enjoy  their  present  proportion  of  the  expendi- 
tures of  the  General  Government  within  their  limita. 
There  would  still  be  large  expenditures  in  the  event  of 
war,  as  was  the  case  during  tiie  last  year  i  and  there  would 
still  be  the  annual  disbursements  to  Ind  an  Agents,  and  on 
Indian  annuities.  Sic.    All  these  would  continue. 

The  gentleman  from  lUin' is 'Spoke  of  the  new  States 
as  iC  he  expr(.ssed  the  sentiments  of  all  uf  them,  and  as  if 
their  w^nts  and  wishes  were  only  known  to  him,  and  his 
construction  of  them  was  the  only  one  deserving  of  re- 
spect. Now,  at  the  last  session,  when  this  bill  was  pass- 
ed, the  Senators  from  the  seven  new  States  were  equally 
divided  on  this  subject.  There  were,  if  he  mistook  not, 
two  from  Ohio,  two  from  Indiana,  two  from  Loui»ana, 
making  six,  and  one  from  Mississippi,  making  exactly 
half  of  the  representation  in  that  body  of  the  seven  new 
States.  Regarding  the  subject  in  the  light  in  which  he 
did,  that  there  would  be,  if  things  remained  as  they  now 
are,  no  reflux  of  the  money  of  tiie  West  drawn  from  it 
by  the  Federal  Government,  atid  (hat  large  and  liberal 
grants  of  money  were  made  to  the  new  States  by  the  pro- 
visions of  thii  bill,  it  ought  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  most 
ambitious  Western  heart.  The  Senate  would  recollect 
'.hat,  according  to  a  table  presented  at  the  last  sesnon,  the 
new  States  had  increased  at  the  rate  of  85  per  cent, 
during  the  ten  years  from  1830  to  1830,  and  that  the 
State  of  lIlintKS,  during  the  'same  period,  had  increas- 
ed at  the  rate  of  185  per  cent-t  while  many  of  the  old 
States  had  increased  only  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent.  The 
average  increase  of  13,  liaving  no  public  lands,  was  only 
Lflbout  17^  per  cent,  t  while  some  had  sciircely  any  incrcoso 
at  all.  The  settlement  of  the  new  States  Is  already  suffi- 
ciently rapid,  and  any  fresh  impetus^  given  to  it  would 
only  be  productive  of  mischief. 

-  A  struggle  alwaya  takes  place  at  first  among  the  nevr 
settlers  as  to  preponderance;  and  this  struggle  is  in  pro* 

portion  to  numbers,  and  the  variety  of  (he  places  of  their 
origin.  It  requires  some  time  before  the  new  settlers 
can  become  acquainted  with  caclt  other,  the  laws,  cus> 
toms,  and  habits,  religious  and  political,  of  the  respective 
States  and  countries  from  which  they  emigrated.  U  sorae- 
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times  happens  that  the  moat  opprobrious  epithets  are  in- 
terchanged, until  they  become  well  acquunted  with  each 
other,  perceive  the  good  which  each  oring  to  the  gene- 
ral  stock,  and,  becoming  reconciled  to  their  condition, 
proceed  harmoniously  in  advancing  tlicir  new  settlements 
m  the  wilderness.  If  emigration  were  diore  rapid,  tliere 
would  be  still  more  of  this  spirit  of  discord;  and  all  must 
agree  that  an  increase  in  the  ratio  of  85  per  cent,  ought  to 
be  sufficient  to  saGsfy  the  wishes  and  ambition  of  any  man. 
All  that  is  wanted  is  money,  assistance,  aid  from  some 
(quarter  or  other,  in  making  roads,  providing  ~for  educa- 
tion, promoting  the  general  improvements,  and  turning 
to  advantage  aU  those  blessings  which  abound  in  those 
States,  and  which  are  designed  fur  the  prosperity  of  so- 
ciety. He  must  repeat,  tlwta  comparison  of  the  condi- 
tion of  those  States,  under  the  operation  of  this  bill,  and 
without  its  advantages,  ought  to  enlist  in  favor  of  the 
bill  every  mind  which  was  not  prejudiced  by  other  objects, 
and  which  was  not  looking  too  intently  at  the  possibility 
of  grasping,  in  some  form  or' other,  all  the  public  domain. 

It  must  be  dear  to  every  unbiassed  and  impartial  mind, 
that  it  vas  better  to  accede  to  the  arrangements  of  this 
bill,  than  to  remain  in  their  present  condition,  with  the 
mere  possibility  of  getting  something  more  at  a  future 
day.  If  the  views  of  gentlemen  who  supported  tlie 
amendment  could  even  b«  admitted,  was  it  likely  that 
futune  harmony  would  be  the  result'  Other  new  Statfs 
wouM  spring  up  beyond  the  Mlssissippit  and  as  they  mc- 
ccssirely  arose,  following  tfie  example  of  the  new  States 
of  this  period,  would  lay  claim  to  all  the  public  lands 
within  their  liinits. 

This  consideration  ^ould  induce  the  new  States  to  feet 
an  interest  in  the  passing  of  this  bill.  Those  new  States 
beyond  the  HisnsKppi  never  would,  never  ought,  never 
could,  agree  to  an  eautuiTe  appropriation  of  these  lands. 
Tbey  constitute  «  common  fund,  purchased  by  the  com- 
mon blood  and  treasure,  and  are  the  common  property 
of  all.  It  was  the  duty  of  Cong^r^  so  to  regard  it.  It  re- 
sulted from  the  treaties  of  acquintion,  and  was  declared 
by  the  deeds  of  cession  to  be  for  the  common  benefit  of 
mil;  and  be  would  venture  to  say  that  the  day  will  never 
come  when  Congress,  for  tlie  salce  of  partial  benefita  to  a 
comparatirely  small  and  tnconsideraDle  portion  of  the 
people,  will  abandon  this  exhaustless  source  of  public  in- 
come.  Kentucky  included  no  part  of  the  public  domain, 
and  enjoyed  very  few  of  those  advantages  which  ftow 
from  the  disbursements  of  the  General  GovernmenL  Her 
benefit  in  the  common  concern  was  chiefly  indirect,  con- 
ustin^  in  beholding  the  prosperity  of  the  whole,  and  the 
security  of  all  from  the  Union.  But,  if  this  bill  passed, 
•be  woula  partidpate  in  the  more  direct  advantages  of 
the  common  Government. 

As  an  origTital  part  of  that  State  which  made  such  a 
vast  cession  to  the  Federal  Goremment,  he,  in  her  behalf, 
entered  his  solemn  protect  against  any  violation  of  the 
terms  of  that  munificent  grant,  by  which  Kentucky  shall 
be  stiipped  of  what  belongs  to  her  in  common  with  Vir- 
ginia and  the  other  members  of  the  eonfederacy. 

As  it  respects  the  new  States  themselves,  he  could 
not  but  think  that,  if  they  would  dispassionately  examine 
the  project  under  consideration,  they  would  find  that  it 
poBwessed  the  strongest  recommendation  to  their  ac- 
ceptance. And  he  would  repeat  the  assurance  to  tliem 
of  his  settled  conviction,  that,  if  they  deceived  them- 
selvea  by  the  hope  of  obtuning  tlie  wiiole  of  the  public 
domain,  and  refuse  wliat  was  now  offered,  they  would 
lure  just  occaaon  hereafter  to  reproach  themselvest  or, 
if  not,  they  would  be  reproached  by  their  posterity,  for 
throwing  away  the  practical  blessings  within  their  reach, 
in  order  to  obtain  an  object  which  tie  solemnly  believed 
would  never  be  accomi>lislied.  He  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  'to  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and 
their  equitable  character,  as  it  respects  the  whole  of  the 


common  Union.  Having  already  shown  that  the  fund 
itself  was  derived  from  the  common  blood  and  common 
treasure  of  the  country,  he  would  ask  if  it  ought  not 
still  to  be  held  for  the  common  benefit?  The  country 
enjoys,  he  was  willing  to  admit,  unexampled  prosperity. 
But  did  we  hope  that  we  should  exist  as  •  nation  for 
centuries  to  come?  Did  we  hope  that  our  Union  would 
last  as  long  as  the  republics  of  antiquity,  tf  not  much 
longer.'  And  are  \rc,  on  the  strength  of  such  expecta- 
tions, to  make  a  wasteful  disposition  of  the  rich  patrimo- 
ny which  has  been  bequeathed  to  us?  Are  we  always  to 
be  free  from  wars,  and  troubles,  and  difficulties?  What 
nation  had  always  been  exempt  from  them?  Look  at  Eu- 
rope, from  which  we  sprang.  It  had  eiyjoyed,  he  believ- 
ed, at  this  time,  otie  of  the  longest  intervals  of  peace 
which  had  been  experienced  for  several  centuries.  It 
was  only  seventeen  years  and  a  half  since  the  battle  of 
Wnleiloo  was  fougUt,  which  terminated  tlie  wars  of  the 
French  revolution,  and  we  now  see  Uie  whole  of  Eu- 
rope apparently  on  Uie  eve  of  a  general  war.'  Anddo  we 
expect  to  be  forever  at  peace'  never  to  want  money 
again?  never  to  be  in  debt?  but  to  be  free  from  all  em- 
barrassments and  delfts  hereafter?  No  thinking  man 
could  indulge  these  chimerical  ideas,  these  vain  specu- 
lations. What,  then,  was  it  our  duty  to  do?  Now  was  die 
time,  above  all  others,  when  we  should  nurse  and  take 
care  uf  our  resources.  What,  nation  of  antiquity,  what 
nation  of  modem  times,  has  ever  possessed  aueh  vast  re- 
sources as  the  immense  public  domun,  the  capaoous 
womb  of  unborn  republics?  He  had  had  occauon  to 
remark,  either  in  his  observations  last  session,  or  in  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  that  five  hun- 
dred ^ears  hence,  if  we  discbai^ed  our  duty,  and  took 
care  of  tliis  important  interest,  they  who  will  come  aAer 
us  may  be  legiuatin^  in  this  very  Hall,  which  he  hoped 
would  then  be  standmg,  as  it  would  stand,  upon  this  great 
and  absorbing  subject  of  the  public  domain.^  He  recol- 
lected, during  the  late  war,  when  the  distress  of  the 
cuunti^  was  at  its  height,  when  we  wanted  money, 
wantecr  credit,  when  our  arms  were  paralyzed  for  want 
of  the  necessary  means  for  sustaining  the  war— be  re- 
collected how  it  then  Maddened  erer^  patriotic  heart, 
when  the  exhaustless  nature  of  this  immense  national 
resource  was  eloquently  depicted  by  a  member  of  the 
other  Houset  enough,  not  only  for  that,  but  for  fifty  or  a 
hundred  other  wars,  should  we  unfortunately  become  in- 
volved in  them.  But  now  we  are  out  of  debt,  and  it 
would  seem  that  we  arc  never  agun  to  be  in  debti  that 
we  are  out  of  difficulty,  and  never  again  to  be  in  difficul- 
ty :  and  a  hundred  schemes  are  suggested  to  dispose  of 
these  lands,  because  of  our  unbouMed  pro^erityt  as  if 
'  we  could  not  too«oon  get  rid  of  the  fund.  Happier  would 
it  be  for  us,  and  hsnpier  too  for  posterity,  should  we  be 
wise  enough  to  husband  well  this  resource.  He  trusted 
the  Senate  would  not  be  deceived  by  these  vain  prcyects. 
It  was  said  that  there  is  some  discontent  in  the  Westf  and 
how  was  it  proposed  lo  allay  this  discontent? 
'  He  denied  the  fact,  however;  there  never  bad  been  any 
general  discontent  on  the  subject  of  the  public  lands) 
tiiere  was  nothing  like  discontent  there .  It  was  true,  that 
some  gentlemen,  in  various  States  of  the  West,  had  held 
out  to  the  people  of  that  quarter  of  the  Union  alluring 
projects  of  the  aggrandizement  of  thetr  own  States,  by 
setting  up  a  claim  to  the  lands  within  their  limitst  and  it 
was  very  likely  that  some  of  the  people  may  have  indulg- 
ed a  dream  that  something  like  these  projects  might  one 
day  be  realised:  but  there  was  nothing  like  discontent 
with  the  great  body  of  the  people  on  the  sublet  of  the 
public  lands.  But  if  there  were  discontent,what  would  be 
the  proper  course  to  pursiie?  Wc  ought  to  examine 
calmly  into  the  causes,  to  endeavor  in  a  parental  manner 
to  investigate  the  extent  of  the  disaffection.  Should  it 
appear  to  be  well  founded,  it  would  be  our  duty  to  en- 
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desTOr  to  alleviate  it  as  far  as  posuble.  But  if  tliere  was 
no  fouodation  for  itj  if  ^ou  discovered  that  it  was  merely  \ 
one  portion  of  the  Union  denundin^  that  whicli  belong'^ 
edtotbe  whole;  if  there  was  no  just  ground  for  com- 
plaint, would  j'ou,  to  Ratify  this  murmuring  portion  of 
the  Union,  givp  to  it  that  which  was  the  property  of  alP 
Would  you  behave  like  the  weak  an<l  foolish  parent, 
who,  aeeing  one  child  crying  for  the  bauble  which  another 
possessed,  would  unjustly  4ake  it  away  from  the  pusses- 
aor,  «nd|  by  giving  it  to  the  other,  set  the  one  who  had 
been  bereaved  crying  also?  Would  you  alla^  discontent, 
if  discontent  existed  in  s  new  State,  by  raising  a  more 
formidable  and  greater  discontent  in  the  other  Slates? 
And  would  you  not  do  this,  if  you  adopted  the  partial,  nar- 
row schente  of  distribution  which  was  proposed  by  the 
substitute  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands?  Beware, 
Mr.  Prendent,  on  this,  as  on  other  great  subjects  of  con- 
tention, that  you  do  not  shtfl  the  theatre  of  diaconteiit. 

It  becomes  us  to  take  care  that  we  do  not  raise  a  storm 
full  of  menace,  not  only  ta  the  integrity  of  the  Union, 
but  to  every  great  interest  of  the  country.  He  could  not 
conceive  a  more  happy  disposition  of^the  proceeds  of 
the  public  lands,  than  that  which  was  provided  by  this 
bill.  It  was  supposed  that  6ve  yean  would  be  neither 
too  long  nor  too  snort  a  period  for  a  fair  expepunent.  In 
case  a  war  should  breftk  out,  we  may  withdraw  from  its 
peaceful  destination  a  sum  of  from  two  and  a  half  to  three 
and  a  half  millions  of  dollars  per  annum,  and  apply  it  to 
a  vigorous  prosecution  of  the  war — a"  sum  which  would 

Eay  the  interest  on  sixty  millions  of  dollars,  which  might 
e  required  to  sustain  the  war,  and  a  sum  which  is  con* 
stantly  and  pri^ressively  increasing.  It  proposes,  now 
that  QIC  GeneraT  Gorernment  has  no  use  for  the  money, 
now  tiut  the  nirplus  treasure  is  really  a  source  of  vexa- 
tiotii  embarrassment  to  us,  and  ^ives  rise  to  a  succession 
of  projects,  to  supply  for  short  time  a  fund  to  tlie  States 
which  want  our  assistance,  to  advance  to  them  that  which 
we  do  not  want,  and  which  they  will  apply  to  great 
benefioal  national  purposes;  and,  should  war  take  place, 
to  divert  it  to  the  vigorous  support  of  the  wari  and,  when 
it  ceases,  to  apply  it  again  to  its  peaceful  purposes.  And 
thus  we  may  grow,  from  time  to  time,  with  a  fund  which 
will  endure  for  centuries,  and  which  will  augment  with  the 
groifti)  of  the  nation  aiding  the  States  in  seasons  of  peace, 
and  sustaining  the  .General-Government  in  periods  of  war. 

The  bill  proposes  to  nurse  and  preserve  Ihia  fund,  to 
apply  it  when  wanted  to  the  purposn  of  the  General  Go- 
▼emmenti  and  when  its  application  is  made  to  the  States, 
wlwt  are  the  obgeets?  The  hmiorable  Senator  complains 
•bout  colonisationt  and  asks  what  interest  lUinns  lias  in 
it?  He(Ur.  C.)  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  question. 
He  supposed  every  part  of  the  Union  was  intercbtcd  in 
the  humane  object  of  colonizing  tlie  free  blacks.  He 
supposed  that  if  any  part  were  exempt  from  the  evils  of 
a  mixed  popuUtion,  it  would  still  not  be  indifferent  to  Uic 
prosperi^  of  less  favored  portions.  The  darkest  spot 
m  the,  mm  of  our  country  is  undoubtedly  the  condition 
of  the  African  race.  Ana  every  benevolent  and  patriotic 
mind  miut  hope  that  at  some  distant  dayit  will  be  effaced . 
Colonization  has  opened  the  only  practicable  scheme 
which,  by  draining  first  the  country  of  free  blacks,  and 
then,  either  by  the  authority  of  tlie  States,  or  by  individual 
cmanivpation  of  those  ilow  held  in  slavery,  holds  out  a 
hope  of  the  ultimate  deliTerance  of  our  country  from  this 
great  evil.  Suppose  that,  fifW  or  a  hundred  years  hence, 
the  country  could  be  entirely  rid  of  this  African  race) 
would  the  gentleman  from  Illinois— would  any  gentleman 
— say  that  ne  sRould  be  indifTcrent  to  such  an  auspicious 
restul?  In  his  judgment,  if  the  people  of  the  United 
States  were  ready  to  unite  heartily  i»  any  practica] 
scheme,  if  there  could  be  one  dcTited,  by  which  this 
country  could  be  delivered  from  all  portions  of  the  African 
race  amongst  .ua,  both  btt  and  bondf  it  would  be  the 


happiest  of  all  events  for  the  Union.  But  why  did  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  restrict  his  view  to  this  single  point? 
The  bill  did  not  confine  the  States  to  colonization.  What 
was  the  bill?  It  presented  three  gf^i  objects  for  the 
consideration  of  tlie  States,  out  of  which  they  were  at 
liberty  freely  to  select.  It' proposed  colonization,  educa- 
tion, and  internal  improvement,  in  the  reimbursement  of 
such  debts  as  may  have  been  incurred  for  internal  im- 
provements  in  the  States.  The  gentleman  objects  to  this 
latter  cUuse.  But,  Mr.  C.  would  ask,  why  those  States 
which  have  gone  ahead  in  the  cause  of  internal  improve- 
ment, Pennsylvania,  New  Vork,  and  Ohio,  should  not  be 
allowed  to  rid  themselves  of  the  debts  which  they  may 
have  contracted?  if  they  had  outetripped  the  other 
States,  why  should  they  be  required  to  remain  under 
burdensome  debts,  and  engage  in  new  objects,  perhaps 
not  wanted. 

With  regard  to  education  and  internal  improvemeiit, 
these  are  objects  in  which  all  parts  of  the  Union  are  in- 
terested.  Education,  and  internal  improvement  in  any 
part  of  the  Union  are  objects  which  affect,  more  or  less, 
the  interests  of  all  other  parts  of  the  Union.  There  was 
a  restriction  upon  the  States.  They  were  not  lefl  without 
limitation.  The  fund  was  directed  according  to  the  views 
of  Congress,  and  the  Statea  were  not  left  unrestricted  as 
to  its  application.  They  were  required  to  apply  it  to  one 
of  thi-ee  ^reat  objects,  in  which  aH  parties  were  interest- 
ed, as  objects  of  national  importance. 

Thus  it  had  been  shown  that,  according  to  the  plan  of 
the  bill,  the'fund  was  to  be  applied,  in  times  of  peace,  for 
tlie  benefit  of  the  States  which  may  stand  in  instant  need 
of  the  means  which  thi  General  Government  does  not 
wan^  for  the  improvement  of  their  moral  and  phynesl 
condition;  and  in  war,  the  fiind  was  to  be  resumed,  and 
applied  to  the  general  objects  of  the  war.  "nius,  it  was 
to  be  appliod,  in  peace  or  war,  and,  according  to  the  pro- 
vision in  the  various  acta  of  cession,  the  great  object  of 
the  common  benefit  of  all  the  States  would  be  kept  in 
view.  This  ample  resource  would  be  preserved  for  sdl 
the  vicissitudes  to  which  thu  nation  may  be  exposed;  aiul 
we  should  be  enabled,  if  free  from  war  for  twentar  or 
thir^  ^eara,  to  acomplish  most  of  the  great  objects  of  in- 
ternal improvement,  m  the -completion  of  which  the  coun- 
try feels  an  interest,  should  the  States  determine  so  to 
apply  it. 

But  there  was  another  and  the  greatest  object  of  all 
connected  with  the  passage  of  this  bill,  to  which,  in  eon- 
clusion  of  this  part  of  the  subject,  he  was  desirous  to  re- 
fer. He  alhided  to  the  effect  of  this  measure  on  the  du- 
rability of  our  Union.  He  hoped  he  should  not  be  mis- 
taken when  he  made  the  suggestion,  that,  above  all  for- 
mer periods  in  this  country,  this  was  the  moment  when 
it  was  most  imperative  upon  every  American  statesman  to 
bend  all  the  efforts  of  his  mind  to  the  infusion  of  new 
vigor  into  the  Union.  It  was  a  melancholy  fact,  that  in 
all  parts  of  the  country  the  sentiment  of  uiuon  appeared 
to  have  been  greatly  weakened.  It  waa  a  melijtebdly 
&ct  that  there  waa  every  where  springing  up,  daily  and 
hourly,  an  apprehenuon  of  insecurity,  a  foar  that  our  re- 
public cannot  last,  that  it  is  destined  to  premature  dis- 
solution. He  did  not  apeak  of  one  part  of  the  Union, 
but  of  all  parts.  This  was  a  policy  which  unhappily  pre- 
vailed. Wbatevercoursecoularestoreconfidenee,produce 
harmony,  create  a  new  attadiment  to  the  Union  in  all  its 
parts,  and  which  coidd  prevent  the  greatest  calamity  that 
could  befal  this  people,  ought  to  receive  the  favonMe 
attention  of  the  Legislature.,  He  would  ask  if  there  was 
any  project  conceivable  by  man  which  was  better  calcu- 
li^a  to  strengthen  the  Union  than  the  bill  which  was 
now  OQ  the  table?  What  was  it?  It  proposed  that  a 
sum  amounting  to  about  three  millions  fif  dollars,  and 
annually  increauiw',  which,  twen^  yean  henoe  may  be 
NX  miiloiH,  and  raity  years  hence  tvdre  ndlliooi,  the 
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■ource  from  which  the  fund  is  drawn  being  speciRcAlly 
ceded  or  acquired  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  Union, 
ihallbe  annually  and  parentally  distribated  by  this.Goveni- 
ment  through  uie  whole  conrederacy,  amongst  all  parts 
of  it,  for  the  purpose  of  imprbving  the  moral  and  physical 
condTtion  of  the  whole.   Let  this  project  go  into  opera- 
tion: let  all  the  States  be  satisBed  that  it  will  latt  as  long 
as  the  fund  from  which  it  is  to  be  distributed,  as  long  as 
the  almost  exhaustless  public  doroMn  shall  continue  and 
we  shall  cement  this  Union  by  the  strongest  of  ties  for 
fire  hundred  years  to  come.   What  State  will  then  be 
disposed  to  gO  out  of  the  confederacy,  and  sacrifice  the 
great  advantages  administered  by  this  Government  ?  What 
State  in  the  pnion  will  be  disposed  to  give  up  the  advan- 
tage  of  this  annual  dividend,  with  all  the  rich  fruits  which 
are  to  result  from  the  improved  moral  and  physical  con- 
dition of  Its  people,  and  go  forth  in  its  forlorn,  weak,  and 
destitute  condition,  an  outcast  without  hope,  the  scorn  of 
its  neiglibor^  an  object  of  contempt  with  foreign  powers. 
Aid  exposed  to  the  insults  of  the  meanest  of  them,  and 
even  to  the  aggressions  of  lawless  pirates?   Pass  tliis  bill, 
and  satisfy  the  States  of  this  confederacy  that  this  fund, 
which  is  constantly  increasing,  is  to  be  applied  forever, 
in  time  of  peace,  to  them,  for  the  great  objects  which  are 
specified,  and,  in  time  of  war,  to  free  ihem  from  that 
taxation  which  would  be  incident  to  a  sta^e  <^  wai^itiy 
life  (said  Mr.  C.)  on  the  sufficiency  of  the  security 
wtuch  this  would  present  for  the  cont'miance  of  the  Union. 
No  section,  no  State,  will  -be  found  so  lost  to  its  own  in- 
terest, as  to  be  induced  to  cut  itself  loose,  and  to  aban- 
don its  participation  forever  in  this  rich  and  growing  re- 
source. 

One  or  two  words  on  the  question  immediately  before 
the  Senate^and  he -would  conclude.  Tliat  question  was 
to  substitute  a  new  proposition,  by  adopting  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Committee  on  the  Publ:e  lAnds, 
in  lieu  of  the  other  bill.  And  what  was  this  new  project? 
It  was  at  one  stroke  to  cut  down  tliree-fiFths  of  the  reve. 
nue  derived  from  the  public  lands.  The  minimum  price 
of  these  lands  is  now  $1  25  per  acre,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  reduce  It  to  fifty  cents  per  acre,  on  all  the  lantU  which 
remain  unsold  at  public  auction.  It  thus  proposes,  by  a 
single  provision,  to  take  three-fifths  from  this  fund;  and 
what  does  it  propose  to  do  afterwards? 

[Here  Hr.  C.  read  a  clause  from  the  bill  of  the  com- 
mittee .] 

Now  this  was  not  a  project  Tor  the  poor.  .No  such 
thing.  Any  man,  without  any  regard  to  the  amount  of 
his  wealth,  or  his  condition,  may  settle  down  on  tlie  lands, 
and  acquire  a  right  to  them  by  five  yearit'  cultivation;  but 
he  has  to  settle  upon  the  laixls-  By  the  proclamation 
issued  hy  the  King  of  Great  Britain  in  the  year  1763,  and 
afterwards  by  the  Koynl  Colonial  Governments,  and  by  ac- 
reral  of  the  States  which  subsequently  became  indepen- 
dent, this  condition  of  cultivation  has  been  required  to 
perfect  the  title  to  waste  land;  and  yet,  invariably,  as  far 
as  his  knowledge  went,  this  provision  had  been  dispensed 
with,  ^or  been  considered  a  mere  nullity.  There  were 
Tarioas  kinds  of  settlement  formerly  required  hy  Vir- 
ginia. 

[Here  Ur.  C.  specified  the  various  comlitions,  but  was 
not  distinctly  heard.] 

She  required  that  ihc  individual  slionld  settle  on  the 
hnd.  Now,  what  did  they  do?  They  went  cn  the  lands, 
and  put  up  a  small  cabin,  snmewhut  resembling  those 
which  are  set  up  in  Kentucky  as  traps  to  catch  wdd  tur- 
keys, and  this  wai  considered  an  improvement!  Well, 
with  regard  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil;  sometimes  they 
turned  up  the  earth  and  planted  a  few  hills  of  corn;  and 
this  was  considered  cuUivatlon.  The  settlers  gained  their 
object,  and  there  was  no  attempt  to  exact  a  too  rlg^d 
observance  of  the  conditions.  No  one  sat  down  upon 
his  property  with  a  view  to  make  it  his  permanent  resi- 


dence. Now,  at  this  moment,  old  James  Masterton,  who 
lives  near  Lexington,  and  is  eif^t^  years  old,  excepted, 
he  did  not  recollect  a  single  individual,  or  thie  deacend- 
fnls  of  any  individual,  wlio  had  renuuned  on  the  lands 
which  they  had  originally  settled.  The  settlers  acquired 
their^nds,  made  their  entries,  and  then  disposed  of  them 
for  bear  skins,  rifles,  or  any  other  niarketabie  commodity. 

With  regard  to  the  settlement  and  the  cultivation  of  ' 
the  b(h1,  in  the  project  of  tlie  committee,  there  is  no  spe- 
cifieatjop  of  any  improvement  required;  there  is  no  con- 
dition for  the  cultivation  of  any  specific  quanti^,  nor  in 
any  defined  mode.  What  does  the  amenament  propose? 
It  allows  any  man,  whether  rich  or  poor,  to  acquire  tiie 
right  of  settling  the  land,  by  paying  fifty  cents  an  acre. 
Here  is  a  man  who  will  send  one  son,  or  substitute,  to  set 
up  a  cabin  and  cultivate  half  an  acre  on  one  side  of  his 
farm;  another,  who  may  set  out  bis  potatoes,  or  plant  some 
corn,  and  raise  a  few  pumpkins  on  the  other  nde,  and  so 
on,  to  acquire  their  patents;  and  they  willaflerwuds  find 
their  way  into  the  market,  and  be  sold  as  cheap  as  mili- 
tary patentshave  been  sold  at  ^he  brokers'  on  Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 

How  many  of  the  soldiers,  during  the  late  war,  are  now 
to  be  found  residing  on  their  lands'  All  their  patents  were 
disposed  of  for  a  mere  song,  and  go  into  the  bands  of 
specuUtorsin  our  great  cities.  He  had  beard  of  a  angle 
individual  in  New  York,  liolding  at  this  moment  a  princi- 
pality in  Illinois,  and  who  is  retarding  the  settlement  of 
that  part  of  the  country  by  holding  up  the  lands  at  an  ex- 
travagant price.  Land  is  not  the  only  want  of  man;  he 
must  have  money  to  meet  hla  necessities,  and  gratify  his 
pleasures;  and  many  have  less  inclination  to  the  occupa- 
tions of  agriculture  than  to  other  pursuits.  He  regretted 
that  every  man  did  not  appreciate  farming  as  he  did.  But 
it  is  impossible  to  cliange  the  characters  of  men.  Many 
who  are  eager  for  land  dewre  it  not  for  the  purpose  of 
cultivation,  but  will  part  with  it  as  soon  as  they  have  nomi- 
nally comnlled  with  Uie  conditions  which  the  laws  pre- 
scribe, lie  objected  to  the  amendment,  because  its  bene- 
fils  were  not  confined  to  the  poor  settlers,  and  on  account 
of  its  inequality.  What  chance  would  the  people  of 
Yirjpnia,  Kentucky,  New  York,  or  Penn^lvania,  stand 
with  the  people  of  Illinois,  who  were  well  acqti»inted  with 
the  vacant  land  around  them? 

We  had  been  told  by  the  President,  ns  well  as  by  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  that  population  is  more  important 
to  the  country  than  land;  and  the  sentiment  is  undoubtedly 
true.  It  should  be  recoHected,  however,  that  the  mere 
transfer  of  population  from  one  section  of  the  country, 
or  from  one  part  of  a  State  to  anotlier,  adds  nothing  to 
the  sum  total.  If  it  be  so  important  to  augment  and  not 
to  shift  the  population  of  the  United  States,  the  privilege 
of  settlement  ahouUl  be  helA  but  to  foreigners,  to  induce 
them  to  come  here  and  increase  our  numbers.  When 
Georgia  distributed  her  lands  by  a  lottery,  although  one 
man  might  obtain  more  lands  than  he  possessed  before,  it 
produced  no  increase  in  the  population  of  the  State.  It 
was  not  a  shifting,  but  an  increanng  population  whidi  was 
desirable.  He  wished  that  our  country  was  densely  po- 
pulated, from  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific 
ocean,  and  that  all  Vcre  endowed  with  our  principles  and 
love  of  liberty,  and  our  devotion  to  humnn  rights.  But  he 
could  not,  because  he  felt  this  sentiment,  consent  "to  be 
caught  by  a  project  which,  altogether  delusive,  whilst  its 
tendency  is  to  sacrifice  the  public  doi'  ain,  leaves  the  total 
amount  of  our  population  iaentically  the  same. 

Pass  the  amendment  of  the  committee,  and  the  lands 
will  be  swept  hy  those  who  are  on  the  spot;  but  the  po- 
pulatIo:i  will  remain  precisely  as  it  is  now.  The  scheme, 
while  it  v^)uld  destroy  the  public  domain,  would  engen- 
der speculation,  and  lead  to  numerous  frauds  and  evasions; 
and,  while  fraught  with  palpable  injustice  to  the  people 
in  all  other' parts  of  the  Union,  would  be  found  to  be  far 
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leu  conducive  to  the  prosperity  of  the  new  States  than  the 
proposed  dirtribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands. 

He  had  hot  intended,  when  he  came  into  the  Senate  to 
make  more  than  a  very  few  observationsi  and  re^tted 
that  he  had  been  induced  to  take  up  so  much  time.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Senate  wpuld  excuse  the  Ich^h 
into  which  he  iiad  been  betrayed  by  the  deep  feehng 
which  he  entertained  of  the  vast  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject which  was  now  under  consideration,  resulting  from  a 
thormurii  conviction  that  no  measure  which  does  not  em- 
brace tue  interests  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States 
of^^t  to  receire  the  favorable  consideration  of  Congress. 
He  trusted  that  the  Senate  would  reject  the  amendment, 
and  settle  forever,  on  the  basis  of  comprehensive  equily 
proposed  by  this  bill,  tliis  important  question,  which,  if 
not  speedily  and  permanently  settled,  was  more  likely  to 
produce  dissension  throughout  the  country  than  any  other 
subject  which  at  this  time  pressed  itself  upon  the  conside-. 
ration  of  Congress. 

In  conclusion,  he  should  only  invoke  Uie  Senate  to  ex- 
tend to  his  bill  the  same  favor  which  it  had  received  at 
the  Ust  se^ion. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

^      TcSBDiT,  Jaxuabt  8. 
The  sittings  to-day  was  occupied  principally  in  acting 
on  sundry  appropriation  bills,  and  on  executive  business. 

'WiaitxsiiAT,  Jabtabt  9. 
After  disposing  of  various  private  bills,  the  Senate  re- 
turned the  subject  of  the 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 
Mr.  BIBB  addressed  the  Senate  about  an  hour  and  a 
half  on  the  subject,  when  he  yielded  to  a  motion  for  ad- 
journment. 

Tbvbsdat,  Jamtfabt  10. 

DOCUMENTS  IN  THE  STATE  DEPARTMENT. 

The  following  resolution  offered  yesterday,  by  Mr. 
FORSTTH,  was  taken  up: 

Raohedt  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instnicted 
to  provide,  by  appropriation,  for  tlie  employment  of 
temporary  clerks  m  the  Department  of  State,  to  furnisli, 
durinethe  continuance  ofthe  commission  under  the  treaty 
of  indemnity  with  France,  suthenticated  copies  of  such 
of  the  documents  and  vouchers  deposited  in  that  depart- 
ment, according  to  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty  ef  1819, 
with  Spiun,  as  may  be  required  by  individuals,  or  by  the 
f»omminion  for  the  elucidation  of  claims  under'  the  said 
treaty  with  France. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  briefly  explained  that  this  subject  had 
been  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  by  a 
resolution  which  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maine 
(Mr.  HoLHKB.)  The  committee  had  considered  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  a  conversation  with  the  head  of  the  State 
Department,  he  had  received  the  assurance  from  the  Se- 
cr^ary,  that  the  department  had  every  disposition  to  ren- 
der such  facilities  to  the  individuals  interested,  as  would 
be  within  its  sphere  of  duty  and  its  means;  but  th.it  it  had 
not  the  power  to  permit  the  original  documents  to  be 
taken  from  the  department,  or  the  dispensable  labor 
which  would  be  necessary  to  make  the  requisite  copies. 
The  committee,  on  conuderation,  had  deemed  that  they 
€»>uld  not,  consistently  with  Ute  contract  made  with  Spain, 
authorize  the  removal  of  the  documents.  Thev  there- 
fore directed  their  attention  to  the  best  mode  of  obtaining 
authendcated  copies,  which  would  be  sufficient  for  Uie 
purposes  of  the  claimants.  The  clerks  in  the  department 
were  too  fully  occupied  to  permit  their  labor  to  be  trans- 
ferred lo  this  object;  and  it  was  deemed  unjust  to  throw 
on  the  claimants  themselves  the  expense  of  making  or 


obtMning  copies  of  their  own  papers.  It  was  therefore 
considered  ngbt  to  cause  the  expense  of  making  uithenti* 
eated  copies  to  be  paid  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  HOLMES  expreased  regret  that  the  committee 
had  come  to  this  conclusion,  and  that  thef  could  not 
reconcile  it  to  their  sense  of  duty  to  intrust  these 
papers  into  thp  hands  of  a  commissioner.  He  would  in- 
quire of  the  chairman '  of  the  committee  whether  any 
trouble  had  been  taken  to  ascertain  if  authenticated  co- 
pies of  the  documents  could  be  rec«ved  aa  evidence  by 
the  commissioners  under  the  Fren<^  treaty,  while  the 
originals  were  in  existence  ^  He  thought  it  doubtful  whe- 
ther such  copies  would  be  received  as  sufficient,  while 
the  originals  were  to  be  had.  He  believed  that  such  also 
was  the  opinron  of  the  clerk  of  this  commission,  with 
whom  he  had  had  some  conversation  on  the  subject.  He 
wished  to  know  if  there  had  been  a  discusrion  w  this  point 
in  the  committee^ 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  this  point  had  not  been 
discussed.  It  had,  he  presumed,  been  taken  for  granted 
that  authenticated  copies  of  the  documents^  made  under 
the  authority  of  an  act  of  CongresB,  would  be  taken  as 
sufficient  evidence  before  any  tribunal.  The  removal  of 
the  documents  from  the  State  Department  could  not  take 
place  without  a  violation  of  the  existing  treaty  with  Spain; 
and  if  they  were  removed,  whenever  a  new  treaty  waa 
made,  they  might  he  found  travelling  tliroughout  the 
country,  fi-om  hand  to  hahd,  and  might,  not  without  diffi- 
culty, be  replaced  in  the  department. 
The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to.  ' 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

.The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  special  order  of  the 
day,  being  the  bill  to  appropriate  for  a  limited  time  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  &c. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands — 

Hr.  BIBB  resumed  the  remarks  which  he  commenced 
yesterday,  and  concluded  them. 

The  question  was  then  about  to  be  taken,  when 
Mr.  KANE  suggested  that  a  gentleman  who  wished  to 
address  the  Senate  was  now  absent,  and  he  would,  to 
give  him  an  opportunity  to  be  present,  move  to  lay  the 
bill  on  the  table  for  ttie  present. 

The.  motion  was  subsequently  withdrawn,  and,  after 
some  conversation,  a  motion,  submitted  by  Hr.  BIBB,  to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  and  amnid-' 
meiit,  and  to  make  it  the  special  order  for  to*momv, 
was  agreed  to. 

'  Af^er  executive  business — adjourned. 

FaiDAT,  JurVABT  11. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  MILLER  presented  certain  resolutions  of  the  ht- 
gislature  of  South  Carolina,  in  reply  to  the  proclamation 
of  the  President,  viz; 

Baolved,  That  the  power  vested  by  the  constitution 
and  laws  in  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  isnie 
his  proclamation  does  not  authorize  him  In  that  mode  to 
interfere,  whenever  he  may  think  fit,  in  the  affairs  of  the 
respective  States,  or  that  he  should  use  it  u  a  means  of 
promulgating  Executive  exposition  of  the  constitution, 
with  the  sanction  of  force;  thus  superseding  the  action  of 
the  other  departments  of  the  General  Government 

Saokxdi  That  it  is  not  competent  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  order,  by  proclamationt  the  consti* 
tuted  authorities  of  a  State  to  repeal  their  legislation; 
and  that  the  late  attempt  of  the  Prendent  to  do  so  is  un- 
constitutional, and  manifests  a  dispontion  to  arrogate  and 
exercise  a  power  utterly  destructive  of  liberty. 

Betohed,  I'hat  the  opinions  of  the  President  in  regard 
to  the  rights  of  the  States  are  erroneous  and  dangerous. 
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Unding  not  only  to  the  estiiblishment  of  k  CDnsolida.ted 
Government  in  the  atead  of  our  free  confederacy,  but  the 
concentratjon  of  all  power  in  the  chief  Executive. 

Retohedt  That  ctich  State  of  this  Union  has  the  right, 
whenever  it  may  deem  such  course  necessary  for  the 
preservAtion  of  its  liberty,  or  vital  interestj  to  secede 
peaceably  .from  the  Untont  and  Hut  there  b  no  consti- 
tutional power  in  the  General  Government,  much  less  in 
the  Executive  Department  of  that  Government*  to  retidn 
by  force  such  Stale  in  the  Union. 

Rtaohed,  That  the  primary  and  paramount  allegiance 
of  Uie  citizens  of  thU  State,  native  or  adopted,  is  of  right 
due  to  this  State. 

Resolved,  That  tlie  declnvation  of  the  Prendent  of  the 
United  States,  in  his  said  proclamation,  of  his  personal 
feelings  and  retaliations  towards  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, is  rather  an  appeal  to  the  loyalty  of  subjects  than  to 
the  patriotism  of  citizens;  and  is  a  blending  of  official 
and  individual  character  beretofore  unknown  in  our  state 
papers,  and  revolting  to  our  conceptions  of  p6litical  pro- 
priety. 

Resolved,  That  the  undisguised  indulgence  of  personal 
hostility  in  the  said  proclamatiun  would  be  unworthy  the 
animadverwons  of  mis  LegisUturei  but  for  the  solemn 
and  official  farm  of  the  instrument  which  i>  made  its  ve- 
hicle. 

Raohed,  I1iat  the  principal  doctrines  and  purposes 
contained  in  the  said  proclamation  are  inconsistent  with 
any  just  idea  of  a  limited  Government  and  subvernve  of 
the  rights  of  the  States  and  the  liberties  of  the  peoplet 
and,  if  submitted  to  in  ulencc,  would  lay  a  broad  founda- 
tion for  the  establishment  of  monarchy- 

Resolved,  That  while  this  Legislature  has  witnessed  with 
sorrow  such  a  relaxation  of  the  spirit  of  our  institutions, 
that  a  President  of  the  United  States  dares  venture  upon 
this  high-banded  measure,  it  regards  with  indignation  the 
menaces  which  are  directed  against  it,  and  uie  concen- 
tration of  a  standing  army  on  our  borders;  that  the  State 
wUI  repel  force  by  force,  and,  relying  on  the  blcani^  of 
(Jml,  will  maintain  its  liberty  at  all  hazards. 

Retokedt  That  copies  of  these  resolutions  be  sent  to 
our  M^embers  of  Congress,  to  be  lud  before  that  body. 

The  resiriutions  were  rnd  and  laid  on  the  table,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  conndemtion  of  the 
bill  to  appropriate,  fur  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  ckT  ^e 
public  lands,  Stc. 

Mr.  BUCKNGR,  who  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  assigned 
indispontion  as  a  reason  for  asking  further  indulgence, 
•nd  moved  to  postpone  the  billand  amendment  and  make 
it  the  special  order  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CLAY  objected  to  the  postponement,  as  tliere 
would  be  other  opportunities  for  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri to  be  heara  before  the  Rnal  dispoution .of  the  bill. 
If  the  gentleman  would  permit  it  to  be  engrossed,  he 
would  himself  consent  to  put  off  the  question  on  its  pas- 
until  the  gentlenian  oiould  hare  had  an  opportunity 
to  make  his  observations. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  stated  that  his  object  would  be  defeat- 
ed by  tlut  course,  ai  he  wished  to  he  heard  agunst  the 
engrossment. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  POINDEXTER  and  Mr. 
FORSYTH,  the  question  was  put  on  the  motion  to  post- 
pone, and  decided  as  follows: 

Tim. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Black,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Calhoun,  DalUs,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Hangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Smith,  ripton,  Tyler,  White,  WilUams— 24. 

Navb. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chamb6^^  CUy,  Clayton,  Dud- 
ley, Ewing,  Foot,  Freling^uysen,  Hobnes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Naudwn,  Pcnodezter,  Prentiaip  Bobbins,  Sey- 
VoL.  lX.~-6 


mour,  Silabee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Web< 

ster— 21 . 

So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  agreed  to- 


SaTTIHDAT,  JiKCART  12. 

A  bill  granting  a  township  of  land  to  each  of  the  States 
of  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  and  Alabama,  for  the  pro- 
motion of  female  education,  was  taken  up  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by  inserting 
the  State  of  ~Oluo  before  tiie  State  of  Indiana,  which  waa 

agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate^  and  the 
amendment  was  concurred  in. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table  for  the 
present,  which  was  agreed  to.—Teas  19,  nays  13. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  passed  to  the  consideration  of  the'spe. 
cial  order  of  the  day,  being  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 
Sec.  The  question  being  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  substituting-  a  bill  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  the  public  lands: 

Mr.  BUCKNER  rose  and  remarked,  that  he  was  thank- 
ful to  the  Senate  for  the  kindness  shown  him  in  having 
postponed  this  subject  on  his  account,  and,  though  he  felt 
his  health  somewhat  Improved,  vet  he  felt  both  unwil- 
ling and  unprepared,  from  bo^ly  debility,  to  engage  in, 
this  discuBuOni  nor  would  he  do  so,  was  be  not  impelled 
by  a  deep  sense  of  duty  to  his  constituents.  He  had 
waited  for  others,  abler  than  himself  to  do  justice  to  the 
subject,  to  lead  in  the  debate.  The  subject  had  been  so 
ably  and  so  frequently  debated  heretofore,  that  he  ap- 
prehended Senators  had  generally  formed  their  opinions 
upon  it.  He  was  not  so  vain  as  to  believe  he  could  shed 
much  new  light  on  the  question,  whereby  to  convince  any 
one,  or  to  change  the  opinion  of  any  one  already  formed. 
He  would,  therefore,  endeavor  to'  av<»d  fiitiguing  the 
Senate,  by  travelling  over  the  ground  heretofore  occu- 
pied by  those  who  had  preceded  him.  He  did  not  speak 
for  the  paltry  purpose  of  being  beard  either,  or  of  nuJcing 
a  display,  hut  because  be  considered  it  a  question  of  great 
interest  to  his  imme&tecotntituents^  to  all  the  new  States, 
and  the  whole  American  people:  and  he  knew  his  consti- 
tuents to  be  alire  to  tMs  interest.  His  obiect  was  futhftd- 
ly  to  represent  them,  and  to  convince  OBe  whole  Ameri- 
can people  tha^  thouf^  we  ma^  fail  in  our  wishes,  yet 
that  we  are  not  ignorant  of  our  rtgbta,  and  that  the  fiear  of 
failure  shall  not  dismay  us  ftom  the  attempt  to  awert  and 
maintain  them,  and  to  assure  those  who  oppose  us  that 
we  shall  continue  to  press  them  until  justice  be  done  us. 
He  considered  the  bill,  as  reported  by  the  ComnUttee  on 
Manufactures,  which  is  the  bill  now  introduced  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  to  contun  principles  not  only 
hostile  to  the  interest «  the  new  States,  but  deleterious 
to  the  welfare  ud  proqwiity  (tf  the  whole  nation.  He 
proposed, 

1.  To  coniider  the  bill. 

3.  To  review  some  of  the  arguments  urged  in  support 
of  it. 

S.  To  consider  the  propoeed  amendment. 

4.  To  notice  the  u|;ument  of  the  Senator  fVom  Ken- 
tucky (Mr.  Cut)  against  the  amendment,  and  abo  Us 
argument  in  support  of  the  bill. 

I  am  opposed  (sMd  Mr.  B.)  to  the  bill,  beoauae  1  con- 
sider it  unequal,  unjust,  and  unconstitutional;  unequal, 
and  consequently  unjust,  because  the  sums  of  money 
heretofore  appropriated  and  applied  to  the  use  of  the 
old  SUtes  are  much  greater  than  those  sums  applied 
to  the  use  of  the  new  SUtes.  See,  sir,  what  has 
been  appropriated  fcH-  the  erection  of  light-faousea, 
breakwater  nDprovementi  of  the  ports  and  harbor%  for 
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fortiticalions,  for  the  bene^t  of  those  old  Stateg,  and  like- 
wise for  the  internal  iraprovement  of  those  same  States, 
Then  see,  «r,  what  sums,  I  may  say  from  the  date  of  this 
Goremment,  hi^ve*  from  tioM  to  time,  not  only  been  laid 
out  and  expended  for  the  benefit  of  the  old  States,  but 
«ee  how  the  citizens  of  diose  States  have  been  benefited 
by  circulating  those  vast  sums  amongf  them.  Now,  aUo, 
look  to  the  ^reat  sums  that  are  paid  tu  tlie  people  of  those 
States  as  oflicers  of  the  Genera)  Government;  not  less 
tlun  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  yearly  arc  paid  from 
the  treasuty  in  this  way  to  the  State  of  New  York,  and 
seven^  thousand  to  the  State  of  Maine,  and  all  the  other 
old  States  in  fike  proportion.  Now,  see  how  much  has 
been  psad  in  this  way  to  the  new  States — how  much  has 
been  paid  to  Missouri.  1  invite  eentlemen  just  to  turn 
over  their  docuraentji,  i^nd  they  wUl  see  all  (his.  Before 
tills  distribution  is  made,  this  thing  ought  to  be  equalized; 
if  it  is  a  matter  of  contract,  if  we  consider  this  as  a  settle- 
ment of  partnership  account,  (and,  indeed, 'so  it  has  been 
treated  by  its  fnends,)  the  account  ouelit  to  be  fairly 
stated  from  the  commencement  of  the  nrm,  llien  we 
ought  to  go  back  to  the  date  of  the  Government,  and  see 
what  was  put  in  stock,  who  has  drawn  out,  and  then  make 
fi,  fairdiviacnd  of  the  stock -on  band.  Tills  bill  docs  not  do 
this,  but,  without  any  just  rule,  arbitrarily  snys,  eitch  shall 
have  so  much.  This  bill  makes  no  allowance  for  the  fu- 
ture increase  of  the  population  of  the  new  States;  this  it 
should  do.  Our  population  is  increasing  every  day,  whilst 
tbkt  of  the  old  States  is  stationary.  Uur  territory  is  much 
greater  than  that  of  the  old  States;  and  in  this  the  provi- 
luon  of  the  bill  bears  no  jitat  proportion.  It  is  the  (crri* 
tory,  it  is  the  face  of  the  country,  that  we  uuglit  to  im- 
prove; and  where  there  is  greatest  need  for  improvement, 
there  ought  the  greatest  sums  to  be  applied,  itul  this  is 
not  the  case  under  this  bill.  Little  Delaware  gets  within 
one  share  of  the  same  amount  tliat  Missouri  gets,  when 
many  of  the  counties  in  Xisiiouri  are  larger  than  all  Dela- 
ware, and  need  as  much  improvement;  and  every  other 
State,  though  most  of  tliem  are  much  smaller  in  district, 
gets  as  much  and  more  tlian  Missouri,  under  the  provi- 
■ions  of  this  biU.  It  is  clear,  from  ,thb  view  of  the  sub- 
ject* that  there  is  no  system  of  equality  and  justice  in  the 
Dill.  This  bill  contemplates  the  establishment  of  a  great 
^-stem  of  interna]  improvements,  to  be  carried  on  by  tlie 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands;  and  the  new  States  furnish 
the  whole  sum,  (the  lands  being  in  those  States.)  And 
yet  those  who  have  tlie  most  land,  and  will  contribute 
most  to  this  great  sclieme,  will  get  less.  The  people  of 
the  new  States  will  never  be  content  with  this;  for,  talk 
as  you  may,  you  never  can  make  them  believe  they  have 
no  su^^erior  claim,  much  less  will  you  make  them  believe 
they  have  less  claim  than  the  old  States,  as  this  bill  clearly 
asserts.  Apart  from  all  other  considerations,  the  location 
of  these  lands  amongst  us  (protected  as  tliey  are  by  the 
diiferent  acta  of  Congress  forced  upon  the  new  States) 
embatnuses  these  States,  and  operates  greatly  to  their  dts- 
advanta^t  and  besides^  the  eonstutt  improvement  of  the 
country  in  which  they  lie,  by  the  citizens  of  these  States, 
enhances  the  value  of  the  public  domain  thus  proposed  to 
be  parcelled  out  by  the  bill.  And  are  we  to  have  nothing 
in  conuderation  of  all  this?  But  the  Senator  sa}'s,  we  get 
seventeen  and  one-half  percent,  more  than  the  old  States. 
Was  there  ever  a  greater  delusion  (to  use  no  stronger 
word)  than  this?  Sir,  let  ua  examine  ttiis  bounty,  and 
its  virtue  fades  befbre  the  power  of  truth  and  justice. 

Now,  inr,five  per  cent,  which  is  part  of  this  seventeen 
and  onfrhatf,  is  actually  the  right  of  the  new  States  now, 
under  former  compacts  palmed,  I  will  say,  on  us,  when 
we  were  minors,  before  we  were  allowed  to  come  into 
the  Union;  although,  by  treatj^  and  compact,  we  had  a 
right  to  come  in  without  conditiona.  Ana  wliat  were  the 
conditions  extorted  from  us?  Sir,  we  were  compelled  to- 
Mirrendcr  tlie  right  to  tax  the  lands  of  the  United  States) 
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and,  not  content  with  this,  we  were  still  compelled  to  fAW- 
render  the  right  of  the  State  to  tax  the  land  sold  to  indi- 
viduals for  five  years  after  the  sale;  and  we  were  required 
never  to  assert  the  right  of  the  States  to  the  lands  within 
their  limits.  It  required  that  those  new  States  should 
never  interfere  with  the  primary  right  of  these  United 
States  to  dispose  of  the  soil.  Tlius,  yon  st'c,  we  paid  dear 
enon^li  for  the  five  per  cent.  But,  sir,  we  get,  say  llie 
friends  to  this  bill,  an  additional  advantage  of  twelve  and 
a  half  per  cent.  Now,  sir,  look  at  the  provisions  of  the 
bill,  aiul  the  fiivor  it  confers  on  other  SUtea,  and  the  losses 
and  inconveniences  the  new  States  siutain;  and  this  great 
boon  sinks  into  contempt— its  inequality  and  injustice  are 
manifest. 

This  bill  contains  another  principle  which  is  excessively 
odious  to  me.  It  asserts  the  doctrine  that  the  General 
Government  have  a  right,  and  ought,  to  directiind  control 
the  fiinds  of  the  StatM.  in  this  it  is  (jisvcspectful  to  the 
sovereignty  of  the  States.  If  we  grant  this,  let  the  States 
dispose  of  tbcm  to  their  minds,  and  let  not  (:on^ress  die- 
tate  to  them;  it  corrupts  and  demoralizes  the  habits  of  the 
people,  by  tempting  them  to  idleness,  and  begetting  the 
habit  of  looking  to  the  treastiry  for  money,  and  the  m^ans 
of  living — creating  the  habit,  on  the  part  of  candidates 
fur  seats  in  the  Legislatures  and  Congress,  of  making  vain, 
corrupt,  and  improper  moneyed  promises  to  the  people; 
thus  destroying  the  freedom  and  purity  of  elections,  and 
substituting  a  liope  of  pecuniary  rewara  for  correct  prin- 
ciple and  patriotism;  thus  polluting  the  pure  streams  of 
legislation,  by  producing  a  scramblr,  first,  here  for  the 
money,  and  llien  in  the  State  Legislature  for  its  appropria- 
tion. Kvery  neighborhood  will  want  it,  and  that  which 
can  give  the  most  votes  to  a  candidate  will  get  it:  thus  the 
strongest  neighborhcod,  and  not  the  most  destitute  and 
needy,  will  get  the  appropriation  of  the  money;  and  not 
the  poor  but  tlie  rich  will  be  aided  by  this  fund,  for  all 
objects  of  schools  and  internal  improvements;  this  must 
inevitably  be  the  case;  and  the  most  influential  leaders  of 
religious  societies  will  get  the  colonial  amount.  But,  Mr. 
President,  any  or  alt  otthis  amount  can  he  applied  to  any 
o^  all  of  the  three  objects  specified.  Does  not  every  one 
see  tliat  these  three  interests  will  eternally  be  warring 
with  each  other  for  the  wliole  amount?  The  fanatics  will 
want  all  for  the  colony  of  Liberia;  the  friends  to  internal 
improvement  will  want  it  all  applied  to  objects  of  internal 
improvement,  whilst  others  will  say,  let  us  have  schools; 
and  thus  you  will  see,  in  all  sections,  a  bitter  war  between 
them  for  the  money.  Can  it  be  good  pq|icy  toereatesuch 
a  so.urce  of  strife  in  society,  which  must  pervade  all  neigh- 
.  borhoods,  and  destroy  all  social  harmony^  Sir,  the  bill 
is  delusive — is  well  calculated  to  defieive  and  to  captivate  ' 
the  people.  Whilst  it  presents  tbo  cup  of  hope,  yet 
within  is  contained  the  gilded  pill  of  bitterness  and  death: 
it  is  deceptive,  and  otTei's  favor  and  benefits  that  are  not 
real,  whilst  it  professes  to  bestow  moneyed  favors  on.  the 
people.  Yet,  the  truth,  is,  that  the  people  arc  actually 
paying  a  tax  to  make  the  sum  thus  pretended  to  be  be- 
stowed. I  xm  opposed  to  this  mode  of  legislating;  we 
ought  not  to  do  an  act  which  may  mislead  and  deceive  the 
people;  all  our  acts  ^ould  be  open,  so  that  the  people, 
who  have  a  right  to  review  our  work,  may  sec  and  under- 
stand what  we  have  done. 

Sir,  tliere  is  another  principle  in  the  bill  very  mis. 
chievouB  in  its  consequences,  which  is  this:  it  is  well  cal- 
culated to  disturb  the  quiet  and  peaceable  enjoyment  of 
a  certain  description  of  property  in  the  slave-holding:  States. 
Does  not  ever}  one  in  those  States  know,  that  the  more 
those  unfortunate  beings  are  tantalized  with  a  hope  of 
emancipation,  the  more  ungovernable  they  are,  and,  con- 
sequently, the  more  wretched  they  arc?  If  we  then  fur- 
nisK  the  means,  do  we  not  invite  the  intermeddling  b^ 
fanatics  witli  those  people'  and  will  this  not  be  an  evil 
greatly  to  he  dreaded?  vid  wherever  there  are  many  ftee 
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blftcka,  there  itlwsys  the  slave  is  less  mana^able,  and 
his  condition  will  be  imbittered  by  harsher  treatment. 

Is  not  a  free  black  population  the  worst  of  all  others 
in  our  country?  Suppose,  then,  you  by  this  bill  furnish  the 
means;  will  not  many  be  purchased  and  emancipated^  and 
after  they  are,  who  has  the  power  to  say  they  shall  out 
of  the  cuintry?  If  they  choose  to  stay  among  us,  how 
can  we  get  rid  of  them*  Look,  sir,  only  at  what  we  see 
every  day  in  this  city  for  a  proof  of  what  I  say.  Sir,  this 
bill  is  unconntitulional,  because  in  no  part  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  is  the  power  expressly  given  or 
impliedly  given  to  Congress  to  use  the  revenue  of  the 
nation  for  the  Bnppoi-t  of  an  African  colony,  or  for  the 
benefit  of  any  foreign  fiMer,  or  for  any  other  purpose 
than  the  general  welFare  of  the  American  people. 

Sir,  what  will  your  constituen's  and  mine  say,  when 
they  come  to  understand  that  they  are  paying  a  heavy 
tax  to  support  a  parcel  of  free  negroes  and  adventurous 
clcrgj-men  in  Liberia'  If  we  arc  exonerated  from  the 
payment  of  a  tax  here  at  home  within  our  own  limits  for 
the  support  of  a  church,  why  shall  ve  be  compelled  to 
do  it  without  our  own  limits?  (at*  Liberia,  in  Africa.)  Is 
thit  the  liberty  of  conscience  secured  to  the  people  under 
the  constitution  of  these  United  States?  Where,  I  repeat, 
ii  the  power  to  be  found-within  that  instrument,  sanctified 
and  consecrated  to  liberty  by  the  blood  and  sufferings  of 
our  illustrious  ancestors?  Shall  we  so  soon  disresnrd  the 
obligations  ofthe  constitution,  ami  view  with  indifference 
the  nigh  value  of  that  rich  inheritance,  when  we,  and  we 
alone,  can  boast  of  having  descended  from  those  mighty 
men  whom  God  ha<l  chosen  as  bis  peculiar  instruments, 
with  whom  to  demonstrate  his  power,  before  the  chililren 
of  men'  Sir,  it  was  a  peculiar  demonstration  of  power 
and  goodness,  such  aa  age  or  country  never  witnessed 
before.  I  am  aware,  sir,  that  it  will  be  said  I  mistake  tlie 
object  of  the  colony;  th&t  it  is  not  to  establish  a  church 
there,  but  only  to  anord  an  ainrhim  to  those  unhappy  peo- 
ple (the  free  blacki.)  I  understand  all  that,  nr,  and  1 
also  understand  what  description  of  people  arc  'engaged 
in  this  project;  and  I  ask  whether  there  is  not  a  strict  re- 
ligious discipline  kept  up  there,  and  whether  the  liberty 
of  conscience  is  enjoyed  there?  Sir,  I  will  not  dwell  upon 
this  part  of  the  subject.  1  am  not  opposed  to  this  colony; 
I  am  only  unwillinr  to  see  an  nneonstitutiansl  appropri- 
ation of  money  for  its  benefit;  and  1  would  have  tins  same 
objection  to  any  other  object,  if  I  thought  the  step  to  be 
unconstitutinnal .  1  know,  ur,  I  will  be  answered  with  the 
assertion  that  the  States  will  do  this:  that  it  ii  the  act  of 
the  States,  and  not  the  United  States;  but  sir,  this  is  not 
tnie;  the  principle  is  qui  faat  per  alUm  te. 

So,  if  the  United  States  order  it,  then  it  is  the  act  of  the 
United  States.  Now,  sir,  how  does  this  matter  stand?  The 
States  are  cnjmned.ia  do  this  thmg  by  on  act  of  Congress, 
and  tliey  are  furnished  with  the  funds;  the  States  are 
only  the  instruments  to  execute  the  wish  of  Congress. 
Then  it  is  not  the  act  of  the  States,  but  the  United  SUtea; 
and  if  we  lack  the  power  to  do  this  ourselves,  we  can- 
not give  it  to  the  States. 

Sir,  ve  cannot  convey  a  right  which  we  do  not  pos- 
sess. All  the  right  and  abili^  which  the  States  hav.e,  are 
derived  from  the  General  Government .  But  if  the  States 
have  this  right  already,  why  shall  we  attempt  to  ^ve 
what  tiiey  do  not  need?  If,  then,  the  right  in  the  General 
Gtivemment  is  imperfect,  the  grant  from  her  to  the  States 
of  that  imperfect  right  must  be  unavoidably  imperfect. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  sits  furthest  fh)m  me, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  said,  in  reply  to  a  call  from  my  honorable 
friend  and  neighbor,  the  Senator  froiti  Illinois,  who  sits 
nearest  on  r^t,  [Mr.  Kairs,]  that  the  power  to  make 
this  distribution  is  to  be  found  in  the  deed  of  eesinon,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Prendent.  I  know  of  no  such  flpin< 
ion  ever  expressed  by  the  President,  and,  judging  from 
the  course  that  Senator  [Mr.  Clat]  takes,  1  should  sup- 


pose the  President  bad  not  expressed  such  on  opinion. 
But,  he  says,  the  power  is  in  the  deed  of  cession :  tms  is  a 
broad  answer,  and  amounts  to  none  at  all;  he  has  fired  at 
the  whole  world,  and  missed  it  too.  Will  the  Senatw  quote 
that  part,  if  any,  of  the  deed  of  cession,  which  gives  this 
power?  con  he  put  his  finger  on  the  page  or  place  where 
I  could  find  it?  I  confess  I  never  saw  it,  often  as  I  have 
looked  for  it.  Its  inequali^  makes  it  anconatitutionsl; 
this  system  contemplates  to  continue  that  inequality  which 
now  exists  between  the  old  and  the  new  Slates,  tbougfa  it  b 
the  duty  of  Congress  to  remove  this  injustice,  and  put  all 
on  an  equal  footing,  expressly  made  so  by  the  ttfrms  of  the 
treaties  and  deeds  of  cession  under  which  these  lands  are 
held.  The  ctHistitution  declares  that  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  aiul  trestles  made  under  it^  &e.  shall  be 
the  paramount  law  of  the  land.  Then  any  law  agunst  a 
treaty  made  by  virtue  of  the  constitution  is  void  ana  uncon* 
stitutional.  In  the  land  laws  of  the  United  States,  page 
43,  we  have  this  provinon  in  the  treaty  with  the  repub- 
lic of  France,  which  ceded  Louinana  to  the  United  States: 
'*The  inhabitants  of  the  eeded  territory  shall  be  incor- 
porated into  the  Union  of  the  United  States,  and  admitted 
as  soon  as  posrible,  according  to  tlie  principles  of  the 
federal  constitution,  to  the  lull  enjoyment  of  all  the 
rights,  advxntages,  and  immunities  of  citisenB  of  the  Unit- 
ed States." 

The  words  in  this  paragraph  are  pregnant  wit^  much 
meaning  and  force.  Mark  vou,  nr,  the  iiUudntonts  of 
Louisiana  (tlie  territory  cedea  by  that  trea^,  and  the  peo- 
ple, to  whom  its  protection  extends)  were  to  be  incoi^ 
porAted  into  the  Union;  they  were  to'  be  made  on  equal 
part  of  the  body  of  the  Union  of  the  United  States,  in 
the  full  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights,  advantages,  and  im- 
miiiiities  of  citizens  of  the  United  States;  and  this  was  to 
be  done  as  soon  as  possible.  Now,  sir,  what  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  under  these  terms  of  the  treaty  ?  The 
word  possible  is  an  expression  of  great  import.  As  soon 
as  possible  these  people  were  to  be  put  into  the  full  en- 
joyment of  all  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
Had  we  under  this  treaty  any  power  to  delay  or  refiise  to 
do  this?  Have  we  any  right  to  take  any  step,  which  ne- 
cessarily produces  delay?  Is  this  a  true  interpretation  to 
the  admission  as  soon  as  possible  of  these  people  into  the 
full  enjoyment  of  all  these  rights,  on  equal  terms  with 
citizens  of  other  States,  as  guarantied  to  them  by  the 
terms  of  the  treafy?  Thev  have,  it  is  true,  been  admitted 
into  the  Union;  but  are  there  not  other  rights  which  the 
old  States  enjoy,  which  those  new  States  do  not  ?  If  there 
be  such  rights  in  the  old  States,  then  they  are  not  equal 
with  the  old  Sutes,  and  the  terms  of  the  trea^  ore  not 
yet  complied  with;  and,  I  ask,  ore  we  not  bound  to  reme- 
dy this  inequality?  If  we  are,  how  can  we  pass  tlus  Uw, 
which  disregards  this  obligation  by  postponing  die  right- 
TiA  enjoyment  of  those  equal  prrnl^es?  Sir,  there  are 
rights  which  other  States  have,  and  important  ones  too, 
i^ich  the  new  States  have  not.  All  the  old  States  have 
jurisdiction  over  all  their  citizens,  and  sll  the  proper^, 
real  and  personal,  and  tax  it  for  the  support  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  State;  but  we  in  the  new  States  have  not 
this  right,  nor  have  We  the  ri^t  fully  to  legislate  over  all 
the  property  in  the  State,  for  public  purposes;  the  public 
land  being  exempt  from  taxation,  and  fi«m  the  legislative 
action  of  the  State.  This  bill  being  calculated,  not  to  re- 
move these  embarra8sments,  but  to  continue  them  continues 
an  inequality  among  the  States,  and  is  therefore  unconsti- 
tutional. But  how,  it  will  be  asked,  are  we  to  remove 
this  inequality?  I  answer,  reduce  the  price  erf  bow  to  a 
fkir  value;  let  them  pass  into  the  hands  of  we  citiien^ 
subject  to  taxation;  and  then,  and  then  only,  will  the 
States  be  equal.  By  the  bill,  and  the  report  which  ac- 
companied this  bill  last  seswon,  it  is  admitted  that  the 
money  is  not  needed  by  the  Government  for  revenue 
purposes;  for  by  both  the  money  is  proposed  to  be  given 
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away.  Why  not  then  reduce  the  price  of  lands^  But 
DO;  rather  than  do  this,  or  reduce  the  tariff,  we  will 
squander  the  whole  proceeds  of  the  public  lands.  Sir, 
does  not  every  body  see  that  this  is  a  tariff  measure  in 
disguise?  Do  we  not  see  that  whatever  of  revenue  is 
raised  by  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  Uiat  amount  will 
be  taken  off  the  protected  articles?  Then  to  throw  away 
these  three  millioni,  rused  from  the  public  lands,  will  be 
to  add  that  amount  to  the'  protected  articles,  and  thus 
keep  up  the  tariff  and  the  lands  too;  and  an  attempt 
to  do  so  is  a  stronj^  ailment  against  the  tariff. 

I  am  not  oppmed  to  the  tariff,  nor  do  I  object  to  this 
measure  because  it  will  benefit  the  tariff;  but  I  will  not  do 
an  indirect  thing^j  I  will  not  consent  to  see  crery  interest 
in  the  country  sucked  into  tlie  vortex  of  the  tariff,  and  made 
subservient  to  it;  nor  will  I  consent  to  see  any  one  interest 
control  every  other  in  the  land.    Sir,  when  the  tariff 
comes  up,  t  will  act  on  that  as  becomes  a  member  of  ihis 
body;  I  will  then  vote  as  my  judgment  cUrects^  and  stand 
openly  beibre  my  constituents,  and  the  whole  American 
people,  subject  to  that  great  accountability  wluch  I  owe 
them.    As  we  have  an  excesa  of  revenue,  why  not  reduce 
the  amount  gathered  off  the  people  ?    Perhaps  it  would  be 
sufficients  to  reduce  the  pnce  of  the  lantb;  if  not,  then 
take  part  off  the  tariff.    I  submit  it  to  the  friends  of  the 
tariff,  whether  it  be  prudent  and  wise  tq  stir  tip  every 
other  interest  agMnst  the  tariff;  will  thev  not,  by  such  a 
movement,  unite  a  force  which  wilt  put  down  the  whole 
fevstem?   Gentlemen  ouglit  to  beware  how  they  rouse  the 
slumbering  lion.    I  know  this  reduction  of  the  public 
lands  IS  thought  to  operate  a^inst  tlie  interest  of  the 
manufacturers;  but  the  tariff,  it  is  said,  operates  against 
the  Southern  States,  and  the  present  price  of  public  huids 
against  the  new  States.    Now,  will  it  be  desirable  to  see 
the  interest  of  the  South  and  West  united  against  the 
tariff?   Is  the  small  amount  which  may  be  lost  to  the  ma- 
nufactarer  by  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
pnbUc  lands  equal  to  that  which  roust  take  place  if  the  tariff 
IS  destroyed,  (which  I  hope  may  not  be  ?)    I  ask  Senators 
who  act  with  me  on  this  great  tariff  interest,  to  pause  and 
see  where  their  movements  will  take  tliem.  Will  Southern 
gentlemen  see  this  waste  of  fifteen  millions  of  revenue  in 
five  years,  and  still  aay  the  tariff  oppresses  them?  Will 
members  from  new  States,  knowing  it  to  be  the  interest 
of  those  States  to  reduce  the  price  of  land  now,  aid  in 
the  passage  of  this  bill,  which  must  forever  cut  off  all 
hope  of  any  reduction?    Will  Southern  men,  whose  in- 
terest it  is  to  keep  up  the  tariff  and  reduce  the  price  of 
the  public  lands  both,  vote  for  this  bill?    Will  gentlemen 
in  dare  States  vote  for  this  bill,  and  thus  hir^the  meddler 
to  inatinte  their  slaves  to  rebellion?   Sift  the  time  is  at 
hand  v nen  something  must  be  done  wHh  these  lands  or 
the  tariff— perhaps  both.    Tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky 
says  he  ia  willing  to  do  all  in  his  power  to  remove  the  dis- 
contents of  the  people.    I  was  rejoiced  to  hear  him  sny 
so,  for  I  know  he  can  do  much;  his  very  name  is  of  itself  a 
host.   I  fully  reciprocate  that  sentiment,  and  declare  that 
I  will  stand  by  his  side,  and  do  all  in  my  power  to  restore 
harmony,  peace,  love,  and  contentment  to  our  beloved, 
unhappy,  and  distracted  country.  Sir,  atsuchatimeasthis, 
when  gloom  bas  ma'ntled  the  manly  &ce  of  many  a'  pa- 
triot, and  the  whole  country  appears  shrouded  in  the  cnm- 
BOn  robes  of  dvil  war,  and  the  loved  bosom  of  America, 
it  may  be  stud,  is  smoking  with  the  blood  of  her  slaugh- 
tered sons,  will'the  son  of  Kentucky  again  stand  forth  Uie 
pacificator  of  his  counti-y's  discontent?    No  man  can 
reap  a  .richer  reward  than  is  witliin  his  reach :  this  act  of 
conciliation  will  be  the  brightest  diamond  m  the  crown  of 
his  immortal  fame. 

The  Senator  says  this  bill  will  produce  harmony;  this 
bill  is  to  bind  up  .ill  the  wouncl:t  and  heal  the  discontent  of 
the  whole  land.  Sir,  how  easy  it  is  to  be  mistaken;  he 
once  tliouglil  so  of  his  old  friend  the  American  system, 


andsodidl;  but  where  is  that  now?  Its  binding  efficacy 
has  gone,  and  it  is  with  great  difficulty  that,  with  the  sup- 
portof  many  of  the  ablest  men  in  thenation,_it  is  kept 
alive.  I  hope  it  may  survive:  I  will  give  it  my  hearty  as- 
sistance. But,  sir,  how  is  it  expected  that  this  bill,  which 
is  the  ricketty,  ill-bred  stripling  and  descendant  of  this 
aged,  sickly,' sinking  sire,  can  do  more  than  the  parent 
could  in  its  meridian  strength?  Sir,  this  bill  cannot  give 
content,  but  must  widen  Uie  breach  among  the  people; 
we  ought  not  to  legislate -thus  agunst  the  wiU  and  interest 
of  the  people,  though  that  will  and  interest  be  a  minority. 
The  majority  ou^t  to  rule,  it  is  true;  yet  tli^  should  al- 
ways exerdse  their  power  and  right  respectfully,  and  with 
a  due  regard  to  the  interests  die  minority;  otherwise 
we  act  not  as  freemen,  passing  laws  for  tlie  government  of 
freemen,  but  as  so  many  tyrants,  regardless  of  the  rights 
of  those  we  govern.  Virtuous  monarchs  respect  the  fecl- 
Tngs  and  interests  of  those  they  govern;  and  shall  that  ma- 
jority which  governsa  free  people  do  less? 

How,  sir,  can  this  bill  give  contentment  to  those  oppos- 
ed to  the  tariff?  It  settles  no  principle  they  are  contending 
for;  on  the  contrary,  it  adds  to  their  misfortunes.  But,  sir, 
can  any  one  believe  that  the  wretched  piltaAce  distributed 
to  the  States  will  buy  off  South  Carolina  from  that  stand 
which  she  thinks  necessary  to  maint«n  on  great  and  im- 
portant principles,  or  any  other  State  opposed  to  the 
tariff?  Sir,  is  not  this  bill  adding  instdt  to  injury,  and 
fiinning  Hie  flame  of  madness  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try? Ought  we  to  do  this?  Shall  we  goad  an  angry 
brother  to  his  destructiouj  though  he  may  be  in  ttte  wrong; 
but  shall  we  not  rather  turn  him  from  the  cause  of  hb 
uneasiness,  that  he  may  cool?  Sir,  in  all  climes,  and  in 
all  ages,  the  best  and  wisest  have  erred.  Is  it  best  to  cast 
away  an  erring  brother,  or  is  it  not  our  duty  to  reclaim 
him?  Why,  in  the  moment  of  hit  exasperation,  add  new- 
causes  of  exdtement?  If  we  cannot  relieve,  do  not  let 
us  insult  and  mock  the  complaints  of  our  own  household — 
those  whom  we  are  bound  to  cherish  and  defend.  Let  us 
do  all  that  is  right,  and  all  that  we  can,  to  restore  confi- 
dence and  contentment  among  the  people  and  the  States, 
and  leave  no  man  any  excuse  for  wrong  doing.  And  if 
(which  may  God  in  his  boundless  Providence  avert!)  this 
fair  land  is  to  follow  the  fate  of  6ther  republics^  and  to  be 
covered  with  disgrace,  sorrow,  and  wretchedness  "if,  in- 
deed, the  ghosts  of  the  mighty  heroes  and  statesmen  who 
founded  this  republic  are  to  be  made  wretched,  by  the 
baseness  of  their  degenerate  sons,  let  the  world  bear 
proof  that  we  who  administer  the  affairs  of  this  people  are 
innocent.  It  is  not  fear,  but  the  love  of  country  I  feel, 
that  dictatc^s  these  remai-ks.  I'his  course,  recommended 
by  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat,]  as  a  means  to  reconcile  the 
discontent,  cannot  have  that  effect,  but  the  contrary.  Li-t 
us,  then,  not  do  any  thing  that  may  exasperate  public 
excitement,  nor  leave  undone  any  thing  that  may  properly 
be  done,  that  may  have  the  same  effect.  L«t  us  be  tem- 
perate, prudent,  and  discreet,  and  do  justice  to  all. 
Yield  nothing  from  timidity,  nor  press  any  thing  to  gratify 
an  unbridleil  ambition  in  any  one.  Sir,  the  destinies  of 
this  nation  are  in  our  hands.  The  eyes  of  the  American 
people,  and  indeed  the  whole  world,  are  upon  us.  I'lieall- 
seeing  eye  of  Heaven  is  upon  ust  and  we  must  not  only 
be  judged  by  those  that  now  are,  and  by  generations  to 
come  after  us,  but  by  that  Power  which,  sooner  or  later, 
we  must  all  feci  and  account  to.  How  awful  is  the  re- 
sponsibility we  are  under,  and  how  great  is  the  necessity 
of  duly  wei^iing  the  bnring  of  all  our  acts  at  this  mo- 
mentous cnris!  Shall  the  blood  of  our  citizens  fall  on 
our  heads,  or  will  Ax  not  so  shape  our  course,  that  should 
blood  and  carnage  cover  the  fair  fields  of  our  country, 
Jieaven  and  earth  will  witness  that  we  are  innocent^ 

I  am  the  advocate  of  the  tariff,-  and,  on  proper  terms, 
mean  to  maintain  it.  I  surrender  my  opinions  to  no  mati, 
:nor  am  I  to  bealarmed  by  the  present  excitement.  But, 
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nr,  luk  the  frienda  of  that  measure,  whether  the  course 
recommended  b  not  calculated  to  injure  the  tariff?  In 
the  first  instance,  the  disg;uise  oT  this  bill  is.not  sufficient 
to  conceal  its  real  object  from  the  people.  Then  does 
not  the  attempt  to  do  this  be^t,  by  that  indirect  morc- 
ment,  a  distrust  smon;  the  people.^  And  shall  we  not 
forfeit  public  conSdence  in  the  measured  Again:, this  bill 
brings  the  interest  of  all  those  who  wish  to  reduce  the 
lands  a^Mnst  the  tariff",  which,  added  to  the  opposition 
now  exisUng,  will,  I  fear,  be  highly  prejudicial  to  the 
tariff.  Can  this  step  be  wise  on  the  part  of  the  friends 
of  the  tariff'  1  tell  gentlemen  more  liberality  towards 
other  great  interests  must  be  practised,  or  the  conse- 
quences will  be  more  serious  than  they  apprehend.  Shall 
we  thus  disregard  the  high  value  of  that  nch  inheritance 
of  which  we,  and  we  alone,  can  boart  having  descended, 
irom  those  mighty  men,  whom  God  seemv  to  have  taken 
as  his  chosen  and  peculiar  instruments  wherewitli  to  de- 
monstrate his  power  on  earth.' 

What,  Mr.  President,  is  the  argument  to  sustain  this 
bill?  The  sordid  love  of  gold,  sir,  is  the  argument;  money 
is  to  be  given  the  States;  they  are  to  be  bought  out;  they 
are  asked  to  surrender  their  sovereignty  for  a  sum  of 

Sid.  Wlio.  sir,  will  take  this  bribed  What  State  will, 
■  that  pahrv  trash,  surrender  her  independence,  sind 
throw  berseK  in  the  lap,  to  be  dandled  by  the  Genersl 
GovemmentfOr  spumed  when  she  nuy  please?  Will  those 
who  adhere  to  the  doctrine  of  State  rights  do  this? 

I  for  one  will  touch  not,  handle  not,  the  unclean  thing. 
The  sovereignty  of  these  States  is  now  bid  for;  and  we 
are  toldj  in  a  ■pint  of  haughty  menace,  that  we  lutd  better 
take  what  is  offered,  or  we  may  never  have  such  a  chance 
for  a  good  bargain  again,  and  we  will  have  to  reproach 
ourselves  with  having  let  slip  so  great  an  offer.  Let  it 
go,  sir,  and  in  God's  name  I  ask  that  it  may  never  agwn 
be  seen  within  these  sacred  walls. 

I  will  not  purchase  a  field  with  the  reward  of  inequality. 
We  are  likewise  (old  that  our  constituents  will  reproach 
usi  that  is,  indeed,  a  matter  of  great  delicacy,  und  very 
desirable  to  be  avoided  by  every  man,  who  has  a  proper 
sense  of  his  representative  duty.  would  be  pained  to 
^ve  a  just  Cause  of  discontent  to  his  constituents.  But, 
sir,  we  have  a  duty  to  perform,  andTit  ought  to  be  done  in 
good  faith  for  the  benefit  of  the  cuuntryi  and  when  that 
duty  is  honestly  discharged,  though  it  may  give  offence  to 
some,  whose  good  will  we  desire,  and  whose  judgment 
we  respect,  pret  we  hare  an  approving  conscience  within, 
which  n  of  itself  a  treasure,  that  buoys  an  honest  man 
above  the  wrangling  waves  of  persecution  and  deadly 
hate;  and  in  this  vote,  I  can  say  before  God  and  my  coun- 
try, that  an  approving  conscience  is  mine.  But  should  the 
chastising  lash  of  our  constituents  come,  (which  may 
Heaven  avert,)  yet  then  beneath  its  tortures  we  will  not 
call  on  Ute  honorable  Senator  to  interpose  his  kindness,  or 
heave  a  single  sigh  of  sympathy  for  us.  I  know  my  con- 
stituents,and  they  know  me,  and  we  will  settle  the  account 
without  troubling  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with  our 
differences. 

Sir,  no  man  feels  the  force  of  tliose  remarks  more  than 
myself.  1  know  what  it  is  to  meet  the  black  ingratitude 
of  those  with  whom  I  have  acted,  and  who  by  my  labors 
have  been  profited,  and  I  know  what  it  is  to  put  all  such 
things  at  defiance. 

I  aoi,  Mr-  Prerident,  fully  sensible  of  tlie  exposed  situa- 
tion I  occupy:  standing  on  my  own  principles,  bound  to 
no  party,  1  am  oflen  shot  at  by  all;  but,  sir,  I  slibll  now, 
as  I  have  always  heretofore  done,  set  on  this  question  as 
befits  an  American  Senator,  and  maintain  such  a  course  as 
in  my  judgment  best  comports  with  the  interests  of  my 
country  and  my  constituents.  Sir,  I  will  nut  crouch  be- 
neathany  imprecations.  1  have  drunk  deep  of  the  bitter 
cup  of  unkindness;  1  have  oflen  known  what  it  was  to 
meet  the  cold  ingratitude  of  those  I  have  ser^-ed  and  with 


whom  t  have  acted;  bu^  thank  God,  I  have  also  known 
the  healing  comfort  of  kindness;  and  thou^  clobds  at 
present  horer  over  me,  yet  when  I  shall  return  to  the 
bosom  of  that  State  at  whose  hands  I  have  received  so 
much  kindness,  I  still  exptct  to  grasp  the  hand  of  kind- 
ness there. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Clat]  says  these  lands  were  pledgetl 
for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  and,  as  that  debt  has 
been  paid  by  the  people  with  other  funds,  that  now  tfie 
lands  stand  chargeable,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  distribut- 
ed to  the  States  for  the  use  of  tl^  people.  Has  the  Sens' 
tor  reflected  on  tlie  force  of  this  argument  ?  If  his  prin- 
ciples be  true,  it  would  seem  that  the  impost  duties  nave 

fisid  the  debt  instead  of  the  land  paying  it;  that  now  the 
imd  ought  to'make  that  sum  good  to  the  impost,  by  taking 
that  amount  off  the  impost  and  putting  it  on  the  Unds,  or 
applying  the  amount  of  the  sales  of  the  land  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Uriff.  Will  he  consent  to  this?  and  yet  this  is 
the  force  of  his  argument.  No,  he  will  not  do  this,  but 
proposes  to  give  away  the  lands,  not  to  the  people,  as  the 
bill  delusively  pretends,  but  to  Liberia  and  other  things, 
and  all  the  while  the  people  are  still  taxed  to  keep  up  this 
very  amount  thus  wasted.  But  pray,  what  part  of  the 
public  debt  did  Liberia  pay,  that  she  must  come  in  for  a 
part  of  this  public  treasure?  There  is  no  symmetiy  in 
the  gentleman's  plan;  but,  sir,  the  truth  is,  that  this  view 
of  that  pledge  of  the  lands  is  erroneous.  These  lands 
were  never  pledged  to  pay  that  debt,  as  he  views  it;  it  was 
never  stipulated  that  the  lands,  and  they  alone,  should 
pay  that  debt.  They  were  pledged,  butthat  was  only  aS 
collateral  security,  intended  to  create  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  public  creditor  in  the  ability  of  the  Government  to 
pay  tlie  debt,  just  as  if  a  man  should  mortgage  a  tract  of 
land  to  secure  a  debt  due  some  other  person;  but  as  soon 
as  the  debt  is  paid,  the  mortgage  is  discharged.  So, 
liere,  as  soon  as  the  public  debt  is  paid  ofT,  the  lands  are 
disclurgedf  and  they  are  not,  therefore,  to  be  distributed 
among  the  States,  buttliey  are  to  be  applied  to  the  com- 
mon benefit  of  the  whole  nation.  How  is  this  to  be  done  ? 
Why,  sir,  by  selling  them,  and  nutting  tlie  proceeds  into 
the  treasury  of  the  nation,  and  applying  that  revenue 
to  the  general  welliire  of  the  nation.  Thus  the  people 
will  be  saved  from  the  payment  of  so  much  taxes,  and 
they  will  hkewise  be  benefited  by  a  proper  and  just  use 
of  the  revenue  applied  to  the  ComifTon  good  and  general 
welfare  of  the  nation. 

The  Senator  (Mr.  Clat]  alludes  to  the  discontent,  and 
says,,  take  care  we  do  not  uiifl  the  theatre  of  discontent. 
I  return  him  l]fsA  same  good  advice,  with  this  addition, 
that  tlie  very  step  now  recommended  by  himself  is  not 
only  calculated  to  continue  the  discontent,  but  toenlarge 
its  theatre.  What  dfK-s  he  mean  by  shifting  the  theatre 
of'discontcnt?  Does  he  mean  toaay  that,  unless  we  keep 
up  the  tariff*,  and  keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands 
too,  and  then  give  away  the  proceeds,  a  certain  part 
of  the  Union  will  rise  on  tis,  far  more  formidable  than  all 
the  rest?  Sir, we  are  not  to  be  intimidated  by  such  threats, 
and  drawn  from  the  support  of  just  ri^tsi  we  court  no 
differences  with  any  part  of  this  Union;  but  we  will  fear- 
lessly maintain  our  rights;  we  censure  none  for  doing 
likewise;  hut  we  say,1et  us  act  like  brothers,  be  Uberil 
and  Just;  it  is  all  one  fkmily,  and  we  will  not  quarrel  about 
fractions. 

Sir,  what  objection  is  there  ^to  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment?  What  does  the  amendment  propose?  It  is 
not  necessary  that  it  should  destroy  the  bill.  If  Uie 
amendment  succeed,  the  bill  will  be  improved,  and  give 
more  s.itisfactioti.  The  amendment  proposes  to  reduce 
the  price  to  fifty  cento  per  acre,  in  favor  of  the  Western 
settler.  If  the  money  (.liould  thus  be  left  in  the  pnckcU 
of  the  land  purchasers,  it  would  be  more  valuable  than  if 
appropriated  to  the  object  of  the  bill.  TIte  design  of 
the  bill  is  to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  i 
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the  bill  passes,  it  will  be  strong  and  conclunve  evidence 
that  the  prophecies  of  its  opposers  will  be  verified.  7'he 
amendment  embraces  «  principle  which  I  have  advocated 
forbears.    I  rejoice  that  it  does  so.    The  true  interest  of 
the  West  is  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  pubhc  lands.  It 
ia  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  West  that  their  vacant 
lands  be  occupied,  and  their  population  augrocBted.  It 
is  not  necessaiy  to  |^ over  former  grounds,  but  I  will  say 
a  few  things  on  this  point.    Whenever-the  public  lands 
■hall  be  sold  out  at  a  fair  price,  the  population  will  be 
more  dense,  and  readier  and  able  to  aid  in  promotine  the 
object  of  the  Government;  society  will  be  iraprovedj  the 
interests  of  religion,  education,  good  morals,  and  man- 
ners will  be  better  promoted;  and  the  people  will  be 
better  able  to  extend  the  facilities  and  blessings  attendant 
upon  them.  They  will  be  able,  in  all  respectSt  to  provide 
better  for  the|r  fiimiliea.    The  Senator  t^am  Kentucky 
■aid*  people  want  something  else  beudes  land.  But  if  the 
land  is  thrown  away,  there-is  nothing  left.    The  people 
do  want  something  else  besides  land;  and  by  reducing  the 
price  of  land  you  enable  them  to  get  that  sometliing  else. 
Yon  will  ameliorate  tlieir  condition,  and  remove  the  haiti- 
^ipi  to  which  they  are  now  subjected.    Thnr  now  suffer 
every  hardship  imaginable.  Remote  from-millsahd  other 
similar  conveniences,  it  is  only  with  great  trouble  thai 
they  procure  those  advantages.    Remote  from  medical 
aid,  their  lives  and  health  are  in  constant  danger.  Distant 
from  schools,  their  children  grow  up  wltliout  education. 
Destitute,  in  want  of  churches,  they  are  left  without  the 
means  of  religious  instruction.    Still,  under  all  these 
disadvanta^s,  they  press  onwanl.    They  possess  a  spirit 
of  enterprise  and  industi^,  which  keeps  them  above 
'water.    It  is  this,  in  a  higher  degree  tnan  in  any  other 
part  of  the  country,  that  keeps  them  from  sinking.    Is  it 
not  as  well  to  promote  the  interests  of  these  defenders 
and  citizens  of  the  country,  as  of  the  free  blacks?  Why 
should  not  the  price  of  lands  come  down?    Tlie  price  of 
private  lands  is  lowered;  why  should  not  the  price  of 
the  public  lands  undergo  a  corresponding  reduction? 
I^ere  is  no  good  reason,  no-other  than  tlie  one  I  suggest- 
ed— to  continue  and  increase  the  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  tariff.  Where 
is  the  hope  of  contentment  under  such  a  result?  Then 
let  us  adhere  to  the  amendment;  if  the  bill  must  pass, 
let  the  amendment  go  with  it;  but  I  had  much  rather  it 
had  been  the  amendment  alone.  Our  constituents  expect 
us  to  maintain,  and  never  surrender,  the  principle  em- 
braced in  the  amendment.    They  expect  us,  on  this 
subject,  to  do  nur  duty.    They  have  honored  us,  and  we 
ought  not  to  desert  them.  The  people  of  the  West  have 
laid  out  much  for  their  lands,  and  have  trusted  to  Provi- 
dence to  afford  them  the  means  of  getting  free  from  their 
embarrassment.    Nothing  but  their  industry  and  the  fer- 
tility of  the  soil  has  sustained  them.    If  it  had  not  been 
for  industry  and  enterpriBe.  unequalled,  except  in  these 
States  alone,  they  must  have  sunk  beneath  their  burdens. 
The  Senator  sa^s,  that  at  the  end  of  five  years  the  bill 
may  be  altered,  if  found  desirable.    Sir,  so  may  the  price 
of  the  public  lands  be  altered  at  any  time. 

Reduce  that  price  now,  and  next  year,  if  you  think  best, 
you  can  raise  it.  Shall  we,'notwithstanding,  rivet  this 
bill  upon  us  for  five  years?  The  Senator  said  he  would 
not  surrender  the'  lands.  There .  is  no  proposition  in  the 
amendment  to  |nve  away  the  lands,  or  to  surrender  them. 

'  The  Senator  itas  argued  this  amendment  as  he  did  the 
bill  to  open  a  commercial  canal  through  the  Big  Swamp. 
He  assumes  facts,  and  provisions,  and  principles,  not  to 
be  found  in  either.  Perhaps  he  had  not  read  the  canal 
bill.  He  treated  that  as  an  arduous  attempt  to  drain 
swamps,  all  the  swamps  on  the  Hissis^ppi,  &c.,  when 
there  was  no  such  provision  or  principle  in  that  bill.  So 


away.   Now,  sir,  there  isnone  oTthis  in  tbeamendmentt 

no  such  principle  there.  All  his  argument  on  that  subject, 
every  one  will  see,  is  foreign  to  the  question  under  con- 
sideration, and  need  not,  merefore,  be  answered.  I  can 
see  no  force  in  it,  unless  it  is  intended  to  nuse  the  Im- 

Eression  that  we  are  about  to  lay  violent  hands  on  these 
nds,  and  convert  them  to  ourtuei  and, therefore,  thc^ 
are  justifiable  in  doing  so  first. 

But,  nr,  the  people  will  see  and  understutdthis  matter 
in  its  true  light,  and  apply  to  it  its  appropriate  merit. 

The  Senator  says,  speculators  will  engross  the  lands. 
This,  sir,  is  an  old  song — ^too  lopg  sung — it  has  tost  its 
merit  and  charms;  no  que  believes  in  it  now!  The  rage 
for  land  speculation  is  over.    Can  any  one  be  so  blind  as 
to  believe,  that  at  the  price  and  rate  fixed  by  this  amend- 
ment, an^  one  will  attempt  to  speculate?  The  price  is  too 
great  to  induce  speculation,  and  five  yean*  settlement  and 
occupancy  Is  too  long  for  a  speculator;  beudes,  the  occu- 
pant cannot  eell  his  possetnon.   If,  air,  in  Ohio  and  Ken- 
tucky, where  the  price  of  lands  was,  in  early  Umes,  much 
lower  than  gnder  this  amendment,  the  speculators  in  land 
could  nnt  stand  up,  how  can  they  do  it  under  the  price 
proposed  by  the  amendment?  Sir,  the  taxes  on  the  lands, 
added  to  the  price,  will  forever  check  the  uttempt  to 
speculation.    But  why,  if  tiiis  provlnon  is  favorable  to 
speculation,  is  it  that  specidators  arc  opposed  to  it?  These 
men  were  never  known  to  go  against  their  interest.  I 
know  many  land  speculators,  and  in  the  whole  scope  of 
my  acquaintance  tnere  is  not  une  in  favor  of  reducing  the 
price  of  lands,  nor  do  I  know  many  moneyed  men  for  it, 
who  use  their  money  in  trade.   The  argument  of  the  Sen- 
ator proves  that  all  this  supjposed  danger  about  specula- 
tion ia  a  delunnn,  and  that  it  is  their  interest  to  support 
the  present  price  of  lands;  for  he  assumes  the  ground  that 
we  ought  to  keep  un  the  price  for  the  benefit  of  specula- 
tors.   Did  he  not  tell  us  that,  if  the  price  of  the  public 
lands  was  reduced,    it  would  put  down   tlie  price  of 
private  lands;  and  inusted  that  we'were  bound  to  sus- 
tain the  former  purchasers  in  that  value?    Who  is  it  that 
is  interested  in  this  value  ?  Not  the  fanner,  but  the  specula- 
tors, who  buy  and  sell  land.    Thus,  sir,  if  this  posiUon 
be-true,  bow  site  the  speculatora  benefited  by -the  reduc- 
tion? Not  SO;  those  who  now  huld  lai^e  tracts  of  land 
will  be  compelled  to  sell  for  a  less  price  instead  of  acqui- 
ring more;  and  thus,  not  the  speculator,  but  the  tiller  of 
the  soil,  will  be  benefited,  by  getting  his  land  for  a  fiiir 
and  moderate  price,  and  the  country  settled  and  improved, 
according  to  the  rights  of  the  people  secured  to  them  un- 
der the  treaties  ana  deeds  of  cession,  and  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  whicli  put  all  the  States  and 
(Utizens  on  an  equal  footing;  (see  1st  volume  Laws  United 
States,  page  460,  and  page  8  Constitution  United  States;) 
i)ntil  wTiich  is  done  the  terms  of  those  instruments  are 
not  complied  with.    Five  hundred  years  from  this  time, 
our  descendants  will,  in  this  chamber,  be  legislating  on 
this  land,  says  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Cux.]    This  is  mon- 
strous.   Then,  by  pasung  this  bill,  are  the  new  States'to 
understand  such  a  mtem  of  oppression  is  to  be  adopted, 
in  direct  violation  of^ our  secured  rights?  For  five  hutidred 
years  these  States  are  to  lose  the  right  of  taxing  their  real 
estates  tike  other  States!    Does  the  Senator  thus  propose 
to  embarrass  the  new  States?   Is  this  a  fulfilment  of  the 
treaties  and  deeds  of  cesauon,  and  the  object  for  which  those 
lands  were  granted?   On  the  contrary,  is  it  not  a  direct 
violation  of  it? 

This,  sir,  is  making  colonies^  of  the  new  States,  and  no\ 
sovereign,  equal,  and  independent  States,  as  you  are 
bound  to  do.  If  you  have  the  right  thus  to  disregard  the 
abject  of  the  grant,  and  terms  of  the  treaty,  you  had  a 
right  at  the  beginning  never  to  settle  those  States,  and 
thus  perpetuate  the  Territorial  Government.   To  keep 


now  he  assumes  the  ground  that  the  proposed  amendment  them  back  bynol  selling  those  lands  for  five  hundred 
M  to  cede,  all  thoselands  to  the  States,  or  to  giw  them  'years,  and  to  perpetuate  a  Territorial  Government,  would 
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be  ft  direct  vioUtion  of  the  treaty.  And  is  not  this  the 
■arae  principle?  Will  gentlemen  representing  new  Stalea, 
contending  Tor  the  equaJity  of  States,  vote  for  this  bill, 
and  tims  surrender  tUeir  own  views,  and  seal  their  fate? 
Does  it  not  tie  our  lunds  heresfter?  Shall  we  return  to 
our  constituents,  and  tell  them  we  made  a  good  trade,  and 
sold  them  for  tiie  best  price  we  could  get  f  Were  we  sent 
here  to  trade,  or  to  maintain  great  and  important  princi- 
ples.* Shall  the  pecuniary  considerations  uf  this  bill  daz- 
zle our  judgmentj,  and  lead  us  from  our  own  principles' 
Shall  we  give  up  the  contest  for  the  pittance  allotted  to 
us  in  the  bilU  Were  I  to  do  thtt,  I  would  stand  justly 
condemned  beneath  the  burning  censur»  of  my  consti- 
tuents. 

By  the  constitution  of  tlie  United  Slates  it  is  expressly 
declared,  that  the  citizens  of  each  State  shall  be  entitled  to 
tlic  privileges  and  ioununities  of  citizens  in  the  several 
States. 

Did  it  ever  enter  into  the  minds  of  those  great  and  good 
men  who  recommended  the  acquisition  of  those  lands, 
tiiat  the  districts  were  to  be  made  colonies }  or  was  it  not 
their  object  that  they  should  speedily  be  settled,  and  ad- 
mitted into  the  Union  as  sovereign  States,  equal  in  all  re- 
spectstotbe  other  States^  and  was  it  not  to  strengthen  and 
enlarge  the  Vnitm^  1  pray  gentlemen  to  look  into  the  his- 
tory of  this  matter. 

Did  that  great  apostle  of  liberty  and  equality,  the  ever 
memorable  republican  reformer,  under  whose  wise  ad- 
vice Louisiana  was  acquired,  expect  to  see  her  colonized 
thus*  Look  to  the  treaty,  and,  sir,  you  see  the  reverse. 
She  is  to  bean  equal  and  sovereign  member  of  the  Union! 
Is  she  so,  whiUt  other  States  enjoy  rights  she  does  not? 
Is  Louisiana  now  s^n,  at  this  late  hour,  to.  be  revisited 
with  that  tame  tpmt  which  renBted  the  purchase  and 
settlement  of  the  province,  and  Uiat^  too,  coming  from  a 
quarter,  of  alt  others,  she  least  expected  it — from  Ken* 
tucky? 

The  Senator  says,  that  the  plan  recommended  by  the 
President  is  contracted,  unjust,  and  partial.  This  he  recom> 
mends  is  broad,  equal,  and  just.  In  general,  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  opinions  oi  that  Senator,  butcannpt 
agree  in  this  with  htm. 

I  beg  gentlemen  to  contrast  the  two  schemes — we  have 
them  both  before  us. 

This  is  the  plan  recommended  by  thfe  President:  "Jt 
seems  to  me  to  be  our  true  policy  that  the  public  lands 
ahali  cease,  assoon  as  practicable,  to  be  a  source  of  reve- 
nue; andthatthey  be  sold  to  settlers  in  limited  parcels,  at 
a  price  barely  sufficient  to  reimburse  to  the  United  States 
the  expense  of  the  present  aystem,  and  the  cost  arinng 
under  our  Indian  compacts.  The  advantages  of  accurate 
surveys  and  undoubtnl  titles,  now  securea  to  purchasers, 
seem  to  forbid  the  abolition  of  the  present  system,  be. 
cause  none  can  be  substiti^ted  which  will  more  perfectly 
accomplish  these  important  ends.  It  is  desirnble,  how- 
ever, that,  in  convenient  time,  this  machinery  be  with- 
drftwn  from  the  States,  and  that  the  right  of  aotl,  and  the 
future  diapoMtion  of  it,  be  surrendert  d  to  the  States  re- 
spectively in  which  it  lies. 

"  The  adventurous  and  hardy  population  of  thn  West, 
besides  contributing  their  equal  share  of  taxation  under 
our  impost  system,  have,  in  the  pro^ss  of  our  Govern- 
ment, for  the  land  they  occupy,  pud  into  the  treasury  a 
large  proportion  of  fco-ty  mtllions  of  dollarat  and  of  the 
revenue  received  therefrom,  but  a  small  part  has  been  ex- 
pended among  them.  .When,  to  the  disadvantage  of 
their  situation  in  this  respect,  we  add  the  consideration 
that  it  is  thetr  labor  alone  which  gives  real  value  to  the 
lands,  and  'that  the  proceeds  arising  from  their  sales  are 
distributed  among  States  which  had  not  originally  any 
claim  to  them,  and  which  have  enjoyed  the  undivided 
emolument  ariring  from  the  sale  of  their  own  lands,  it  can- 
not be  expected  that  the  new  SUtea  unit  remun  longer 


[Sbhatx. 


contented  with  tlie  present  policy,  after  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt.  To  avert  the  consequences  which  may 
be  apprehended  from  this  cause,  to  put  an  end  forever  to 
all  partial  and  interested  legislation  on  tlie  subject,  and  to 
afibrd  to  every  American  citizen  of  enterprise  the  op- 
portunity of  securing  an  independent  freehold,  it  aeema 
to  me,  therefore,  best  to  abandon  the  idea  of  niung  a  fu- 
ture revenue  out  of  the  public  landi-." 

And  we  Lave  seen  that  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures.  That  is  a  t^pai  ture  from  the  object  of 
theae  grants  whilat  that  recommended  by  the  Pre^dent 
is  a  fulfilment  of  the  objects. 

Sir,  in  this  opinion  the  President  sustains  the  power  of 
the  constttut'on,  the  plighted  faith  of  the  Government, 
and  the  rights  of  the  States  and  people;  and,  rir,  the  peo- 
ple will  susl&m  him,  however  he  may  be  denounced  by 
particular  individuals.  Sir,  I  do  not  stand  here  to  eulo- 
gize the  President,  or  any  man,  nor  to  denounce  maj  ooe. 
But,  rir,  I  have  given  my  public  support  to  that  inoindu* 
al,  and  it  is  due  to  myself,  and  the  course  1  have  taken  in 
the  political  afHun  of  the  country  to  say,  that  whatever 
may  be  his  errors  and  his  faults,  I  believe  there  lives  not 
on  earth  a  purer  patriot  and  more  honest  man,  or  one 
more  wholly  devoted  to  the  interest  and  happiness  of  his 
country;  and  that  the  plan  just  alludrd  to,  however  it 
may  b^  taunted  and  denounced  by  certain  men,  will  live  in 
the  grateful  breasts  of  his  countrymen,  and  be  hailed  asa 
monument  of  wisdom,  patriotism,  and  justice,  when  that 
which  is  proposed  as  a  substitute  will  uuk  beneath  the 
anathemas  of  those  whom  it  is  destined  to  injure.  Sir, 
this  excitement  of  the  age  will  para-  away,  and  the  calm  of 
sober  reflection  succeed  the  tempest  of  irritation  and  re- 
venge, and  then  justice  will  be  measured  out  to  all  men. 
The  Senator  aays  there  is  no  general  diacontent  In  the 
Weat.  ThuB  he  speaki  for  the  whole  West.  1  will  only 
say,  the  Senator  is  not  sufficiently  informed,  or  he  would 
not  use  this  language.  It  ta  not  reasonable  to  suppose  he 
could  be  well  informed  on  tliis  subject;  for,  although  he 
represents  one  of  the  Western  States,  yet  there  are  many 
beyond  him,  among  which  he  would  not  be  considered 
the  best  authority.  It  is  long  since  his  was  a  frontier 
State;  great  changes  are  every  day  gwng  on,  too;  some 
men  have  gone  from  the  North  and  East,  to  the  West, 
beyond  him,  and,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  yet  it  is  true, 
that  some  men  who  were  once  devoted  to  the  West  have 
gone  to  the  £ast.  The  glory  of  the  setting  sun  is  lost  to 
us,  and  he  now  wastes  his  golden  rays  in  the  cold  and 
heartless  regions  of  the  North. 

I  live  in  the  West,  I  represent  a  part  of  the  West,  and 
I  assure  gentlemen  there  is  great  discontent  there,  and 
that  it  win  increase  .until  the  cause  is  removed.  Gentle- 
men delude  themselves,  and  nuslead  their  friends,  by  en- 
tertaining and  sending  out  such  notions.  He  says  we 
bought  Louisiana,  and  tliercfore  can  exercise  our  discre- 
tion on  the  subject  of  her  lands.  By  this  it  is  meant  that 
there  is  no  limitation  of  power,  and  that  Congress  can  do 
as  they  please  over  her  ^nds  and  her  citizens.  This  is 
not  SO;  she  is  protected  by  the  treaty.  (See  Land  Laws, 
page  43,  sa  be/ore  referred  to.}  [  ask,  could  the  Govern- 
ment sell  or  retrocede  Louiuana,^or  could  Congress  have 
refused  to  admit  her  into  the  Union,  without  violating  tlie 
treaty?  If  the  purchase  implied  tlie  right  to  sell,  as  in  or- 
dinary cases,  all  this  might  be  done.  What,  then,  prevents 
it?  The  constitutioni  the  articles  of  compact^  which 
make  all  the  ^tatea  equal;  and  the  treaty  with  Prance, 
which  says  she  sha>l  be  admitted  into  the  Union,  to  the  full 
enjoyment  of  all  the  rights  and  privileges  and  immunities 
with  the  other  States.  And,  remember,  France  was  a  re- 
public then,  and  did  not  intend  to  sell  her  citizens  as 
•laves.  Where  is  our  power,  then,  to  restrict  any  of  those 
rights?  And,  sir,  are  we  not  by  the  termt  of  that  treaty 
to  remove  all  embarraaunenta  to  thaw  rights^  Can  we  re- 
fuae  to  legi^te,  with  a  riew  to  continue  thoM  embwnaa* 
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tnenlB^  Could  we  tinve  kept  her  out  of  the  Union  by  not 
allowing  the  lands  to  be  sold  and  disposed  of,  and  thus  for- 
ever nuke  her  a  colony'  CoAld  we  have  done  so  for  five 
hundred  years,  as  is  now  proposed  by  this  bill,  by  coiitinu- 
ing  her  embarrassment?  Can  wc  do  all  this,  and  yet  nuun- 
tain  our  faith  under  the  treaty? 

I  ask  gentlemen  to  reflect  and  see  where  this  distribu- 
tion is  about  to  carry  them.  Away  with  the  notion  of 
State  rigfal«and  equality,  if  thia  can  be  done.  The  Sen- 
ator often  alludes  to  Ohio  as  an  example  for  the  new 
States.  I  envy  not  the  prosperity  of  Ohio,  but  am  proud 
of  it.  But  that  State  is  differently  situated  from  the  other 
new  States.  They  never  atifTered  the  same  privations 
that  the  otlier  new  States  do,  because  much  of  their  lands 
were  taken  up  on  private  grants,  such  as  military  war- 
rants, and  they  were  soon  taxable  in  the  hands  of  private 
owners.  These  large  landholders  greatly  control  public 
sentiment,  and  by  that  keep  up  the  price  of  the  lands  for 
their  benefit.  That  is  not  the  case  with  the  other  new  Stales. 
In  many  of  those  States  the  number  of  private  grants  are 
few,  and,  by  losing  the  right  to  tax  lands,  the  taxes  must 
fall  heavy  on  all  other  kinds  of  property;  and,  sir,  if  now 
Ohio  could  tax  all  the  land  within  Iier  limits,  she  would 
soon  be  relieved  of  the  great  canal  debt,  which  lian, 
over  and  barrasses  that  State.  But  when  those  lani 
cannot  be  taxed,  the  citizens  are  compelled  to  pay  enor- 
mous taxeato  make  up  the  deficit,  to  the  great  injury  of 
the  laboring  class  of  men;  atid  this  is  the  case  in  all  the 
new  Slates,  and  in  all  to  a  greater  degree  than  Ohio.  It  is 
against  this  oppression  we  object;  to  tiiis  inequality  we 
object;  and  thi*  bill  is  not  calculated  to  remove  these  ob- 
jectiotu,  but  it  is  admitted  will  rivet  this  injustice  on  us 
ffbr  five  hundred  yean  to  come.  How  vain  is  tucb  a  hope ! 
In  less  tlian  one-twentieth  part  ofthattime,  the  voice  of 
the  mighty  West,  in  this  chamber,  will  do  lierself  justicej 
and  dispense  it  to  those  who  now  oppress  her;  and  may 
she  be  more  just  to  them  than  they  have  been  to  us. 
But  why  push  this  measufe  at  this  time?  why  not  wait 
until  the  next  Congress,  when  the  West  will  be  fully  rep- 
resented by  her  twenty-one  additional  roeaibers?  Why 
now  strive  to  saddle  us  for  five  years  Irrevocably  with  a 
matter  to  which  we  are  opposed?  It  is  but  a  few  months 
before  those  who  are  knocking  at  your  door  will  enter 
.to  defend  the  West;  then  let  us  see  what  will  be  the  voice 
of  tlie  full  West  on  this  sul)ject.  Sir,  after  all,  the  Gov- 
ernment cannot  enforce  this  measure  against  the  will  of 
the  West  Why  adopt  measures  calculated  to  disgust  the 
people  witii  the  Government?  The  strength  of  a  repub- 
lie  is  the  devotion  ofthe  people  to  the  Government;  and 
devotion  cannot  extM  without  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  the  Government.  The  people  are 
now  willing  to  buy  tliose  lands,  whilst  the  proceeds  go 
into  the  treasury,  and  thereby  diminish  so  much  the 
amount  of  their  taxes.  But  if  this  bill  passes,  and  the  mo- 
ney iaappUed  to  the  Liberia  colony,  or  thrown  away, 
tlie  people  will  examine  into  this  matter;  and,  sir,  I  would 
not  be  surprised  to  see  them  just  sit  down  on  the  Und 
without  purchase.  How  would  you  get  them  off?  Pub- 
lic sentiment  would  forever  prevent  the  execution  of  your 
laws.  Who  would  inform  of  the  occupant?  Who,  sir, 
would  go  round  the  lines  to  see  if  he  was  on  the  alleged 
trac^  when  he  saw  a  few  brawny  buckskin  tads,  with 
their  rifles,  bunting  garnet  Let  us  not  incense  the  peo- 
ple by  our  laws.  Sir,  another  strange  amiment  against 
this  amendment  is,  that  to  reduce  the  laniu  will  draw  off 
the  population  from  the  old  States.  Can  we,  sir,  pass 
laws  to  prevent  emigration?  Have  not  the  people  of^the 
United  States  a  natural  right  to  prosecute  tlieir  happi- 
nen  and  fortune  wherever  they  choose?  See  Declara- 
tion of  Independence— there  thia  right  isasserted.  If  we 
have  no  right  to  pass  such  laWs,  is  it  a  good  reason  to  re- 
fuse to  pass  a  law,  because  it  will  allow  the  free  enjoy- 
ment of  this  natural  right?  This  very  principle  was  one 


of  llie  causea  that  led  to  the  revolution.  Our  fathers  com- 
plained that  George  III.,  King  of  England,  had  obstruct- 
ed the  population  of  the  colonies  by  refusing  to  pass  laws 
for  the  encoun^ment  of  migration  hither.  (See  laws  of 
the  United  States,  Ist  volume,  page  8.)  And  are  the  Con- 
gress of  tbe  United  States  going  to  do  t'nis  very  same 
thing  against  the  new  States?  And  yet  do  gentlemen  say 
the  SUtes  are  equal.  Strange  equality  !  The  people 
may  move  from  one  old  State  to  another,  but  are  not  to  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  new  one;  that  is,  they  may  go  from 
one  manufacturing  State  to  another,  but  not  to  a  planting* 
or  farming  State.  This  is  the  pith  of  the  argument.  And 
docs  a  Senator,  called  a  republican,  too,  advocate  Such 
doctrines  before.the  American  people?  Are  these  doc- 
trines republican?  Are  they  such  as  freemen  ought  to 
maintain?  I  ask  the  whole  American  people  to  open 
their  eyes  and  judge  for  themselves. 

The  Senator  say^  the  people  of  the  old  Slates  will  not 
have  an  equal  chance  with  Illinois-  and  the  other  new 
States  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  this  law.  Why  will  they 
not?  Cannot  the  people  ofthe  old  States  now  purchase 
lantla  at  the  present  price  of  $1  25,  as  well  as  those  ofthe 
new  States?  And  are  not  large  quantities  of  lands  now- 
owned  in  titc  States  by  non  rewdents?  And  should  tke 
reduction  take  place,  cannot  they  stiH  enjoy  tbe  same 
right  to  purchase  at  #1  per  acre?  In  this  respect,  the 
amendment  makes  no  change  in  the  right  of  all  to  pur- 
chase. And,  I  ask,  why  will  not  a  citizen,  coming  from 
an  old  Statr,  have  the  same  right  to  settle  as  those  now 
in  the  new  States?  There  is  nothing  in  the  amendment 
to  prevent  it.  To  me,  sir,  there  ia  no  force  in  the  whole 
argument.  Again  he  aayi,  this  only  diifts  the  population 
from  one  State  to  another;  but,  itr,  tbe,  amendment  does 
not  meddle  with  the  people.  In  that  respect  it  only  leave* 
them  free  to  act  for  themselves;  and  this  is  what  it  should 
do.  He  says  we  ought  to  invite  the  people  from  Eurofte, 
not  from  the  old  States.  Sir,  the  amendment  invitea  no 
one.  It  only  regulates  the  price  of  public  lands,  and  the 
people  are  left  to  exercise  their  own  will.  But  why  is. 
he  more  ankious  for  Europe  than  for  bis  own  country* 
Why  is  lie  more  willing  to  provide  for  Ruropeans  than  he 
is  to  provide  for  his  own  fellow-citizens' 

Sir,  let  Europe  mind  her  own  afTaics,  and  let  us  attend 
to  our  own.  In  this  ai^ument  the  Senator  admits  his  de- 
sire to  check  the  migration  to  the  new  States.  Would 
the  Senator  have  preached  this  doctrine  twenty  years  ago 
to  the  people  of  Kentucky  ?  Sir,  Decius  was  once  the 
friend  of  Cato;  but  other  views  changed  his  mind,  and 
bound  him  fiut  to  Ciesar. 

Tlie  Senator  contended  that  these  lands  were  obtained 
by  the  common  blood  and  treasure  of  all  the  States.  Now,  ■ 
sir,  how  did  Virginia  get  the  ^eat  Northwestern  terri- 
tory ?  Did  the  other  States  aid  her  in  obtuntng  it,  or 
did  she  not  clum  it  under  tbe  charter  from  tM  Kii^ 
of  Great  BritiUn?  And  who  captured  that  country* 
Was  it  not  the  State  of  Virginia?  Was  it  not  that  gallant 
son  cf  the  Old  Dominion,  George  Rogers  Clark,  who  con- 
quered that 'country?  and  did  not  Virginia,  in  the  true 
spirit  of  her  chivalry,  graciously  and  generously  surren- 
der thp  whole  of  tliose  lands  K<j  the  United  States?  Now, 
sir,  what  common  blood  and  treasure  were  expeuded  in 
all  this?  WI^D,  air,  has  rince  defended  those  lands?  Has 
not  that  been  done  in  two  wars  by  the  gallant  sou  ofthe 
West?  Look,  sir,  at  the  movementsofthetromslast  sum- 
mer. Look  at  the  namea  of  those  noble  sons  of  the  West. 
What  common  claim  haa  any  but  the  Weat  to  the  fame 
of  the  heroic  Dodge,  of  whom  it  may  be  said  he  was 
bom,  trained,  and  seasoned  in  all  the  hardships,  all  the 
privations  and  dangers  of  the  West,  and  is  justly  entitled 
to  a  sliare  in  all  her  glories?  Tell  me  not  about  your  eUim 
being  founded  on  the  expenditure  of  common  blood  and 
treasure.  Do  not  the  laI;ort  and  improvements  made 
and  laid  oat  by  people  of  the  West  cabance  the  value  of 
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t)ie  common  donuin?  I  ihould'not  have  dnwn  this  distinc- 
tion, but  they  were  elicited  by  (he  irpiment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentuclcy,  [Mr.  Oljt.]  'llie  Senator  aya,  this 
law  will  be  evaded  like  the  settlement  rights  of  Kentucky. 
Re  Itu  impeached  the  lioneity  of  the  West,  and  said  they 
will  join  tt^ether  to  derraiid  tile  Government— the  peo- 
ple win  swear  for  each  other.  He  tAunts  their  poverty,  tooj 
calls  their  houses  wi|^wams,  liuts,  lodges,  and,  indeed,  has 
compared  them  to  turkey  pens.  Sir,  if  we  are  poor  and 
rough,  wo  are  honest,  and  loyal  to  the  Guvemment;  we 
will  neither  cheat  nor  desert  our  country.  Sir,  has  the 
gentleman  wholly  forgnttcn  that  he  was  himself  once  a 
Western  man  ?  and  that  this  same  voice  which  now  derides, 
once  gloriottsly  and  triumphantly  defended  them'  And, 
sir,  those  were  the  proiiucst  days  of  his  whole  life,  to 
which,  I  have  no  doiibt,  he  often  looked  with  mingled 
feelings  of  pleasure  and  reyret.  Sir,  how  will  the  lofty 
spirits  of  the  H'est  meet  this  cold  rebuke  from  one  who 
oitce  was  their  klol,  and  who  yet  commands  the  afleetions 
of  tiionsands  there?  I  could,  sir,  myself  have  desired 
the  omission  of  that  part  of  the  Senator's  argument :  but, 
sir,  the  Rubicon  is  past.  He  would  have  it  so.  Let  us 
look  a  liitle  atthis  argument.  He  says  the  law  will  be 
evaded  by  fraud.'  How,  sir,  can  this  be?  Has  not  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  land  offices  posted  over  the  whole 
country?  Will  it  nut  be  tlieir  duty  to  see'tlut  the  pravi- 
Rons  of  the  law  are  complied  with?  And  if  any  one  is  base 
enough  to  attempt,  b^  forgery  or  otherwise,  to  defraud 
the  Government,  it  will  be  very  ca>y  to  detect  all  such. 
This  was  not  the  case  in  Kentucky  when  those  settlement 
rights  w^c  taken  up.  The  settlements  in  the  country 
were  sparse,  and  none  were  .appointed  to  take  care  of  the 
lands.  But,. air,  I  did  not  think  even  then  the  people 
deserved  the  broad  denunciation  we  have  heanl.  How- 
ever, the  Senator  is  from  Kentucky;  and  he  best  knows 
the  character  of  hit  constituents.  But  all  I  will  say  is, 
that  Kentucky  is  my  native  State,  and  T  hoped  better  of 
her.  1  have  often  been  proud  to  say  that  I  am  the  grand- 
son of  the  Old  Dominton,  and  the  son  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  President:  this  amendment,  I  repeat,  presents 
the  true  interest  of  the  new  States;  and  Whilst  there  is 
hope,  let  us  not  despair.  The  tuSnciple  is  gaining  ground; 
we  have  now  an  open  expression  of  the  Executive  in  sup- 
port  of  it.  I  would  say  to  the  new  States  and  their  friend, 
not  to  substitute  any  project  which  may  delude  and  lead 
us  from  otir  interest  and  duty.  Let  us,  then,  adhere  to 
the  amendment,  and  reject  the  bill;  and  if  the  amendment 
does  not  yet  <lo  us  justice,  we  may  still  improve  the  prin- 
ciple. But,  sir,  how  can  we  expect  to  obtain  a  reduction, 
if  now  the  principle  of  reduction  is  rejected  by  rejecting 
the  amendment?  We  commit  ourselves,  against  our  own 
denre,  to  reduce;  one  of  the  very  objects  of  the  bill  is  to 
prevent  a  reduction;' and  shall  we  swallow  the  hook  in 
the  bait  that  is  set  for  us?  Or  if  the  original  bill  must 
]iass,  I  pray  gentlemen  friendly  to  the  principle  of  reduc- 
tion to  retain  the  amendment  with  the  bill,  and  thus  save 
the  principle  of  reduction;  but  if  we  naw  take  tlie  bill 
without  the  amendment,  there  is  an  end  to  all  hope  for- 
ever: this  very  vote  is  an  cxpresuon  against  us,  and  the 
inevitable  operation  of  the  bill  will  forever  close  the  door 
against  us.  Let  us  reduce  the  price  those  lands  to  a  fair 
price.  What  objection  can  there  posmbly  be  to  putting 
public  lands  on  a  fii-r  footing  with  private  bnda  that  lie  in 
the  same  State  or  neighborhood?  All  other  property 
witlun  the  last  fifteen  years  has  come  down;  and  why  not 
these  lands?  Sir,  seventy-five  cents  per  acre  is  a  better 
and  fairer  price  now,  than  one  dolbr  and  twenty-five  cents 
fifteen  or  twenty  years  past  Sir,  private  lan^  are  now, 
in  Missouri,  with  improvements,  selling  -for  a  lower  rela- 
tive price  than  the  public  lands;  yet,  gentlemen  say,  if  we 
reduce  those  lands,  speculators  will  be  benefited,  where 
now,  in  consequence  of  the  high  price  of  those  public 
bnds,  private  lands  are  sold  by  the  speculator,  on  better 
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terms  fur  the  purchaser,  than  the  public  lands  are  sold. 
The  Senator  mm  Kentucky  says,  the  reason  why  those 
second-rate  lands  do  not  sell  in  Missouri  is,  because  the 
emigration  does  not  go  there  as  it  has  in  others;  that  peo> 
pie  wit]  not  buy  lands  until  they  are  ready  to  go  on  them. 
In  this  he  is  entirely  wrong,  and  showf  that  he  doet  not 
understand  the  subject.  Sir,  let  any  one  look  at  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  country  is  settled,  and  the  quality  of  the 
land  sold  and  that  unsold,  and  the  location  o(^  those  lands, 
and  he  will  see  that  he  is'  entirely  misinformed,  and,  be- 
sides, does  not  at  idl  know  that  people  do  not  wait  to  set* 
tie  on  lands  before  ihey  buy,  or  even  to  remove  to  the 
country.  Do  not  many  purchase  lands  tiiat  nerer  aettle 
on  them,  or  migrate  to  the  country  at  all?  Sir,  what 
quantities  of  land  are  owned  by  non-rMidenti  in  all  the 
new  States! 

Mr.  President,  I  have  done  with  the  argument;  I  come 
to  a  close.  I  have  attempted  to  explain  my  views  on  this 
subject,  and  now  leave  it  to  be  decided  by  ottmt. 

MoiTDAr,  JiKdaT  14. 

ENDLESS  LIFE. 

Mr.  CLAV  presented  the  petition  of  Leonard  Jones 
and  Henry  Banta,  of  Kentucky,  representing  themselves 
subjects  of  endless  life,  who  had  made  important  discove- 
ries connected  with  the  morals,  religion,  and  eternal  eust- 
ence  of  man,  and  asking  a  grant  of  land  for  the  jinrpoae 
of  enabling  them  to  extend  and  propagate  their  dis- 
covery. 

Mr.  C .  remarked  that  he  felt  some  doubts  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  presenting  this  petition;  but  as  St  was  couched 
m  respectful  language,  he  had  concluded  to  submit  it, 
lest,  by  neglecting  to  do  so,  he  miglit  incur  the  endless 
enmity  of  the  peUtioiiers.  The  memorial  asked  for  a 
grant  of  public  lands,  upon  terms  which  were  very  mo- 
destly left  enffrely  to  tlie  discretion  of  Congress.  They 
would  accept  of  them  even  in  perpetuity;  but  if,  as  they 
intimated,  tliey  had  discovered  the  secret  of  living  for- 
ever, be  would  suggest  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
the  propriety  of  scrutinizing  the  subject  before  they  com- 
plied with  the  prayer  of  the  memonaUsts.  Mr.  C.  moved 
to  refer  the  petition  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
which  was  agreed  to. 

FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  pursuant  to  notice  previously  given, 
moved  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  to  indemnify  certain  citizens  of  the  United 
States  for  spoliations  committed  dn  their  commerce  by  the 
French  prior  to  1800. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  his  regret  that  the  motion  should 
be  made  at  this  time,  when  the  discussion  of  the  bill  rela- 
tive to  the  public  lands  was  unfini^ed.  That  subject 
had  been  before  the  Senate  for  some  days,  and  might  be 
speedily  disposed  of.  But  if  the  French  spoliations  were 
to  be  taken  up  and  discussed,  it  would  occupy  several 
days,  and  probably  the  whole  week.  As  to  the  fanpor- 
Unce  of  the  two  subjects,  without  intending  to  undem- 
lue  the  but  which  was  the  subject  at  the  present  motiont 
he  must  be' allowed  to  give  precedence  to  the  former. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  expressed  his  willingness,  in  conse- 
quence of  indisposition,  to  waive  his  rif^t  to  the  floor,  in 
order  to  conclude  bis  remarks.  [Mr.  B.  had  delivered, 
the  day  before,  only  a  part  of  the  speech  which  is  given 
abm'e,  and  was  to-day  entitled  to  the  floor.]  He  prefer- 
red that  the  Spfdiation  Bill  be  taken  up  to^y*  and.  the 
subject  of  the  public  lands  should  be  aUoved  to  Tie  over 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  expressed  -a  hope  that  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  would  withdraw  his  objection,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  had  expreised  his  dt^re  to  deli^  the 
residue  of  his  remarks  until  to-morrow. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


99 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


100 


SiwAT*.]  FrtnA  9poUatimt. -^Prodamatim .-^PuhHe  Landt.—3.  Carrdiita,  .    [Jut.  14, 15, 16, 1833. 


Mr.  CLAY  persisted  in  his  oppoaition,  and  stated  that 
he  should  consider  a  decition  not  to  take  op  the  I,and  Bill 
as  equivalent  to  a  deci^on  to  leave  it  unacted  on  for  the 
rest  of  the  session.  He  thoueht  the  gentleman  from  Mib- 
Bouri  looked  remu-kablj  wul*  ftnd  quite  competent  to 
continue  the  debate.  He  then  uked  for  the  yeas  and 
iwys  on  the  motion,  which  were  accordingly  ordered . 

After  «  few  remarks  from  Hesira.  WEBSTER, 
8PRAGUE,  and  FORSYTH,  the  question  was  Uken  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yba9 — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Black,  Brown,  Uuckncr, 
Chambers,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Sils- 
bee.  Smith,  Tipton,  Webster,  Wilkins,  White— 24. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dickeraoii,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghiiysen,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poiudexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Seymour,  Sprague — 14. 

So  the  Senate  agreed  to  consider  the  biitt  and  the  bill 
being  then  before  the  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Wh^e: 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  in  a  speech  of  about  two  hotirs,  de- 
veloped the  principles  of  the  bill,  and  the  grounds  on 
which  it  was  n^ported  by  the  committee,  and  on  which  lie 
should  advocate  its  passage. 

Mr.  TYLER  then  explained  the  difficufty  he  felt  in 
bringing  his  mind  to  embrace  this  important  subject,  afler 
so  long  an  interval  had  transpired  snce  he  had  lookedtnto 
the  subject^  and  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  acquiesced  in  the  motion,  which  was 
carried. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

After  the  doors  were  re-opened, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  laid  on  the  Uble  the  following  reso- 
lution ; 

Bemhai,  That  the  Preadent  be  requested  to  lay  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  copy  of  his  proclamation  of  the  LOth  of 
December  last;  and  also  the  authcntictted  copies  of  the 
ordinance  of  the  people  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
with  the  documents  accompanying  the  same;  and  of  the 

{iroclamation  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
ina  of  the  20th  of  December  last,  which  was  transmitted 
to  him  by  the  Executive  of  that  State,  with  the  request 
that  be  should  lay  them  before  Congress. 
'  The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TussSAT,  Jashab^  15. 

PROCLAMATION. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  CALHOUN 
WM  then  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  KING  rose,  not,  aa  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
tering into  a  disctission  of  the  roolutiont  but  his  object 
in  rising  was  merely  to  state,  for  the  information  of  the 
Senator  from  South  CarolinA,  the  reason  why  he  might 
perhaps  think  it  not  expedient  to  press  (he  consideration 
of  his  resolution  at  this  time.  It  might  lead  to  a  discus- 
sion which  would  be  found  not  to  be  necessary.  A  mes- 
sage from  the  President  would  be  received,  perliaps,  to- 
day or  to*morrow,  which  would  communicate  the  docu- 
ments called  for  by  this  resolution.  They  would  have 
been  communicated  to  the  Senate  before'  this  time,  but 
that  a  delay  had  taken  place  in  endeavoring  to  obtain  an 
authenticated  copy  of  some  of  the  documents  from  South 
Carolina.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  lay  the  resolution,  for  the  present,  on  the 
Uble. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  rose,  and  stated  that  he  was  au- 
thorized to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina 
would,  on  Thursday  next,  or  perhaps  earlier,  receive 
all  the  documenls  c&llcd  for  by  this  resolution,  and  much 
more,  in  a  comfnuntcation  from  the  PreKldent.  And  the 
reason  why  the  papers  had  not  been  communicated  at  an 


earlier  period  was,  that  a  copy  of  the  act  of  Assembly 
could  not  be  procured  in  an  authentic  formj  but  the  do- 
cuments would  be  communicated,  whether  such  copy 
should  be  obtained  or  not.  He  hoped  the  Senator  would 
not,  under  this  aimrance,  insist  on  the  prcaent  action  of 
the  Senate  upon  hia  resolution,  but  would  suffer  it  to  lie 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  certainly  should  not  object, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  the  laying  of  his  resolution, 
for  tha  present,  on  the  table.  His  object  had  been  mere- 
ly to  obtain  these  documents,  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate. 
And  he  thought  it  j>roper  to  say  that  he  did  not  expect 
any  such  discussion  .on  the  inibject  as  gentlemen  seemed 
to  have  anticipated.  It  had  not  been  his  object  to  cast 
censure  any  where,  but  only  to  bring  the  documents  into 
the  possession  of  the  Senate.  They  were,  in  his  opinion, 
connected  with  a  most  important  issue— an  issue  which  in 
importance  had  never  been  surpassed  in  the  history  of 
this  country,  not  even  at  the  time  when'  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  .was  published.  Under  tliis  impression, 
he  had  brought  forward  his  resolution  to  bring  the  papers 
before  the  Senate.  If  any  Senator  thought  proper  to 
move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table,  he  should  nuke 
no-objection  to  the  course. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  resolution  was  then 
laid  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands,  &c. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  continued,  and  concluded  his  remarka 
in  support  of  the  amendment,  (as  giren  above.) 
The  Senate  adjourned: 

WanxasDAT,  Jahvaet  16. 
SOUTH  CAROLINA.  > 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting  copies  uf  the  proclanutittn 
and  other  documents  relating  to  South  Carolina,  her  ordi- 
nance,.&c.  &c. 

The  reading  of  the  message  occupied  an  hour  and  ft 
quarter.    As  soon  as  it  was  finished— 

Ur.  GRUNDY  moved  tn  refer  the  message  and  docu- 
ments to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  that  they 
be  printed. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  tlien  rose  and  satd,  that  his  o'lject  in 
taking  the  floor  was  not  to  make  any  remark  on  the  mo- 
tion which  was  immediately  before  the  Senate.  What  he 
was  about  tio  say,  therefore;  would,  under  parliamentary 
rule,  be  entirely  out  of  order.  But  he  would,  in  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  bis  situation,  throw  himself  on  the 
indulgence  of  the  Senate  for  his  pardon  ft»V  the  entire 
irrelevance  of  the  remarks  which  he  should  -feel  himself 
bound  to  make. 

He  Mt  no  disposition  to  notice  many  of  the  errors 
which  the  message  contained  in  reference  to  the  docu- 
ments by  which  it  was  accon\panied,  but  there  was  one 
which  he  sliould  deem  himself  a  recreant  to  his  State  if 
he  did  not  rise  emphatically  and  promptly  to  notice.  It 
was  stated  by  the  Chief  Ma^atrate,  m  substance,  that 
the  movements  made  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  were 
of  a  character  hostile  to  the  Union.  Was  he  right  in 
this  impression?  "  If  so,  he  would  say  that  there  was  not 
a  shadow  of  foundation  for  such  a  statement .  There  waa 
not  a  State  in  the  Union  \tm  diaposed  than  Soutb  Carolina 
to  put  herself  in  such  attitude  of  hostilitv.  But  the 
grounds  on  which  the  President  founds  tiTia  inference 
were  not  less  extraordinary  than  the  inference  itself. 
When  he  stated  that  hostile  movements  had  been  made, 
it  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  President  did  not  slatfc  the 
whole  of  the  movements  of  this  cbnracter  which  had 
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taken  place.  Before  South  Carolina  had  taken  any  poaU 
tion  of  a  conflicting'  character,  there  had  been  a  concen- 
tntUon  of  United  States'  troops  on  two  points,  obviously 
for  the  purpose  of  controllih;  the  morements  of  the  State. 
One  oi  these  eoncentrat'ions  was,  at  Augusta,  and  the 
other  at  Charleston.  Previous  to  this  circumstance,  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  had  looked  to  nothing  beyond  a 
civil  proce»s,  and  bad  Intended  merely  to  give  effect  to  her 
opposition  in  the  form  of  a  suit  at  law.  It  was  only  when 
»  military  force  displayed  on  her  borders,  and  in  her 
liiDits*  and  when  the  menace  was  thrown  out  ag^nst  the 
lives  of  her  citizens,  and  uf  their  wives  and  ehilaren,  that 
they  fwoA  themselves  driven  to  an  attitude  of  reustance. 
Then  it  was  that  they  all  prepared  to.  resbt  any  ag. 
^reasion. 

But  the  President  had  also  rested  his  inference  on  an- 
other ground.  He  had  laid  it  down,  that  the  tribunal  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  th«  United  States  was,  in  the  last 
resort,  the  only  arbiter  of  the  difference  in  the  construe- 
tion  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  laws.  On  this  point 
there  seems  'to  have  been  a  great  change  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Executive  within  the  last  twelve  months.  The 
President  had  not  held  this  opinion  in  reference  to  the  re- 
sistance of  tiie  State  of  Georgia.  K  narrow  river  only 
riividee  the  territory  of  Georgia  from  that  of  South  Caro- 
lina; yet,  ofi  the  one  nde,  the  power  of  the  Supreme 
Contt,  as  the  arbiter  in  the  last  resort,  is  to  be  sustsincdt 
while,  on  tlie  other  ude,  the  will  of  the  Executive  is  to  be 
at  t  pre  me. 

But,  if  the  Supreme  Court  was  to  be  the  arbiter,  lie 
wished  to  know  in  what  manner  the  decision  of  that  tri- 
bunal, as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  tarifT  law  as  a 
measure  of  protection,  was  to  be  obtained?  How  was 
an  issue  to  be  made  up/  This  mode  had  already  been 
tried  in  the  case  of  Hotmeri,  a  citizen  of  Charleston,  and 
the  covirt  had  declared  its  incapacity  to  act,  for  want  of 
Jurifidictian,  and  refused  to  take  cognizance  of  the  subject. 
He  wi^ed  to  know  why  this  circumstance  had  been  sup- 
pressed— no,  suppreMed  was  too  strong  a  term— ^rgot- 
ten  in  the  message  of  the  Executive.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that  when  the  bill  of  1828  was  introduced,  which 
had  been  Justly  called  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
a  bill  of  abominations,  a  representative  from  South  Caro- 
lini  had  ineffectually  endeavored  to  obtun  an  amendment 
of  the  title  of  it,  so  ttiat  it  might  bear  on  its  face  the  character 
of  protection,  which  belonged  to  it.  But  it  was  sent  abroad 
under  a  delusive  and  deceptive  name.  How,  then,  was 
South  Carolina  to  try  the  queation?  Even  if 'she  bad 
every  reliance  on  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
she  could  not  obtain  the  judgment  of  tliat  court.  What 
course,  then,  was  left  tat  South  Carolina,  hut  that  which 
■he  had  pursued? 

It  was  also  suggested  in  the  message  of  the  Executive, 
that  the  State  ought  to  have  resorted  to  the  other  remedy 
which  was  pointra  oiit.  and  asked  at  an  earlier  period  for 
a  conveation  of  the  States,  in  order  to  amend  the  consti- 
tution. South  Carolina  had  been  prevented  from  making 
applications  on  this  subject.  She  had  wished  over  and 
over  again  to  obtain  a  convention,  but  she  had  uniformly 
found  a  fixed  majority  in  both  Houses  against  her.  How, 
then,  was  stie  to  obtun  the  acquiescence  of  the  constitu- 
tional majority  of  tw&4hirda  or  the  two  Uousei?  Under 
these  arcumatances,  she  made  no  application  until  ttie 
State  itself  had  declared  it  unconstitutional,  and  the  emer- 
g«nqr  arose  which  called  for  it. 

These  were  all  the  remarks  wliich  he  considered  him- 
self  called  on  to  make  at  this  moment  in  reference  to  the 
error*  of  the  message  of  the  Executive. 

tt  was  obrioot  that  the  country  hsd  now  reached  a  cri- 
«s.  It  had  been  often  lud  that  every  thing  which  lives 
carries  in  itself  the  elements  of  its  own  destruction. 
This  principle  was  no  less  applicable  to  political,  than  to 
pbyncat  cmstnictioDi*   The  principle  of  decay  is  to  be 


found  in  our  institutionst  and,  unless  it  can  be  checked 
and  corrected  in  its  course,  b^  the  wisdom  of  the  Federal 
Government,  its  operation  will  form  no  exception  to  the 
general  course  ef  events.  The  only  cause  of  wonder,  in 
his  opinion,  was,  that  our  Union  had  continued  ao  longj 
that,-  at  the  end  of  forty-four  years,  our  Government 
should  still  retain  its  original  form.  He  considered  that, 
to  the  great  event  of  1801,  the  success  of  the  party  which 
had  elevated  Mr.  Jefferson  to  the  Presidency,  was  main- 
ly to  be  attributed  this  duration.  Nothing  but  the  eleva- 
tion of  that  individiul  lisd  prevented  the  earlier  termlns- 
tion  of  an  experiment.  But  the  time  had  at  length  come 
when  we  are  rec|uire<l  to  decide  whether  this  shall  be  a 
confederacy  any  longer,  or  whether  it  shall  give  way  to 
a  consolidated  Government.  He  called  on  Senators  so- 
lemnly to  pause  and  deliberate  on  this  important  ques- 
tion. As  he  lived,  he  believed  tliat  the  continuance  of 
any  consolidated  Government  was  impossible.  It  must 
inevitd>ly  lead  to  a'teilitary  despotism.  At  this  moment, 
without  having  been  brought  into  contact  with  any  ad- 
verse circumstances,  without  anV  conflicting  causes,  in  a 
time  of  peace,  and  under  the  influence  of  as  unexampled 
prosperity,  our  Union  stands  on  the  eve  oi  dissolation  or 
the  verge  of  a  civil  war.  How  was  this?  Was  it  not  at- 
tributable to  the  powerful  workings  of  the  consolidating 
principle? 

In  this  widely  extended  republic  there  has  been,  of  ne- 
cesnty,  an  active  conflict  of  interests.  In  one  portion  a 
system  works  beneficially,  which  is  found  to  be  oppres- 
sive in  another  portion.  The  system  of  protection  is  said 
to  operate  to  the  advantage  of  those  parts  of  the  country 
wliicli  are  the  strongest.  Every  one  sud  so.  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  bound  to  believe  so.  But  in  the  weakest  por- 
tions of  the  country  there  was  scarcely  to  be  found  one 
wlio  would  not,  if  he  had  the  power,  put  down  the  sys- 
tem of  protection.  There  were  thus  different  views  on 
both  sides.  How  was  this  to  operate?  He  intended,  in 
nothing  which  he  should  say.  to  make  any  personal  refer- 
cncesj  It  was  his  widito  aii^e  the  sabjcet  solely  on  phi- 
losophical grounds.  A  Prendent  is  elected,  and  comes 
into  poweri  his  policy  necessarily  conforms  to  that  of  the 
party  by  which  he  is  chosen.  It  cannot  be  otherwise. 
The  tariff"  party,  for*  example,  support  as  their  caiMidate 
a  gentleman  who  is  known  to  be  in  favor  of  their  views. 
He  did  not  condemn  this:  it  was  the  natural  and  uiiavoidl 
able  course  of  things.  The  opposite  side  must  then  take 
up  one  as  thrir  camlidate.  whose  opinions  on  the  subject 
of  protection  are  less  marked,  but  who  ma^-  be  sustained 
by  a  portim  of  die  tariff  ptrty.  hecanse  he  is  for  that  sys- 
tem to  a  certain  extent,  and  by  a  portion  of  the  anti-tariff* 
States,  because  he  u  less  hostile  to  their  interests  than  his 
competitoi'.  By  this  combination  a  triumpli  is  obtained. 
He  who  comes  into  power  in  this  manner,  if  be  is  pos- 
sessed of  any  intelligence,  can  never  be  dislodged.  How 
can  he?  He  takes  a  middle  ground  between  the  North 
and  the  South.  -  If  one  interest  attempts  to  make  a  for- 
ward movement,  the  other  side  has  occupied  the  ground. 
And,  by  this  means,  burdens  to  the  amount  of  thirty  mil- 
lions, without  the  Post  Office  Department,  and,  including 
that  department,  thir^-two  millions,  are  imposed  upon  the 
country,  under  the  pretence  of  revenue— an  amount  con- 
Hderab^  gresler  than  the  value  of  any  single  one  of  die 
great  interests  of  die  country— exceeding  the  whole 
amount  of  the  cotton  crop,  or  the  entire  value  of  the  ship- 
ping interest.  Thtis.  identifying  himself  neither  with 
tarift  nor  anti-tarifl*,  bank  nor  anti-bank,  internal  improve- 
ment nor  anti-intenwl  improvement,  he  cannot  be  dis- 
lodgttl.  What  is  the  result?  The  system  of  oppression 
goes  on.  The  woker  side  sees  it  is  a  hopeless  case,  and 
makes  resistance.  The  stranger  stiU  adheres  to  the  sys- 
tem. The  middle  power  Is  then  thrown  to  the  stroi^^ 
ude,  and  the  stronger  calls  in  fbrce  whidv  puts  down  rea- 
sMi.  This  vu  the  ptoccit  of  couottdstioD.  Gentlonen 
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might  cotitemlthatthiswRS  not  a  question  of  consoliiUtion; 
but  it  II  conaolidation.  And  he  could  see  no  distinction 
between  a  consolidated  Gorerntnent  and  one  which  as- 
lumed  the  nght  of  judgii^  of  the  propriety  of  interpoMii|f 
military  power  to  coerce  a  State. 

We  (said  Mr.  C.)  mnile  no  such  Government.  South 
Carolina  sanctioned  no  such  Govenintent.  She  entered 
tlie  cunfedcracy  wilU  tlie  understandinc^  thnt  a  Staite,  in 
tlie  last  resort,  has  a  right  to  judge  of  the  expediency  of 
resistance  to  opprcsaion,  or  secession  from  the  Union. 
And  for  §o  doing  it  is  tliat  we  are  threatened  to  liave  otir 
throats  cut,  and  those  of  our  wives  and  children.  No — I 
go  tQo  flir.  I  did  not  inteiul  to  use  language  so  strong. 
The  Chief  Magistrate  li}d  not  yet  recommended  so  des- 
perate a  remedy.  The  present  is  a  great  question,  and 
the  liberties  of  the  American  people  depend  upon  the  de- 
ouon  of  it.  It  was  impossible  that  a  consolidated  Govern- 
ment eouU  exist  in  this  country;  it  never  can.  Did  1  say 
in  tltiscounti}'?  It  never  can  exist  in  anycounti'y.  If  any 
man  would  look  into  the  Jiistory  of  the  world,  and  find  any 
single  case  in  which  the  government  of  absolute  majority, 
unchecked  by  any  constitutional  restraints,  had  lusted  one 
century,  he  wimkl  yield  the  question.  For  himself,  he 
had  bceit,  from  his  earliest  life,  deeply  attached  to  the 
Union)  and  he  felt*  with  a  proportionate  inlenuty,  the 
importance  of  this  question.  In  his  early  youth  he  had 
cherished  a  deep  and  enthusiastic  admiration  of  this  Uniuii. 
He  had  looked  on  its  progress  with  rapture,  and  encou- 
raged the  most  sanguine  expectations  of  its  endurance, 
lie  still  believed  that  if  it  could  be  conformed  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  1798,  as  they  were  then  construed,  it  might  en- 
dure forever.  Bring  back  the  Government  to  those  prin- 
ciples^ and  he  would  be  the  last  to  abandon  it,  and  Suiitli 
Carcdinft  would  be  amongst  its  wai^est  advocates.  But 
depart  from  these  principles,  and  in  the  course  of  ten 
years  we  shall  degenerate  into  a  military  despotism.- 
The  cry  had  been  raised,  "  the  Union  is  in  danger."  He 
knew  of  no  other  danger  but  that  of  military  despotism. 
He  would  proclaim  it  on  this  floor,  that  this  was  the  great- 
est dangei'  with  which  it  was  menaced — a  dangcrtlie  great- 
eaLwhich  any  country  had  to  apprehend. 

He  begged  pardon  for  the  warmtli  with  which  he  had 
expressed  himself.  Unbecoming  as  he  knew  that  warmth 
to  be,  he  must  throw  himself  on  his  country  and  bis  coun- 
trymen for  indulgence.  Situated  as  he  wan,  and  feeling 
as  he  did,  he  could  not  have  spoken  otherwise. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  on  the  motion  to  refer,  all  obser- 
vation! on  the  merits  of  the  pendent's  message  were 
irrelerant  and  irregular. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  bad  so  stated  in  ttie  outset  of 
his  remarks,  and  apologized  for  it. 
■  Mr.  FORSYTH. — True,  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina had  admitted  the  existence  of  the  rule,  and  had  given 
the  best  posMble  excuse  fur  tlie  violation  of  it.  Mr.  F.  had 
no  such  excuse  to  ofiVrt  therefore,  should  not  fuHow'tlie 
example: 

The  President  has,  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  frankly 
and  openly  expressed  his  opinions,  and  the  facts  and  rea- 
sons upon  which  tliey  were  founded.  '  The  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  on  the  part  of  his  State,  had  interposed 
his  denial.  The  issue  is  fairly  made;  the  competent  tri- 
bunal vill  dedde.  There  was  one  of  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  Mr.  F.  felt  himselfbound  promptly  to  notice,  lest 
Ut  nlence  might  be  construed  into  acquiescence.  The 
President  is  charged  with  inconustcney  of  opinion  in  the 
cases  of  South  Carolina  and  Georgia. 

[Mr.  C .  explained .  He  alhideu  only  to  the  opinion  that 
the  Supreme  Court  was  a  final  arbiter.] 

Mr.  P.  BMd  it  was  not  important  aa  to  the  extent  of  the 
alluuon.  As  the  sole  representative  at  present  [Govern- 
or Taoup  is  confined  by  indisposition]  of  Georgia,  he 
must  protest  against  the  case  of  Georgia  being  confound- 
ed with  tliat  of  South  Carolina.   He  bad,  on  a  former  oc- 


casion, endeavored  to  demonstrate  to  the  Senate  tbe  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  cases:  he  was  ready  again  to 
show  tlie  distinction  between  them,  aud  to  defend  its  just- 
ness. 1*0  others  it  might  not  be  so,  but  to  the  great  body 
of  the  people  of  Geor^  it  was  obvious  and  palpable. 
Tlie  honorable  Senator  had  assured  the  Senate  that  ito 
State  loved  the  Union  more  than  the  State  ufSouth  Caro- 
lina. Mr.  F.  heard  thi^  declaration  from  such  high'  au- 
thority with  pleastirc.  It  must  be  confeBscd  that  the  course 
of  the  State  had  placed  ^he  object  of  Uicirlove  in  extreme 
danger.  Mr.F.  congratulati'd  the  Senate,  that,  notwith- 
slaraing  the  threatening  appearance,  there  was  no  danger 
to  the  public  peace.  The  Chief  Magiatnttc  pledges  him- 
self not  to  resort  to  any  but  defensive  force;  and  the -Se- 
nator from  South  Carolina  tells  us  that  South  Carolina  lias 
1^0  desire  to  use  force  unless  assailed.  Tlic  hope  might  be 
indulged  that  all  these  pledges  would  be  redeemed:  iftlicy 
were,  force  would  not  be  used. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to.  " 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GUUNDY,  3,000  extra  copies  of  th« 
message  and  documents  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Hj".  POINDEXTER  laid  on  the  table  certain  amend- 
ments which  he  proposed  to  make  in  the  bill  appropriat- 
ing, for  a  limited  time,  the  procceiU  of  the  public  lands* 
&c. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  llie  cunsideration'of  the 
bill  appropriating,  for  a  limited  time,  tlie  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands,  &c. 

Mr.  BLACK,  of  Mississippi,  Kud,  but  fur  the  peculiar  si- 
tuation in  which  he  was  placed,  aHcr  so  much  having  been 
said  on  this  subject,  both  at  the  present  and  last  sesnon  of 
Congresfl,  and  said,  too,  by  gentlemen  whu  justly  com- 
mand a  high  reputation  for  tbcir  wi»ilom  aud  experience  in 
national  affairs,  he  should  nut  liavi;  troubled  the  Senate 
with  any  remarks.  He  trusted,  however,  tliat  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject,  involving,  perhaps,  the  tranquilRty 
of  the  Union,  and  certainly  tlie  prosperity  of  the  State 
he  had  tbe  honor  in  part  to  represent,  would  plead  his 
'apology  fur  asking  for  a  few  moments  tlie  attention  of -the 
Senate. 

We  who  represent  the  new  Stutes  (said  Mr,  11.)  have 
been  especially  invited  by  gentlemen  to  enlist  with  theui 
in  this  service.  To  some  of  us  has  been  olTercd  the  im- 
posing coi1»deration  of  five  hundred  tbousuid  acres  of . 
land,  and  twelve  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  sales  as  boun- 
ty; and  our  dividend  with  them  proportioned  acct  rding 
to  federal  numbers  as  yearly  pay.  F<>r  one,  I  have  de- 
termined to  refuse  the  bounty,  reject  tlie  pay,  and  to 
decline  tbe  service.  I  am  well  aw^vc,  that  in  so  doing,  my 
judgment  will  be  called  in  question  by  many,  even  of 
those  whose  gtiod  opinions  1  ha\e  been  accustomed  to 
value.  To  vin'licate,  therefore,  the  conclusions  to  «bich 
I  l.ave'  come  in  tiiis  matter,  I  will  state  in  a  brief,  bat  1 
fear  n  desultory  manner,  the  reas-  ns  which  have,  induced 
them. 

The  earnestness  with  which  this  measure  was  brought 
forw-.'ird,  and  the  zeal  with  which  it  Iws  been  pressed 
upo..  the  Senate,  cannot  have  escaped  the  observati.in  of 
any.  It  is  feared  that  these  Bym;;tomB  manifest,  on  the 
part  of  some  a  wish  to  press  this  question  through  the 
Sen.ite,  that  it  may  have  an  important  bearing  on  another 
measure  which  wHl  probably  come  op,  with  which  this  is 
intimately  connected.  My  allusion,  sir,  is  to  a  reduction 
of  the  duties  on  imports.  Ii  is  my  intenlii  n  to  abstain 
from  any  remarks  on  this  interesting,  loo  exciting,  and, 
I  bad  almost  said,  awful  subject  I  have  alluded  to  it  for 
tlie  purpose  of  giving  it  as  my  opinion,  and  1  submit  it 
with  deference  to  the  Senate,  that,  under  existing  cir. 
cumstanccs,  no  obstacle  should  be  permitted  ('>  intervene 
between  us  and"  the  adjustment,  and  tbe  speedy  adjust* 
ment,  of  that  question.  H  it  thought  tiiat  tlie  amount  of 
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duties  may  be  reduced  six  miUionst  let  this  bill  pass, 
and  we  shall  instantly  be  told  that  the  estimate  made  ts 
incorrect — that  three  millioiu  ari«ng  from  the  sales  of 
public  lands  having  been  abstmcted,  a  deductiuii  or  fifty 
per  cent,  from  the  estimate  must  be  made.  The  three 
millions  bein^taken  away,  other  three  million)*,  arising' 
from  the  duties  on  imports,  must  supply  tlie  place  of  it. 
That  there  is  no  difTcrence  between  taking  this  money 
and  other  money  from  the  treasury,  ti>  the  -amount  of 
current  disbursements,  on  account  of  land,  is  too  palpa- 
ble to  be  denied.  The  officers  attached  bi  the  Land 
Office  Department  are  to  be  quartered  on  the  treasury. 

Their  salaries,  amounting  annually  to   ^  M  the 

expense  of  surveying  and  bringing  the  land  to  sale,  ihe 
expci'se  of  making  future  Indian  treaties,  and,  if  those  are 
already  made,  (the  amount  requisite  for  which  is  estim^it- 
ed  at  near  two  and  a  half  millions,)  the  expense  tjf  an- 
nuities to  Indian^  with  which  the  lands  properly  stand 
cliargeable,  are  to  be  paid  by  the  operations  of  the  cus- 
tom-house.  To  meet  all  these  demands,  under  ouE.pre- 
sent  engagements,  nearly  one  and  a  half  millions  wiU  be 
required  annually  for  several  years.  An  increase  on 
tJ lis  sum,  in  effecting  other  Indian  trt-aties,  and  carrying 
them  into  effect,  may  he  expected  to  a  large  amount, 
wbicli,  in  a  few  years,  coupled  with  the  common  current 
expense  on  account  of  the  public  lands,  will  make  a 
considerable  outlet  fur  the  surplus  revenue,  which,  at  p re- 
ar nt,  threatens  to  become  troublesome  on  our  hands.  If 
tliis  goes  into  operation,  we  expect,  in  future,  to  hear 
no  more  resolutions  to  suspend  the  surveys  of  the  public 
land,  but  any  and  every  expense  relating  to  lands  borne 
witlfout  a  munnur,  so  long  as  it  is  not  to  come  out  of 
this  distribution  fund.  The  South  has  complained,  and 
ju'*tly  too,  of  the  unequal  operation  of  the  present  >y9tem 
of  revenue  laws.  It  is  unequal,  unfust,  and  oppressive. 
Its  baneful  effects  upon  the  prosperity  of  the  South  have 
been  severely  felt,  while  the  collection  of  revenue  was 
confined  to  a  sufficient  sum  to  pay  the  necessary  disburse- 
'  menti  of  the  Government,  and  a  portion  yearly  of  the 
national  debt.  Against  this  oppression  Uiey  have  remon- 
strated times  almost  without  number,  with  no  effect.  Tliis 
measure,  in  addition  to  pairing  to  the  Tevenue  as  here* 
tofore,  will  have  the  effect  in  its  operation  to  force  out  of 
them  yearly  a  sum  for  distribution  among  the  States.  Why 
add  injustice  to  that  already  complained  of?  Will  it  not, 
particularly  at  such  a  time  as  this,  be  received  ungra- 
ciously? Sir,  it  was  the  last  pound  added  to  the  burden 
of  the  camel  which  destroyed  the  animal. 

Have  gentlemen  well  considered  this  system  of  distri- 
buting money  among  the  States  in  all  its  tendencies  and 
consequences?  Have  they  fully  weighed  all  tlte  bear- 
ings which  it  will  naturally  have,  or  be  made  to  have,  on 
our  relations  between  State  and  Federal  Governments? 
Can  gentlemen  give  us  any  assurance  that,  this  sum  being 
at  first  distributed,  other  and  la»er  amounts  will  not  be 
denunded,  and  the  strong  aftn  of  the  Government  made 
use  of  to  raise  the  money?  Can  we  be  assured  that  the 
General  Government,  having  the  power  to  raise  funds 
and  distribute  them,  will  not  in  time  be  enabled  to  buy 
up  the  assent  of  the  States  to  the  exercise  of  any  and 
every  power?  I  think  my  friend  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Bias,]  wben  he  ^oke  of  force  beinj^  nccessarjr  to  carry 
down  this  system,  if  he  had  looked  into  futunty,  would 
have  seen  a  period  not  far  distant  when  it  will  be  uncalled 
for.  By  a  plentiful  use  of  tlie  stiver,  tliere  will  be  no 
necessity  for  the  steel.  Sir,  we  are,  I  fear,  on  the  eve 
of  taking  a  step  in  national  policy,  the  full  effect  of  which 
after  generations  will  alone  be  able  to  determine.  The 
denre  of  gain  and  aggrantUzement,  although  planted  in  the 
human  bosom  for  the  wisest  of  purposes,  is  yet  a  dan- 
gerous passion.  Who  can  tell  to  what  dereliction  of 
principle  the  corrupt  and  corrupting  uae  of  money  will 
not  lew?   The  history  of  our  own  Sad  former  times  fur- 


nishes innumerable  instances.  It  was  the  thirty  pieces  of 
silver  which  procured  the  surrender  of  the  Saviour  of 

the  universe. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat) 
has  pictured  iii  glowing  colors  the  beautiful  prospect  of 
this  Union  cemented  in  more  perfect  amity  for  to 
come  by  the  interest  which  each  State  will  have  in  the 
distribution  of  the  funds  from  these  public  lands.  If  I 
thought  a  consummation  eo  desirable  could  be  realized,  no 
objection  would  be  made,  although  it  were  all  at  our  ex- 
pense. I  should  fear  to  call  in  the  assistance  of  the  sor- 
did passion  of  avarice  to  the  noble  feeling  of  patriotism, 
heretofore  constdcrcd  the  best  security  of  our  Union.  It 
would  be  safer  to  depend  for  the  permanency  of  our 
Union  upon  that  high  veneration  which  all  must  feel  for 
those  institutions  bequeathed  to  us  by  our  ancestors,  the 
rich  purcluse  uf.tlieir  blood;  upon  tlut  love  which  one 
portion  of  our  country  must  bear  to  those  of  another,  as 
brethren  and  countrymen;  upon  that  pride  to  which  the 
bosom  of  no  true  American  is  a  stranger,  when  he  looka 
upon  this  his  country  and  native  land.  Our  country,  go- 
verned by  tlie  constitution  and  just  laws,  must  always  pre- 
sent an  object  of  veneration,  love,  and  pride.  Our  Go- 
vernment is  a  noble  model  from  the  bands  of  masters.  Its 
ruin  would  be  that  of  a  mighty  fkbricf  an  unenviable  im- 
mortality is  secured  to  bim  who  procures  its  downfall;  bis 
case  will  be  parallel  with  that  of  tlie  dark  angel  of  hea._ 
ven,  and  his  doom  vill  be  the  same.  I  hope,  sir,  not  to 
sec  the  day.  when  my  country  shall  be  divided  into  dis- 
tinct commnnitles,  or  States,  separated  by  irreconcilable 
jealousies  and  eternal  wars.  1  will  not  enlarge  on  this 
unwelcome  topic.  There  is  a  legal  question  arinngon 
the  construction  of  the  acts  of  cession  of  the  several 
States.  I1ie  lands  are  declared  to  be  a  fund,  after  the 
payment  of  the  revolutionai^  debt,  for  the  benefit  of  all, 
the  States  ceding  the  lands  mcluded.  The  Government, 
though  having  a  general  power  to  dispose  of.  the  lands. 
Is  yet  charged  with  the  trust  to  see  that  tlie  lands,  or  tlie 
proceeds,  are  disposed  of  Ibr  the  benefit  and  advantage 
of  all.  Would  not  this  be  a  transfer  of  the  trusteeship 
to  tlie  <Uflerent  States?  Would  it  not  be  substituting 
them,  instead  of  the  Government,  to  stc  that  the  object 
of  the  grant  be  efTccted?  Whether  tliese  lands,  or  the 
monev  arising  from  the  sale  of  them,  be  disposed  of  for  tlie 
benebt  and  advantage  of  all,  must  depend  upon  the  use 
or  disposition  made  of  the  lands  or  money.  If  a  State 
should  expend  the  money  on  internal  improvements  of  A 
local  nature,  or  on  some  work  suggested  by  whim  or  de- 
sire of  popularity,  it  would  not  be  contended  that  this  ex- 
penditure would  be  for  the  ^neral  good .  The  power  to 
appropriate  the  funds  on  internal  improvements,  given 
by  this  bill  to  the  several  States,  is  not  confined  to  that 
descHption  whicli  will  be  generally  beneficial.  As  to  co* 
Ionization  being  of  general  benefit,  the  remarks  of  my 
friend  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb]  have  been  full  Mid 
sufficient.  Power  Is  also  given  to  the  States  to  pay  off 
their  old  debts  with  this  money,  without  reference  to 
the  objects  on  account  of  which  the  money  for  which 
the  debt  was  contracted  bad  been  expended,  and  with- 
out reference  to  the  nature  of  the  debt  itself.  It  may  bt> 
tliat  the  States,  some  or  all  of  them,  will  appropriate  the 
money  in  such  way  as  to  be  for  the  benefit  and  advantage 
of  all}  but  that  they  have  the  power  to  do  otherwise  is 
too  apparent.  The  claim  which  some  of  the  new  States 
have  set  up  to  the  right  both  of  jurisdiction  and  property 
over  the  public  domain,  has  a  direct  bearing  on  this  mea- 
sure. Tlic  States  of  Indiana  and  Mississippi,  solemn 
resolutions  of  their  Legislatures,  have  asserted  tliis  claim. 
The  Governor  of  Illinois,  in  hit  annual  message,  set  up 
the  clium  of  that  State.  I  am  not  prepared  to  urge  any 
thing  in  favor  of  tliis  pretension,  but  honorjible  Senators 
who  represent  those  SUtea  cannot  vote  for  this  measure 
without  an  entire  surrender  of  all  such  right  claimed  by 
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these  States.  This  would  be  an  exercise  of  power  over 
these  lands  entireljr  inconsistent  with  the  ownership  on 
the  put  of  the  States.  AnoUier  objection  to  this  bill 
'arises'  on  the  part  of  the  new  States,  on  the  {ground  of  ex- 
pediency. It  will  have  a  tendency  to  perpetnate  the  pre- 
sent high  price  of  the '  public  land,  when  all  tlie  Stotes 
shill  beconw  directly  interested  in  the  amount  of  the 
nle.  They  will  then  hoard  the  lands  up  at  their  particu- 
lar and  special  treasure,  offering  for  sale  only  smwl  quan- 
tities, and  forcing  off  the  inferi4)r  land  at  the  same  price 
with  the  good.  Indeed,  we  have  been  told  in  this  debate 
that  this  is  to  be  a  source  of  revenue  to  the  States  for  five 
hundred  years.  We  need  not  expect  to  see  the  prices 
reduced  and  graduated  if  this  measure  be  suceessfiil. 
We  have  seen,  with  the  prtscnt  system  in  force,  ttiat  oui* 
complaints  on  this  subject  have  not  been  listened  to,  and 
our  memorials  have  gone  unheeded. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cur]  lias  told  us 
in  his  speech  and  in  his  report,  that  tlie  price  of  the  pub- 
lic land  ot^ht  not  to  be  reduced;  that  the  large  quantih 
remaining  unsold  b  no  evidence  that  tlie  land  is  worth 
less  than  the  mitumum  price ;  but  that  it  is  for  the  want  of 
demand.  It  is  admitted  that  there  is  a  large  quantity  of 
public  land  sold  yearly  of  better  quality  than  the  large 
bodies  which  remain  unsold.  The  reason  of  large  quan- 
tities remaining  on  hand,  fur  which  there  are  no  purcha- 
ser*, is  found  in  the  want  of  quality  in  the  land  itself.  I 
-wUl  illustrate  my  idea  of  the  state  of  tlie  case  by  a  familiar, 
and,  I.think,  a  parallel  example.  Suppose  a  merchant 
ships  large  quantities  of  goods,  (Kentucky  bagging,  if  ^ou 
pteaset)  oe  sells  all,  except  one  lot,  at  a  particular  price; 
that  lot  reraaina  on  hand  utler  all  is  sold,  and  while  others 
arc  selling  daily  in  the  same  market  lots  of  the  same 
goods  at  the  same  price;  in  a  short  time  the  mercl^ant 
would  begin  to  conclude  that  there  was  something  in  the 
quality  of  the  goods  on  hand  which  caused  them  not  to 
aell.  Now,  if  the  shipper  were  wealthy,  and  able  to  en- 
gross all  the  goods  of  this  description  in  market,  he  might 
be  enabled  to  force  off  the  inferior  for  the  same  price  that 
the  superior  article  sold  at,  by  making  a  high  demand  in 
market.  In  the  same  manner  the  inferior  lands  may  be 
forced  at  the  price  of  superior  quality.    This  docs  not 

Erove  that  those  lands  are  now  worth  the  minimum  price, 
at  that  they  may  in  time  be  forced  off  at  it,  by  holding 
tbem  up.  I  will  submit  whether  it  is  the  part  of  a  paternal 
Govemmcnt,  annoua  to  foster  the  interests  of  alt  alike, 
to  act  tiie  part  of  the  stock-jobbing  monopolizer;  instead 
of  disposing  of  the  land  at  the  price  wliich  it  is  now 
worth,  to  hold  them  up  for  a  better  price,  for  ages,  to  the 
great  injurjr  of  the  poor  people  within  the  HmiU  of  the 
State  in  which  they  are  irituated,  and  to  the  disadvantwe 
of  the  States  themselves?  What  u  the  opinion  on  this 
subject  of  the  States  in  which  these  lands  are  situated.' 
The  States  of  Louisiana,  Alabama,  Hisslsnppi,  Indiana, 
Illinms,  and  Missouri,  have,  by  frequent  memorials,  de- 
clared that  the  prices  should  be  graduated  and  reduced; 
that  holding  up  the  refuae  bnds  within  their  limiU 
operates  injUDOUsly,  by  retarding  their  growth,  and 
keeping  many  of  their  citizens  from  becoming  flwhold- 
ers.  In  support  of  these  opinions,  frequently  expressed, 
the  returns  of  the  registers  and  receivers,  making  an 
estimate  of  the  average  value  of  the  public  lands,  ^ow 
it  to  be  in  every  State  far  below  the  minimum  price.  Not 
more  than  Qne-twcntieth  part  of  the  vacant  land  is  aaid 
to  be  <^  first  quali^  in  any  State,  and  the  average  value 
in  some  of  the  States  not  more  than  thirty  cents,  and  in 
none,  t  think,  more  than  one-half  the  minimum  price. 
From  an  extensive  acquaintance  with  the  public  lands  in 
the  Southwest,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  estimate  made  by 
moat  of  those  officers  is  much  too  high. 

The  policy  pursued  by  this  Government  never  was 
fbttowea  br  any  other  under  the  sun.  When  Spain  held 
a  put  of  the  Southwest,  the  thou|^t  it  her  interest  to 


encourage  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  'gave  to 
every  citizen  who  would  settle  the  land  as  much  as  was 
necessary  for  his  comfort  and  convenience.  France  and 
Great  Britain,  in  different  portions  of  the  country,  did  the 
same.  The  republic  of  Mexico,  by  holding  out  the  same 
inducement,  is  drawing  daily  to  its  territory  numbers  of 
our  respectable  citizens.  In  tliat  section  of  the  country 
where  the  public  domain  was  thus  disposed  of  by  France 
and  Spain,  previous  to  the  purchase  by  the  United  States, 
the  advantage  which  the  country  derived  from  it  is  Kp- 

Earent  at  the  present  day.  Every  man  there  is  a  free- 
older,  interested  in  the  soil,  and  his  house  and  home  is 
his  own.  That  portion  of  the  territory  which  subse- 
quently Ml  within  the  limits  of  the  State  of  Misnsnppi, 
.-ilchough  poor,  is  «'ell  settled  by  inhabitants  who  are  so- 
ber, industrious,  and  hospitable.  If  the  land  had  not 
been  given  away,  it  would  never  have  been  settled.  Tlic 
settlement  of  Kentucky  was  greatly  accelerated  by  the 
terms  on  which  the  lands  were  disposed  of,  under  different 
regulations.  Settlements  were  encouraged;  the  prices 
were  graduated  at  diffisrent  times,  until  it  was  eventually 
sold  to  settlers  at  twenty-five  cents  the  acre.  Although 
the  honorable  -Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  has 
spoken  in  somewhat  humble  terms  of  the  improvements 
made  by  the  first  settlers,  yet  1  do  not  doubt  but  that 
much  of  the  comfort  and  prosperity  of  the  yeomanry  of 
that  State  is  attributable  to  their  having  obtained  lands, 
on  account  of  these  improvements  thought  so  inconsi- 
derable. In  the  State  of,  Mune,  lands  of  mferior  quaJity 
were  disposed  of  at  thirty  cents.  There  is  no  doubt 
but  the  honorable  Senator*  from  that  State  have  seen  .the 
ha[fpy  influence  on  their  prosperity,  produced  by  the 
cheapne&s  of  land.  Will  they,  having  seen  these  advan- 
tages, unite  with  others  in  perpetuating  on  us  an  onerous 
system?  In  the  States  of  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Lou- 
isiana, it  is  an  object  of  great  importance  that  the  lands 
of  inferior  quality  shall  he  offered  at  such  prices  as  will 
induce  the  setflement  of  theip.  The  most  fertile  htnd  is 
settled  by  rich  planters,  having  numbers  of  slaves;  the 
second-rate  land  is  taken  up  ezduaivelv  by  those  who 
have  few  or  no  slaves.  The  general  settlement  of  theae 
lands  will  add  greatly  to  the  strength  and  securi^  of  the 
whole  SUte.  Those  portions  of  the  SUte  having  a  dense 
colored  population  will  be  protected  by  the  proximity-of 
the  white  population  on  these  lands. 

The  Government  is  required,  by  the  act  of  ceasion  of 
Georgia,  to  "^pose"  of  them.  The  Government  is  not 
to  hold  them  forever  without  offering  them  for  sale,  nor 
to  offer  them  at  prices  at  wliieh  they  will  not  sell;  which 
atpounta,  in  fiiet,  to  not  offering  them  atall;  but  to  "dia- 
pose  of  them"  for  the  common  benefit. 

The  five  hundred  thousand  acres  is  thrown  into  one 
section  of  the  bill  aa  a  douceur  for  those  States  for  whom 
it  is  intended;  but  it  will  be  recollected  that  this  is  their 
proportionate  part  with  the  other  new  States  for  objects 
of  internal  improvements.  The  State  of  Ohio  has  re- 
ceived 933,937  acres,  Indiana  384^738,  Illinois  4fi(^000, 
and  Alabama  400^000  acres.  Theae  donationa  hsTe  been 
made  fbr  specific  internal  unprovemcnts,  the  completioti 
of  which,  It  waa  thought,  would  advance  the  prosperity 
of  the  States  in  whico  they  were  severally  undertaken, 
and  at  the  same  time  enhance  the  value  of  the  public 
land.  When  it  can  be  shown  that  both,  these  great  ob- 
jects can  be  effected,  there  can  be  no  objection^  either  . 
on  the  SCOTS  of  principle,  or  constitutional  ebjeetion,  to 
the  State  of  Mississippi  receiving  a  similar  donatioo.  We 
expect  to  he  able  to  show,  within  the  State  of  Hiisiastppi, 
objects  of  internal  improvement  which  vtll  command  the 
favorable  attention  of  Congress;  and  we  expect  that  the 
same  liberality  and  principle  which  dictated  the  propriety 
of  these  hberal  grants  to  other  States  will  also  accord 
the  same  for  IVssiinppi.  Unless,  on  the  same  ahowing  of 
facto  which  induced  thcie  donalionSf  a  limilar  boitcfit,  in 
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like  muiner*  >nd  for  like  purposes,  thoutd  be  extended 
to  Hianinppi  and  the  other  States — cUims  which  have 
been .  heretofore  overlooked  or  pretermitted — it  would 
HTOur  of  mnk  faToritism.  There  can  be  no  doubt  but 
the  cUimi  of  Htssisnppi  will  be  properly  appreciated  in 
this  retpect  on  a  proper  showing  of  facts.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  vould  be  anun  that  I  should  here  mention,  In 
connexion  with  this  branch  of  tiie  subject,  that  there  is 
one  work  of  internal  improTcment  of  great  consequence, 
both  to  the  State  of  Hisnsslppi  and  the  United  States. 
The  Uisstsnppi,  below  the  mouth  of  the  Arkansas,  makes 
into  the  Yazoo  by  means  of  a  bayou,  navig&ble  at  hirh 
waterf[  and  requiring  but  UUle  labor  and  expense  to  make 
the  navigation  ^euect  at  all  times  for  flat,  keel,  and 
steamboats.  Thu  paai  runs  through  Inr^  bodies  of  the 
public  land,  of  the  richest  quality,  which  would  be  greatly 
increased  in  value  by  the  completion  of  this  work.  Other 
objects  of  improvement  of  equal  importance^  demanding 
of  Congress  a  ftvorable  attention,  may  also  be  presented^ 
It  is  hoped  that  so  much  of  this  bill  as  makes  tne  appro, 
priation  of  land  to  Louisiana,  Missouri,  and  Mississippi, 
will  not  depend  ugon  the  success  or  failure  of  the  project 
to  distribute  the  public  funds.  This  was  originally  Intro- 
duced uaseparateanddtstinet  proposition,  by  a  disUnct 
and  separate  billt  it  has  been  incorporated  into  this  bill. 
It  ii  hoped  that  the  two  propositions  may  be  considered 
separately,  and  that  the  one  may  not  be  made  to  depend 
upon  the  other.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Hr.  Cut]  has  said  that  the  seventeen  ]>er  cent,  on  the 
amoimt  of  sales  in  the  new  States, which  is  to  be  severally 
allotted  to  each,  will  be  equal  to  the  full  amount  oFwhat 
the  reudent  citizens  of  these  States  will  pay  for  public 
lands)  and  this  he  undertakes  to  prove  by  the  progressive 

Population  of  these  States.  Let  the  State  of  Hrssissippi 
e  taken  for  an  example,  (some  of  the  new  States  have 
increased  faster,)  the  population  of  which  was  in  1820, 
40,353  white  inhabitantst  in  1S30,  70,448  white  inhabit- 
antst  showing  an  increase  of  little  more  than  six  per 
cent. per  annum.  Of  titia  increase,  it  would  be  fair  to 
nippote  four  per  eent.  arose  from  emigration.  Now,  nr, 
it  19  an  extreme  case  to  put|  when  we  say  that  these  four 
emigrants,  which  are  yearly  added  to  each  hundred  inha- 
bitants^ yearly  pay  eighty-three  per  cent,  on  the  amount 
of  tales. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  proposes  to  reduce  the  price  of  tlie  lands,  after  tiiey 
have  re|;ularly  been  proclaimed  for  sale,  offered,  and  not 
sold  at  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  to  one 
dollar  per  acre.  It  proposes,  when  the  land  has  been  thus 
ofTered,  and  not  disposed  of  at  public  sale,  to  put  the 
pr.ce  to  actual  settlers,  who  wilt  inhabit  and  cultivate 
them  for  five  years,  at  fifty  cents  per  acre — each  head  of 
a  family,  or  young  man  overtwen^-one,  or  widow,  being 
entitled  to  a  permit  to  settle  one  quarter  section,  or  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acres.  That  which  is  worth  a  dollar 
and  a  quarter  per  acre  will  be  sold  and  disposed  of  at 
public  ssle;  that  which  is  wortit  less,^  will  be  put  in  favor 
of  actuil  settlers  at  fifty  cents,  lliere  will  be  no  such 
opportunity  for  speculation  as  baa  been  supposed^  requir- 
ing the  purchaser  to  inhabit  and  cultivate  the  soil  lor  five 
years  would  of  itself  be  a  sufilcient  guard  i^nst  this. 
The  quantity  which  each  purchaser  may  enter  on  these 
terms,  beingone  hundred  and  axty  acres,  would  prevent 
it.  The  speculator  will  aim  at  lands  of  greater  value, 
and  win  purcliase  in  larger  quantities.  What!  a  specula- 
tor in  lands  buy  and  live  on  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
five  years,  to  make  money  on  his'ptirchase!  The  idea  is 
inadmisnble.  It  will  be  the  poor,  or  those  in  moderate 
circumstances;  who  alone  will  be  benefited  by  it,  and  if 
it  be  entitled  to  fiiTor  in  the  eyes  of  anv  Senator  on  that 
account,  thisprovision  itoeculiaily,  an^ almost  exclusive- 
ly, for  the  advantage  of  that  class  who  have  but  little 
wealth. 


I  hope  to  see  not  only  this  measure  of  relief  affbrded  to 
the  poor,  by  which  it  will  be  within  the  means  of  al|  to  se- 
curc  a  home,  but  also  those  who  may4>ave  settled  the  lands 
prior  to  sale,  secured  agjinst  the  eupiditp'  of  speculators, 
by  being  entitled  by  law  to  the  pre-emption. 

Instead  of  this  measure  of  reduction  lessening  the  reve- 
nue arising  from  the  pubBe  lands,  it  will  increue  it,  bj 
causing  all  who  Eve  on  these  lands  to  become  purcbaaen. 
A  great  quantity  of  land  will  be  disposed  of,  wnich  woold, 
at  present  prices,  remain  on  hand  for  ages.  If  it  he  view- 
ed as  a  matter  of  peAiniary  interest  only,  the  Government 
would  be  greatly  gainer  by  disposing  of  the  public  domain 
at  a  moderate  price,  rather  than  hold  it  for  a  great  length 
of  time  for  higher  prices.  The  use  of  the  money  from 
this  to  the  time  when  it  will  probably  sell,  would  amount 
to  more  than  the  difference  in  price. 
The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  called  upon  the 
Senatursfrom  the  new  States  to  say  whetherthis  bill  does 
not  propose  advantages  over  the  present  system.  I 
would  answer  that  it  does;  for  any  return  of  the  money  to 
the  States  from  which  it  is  taken  would  be  some  advan- 
tage, however  small  this  return  might  be.  This  bill  pro- 
poses a  return  of  part  of  the  money  received  from  the 
people  of  the  new  States  into  the  treasury  of  the* 
States.  The  amendment  would  save  to  the  "  working 
people"  of  the  State  three-fifths  of  the  amount  they  pay 
for  land.  Supposing  that  amount  in  Missis»ppi  to  be 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  (which  is  a  little  under  the 
true  amount,}  they  would  save  one  hundred  and  twenty 
tiiousanddollars. 

The  ' bill  from  the  Comnuttee  on  Manufactures  pro- 
poses to  pot  into  the  State  treasury  seventeen  per  cent, 
on  tlie  amount  of  sales,  and  a  dividend  proportioned  ac- 
cording to  f(  leral  numbers.  The  per  cent,  would  be 
thirty  thousand  dollars;  the  proper  dividend  of  the 
Stale  would  be  upwards  of  twenty-tliree  thousandt  ma- 
king an  amount  of  nearly  fifty.four  thousand  dollars. 
The  advantage  in  amount  to  the  State  does  not  equal 
the  amount  the  amendment  proposes  to  the  purcha- 
sers or  the  people.  It  will  be  more  politic  to  bestow 
benefits  upon  the  latter,  in  my  opinion,  than  the  former. 
Sir,  I  am  in  favorofUie  "workingmen."  So  longas  they 
continue  prosperous,  indepcftdent,  and  free,  the  State 
must  be  in  sound  condition.  They  are  the  only  support 
and  dependence. of  Uic  State  when  her  rights  are  to  be  as- 
serted, or  her  honor  to  be  vindicated,  and  are  ever  ready  at 
the  call  of  duty.  Thpy  can  at  any  time  fill  the  treasury 
full  to  overflowing,  and  are  ready  to  put  both  hands  into 
their  pockets  whenever  there  is  need.  I  prefer  a  mea- 
sure which  gives  adv^ptages  to  them,  to  puttingmoncy 
into  the  State  treasury,  perhaps  to  be  itquandereu. 

Sir,  tlic  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cut] 
has  intimated  tliat  the  new  States  would  do  well  to  accept 
this  proposition,  lest  they  may  not  be  able  hereafler  to 
obtain  so  fuvorable  terms.  From  the  symptoms  already 
indicated,  there  is  too  little  doubt  but  they  will  find, 
whenever  they  shall  become  willing  to  distribute  the  funds 
of  tiie  Government,  sufficient  numbers  will  join  them,, 
more  especially  when  they  are  exclusively  the  paying  par- 
ty, and  others  joint  receivers.  Sir,  the  people  of  the  new 
States  have  looked  anxiously  for  relief  in  regard  to  the 
lands.  They  have  looked  to  the  present  as  the  auqiicious 
period  when  they  might  expect  it.  The  public  debt  is 
nOw  paid  ofi";  the  same  amount  of  revenue  not  being  re- 
quired by  the  positive  wants  of  the  Government,  the  peo- 
ple must  be  relieved  from  a  large  part  of  the  burdensome 
taxation  necORSary  heretofore  for  the  payment  of  a  debt 
contracted  in  carry  ing  on  a  war  waged  for  the  vindication 
of  ournational  hoiior.  To  discharge  the  debt  incurred  in 
tliis  w'ar,  the  people  of  the  new  States  have  contributed  as 
largely,  and  as  willingly,  as  they  shed  their  blood  freely 
in  Uie  field  during  the  contest.  Are  they  to  be  theonly 
portioo  of  the  citizens  wliwe  claims  are  to  be  overlookecl, 
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whose  burdens  are  not  to  be  lessened  ?  Is  it  from  a  desire 
to  have  a  perpetual  fund  of  money  drawn  from  us  to  dis- 
tributed Is  it  from  a  fear  of  lessening  the  value  of  land  in 
the  older  States,  or  from  an  apprehension  that  emigration 
will  be  more  rapid  from  the  older  States?  The  distribut- 
ing ^stem.  I  hope,  will  not  be  adopted.  The  fear  of 
lessening  the  value  of  lands  in  the  old  States,  or  material- 
ly affectm;  them  in  point  of  population,  is  altogether  illu- 
sory. Is  it  possible  that  the  citizens  of  Ohio,  Kentucky, 
or  Tennessee,  can  think  that,  by  fisinp  a  dense  population 
on  tli^Mississippi'  and  its  waters,  ttieir  lands  will  be- 
come of  less  value?  Where  is  it,  sir,  that  they  finds 
market  for  their  products — a  ready  and  cash  market?  By 
maUng  the  demand  for  every  article  they  ejtport  greater, 
is  it  possible,  by  any  correct  course  of  reasoning,  they  can 
come  to  the  conclusion  tliat  the  lands  upon  which  these  arti- 
cles are  produced  will  be  worth  less'  We  rely  upon  the  up- 
per country  for  supplies  of  numerous  neeessary  products; 
we  buy  m>m  them  horses,  mules,  cattle,  sheep,  hogs, 
poultry,  beef,  pork,  flour,  com, "  potatoes,  aye,  every 
thing  that  can  be  imagined,  even  down  to  dogs.  We 
pOT  them  cash  for  these  articles  of  merchandise.  It  is  the 
only  market  the  people  on  tlie  upper  waters  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi ever  did,  or  ever  will,  have  for  the  most  of  tliem. 
The  President,  in  his  message  to  Congress  at  tins  session, 
has  taken  a  liberal  and  statesman-like  view  of  this  subject. 
He  is  sensible  of  the  wants  of  the  people  of  the  new 
States,  knows  their  worth,  and  appreciatesthe  privations 
which  they  endured  in  the  settlement  of  a  new  country. 
He  has  expressed  these  in  language  mate  strong,  clear, 
and  eloquent  than  I  can.  [Mr-  ^  here  read  the  several 
parts  of  the  President's  message  relating  to  the  public 
l-inds.]  The  Chief  Magistrate  is  not  one  of  those  who 
have  taken  the  view  suggested  by  a  narrow  and  short- 
sighted poli^-;  that,  hy.tiolding  up  these  lands  in  such 
manner  that  the  greatest  possible  sum  can  be  realized, 
will  advance  the  true  interest  of  the  Government,  but  is 
among  those  actuated  by  more  liberal  and  enlarged  views, 
who  are  of  opinion,  that  by  advancing  the  settlement  of 
the  country,  by  fixing  upon  the  soil  an  adventurous  and 
hardy  population,  interested  in  the  freehold,  the  country 
will  gain  more  real  advantage  in  the  addition  to  its  securi- 
ty, strength,  and  aggregate  wealth.  We  stand  upon  the 
justice  of  tliis  recommendation,  not  doubting  bat  the  wis- 
dom of  Congress  will  soon  lead  ,to  the  adoption  of  the 
course  rec;immended. 

It  is  conceded,  sir,  that  the  settlement  of  this  question 
isamatter  of  much  importance,  butldonot  agree  thatit 
is  among  questions  of  that  rort  'which  had  better  be  set- 
tled even  wrong  than  not  at  all;  it  will  be  better  that  we 
should  leave  the  matter  where  it  now  is,  than  make  It 
worse.  Be  careful,  sir,  that,  in  the  great  anxiety  which  is 
shown  to  settle  the  question,  to  take,  oc  it  is  said,  from 
the  new  States  all  ground  of  complaint,  you  do  not  lay  the 
foundation  for  greater  discontent.  Among  the  people 
of  the  new  States,  there  lias  as  yet  been  nothing  like  de- 
cided discontent.  1'hey  have  looked  forward  to  the  pre- 
sent period  with  anxiety,  yetwitb  the  assured  hope  that 
the  burdens  of  taxation  would  be  lightened  both  as  to  the 
customary  revenue,  and  that  which  they  pay  in  the  pur- 
chase of  land,  ir  they  should  be  disappointed  in  these 
reasonable  expectations,  there  is  no  telling  how  long  they 
may  remain  so.  Although  anxious  for  the  settlement  of 
this  great  national  question  on  just  and  equitable  princi- 
ples, yet  I,  forone,  object  to  the  present  measure,  as  not 
calcoutedto  relieve  u8fr<imeihbarTassment,  but  to  lead  us 
into  other  and  new  difficulties. 

Mr.  B.  having  concluded, 
.  Mr.  MOORE  moved  an  adjournment. 

Mr.  FORSVTH  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  POINDBXTER  made  a  few  remarks  in  opposition 
to  this  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  hoped  the  question  on  the  amendment 


would  be  taken  now,  unless  some  gentleman  irished  to 
express  his  sentiments  on  the  subject.  '  - 

Mr.  BtJCKNBR  expressed  himself  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
mentsofMr.  Poinskxteb,  which  had  been  ordered  to  be 
printed.  He  desired  that  they  might  have  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senate,  and  hoped  the  pending  question  would 
not  be  taken  before.  He  wasalso  against  haste  in  this  im- 
portant business,  and  reiterated  Mr.  Fobsttb's  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CLAY  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays.  He  felt  un- 
willing that  the  subject  should  thus  be  postponed  from 
day  to  day.  By  v6tin^  now  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Ijinds,  the  amendments  of  Mr.  Poih- 
DKXTta  would  not  be  excluded.  His  utmost  wish  to^y 
was  to  dispose  of  the  former  amendment. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  said,  the  amendment  of  ihp  com- 
mittee proposed  to  destroy  the  bill,  for  a  substitute,  wliich 
he,  on  examipatton,  had  found  to  be  very  imperfect.  His 
(Mr.  P'b)  object  was  to  preserve  the  salutary  portions  of 
the  bill,  aiid  to  make  such  additions  and  improvements  as 
would  render  'it  more  beneficial.  He  had  no  disposition 
to  delay  t)ie  question  on  the  amendment,  because  its  de- 
cision would  not  at  all  interfere  with  the  objects  which  he 
had  in  view. 

After  a  few  more  remarks  from  several  other  Senators^ 
the  motion  was  withdrawn,  and  the  Senate  adjourned,  af- 
ter a  short  time  q>ent  in  executive  business.  ~ 

THUBsntT,  jAiruaBT  17. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  » limit- 
ed time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  .said,  upon  this  subject  it  is  manifest  that 
there  are  two  opinions  rising  up  in  difierent  quarters  of 
the  country,  directly  in  opposition  to  each  other,  and  botli 
of  tlicm,  in  my  humble  judgment,  founded  in  error.  One 
portion  of  our  politicians  think  that  the  new  States  in 
which  the  lands  are  situated,  have  a  claim,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  all  other  pnrtions  of  the  country,  upon  that  prin- 
ciple of  national  law  which  confers  on  the  sovereignty  of 
a  State  a  right  to  all  the  soil  within  its  limits.  Aninst 
this  opinion  I  have  lierctofore,  and  now  contend, let  it 
come  from  what  authority  it  may.  Anotlier  set  of  politi. 
ciaiis  say,  and  the  bill  on  your  table  is  predicated  on  that 
idea,  that  the  States,  as  such,  have  some  other  and  differ- 
ent kind  of  claim  to  tbeste  lands,  or  their  proceeds,  than 
they  have  to  the  money  in  the  treasury  of  the  United 
States,  arising  from  other  sources  of  the  public  revenue. 

I  differ  from  those  who  entertain  this  opinion  likewise. 
My  proposition  is,  and  I  shall  endeavor  to  niMntatn  it,  that 
the  lands  belong  to  neither  the  new  nor  the  dd  States, 
nor  to  both  of  them  combined,  but  to  the  Federal  Gorem- 
ment;  and  that  their  proceeds  cannot  be  applied  to  other 
ubjects  than  those  to  which  the  United  Sutes  can  consti- 
tutionally appropriate  money.  In  order  that  I  may  b€ 
able  to  establish  my  proposition,  I  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  mode  in  which  the  titles  were  acquired,  and 
I  call  upon  the  advocates  of  the  title  of  the  new  States 
to  show  upon  what  they  fooml  their  dum.  Did  the  new 
States  purchase  these  Isnds  from  the  original  proprietonor 
owners?  Have  they  made  any  contract  or  ^reenient 
which  would  authorize  them  toput  up  this  clum  ?  Nothing 
of  the  kind  is  pretended.  Tlieir  sole  reliance  b  upon 
the  jjrinciple  that  sovereignty  conveys  the  title.  Tltis 
principle,  it  is  admitted,  exists,  and  is  unquestionable  be< 
tween  nations  or  States,  foreign  to  each  other,  and  be- 
tween whom  there  are  no  stipulationa  or  compacts  to  die 
contranrt  but  it  is  wholly  inapplicable  as  between  the 
General  Government  and  the  new  States.  To  adopt  it 
would  be  in  direct  violation  of  the  agreements  and  com- 
pacts entered  into  by  each  of  them  in  the  most  solemn 
m:inner.   When  about  to  become  members  of  this  Union, 
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Ihtry  disclaimed  all  ri|^lit  and  pretence  of  title  to  the 
Fetlend  Government  within  their  respective  limits;  it  is 
their  own  declaration;  it  ii  engrafted  in  the  constitution 
of  every  State;  tlie  very  ctiartvr  u-litch  ^ve  tliem  their 
exialence  acknowledges  tlut  ihey  luve  no  riglit  or  clium 
to  tliese  lands.  There  is  no  State  in  whicli  it  was  siip- 
pused  tlie  tieneral  Govcmtni^nt  owned  land,  which  h'as 
not,  ill  its  constitution,  rclin'|ii<shed  that  ri^t  which  so- 
vereignty confers,  exctrpt  the  State  of  Tennessee.  She 
was  atlmitttfd  into  the  Union  without  any  such  stipulation 
or  cundittoa,  and  therefore  stiuuls  in  a  afferent  uluation, 
in  relation  to  tlits  subject,  from  the  other  States,  in  wtucli 
there  m»y  be  vtkcant  and  uiiapprupruted  lands.  When 
the  new  States,  some  yean  since,  came  forward  and  put 
II  p  their  claim  to  these  lands,  1  took  the  liberty  of  sayme 
that  it  appeared  ti>  me  to  be  a  violation  of  ^ogd  faith  aim 
titc  sacrediiess  of  a  sulemii  a^rcenneut,  and  gave  tlie  rea- 
soni  at  length  in  support  of  tlie  <^inion  I  then  express- 
ed, *nd  I  will  not  detain  the  Senate  by  a  repetition  of 
tliem;  but,  with  this  short  view  of  the  subject,  sh;t11  take  it 
'  fur  granted  that  the  new  States  liavc  no  right  to  these 
lands,  mure  than  the  other  Sbitcs  in  the  Union.  At  the 
wtme  time,  I  wi^h  it  to  be  understood,  that  I  do  nut  object 
to  the  appropriations  wluch  have  been,  or  hereafter  niajr  be, 
nude  to  the  new  States  of  pmtions  of  the  land  within 
their  limits,  for  intennd  improvements;  this,  however,  is 
not  because  they  hair  a  better  claim  than  any  other  por- 
tion of  the  country;  these  appropriations  are  made  upon 
the  ground  that  it  is  sound  |>olicy  to  improve  the  country, 
and  thereby  add  value  to  the  residuum  of  tbe  public 
lantls.  ficnce,  a  right  us  well  U  a  duty  is  created  on  the 
part  of  the  Genend  Goremmeut  to  ciuunce  the  value  of 
tbe  public  domain. 

The  next  inguiry  is,  what  right  have  tlie  States  as  audi, 
to  put  up  a  claim  to  tlieae  lands?  To  ascertain  this,  we 
mtuit  look  to  the  derivation  of  the  title,  and  see  to  whom  it 
has  been  made.  During  the  revolutionary  war,  it  was 
iirgtnl  by  several  of  the  States,  in  strong  and  impressive 
Lmguage,  that  it  was  unjust  that  the  wihl  and  uninhabited 
tracts  of  land  contained  in  tlie  charter  of  Virginia,  and 
other  States  simibrly  situated,  should  be  conquered  and 
secured  by  the  joint  aroM  oT  all  tbe  States,  aud  then  not 
be  disposed  of  for  tbe  benefit  of  all;  they,  therefore,'  re- 
monst  rated  wiUi  the  M  Congress  against  this  injustice, 
as  they  considered  it.  Congress  acknowledged  the  jus- 
tice of  their  demands,  and  applied  to  the  several  States 
within  whose  limits  the'  lands  were'aituatcd  to  relinquish 
their  title  in  support  of  the  common  cause  in  wtucb  all 
tbe  States  were  en^^ed.  The  States  yielded  to  this  ap- 
plication, apd  VirgtBUL  lurrendered  alt  her  territoir  west 
uf  the  rirer  Ohio^  including  the  present  States  of  Ohio^ 
Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Michifi^ Territory;  theother  States 
followed  Iter  example;  but  for  what  ptirpose  did  they  make 
these  grants^  Was  it  that  the  proceeds  should  be  given 
away,  either  to-States  or  individuals,  or  scattered  to  Uie 
winds?  Such  an  idea  never  entered  tlie  minds  of  men  at 
that  period.  What  waa  tlie  great  and  important  object 
wbica  operated  upon  a  portion  of  the  States  in  demand- 
ing'. Mid  On  the  others  in  surrendering,  these  lands  to  the 
disposition  of  the  old  Congress?  It  waa  known  that  we 
were  engaged  in  an  expensive  war,  and  were  deeply  in- 
volved in  debt.  The  issue  fit  the  controvert  was  dmibt- 
ful(  but  if  we  succeeded,  one  thing  was  certain,  that  we 
had  a  large  accumulation  oT  debt  existing  against  the  old 
Congress,  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  discharge,  liow- 
erar  pro^roustlie  termination  uf  tlie  war  might  be.  In 
otder,  then,  to  promote  the  public  credit,  and  to  provide 
a  common  fund  to  meet  the  variotis  engagements  which 
the  prosecution  of  the  war  necessarily  created,  almost  all 
the  States  which  had  vacant  and  unapp'ropttated  lands  came 
forward.  And  what  is  the  declarea  intention  of  each  of 
the  Sutes  making  the  surrender'  1  have  examined  idl  tite 
acts  of  cession;  the  same  language  ituiedt  they  all  say 
Vol.  IX.— 8 
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'or  Uie  common  charge  and  expenctiture,  for  the  com- 
mon benefit,  we  surrender  tbe' lands;  and  to  wbon 
did  they  surrender  tliem?  To  tbe  Conprcss  of  the  Umt- 
cd  States,  to  be  applied  for  the  common  benefit,  for  and 
in  discliarge  of  the  debt  incurred  by  the  war  of  tbe  revo- 
lution. It  is  true,  the  debt  of  the  revolution,  as  it  is  usu- 
ally denominated  and  considered,  is  lUscbaiiged^  there  is 
still,  however,  a  heavy  incumbrance  upon  the  public 
lands,  which  cannot  be  discharged  for  many  years — I  re- 
fer to  the  pensions  allowed  by  law  to  tbe  omcers  and  sol- 
diers of  the  ivToIution.  These  coiwtHote  a  chai||b  upon 
this  fund,  and  form  a  part  of  the  common  e»endmira 
forwfaich  these  Uiids  were  pledged;  snd,  unttlTully  pud, 
the  lands  cannot  be  released  and  applied  to  other  pur- 
poses. It  is  supposed  that  not  less  than  three  milliona  a 
year  will  be  necessary  to  meet  this  demand.  The  sales 
of  tbe  public  lands  will  probably  not  amount  to  that  sumi 
we  know  the  nett  proceeds  will  not.  At  preaentj  tiiis  fund 
is  answering  the  purpose  of  its  original  destination,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  diverted  from  it. 

But  let  us  see  by  what  means  the  debt  proper  bu 
been  paid.  The  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  have  dis> 
'  charged  a  very  small  portion  of  itt  all  tlie  other  sources 
of  revenue  have  been  resorted  to,  and  the  moneys  aristi^ 
from  them  applied  to  the  extingui^ment  of  this  debt. 
Whcn'the  money  thus  expended  from  other  souroes  to 
this  object  shall  be  replaced  in  the  public  treasury  from 
the  sale  of  the  public  lands,  surely  it  should  not  be  used 
or  employed  in  any  other  way,  or  for  any  other  purposes, 
than  those  to.wliicltjnoneys  arising  from  any  other  sources 
could  he  le^timately  appropriated.  To  make  my  ideas 
upon  this  subject  still  phuner:  we  have  taken  money 
arising  from  tbe  duties  upon  imports  to  pay  tbe  public 
debt,  instead  wnz  the  land  for  that  purpooe;  now, 
when  we  sell  tiie  lands,  and  receive  tbe  proceeds  of  the 
sales,  the  money  should  be  substituted  in  tbe  place  of 
that  which  was  received  from  imports.  Tbe  treasury  of 
the  United  States  has  furnished  all  the  means  by  wbkh 
Uie  Is^ds  acquired  from  Geor^a,  by  her  cession,  have 
been  paid  for.  Louisiana  was  obtained  from  the  Empe- 
ror of  Vruice  by  the  Fedenl  Govemracnt,  and  paid  for 
by  its  own  money.  The  VloridM  were  purchased  from 
Spain,  and  paid  for  in  the  same  manner.  To  none  of 
these  lands  can  1  discover  the  least  color  of  claim  oa  the^ 
part  of  the  States. ' 

It  is  not  argued  by  tbe  friends  of  this  bill  that  Congress 
can'  give  away  tbe  public  money,  ur  distribute  it  to  indi- 
viduals or  StaXe»  mi  iibiium.  Unless,  therefore,  its  advo- 
cates can  succeed  in,  showing  that  Congress  lias  more 

Cwer  over  this  source  of  revenue  arisingfrom  the  public 
ids  than  it  possesses  over  other  pauic  moneys,  this 
bill  must  fail.  I'liis  brings  me  to  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  under  consideration;  and  1  will  endeavor  to  show  to 
the  Senate  that  this  bill  ii  calculated  to  put  down  the  pq- 
licy  of  .this  Government  as  now  administered;  that  it  is 
donig.  that  indirectly  wbidi  we  cannot  do  directly,  and  we 
know  it  to  be  so.  We  «re  to  give  thb  monejr  to  the  States; 
and  for  what  purpose?  Tomalce  internal  improvements. 
And  can  we  nyike  such  internal  improremcnts  u  the  States 
will  make  if  you  give  them  this  money?-  There  is  a  differ* 
ence  among  politicians  as  to  the  powers  of  the  General 
Government  upon  this  subject.  Great  national  objects  of 
internal  improvement,  it  is  conceded  by  both  parties,  may 
be  carried  into  effect  by  this  Government;  but  local  ob- 
jects are  not  conceded;  and,  as  tlus  Government  ia  now 
officered,  we  know  that  no  bill  for  such  improvements 
can  beetnne  a  law.  Whatever  Congress  might  be  disposed 
to  do  in  such  cases,  tlu  £xeeutive  sanation  cannot  be  ob- 
tained.  But  gnnt  the  States  the  money  to  make  any  im- 
provements thev  please,  however  tbcid  and  ummportant, 
and  you  evade  the  settled  policy  of  the  present  administra- 
tion, which  you  cannot  overcome  by  ttirect  action.  In 
short,  by  giving  the  money  to  the  jStatcsi  ud  makivg 
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them  your  awnts,  you  expend  it  upon  objects  wliich  the 
most  zealous  friendi  of  interna]  improvements  by  the  Ge- 
neral Government  woukl  never  dream,  of.  Is  this  not 
doing)  as  1  have  said,  that  indirectly  which  you  cannot  do 
directly?  Would  you  not,  by  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Btate  Lejpslatures  he  doing  acts  which  you  have  not  the 
constitutional  power  to  perfomi  yourselves  *  The  second 
object  to  which  the  money  is  to  be  applied  by  this  bill,  is 
education.  I  admit  the  full  value  of  thb  object{  but  bas 
it  entered  into  the  mind  ofanypublic  man,  Uut  Congress 
could  establish  a  system  of  education  in  the  different 
States?  Such  a  proposition  has  never  been  made,  and,  if 
made  at  any  future  period,  it  surely  can  meet  with  no  favor 
in  this  body;  and  1  ask  Senators  to  reflect  and  consider 
whe.ther  th^re  be  any  substantial  difference,  in  point  of 
fMHStitutional  power,  between  this  Government's  dtnng  it 
itself,  and*givii^  the  money  to  the  States,  u>d  directing 
them  to  do  it* 

As  to  the  third  provtMon  in  the  bill,  which  is  to  expend 
the  money  in  transporting  the  free  people  of  color  to  Li- 
beria, on  the  coast  of  Africa,  I  consider  it  perfectly  vi- 
sional^; and  this  provision  in  the  bill  would  be  harmless, 
were  it  not  for  the  infrKtion  of  the  constitution  involved  in 
H,  becwae  I  do  not  believe  that  the  State  Legislatures 
would  ao  appiv  the  money  ( they  would  expend  it  on  objects 
in  their  own  States.  From  what  part  of  the  constitution 
is  the  power  thus  to  expend  money  derived?  How  can 
it  be  contended  that  this  Government  can  furnish  onney 
to  better  the  condition  of  the  free  man  of  (olor,  when  it  is 
admitted  that  you  cannot  give  money  to  a  poor  man  to 
better  bis  situatioiw-no,  not  even  to  remove  him  from 
one  pert  of  the  United  States  to  another  ? 

I  win  now  proceed  to  anothA  branch  of  this  subject, 
in  were  in  favor  of  this  measure;  if!  believed  it  author- 

.ized  by  the  constitution;  if  I  believed  tt  wise  and 
poUtic,  1  would  not  at  this  time  give  my  assent  to  it.  It 
IS,  and  it  cannot  be  concealed,  a  tariff  tAeasure.  It  is  to 
keep  up  the  duties  on  imports;  and  here  1  wish  to  be  dis- 

.  tinctly  undentood,  I  liave  contributed  nothing  by  any 
vote  or  act  of  niine  to  produce  the  present  state  of  excite- 
ment which  exists  in  the  country.  I  will  do  nothing  to 
increase  or  aggravate  it.  I  will  yield  notbiiup  to  inUmi- 
dation,  or  to  that  hostile  array  which  is  displaying  itself 
intbe  South.  I  will  neither  go  faster  nor  slower.  1  will 
n«ther  be  accelerated  nor  retarded  in  my  movements  by 
any  occurrence  of  that  kind;  but  there  are  considerations 
to  which  I  am  prepared  to  yield  much.  To  that  deep 
sense  of  injustice,  long  continued,  which  is  -felt  by  the 
wtible  South,  and  by  a  great  portion  of  the  West,  I  would 
yield  much.  To  the  apprehension  that  oppression,  long 
perasted  in,  which  Is  heavy,  and  cannot  be  always  borne, 
RUght  weaken,  and  in  time  alienate,  the  affections' of  any 
great  portion  of  the  communlly  from  this  Government,  1 
am  ready  to  yield  any  thing*  which  will  not  produce  in- 
justice to  others.  However,  whether  the  tariff  be  re- 
duced or  not,  I  am  in  favor  of  executing  the  laws  and  pre- 
serving the  Uniont  iui(l  so  fkr  as  my  voice  will  go,  the 
Executive  shall  be  fiin^ied  with  all  the  means  ne- 
cessary to  accomplish  these  objects.  Under  this  view 
of  the  subject,  let  us  examine  the  effect  to  be  pro- 
duced by  tbe  passage  of  this  bill,  and  ascertain  whether, 
instead  of  allevuting  the  public  burdens,  and  removing  the 
grievance*  now  felt  and  complained  of,  we  are  not  giving 
a  certain  assurance  tbatthey  neVershiU  be  removed.  The 
public  sentiment  seems  now  settled,  and  we  scwcely  hear 
Avoiee  to  the  contrary,  from  any  quarter,  that  the  public 
iwvenae  must  be  biought  down  to  tbe  wuts  of  the  Gov- 
enimentt  if  you,  however,  ^ve  away  annually  nearly  three 
milUcms  of  your  money,  arising  from  the  sale  of  the  pub- 
lic luids,  you  thereby  create  the  necesuty  of  keeping  up 
a  tariff  to  that  amount,  higher  than  would  be  necessary 
if  the  proceeds  of  iIm  pttblic  lands  were  placed  in  tlM 
tKHory,  tod^y  the  expendttareiof  tbe  GoremnMiit; 


therefore,  instfcad  of  reducing  the  public  burdens,  instead 
of  doing  away  the  just  causes  of  complaint  which  exist  in 
tbe  country,  you  are  fastening  them  upon  the  commu- 
nity. Make,  if  you  plrase,  the  most  liberal  allowance  for 
the  support  of  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States — a 
tariff,  producing  twtlve  millions,  added  to  tbe  lliree  mil- 
lionii  arising  from  the  sales  of  the  pubhc  lands,  will  sup- 
port  tbe  Government;  but  give  these  three  millions  ftway, 
and  yoircreate  tlie  necessity  -of  adding  three  millions  to  the 
tarifr{.tbis,  therefore,  is  a  tariff  measure.  It  is  to  create 
a  demand  or  necesnty  for  more  money  j  and  when  tbisne- 
cessity  is  created,  I  should  mjrself  feel  bound,  if-  it  de- 
pended on  my  single  vote,  to  fix  the  rate  of  duties  high 
enough  to  produce  the  requisite  amount.  I  have  been 
compelled  to  g^ve  my  opinion  in  reference  to  the  tariff, 
because  it.  is  connected  with  the  subject-niatter  of  this 
bill.  There  is  another  reason  why  1  object  to  this  mea- 
sui^p:  it  will  operate  deceptively;  it  looks  like  a  gift  upon 
its  face  to  tbe  States,  but  at  the  same  time  the  people  of 
the  States  are  taxed  to  make  up  the  amount;  it  looks  as  if 
the  States  were  getting  sometiiing  from  the  General  Go- 
vernment; but  when  it  is  I'ecollected  that  a  tax  is  imposed 
to  supply  the  deficiency  in  the  treasury,  occasioned  by 
this  measure,  tbe  deception  is  at  once  discovered,  and  the 
deluMon  vanishes. 

The  politicians  of  the  United  States  have  been  speak- 
ing and  writing  about  State  rights  and  State  independence 
from  the  very  foundation  of  this  Governmentt  and,  ac- 
cording to  my  humble  judgment,  nothing  that  could  be 
invented  by  Congress  would  operate  so  fatally  againiit 
these  doctrines  as  this  measure.  If  the  States  are  to  re- 
ceive annually  from  this  Government  Isrge  sums  of  money 
which  may  be  viritbheld  at  pleasure,  can  you  expect  thkt 
manly  spirit  and  strong  language  of  remoiistrance  from 
State  tJegislatures  which  we  have  sometimes  witnessed? 
it  is  with  communities  as-with  indii  iduals,  that  a  man  lose* 
his  independence  who  is  in  the  habit  of  living  upon  the 
bounty  of  ano^er.  He  knows  that  to  incur  tbe  displea- 
sure of  his  bene&ctor  may  prod.ace  a  witlidrawal  of  that 
boimty  which  he  has  enjoyed;  uid  the  fear  of  this  lessens 
bis  independence)  he  loses  his  own  will,  and  adopts  Uut 
ofanotberastheruleofhiscrmduct.  The  true  mode  upon 
which  to  adnunister  this  Government  is,  to  keep  the  ope- 
rations of  the  Federal  and  State  Governments  custinct  and 
separate.  In  this  way,  that  confliction  which  produces 
discord  is  avoided.  The  State  Governments  possess  cer- 
tain meuis  of  raising  revenue  to  enable  them  to  per- 
form tb«r  re^ective  functions;  and  the  ^tate  Govern- 
ments should  never  depend  upon  the  General  Government 
for  the  means  of  acting  upon  the  subjects  confided  to  them. 
So  long  as  each  Government  depends  upon  its  own  means, 
it  is  independent,  and  no  longer.  We  already  sec  the 
effects  produced  in  some  of  tlic  States  by  tbis  anticipated 
reliance  upon  the  national  treasury.  Pennsylvania  and 
Ohiohave  contracted  large  debts  for  internal  improvement^ 
and  they  are  now  pressing  this  measure  with  a  view  to  ob- 
tain money  to  meet  the  annual  interest  fclling  due  upon 
their  State  treasuries.  Is  there  not  danger  that  you  will 
place  all  the  States  in  a  similar  con^on,  if  you  encou- 
rage them  to  undertime  expenrive  internal  improvements 
beyond  their  own  means  of^ payment? 

Further,  I  am  opposed  to  this  bill,  because  it  will  re- 
tard the  improvement  and  settlement  of  the  Western 
country.  In  what  I  say  upon  this  subject,  1  know  I  fee], 
and  shall  speak,  as  a  Western  man.  lliere  is  a  greater 
portion  of  my  affections,  of  my  regards,  tlian.can  extai 
elsewhere.  If  you  say  that  the  price  of  the  public  laiids^ 
(which  is  evidently  the  dewgn  of  this  bill,^  even  of  ^oor 

3uality,  shall  never  be  reduced,  but  at  all  times  remain  at 
le  sum  now  fixed  by  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States,  for 
the  purpose  of  distribution  among  tbe  several  States,  you 
thereby  preveot  a  dense  peculation,  and  tbe  cultivation 
of  soil  of  ioferiw  quality .  It  cannot  be  expected,  under 
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thli  new  system,  thit  My  fftvors  or  indul^nee  will  ever 
be  extended  to  the  settlers  in  the  new  States;  a  reeling' 
in  opposition  to  «  liberal  spirit  towards  the  inhabitants 
of  new  States  will  be  engendered  in  the  different  Statesi 
and  ararieet  the  most  unfSwling  pasmon  that  inhabits  the 
human  breast,  will  forbid  the  distribution  of  favorsamoi^st 
those  who  most  need  them .  I  readily  admit  that  the  shift- 
ing: of"  population  from  one  section  of  country  to  another 
<loes  not  increase  the  population;  bull  by  no  means ad- 
niit  that  It  may  not  increase  the  national  strength  and  pros- 
perity .  The  Government  owes  tt  to  its  citizens,  as  a  duty, 
to  furnish  alt  the  means  in  its  power  to  render  tliem  col- 
lectireTy  and  iniliTidua\ly  happy  and  independent.  When 
,you  put  it  in  the  power  of  every  man,  however  poor  and 
humble  he  may  be,  to  acquire  a  freehold  of  forty,  eighty, 
or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  land,  the  Government 
lias  done  its  dulyt  and  if  idle  and  dissipated  men  will  not 
take  care  of  themselves  and  hottsehold,  will  not  embrace 
and  enjoy  the  bounty  of  their  country,  the  Government  is 
not  resBonmble  for  ^eir  Gtihire . 

At  the  lut  seasion  I  was  tdd  that  my  ai^tment  upon 
this  snbject  was  not  sound,  because  those  who  worked  in 
the  manufactwies  were  as  good  citizens  as  those  ^ho 
cultivated  the  soil:  that  may  be  so.  My  principle,  how- 
ever, is  this:  make  your  citizens  independent — and  no 
man  is  so  independent  as  he  who  gets  his  own  livelihood 
upon  hit  ovn  scul,  i^nd  is  not  dependent  upon  the  wUl  of 
others.  A  man  thus  situated  is  dependent  upon  Provi- 
dence and  his  own  exertions  alone;  he  is  not  subject  to 
the  whim  ami  caprice  of  others  by  whom  he  may  be  em- 
ployed :  his  livelihood  cannot  be  endangered  by  the  failure 
of  capitalists,  which  is  the  case  with  all  those  employed 
in  manufacturing  establishments.  I  therefore  prefer  that 
this  Government  should  provide  by  its  laws  that  every 
man  of  industry  may  acquire,  at  a  cheap  rate,  a  portion 
of  the  public  domMn.  With  respect  to  the  policy  which 
I  advocate— -taking  off*  a  portion  of  the  population  ofAlie 
old  States — I  can  fully  appreciate  it.  Tennessee  will  be 
deprived  of  many  of  its  most  valuable  citizens;  with  me, 
however,  this  forms  no  objection;  I  will  never  legislate  to 
keep  men  where  they  are,  that  others  may  be  benefited 
by  their  labor.  Should  any  of  my  fellow-citizens  consult 
nic  uptm  the  subject  of -their  removal,  my  language  to 
them  would  be,  «  We  shonkl  be  glad  ifyou  could  find  it 
to  your  interest  to  remain  aroonpt  us,  because  wejire  un- 
willing to  part  with  you;  but  if  you  can  make  yourself 
more  happy  and  independent,  if  you  can  better  provide 
for  yourselves  and  families  by  going  to  a  new  country, 
go,  and  prosperity  attend  you."  This  is  the  way  I  feel, 
and  this  is  the  way  I  incline  to  act  towards  the  citizens  of 
my  own  State:  and  why  shoidd  we  feel  any  pr^udiee 
t^inat  this  ^xAicf  f  The  now  waste  lands  are  to  be  the 
homes  of  ourchUdren,  and  childrens*  children;  let hs then 
adopt  a  liberal  policy  for  their  improvement.  It  should 
also  be  recollected  that  we  have  a  very  extensive  expos- 
ed frontier  in  tlie  West;  we  have  gathered  all  the  Indian 
tribes  together;  we  have  concentrated  that  which  mskes 
a  formidable  force,>which  may,  at  some  future  period,  be 
empfoyed  against  the  United  States.  How  can  we  pro- 
vide against  attacks  from  that  quarter  in  any  way  so  effec- 
tually as  by  having  a  dense  peculation  in  the  immediate 
neighborhood  ^  By  this  means  you  mil  also  lessen  the  ex- 
pemlitures  of  the  Government,  and  give  security  to  those 
who  are  now  most  exposed  to  danger.  Another  consi- 
deration of  great  weight  upon  this  subject  is,  that  New 
Orleans,  the  great  commercial  city  of  the  West,  will  al- 
ways be  the  point  of  attack  aimed  at  by  a  powerful  fo- 
reign enemy  with  whom  we  may  be  at  war.  The  best 
security  you  can  afford  it  will  be  found  in  titickly  lining 
the  banks  of  the  Mississippi,  and  filling  up  the  adjacent 
country  with  freemen  interested  in  the  soil.  An  oppor- 
tunity to  do  this  is  now  presented  by  the  recent  acquisi- 
tions of  territory  friun  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw  tribes 


of  Indian^.  It  has  been  sud  tlut  these  preference  or  oc- 
cupant rights  have  not  proved  beneficial  to  the  early  ad- 
venturers of  the  Western  country.  Gentlemen  who  make 
this  statement  possess  less  knowledge  than  1  do,  w  a  dif- 
ferent language  would  be  used  by  them.  The  State  of 
Vii^nia  gave  to  each  of  the  early  settlers  of  the  now  State 
of  Kentucky  four  hundred  acres  of  a  settlement  right, 
and  a  pre-emption  of  a  tliousand  acres  adjoining,  at  a  price 
merely  nominal.  The  State  of  North  Carolina,  actuated 
by  a  similar  liberal  spirit,  gave  a  pre-emption  of  six  hun- 
dred and  forty  acres  to  each  of  the  early  settlers  in  what 
is  now  West  Tennessee;  and  although  it  is  true  that  but 
few  of  these  men  remun  at  the  present  day,  Itaving  been 
slain  by  the  hostile  sav^^es,  or  having  died  by  reason  of 
great  exposure  and  hardships,  and  from  other  causes,  yet 
1  will  venture  to  say  tliat  the  descendants  of  no  class  of 
men  in  that  vast  region  of  countty  are  more  respected, 
or  have  more  distinguished  themselves  in  the  learned  pro- 
fessions, or  have  been  greater  ornaments  to  the  benches 
of  justice,  or  have  acquired  more  &me  in  legislative  haJlt. 
In  regard  to  what  is  called  the  Green  Itiver  country,  in 
the  State  of  Kentucky,  it  was  settled  upon  the  principle 
of  occupancy;  and  there  is  no  portion  of  that  State,  consi- 
dering the  quality  of  the  soil,  which  contains  a  better  or 
more  substantial  population.  As  to  Tennessee,  this  hat 
been  her  uniform  policy;  and  by  its  wisdom  we'  have 
changed  tenants  and  day-hborers  into  independent  free- 
holders. I  am  inclined  mvorably  to  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  on  public  lAnds,*aiKl  will  vote 
that  each  settler  upon  the  public  domain  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  preference  right  at  fifty  centi  per  acre,  upon  condition 
that  he  reside  on  it  for  five  years  in  fluccesmon;  this  latter 
provision  will  prevent  all  fraud  and  peculation,  and  se- 
cure to  him  who  needs  it  a  home  at  a  cheap  rate. 

Upon  a  full  view  of  the  whole  subject,  my  reflections 
result  in  thisi  that  the  new  States  have  no  excluMve  claim 
to  these  lands,  and  that  tlie  States,  as  such,  taken  alto- 
gether, have  no  other  claim  to  them  or  their  proceeds 
than  they  have  to  moneys  arising  from  other  sources  of 
revenue;  arid,  of  course,  Congress  has  no  power  to  give  it 
to  the  States,  or  to  apply  it  to  any  other  objects  or  purposes 
than  those 'conferred  on  Congress  bv  the  constitution. 
By  giving  this  destination  to  mis  funa,  we  fulAI  the  de- 
sign and  expectation  of  the  original  donors,  as  well  as  the 
intention  of  the  old  Congress,  to  wbom  the  dotiationa 
were  made.  By  the  constitution  of  the  United  States 
the  title  to  these  lands  is  transferred  to  the  new  Gorem- 
ment,  on  which,  by  that  instrument,  the  burden  is  placed 
of  paying  the  national  debt;  of  carrying  on  our  foreign 
intercourse  with  all  nations;  of  raiung  and  supporting 
the  army  and  navy;  of  sustuning  the  Executive,  judicial, 
and  Legislative  branches  of  this  Government.  Theseare 
legitimate  subjects  of  public  expenditure,  and  to  these 
should  this  fund  be  applied;  they  arc  for  the  common 
benefit  of  all,  and  therefore  within  the  meaning  of  the 
deeds  of  cession.  Upon  the  subject  of  graduating  the 
price,  1  think  the  Government  should  adopt  the  same 
rule  which  any  prudent  man,  who  owned  a  large  quantity 
of  land,  and  was  anxious  to  sell  it,  would  pursue;  that 
would  certunly  be  to  lower  the  price,  whenever  all  the 
lands  of  first  quality  were  sold,  and  he  could  not  find 
purchasers  who  would  buy  lands  of  inferior  quality  at  the 
price  originally  fixed,  after  the  public  lands  have  remain- 
ed in  market  at  the  minimum  price  for  ten  or  fifteen 
years.  Surely  it  would  be  sound  policy  to  offer  thsm  at 
a  lower  rale;  this  would  not  only  be  beneficial  to  the 
General  Government,  but  the  advantage  to  the  new 
States  wouU  b«  incalcuhOile,  at  tiiereby  the  whole  lands 
within  their  respective  limits  woqid  become  subject  to 
State  tiixation.  I,  therefore,  am  willing  at  this  time  to 
vote  forgiving  settlement  ri^its  to  occupants  at  fifty 
cents  per  acre,  and  to  graduate  the  price  according  to 
the  different  qualities  of  land,  and  to  reject  at  once  the 
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pntpoaition  contuned  in  the  original  bill.  Still,  my  im- 
presiioa  b  that  thb  ii  not  the  proper^time  to  act  finnlly 
upon  the  lubject.  At  Uie  next  session  of  Caiieres»  the 
new  States  will  have 'a  full  representation  in  the  other 
House.  They  are  more  partictilai-ly  intcreatecl  in  this 
subject  than  the  other  Stitcs.  I  am  willing  they  should 
have  the  benefit  uf  their  additional  numbers.  It  has  been 
urged  that  this  subject  has  been  before  Congress  at  the 
last  sesuonj  that  it  wai  then  amply  difcuned}  that  tlie 
different  able  reports  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
and  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  have  been  published 
and  submitted  to  the  people  for  their  consideration.  This 
is  all  true;  but  has  the  subject  been  conudered?  Has  it 
been  decided  by  the  people?  1  think  not.  It  waa  lost 
■iglit  of  in  the  all-absorbing  topic  of  the  Presidential 
election.  That,-  like  Aorcm's  todt  swallowed  up  erery 
other  consideration.  I  am,  therefore,  prepared  to  vote 
for  an  indefinite  postponement  of  this  bill,  whenever  that 
motion  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  POINDBXTBR  then,  with  a  view  to  perfect  the 
original  bill  before  the  question  was  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment, propoaed  to  add  several  additionid  sections,  pro- 
Tiding  for  a  gradual  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public 
land<L  remaining  unsold  for  a  Bpeciiicd  period  after  being 
brouj^t  into  market^  granting  pre-emptions  under  cer- 
tkin  circumitanees;  providing  for  continuing  the  surveys 
and  guarantying  to  the  new  States  that  the  present 
ninimum  price  of  the  public  landa  ahall  not  be  increased 
during  the  existence  of  the  proposed  law. 

Mr.  CLAY  opposed  this  amendment^  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  latter  clause . 

After  a  few  obserrationi  by  Mesttv.  BLACK.  FOIN- 
DEXTBR,  BUCKNER.  and  KINO,  the  Senate,  without 
taking  the  question,  adjourned. 

PUMT,  jAirVAKT  18. 

CUMBERLAND  ROAD. 

,  On  motion  of  Mr.  BUCRNER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  providing  for  the  continuation  of  the 
Cuntbeiland  Road,  from  Vandalia,  in  lllinoia,  to  Jefferson 
Ci^,  in  MiMouii. 

The  queaUon  bring  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Bbbtov,  to  insert  the  words,  "  and  tlience  to  the  Western, 
frontier  of  Missouri,  in  the  direction  of  the  military  post, 
near  the  mouth  of  the  Kansas  river" — 

Mr.  SMITH  suggesteil  the  propriety  of  authorizing 
the  continuation  of  the  road  from  Vandalia  to  "  some 
ptnnt"  in  Misaouri.  He  hatl  no  objection  to  the  contem- 
jilated  military  rond,  but  be  thought  that  the  provi- 
sion which  rec|uired  that  the  road  ahould  be  contmued 
to  Jefferson  Ctty  might  endanger  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  advocate  the  amendment  which 
he  had  proposed  when  the  bill  was  last  under  considera- 
tion. The  bill  proposed  to  extend  the  road  to  the  seat  of 
Government  in  Missouri}  the  amendment  which  he  had 
offered  proposed  to  continue  it  to  the  Western  frontier 
of  the  State  of  Misaouri,  in  the  direction  to  Fort  Learcn- 
mnth,  and  to  the  intersection  of  the  route  for  the  cara- 
ftm  from  Miaso'uri  to  Sanl%  Ti.  He  exhibited  a  map 
which  he  had  obtained  from  the  War  Office,  showing  the 
position  of  the  military  post,  Fort  Leavenworth,  on  the 
left  bank  of  the  Missouri  river,  a  few  miles  above  the 
mouth  of  the  Kansas,  «hd  pTo»irate  to  the  State  line, 
and  the  coane  and  ■bearing  of  the  Santa  T6  road,  as 
marked  out  under  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. He  showed,  also,  the  course  of  thf  proposed  road 
by  the  seat  of  Government  in  Missouri,  and  considered 
the  part  which  the  amendment  proposed  as  a  link  in  the 
chain  of  the  great  rnad  from  Washington  City  to  Santa 
F<,  the  two  ends  of  which  had  been  either  niade  or 
anrked  out  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  only  the 


[Jas.  17,  18,'  1833. 


link  in  Missouri  remaining  to  be  6lled  up-to  complete 
the  longest  line  of  road  made  by  any  Government  since  ' 
the  time  of  the  Roman  empiVe.  The  part  of  the  road 
which  would  extend  to  the  Western  frontier  of  MiBSouri 
was  strictly  and  correctly  a  military  way,  leading  to  a 
frontier  covered  by  Indian  tribes  which  the  Government 
was  accumulating  U>crp,  and  to  a  furt  at  which  a  garrison 
of  regular  soldiers  and  a  company  of  United  States* 
rangers  were  now  stationed.  It  was  the  principal  fort 
on  that  frontier,  and  intended  for  a  permanent  position. 
A  road  to  such  a  frontier,  and  to  such  a  post,  was  a  mili- 
tary road  in  fact  as  well  a3  in  name,  and  was  better  enti- 
tled to  the  care  of  the  Federal  Government  than  the 
military  road  in  Maine  to  the  Hill  of  Mars,  imposing  a^ 
that  road  mwhtaeem,  from  leading  to  an  eminence  which 
imported  to  be  the  residence  of  the  ancicttt  god  uf  war. 
Tlie  Indians  at  this  flay,  on  the  frontiers  of  Missouri* 
were  once  moi'c  formidable  to  ttie  people  of  that  State  than 
Mars  could  be  to  the  people  of  Mainet  and  the  Mars  Hili 
road  had  been  deemed  worthy  of  repeated  appropriations 
of  public  money.  In  1828,  the  sum  of  $15,000  was 
voted  to  make  it;  in  18^,  tlie  sum  of  $43,932  was  voted 
for  completing  it,  in  1830,  the  sum  of  $471451  to  com- 
plete it;  in  1831,  $500  more  were  granted  to  complete 
itj  and  in  1833,  the  sum  of  |31,000  wa«  voted  for  repair* 
and  improvements  upon  it.  Mr.  B.  said  there  was  another 
view  to  be  taken  of  these  two  roads:  that  of  Maine 
traversed  no  public  lands  belonging  to  the  United  States; 
that  of  Missouri  would  traverse  the  centre  of  a  Siat^ 
ctmtaining  thirty-six  millions  of  acres  of  federal  land, 
paying  no  tax  to  the.  State,  and  receiving  an  increasjcd 
value  from  all  the  roada  which  the  State  made.  It  was 
an  acknowledged  principle  with  the  Federal  Government, 
that,  as  the  principal  landholder  in  the  new  States,  it 
should  contribute  to  the  construction  of  their  roads  and 
canals;  and,  on  this  principle,  about  one  million  of  acres 
bod  been  granted  to  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  nearljr  half  a 
million  to  each  of  the  States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and 
Alabama,  Missouri  was  one  of  those  which  had  received 
neither  land  nor  money  from  the'Federal  Government 
for  the  construction  of  her  highways,  and  the  bill  which 
he  (Hr.B.)  had  brouglit  in  at  the  last  session  .to, make 
her'agrant  of  half  amillion  of  acres  was  snatched  out  of 
his  hand,  and  clapped  into  that  universal  comliiuation 
bill,  commonly  called  the  land  bill,  which  was  to  pay  its 
way  through  ^e  two  Houses  of  Congress  by  dealing  out 
land  and  money  to  the  right  and  lert,  till  an  interest  was 
created  strong  enough  to  carry  it  through.  Mr.  B.  hcqked 
it  never  would  get  tlm>ugh,  atlhough  liis  own  bill  was 
now  in  it,  and  trusted  that  his  bill  would  be  lilowed  to 
come  out  from  the  company  into  which  it  had  been  pressed, 
and  take  its  fate  in  a  separate  vote  upon  its  own  merits^ 
as  all  the  bills  for  granting  lands  to  the  ether  States  had 
done,  Mr.  B.  said  that  Missouri  had  received  nothing  in 
money  for  the  construction  of  roads  or  canals.  She  liad 
been  equally  unfuitunate  in  her  applications  to  Coi^frcsa 
fur  grants  of  money  or  land.  About  a  million  of  dollars 
were  annually  voted  for  objects  of  internal  improvemcnti 
no  part  of  it  went  to  Iklissouri;  very  little  to  any  part  of 
the  South  or  West.  The  Northeast  was  the  grand 
absorbent  of  the  whole;  and  the  system  of  internal  im- 
provement, invented  for  the  benefit  of  the  West,  and 
proclaimed  to  be  the  tnie  means  of  getting  a  portion  of 
the  public  money  disbursed  in  the  West  to  countei balance 
tlie  ciiurmoua  expenditure  on  the  sea-board  for  light- 
houses,  navy  yards,  shipi^and  furtiHcations,  had  turned  cMt 
to  be  notiiing  but  an  illusion  to  the  West,  and  a  nev 
and  enormous  drain  of  money  to  the  Northeast.  Another 
h'lll  is  now  presented  in  favor  of  Missouri;  the  reasons  for 
it  are  numerous,  cogent,  and  unanswerable;  and  it  re«te<l 
with  the  friends  of  internal  improvement  to  v»y  whether 
it  sliouki  be  passed.  This  bill  proposed  tlie  extension  nf 
the  road  to  the  seat  of  'Government  in  Missouri;  the 
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amendnent  which  he  olTered  proposed  to  continue  it  to 
the  fhmtier  of  the  State,  covered  vhU  inwltoua  mn^n, 
to  a  nulitarjr  post  whicli  needed  •  eomtnoiUcaUon  wUh 
the  cenfc-c  of  the  ^rate,  and  to  the  intersection  of  the 
SanU  road,  annually  trave1Ie<l  by  the  caravans  of 
Missouri.  The  fate  of  this  application  would  depend 
upon  those  who  were  the  advocates  of  internal  improve- 
ment. Many  members  denied  the  power  of  Concern  to 
make  Iheae  improvigneiiti}  oS  eourae  their  votes  could 
not  be  kmked  for;  to  thoae  who  adnutted  the  power,  and 
advocated  the  Rj^em,  and  TOted  a  miUion  annnally  for 
improvetnenta  in  other  quarters^  the  ftte  of  this  applica- 
tion must  be  committed.' 

Mr.  CHAMBEHS  thought  the  views  of  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bsxtoh]  conflicted  with  those  advanc- 
ed yertenlay  by  Mr.  GauirDT,  llie  argument  of  tlie 
btter^titlenian  was  more  in  uiUson  with  what  was  con- 
sidered orthodox  in  a  ceHain  quarter,  than  Diat  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri,  on  the  sutnect  of  the  nationality, 
Stc.  of  a  particular  class  of  internal  improvements.  He 
regretted  that  the  gentlenun  from  Tennessee  was  not  in 
his  seat,  as  he  might  feel  bound  to  vindicate  his  views  on 
ttus  subject.  There  was  a  measure  pending  before  the 
Senate,  however,  (the  land  bill,)  which,  if  adopted,  would 
j«lieve  gentlenwn  from  the  neeesri^  fiS  making  nice 
distinctions  on  the  subject  of.  the  natioiulity  of  this  or 
that  improvement.  Unlltl  that  measure  was  dispmed  of, 
he  considered  it  unnecesMiry  to  act  on  the  bill  now  bef<ire 
the  Senate,  and  he  therefore  moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

ftr.  SMITH  would  vote  to  hiy  the  bill  on  the  table  for 
a  different  reasoni  he  wished  further  time  to  eicamine  the 
wbject,  pwtkulariy  the  amendmeot  of  the  gentleman 
from  Hissoiiri,  [Mr.  Bkntok.] 

Mr.  BUCKNER-requetted  tijat  the  motion  to  kyihe 
bit!  on  the  table  should  be  withdrawn  for  a  momentt  which 
being  done — 

Mr.  BUCKNER  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would 
not  be  further  postponed .  It  had  been  some  time  before 
tiie  Senate,  and  contuned  a  plain  proposition,  involving 
no  new  principle.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  this  bill 
shotild  be  made  to  give  place  to  the  land  htll,  or  any  otlier 
favorite  measure.  'I'here  seemed  to  have  been  a  speciesof 
discipline  and  traininff  connected  with  this  kml  bill,  which 
was  disreputable,  and  at  war  with  a  free  and  bir  course 
of  legislation.  Every  important  measure  which  came  up 
was  drawn  within  the  vortex  of  the  land  bill,  which  ap- 
peared to  have  been  gotten  up  principally  with  a  vieii' 
to  rivet  upon  the  country  \he  present  taiiff.  He  wariied 
gentlemen  that  this  course  might  be  attended  with  a  cUf- 
ferent  effect  from  that  which  was  intended.  He  had  him- 
self been  an  advocate  of  the  tariff" \  but  when  an  effort  was 
made  to  sustain  it  by  an  unjust,  and  sordid,  and  CDrnipt 
course  of  legislation,  be  warned  gentlemen  to  beware  f>( 
the  consequences.  Was  it  desirnl  that  the  present  bill 
should  be  postponed,  in  onler  that  gentlemen  might  re- 
venge tliemselves  for  the  vote  which  its  friends  might 
think  proper  tn  give  on  the  land  hill?  Tliis  was  certaiidy 
an  tuijusi  course  of  proceeding.  If  the  bill  now  before 
the  Senate  should  fail,  he  wished  it  remembered  that  it 
had  perished  by  the  hands  of  those  who  had  given  birth 
to  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  fuunded.  Shall  those 
who  6fst  stood  forth  the  advocates  of  internal  improve- 
ments be  the  first  to  destroy  their  own  offspring?  This 
was  unnatural.  He  preferred  that  every  measure  should 
be  tested  1^  its  own  merits,  unconnected  with  any  other 
subject.  A  different  course  of  legislation  was  nnmse  and 
impruper,  ifnot  dishonest. 

He  bad  no  objection  that  the  bill  should  lie  on  the  table, 
to  allow  any  gentleman  an  opportunity  for  examination; 
but  protested  against  postponing  it,  for  the  reasons  whicli 
had  been  aangned  by  the  gentleman  from  Haiyland, 
[Mr.  CaaMBxas.] 
The  hiU  was  then  hud  on  the  tiUiIe. 


PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  special  order  of  the 
day,  being  the  bill  to  sppropriate,  i(ir  a  limited  time,  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  ^ 

The  question  pending  bein^  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
PoiifiiEXTEB  to  amend  the  original  bill — 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  to  postpone  the  fbrther  considera- 
tjon  of  the  bill  ontil  Mondsy,  «n  account  principally  <if 
the  indisposition,  and  consequent  absence,  of  a  member 
who  wasileslrous  to  record  his  vote  against  the  original  hill. 

Mr.  CLAT  su^estcd  that  there  was  also  a  Senator  Ai 
the  other  »de  absent;  but  that  he  would  rather  hazard  thtf 
loss  of  the  bill  than  postpone  it  anj"  longer.  He  asked 
for  the  yeas-and  nays  on  the  question  of  postponement, 
and  they  were  ordered . 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  stated  that  he  had  not  been  as  yet 
enabled  to  obtain  all  the  information  which  he  had  ex- 
pected to  acquire  from  documents  to  which  he  dcsiml  to 
refer.  It  waa  a  subject  of  great  national  importance,  and 
he  thought  it  improper  to  hasten  a  decision .  In  addition 
to  these  conriderations,  be  much  wlsheil  to  ^Ve  his  views 
of  it,  but  waa  at  this  moment  laboring  under  a  violent 
attack,  of  cold.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  siibjfct 
would  be  postponed  till  Hoiulay,  as  it  was  known  that  the 
other  House  would  not  ^  into  an  examination  of  this  noat- 
tcr  until  the  tariff'  question  ^ould  be  disposed  of. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone, 
and  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Black,  Brown,  Biickner, 
Calhoun,  Fonsylh,  Grundy,  Hil),  Kane,  King,  Mangtim, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Rives,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tip- 
ton, Tyler,  White,  Wright.— 22. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dtck- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Prelinghvjysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins^ 
Hu»les  Seymour,  Spraguc,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman, 
wAster.— 22. 

So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  lost,  (the  Senate  being 
equally  divided  upon  it.) 

Mr.  KING  then  addressed  the  Senate,  at  length,  in 
opposition  to  the  original  bill,  and  in  support  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.CHAUBBRS  spoke  in  reply. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  moved  to  postpone  the  further  consi- 
deration of  tlie  subject  until  MomUy,  in  onlrr  to  have  an 
opportuni^  to  mov4  that,  when  the  Senate  acyourns,  it 
afljourn  to  meet  on  Monday. 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  for  the  j-ens  and  nays,  which  were 
ordered . 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  a  few  words  in  favor  of  ad> 

journment. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  objected  tn  any  other  adjournment 
than  from  day  to  day,  in  tlie  present  state  of  Uie  public 
business.  At  the  name  t'line,  lu-  ftlt  a  strong  disposition 
to  give  every  iiKluIgenct  to  the  (reiiileman  from  Missis* 
sippi.    He  then  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  idjourn. 

The  motiui)  waa  agreed  to,  and 

The  Senate  ndjouined. 

SATcauAT,  Januakt  19. 

EVIDENCK  OF  CLAIMS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  previous  orders  were 
postponed,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  coiwder  the 

joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  State  to  de> 
iver  to  the  commissioners  under  the  French  treaty  }he 
evidences  of  any  claims  delivered  to  and  rtjected  by  the 
commissioners  under  the  Spanish  treaty. 

The  resolution  having  betii  resit  a  second  time,  it  was 
taken  up  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  SMU'il  then  stated  that  the  Committee  on  Finance 
had,  in  reporting  this  resohiiion,  departed  a  little  from 
the  regular  rule.   The  commillce  had  been  iiiatructed 
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to  inqture  into  the  expediencjr  of  entpli^og  clerks  to 
nuke  copies  of  these  documents*  They  had  nude  in* 
qairy  of  tfie  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  cost  of  maldnp 
these  copies,  and  are  told  that  it  would  amount  to  $10, 600. 
Other  inquiries  which  were  made  resulted  in  a  conviction 
■that  the  mode  suggested  by  the  resolution  would  be  the 
most  convenient  and  the  moat  prompt,  and  one  which  the 
Secretary  had  stated  as  giving  him  sufficient  authority  to 
deliver  over  the  originals. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  tlie committee  seemed  to  have 
forgotten  the  instructions  which  had  been  given  to  them. 
TMywere  required  to  make  an  appropriation  for  the 
necessary  clerks.  It  was  true  lhat  there  would  be  a  con- 
siderable saving  of  expense  if  the  originals  were  handed 
over  to  the  commissioners;  tfut  the  question  was  whether 
this  could  be  done  consistently  with  the  treaty  with  Spain? 
If  it  couMi  the  Secretary  had  the  power  of  handing  over 
the  papersi  -  if  be  had  it  not,  the  Senate  could  not  give  it  to 
him.   He  should,  therefore,  vote  against  the  retolution. 

.Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  had  always  been  of  the  opinion 
tlitt  the  construction  of  the  treaty  which  required  these 
papers  to  be  kept  in  «ny  particular  building  was  a  very 
limited  one.  He  did  not  understand  tlut  they  were  pa- 
pen  over  which  Spun  could  have  any  control.  They 
are  the  documents  relating'  to  clums  which  had  been  dis- 
allowed. Spain  could  hardly  expect  that  we  should  re- 
tain documents  of  this  character  forever.  Slie  could  have 
nothii^  more  to  do  with  them.  If  the  narrow  construc- 
tion to  which  he  referred  was  to  be  adhered  to,  why 
couUl  not  the  comnussioners  M\t  in  rooms  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State?  He  presumed  that  there  could  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  this.  But  believing  that  there  could  be  no  ne- 
ces^tyXor  tins,  helh'ould  votb  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  KANB  thought  the  only  question  was,  whether  it 
is  necesaary  that  these  documents  should  be  vihere  they 
wouUI  be  submitted  to  the  personal  inspection  of  the 
commissioners^  If  so,  and  if  copies  would  not  answer, 
and  the  Secretary  could  not  let.  the  originals  go  from  hts 
custody  without  tttis  resolution  was  passed,  it  ought  to  pass . 

Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr.  FORSYTH  reiterated  what  they 
had  before  stated. 

Mr.  SILSBES  expressed  his  inability  to  discover  how 
it  was  nosnble  that  t^ie  treaty  of  Florida  could  have  any 
more  trkct  on  these  papers  than  on  any  of  the  claims  put 
in  for  indemnity  against  spoltatlons  committed  by  the 
French  previous  to  1800.  The  documents  referred  to 
captures  condemned  in  French  ports,  and  the  claims 
founded  on  them  had  been  rejected.  Now,  to  establish 
these  claims  against  France,  it  was  necessary  to  prodnce 
these  documents.  The  SeceeUij  does  not  feel  bimielf  at 
liberty  to  pve  them  up.  This  was  very  bard  on  the  cbum- 
nnta,  and  in  wmewayorothertheyougbttoberelieved. 
He  should  therefore  vote  for  tlie  resolution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FOOT,  the  resolution  was  amended 
by  adding  the  words: 

*'  Which  evidences  shall  be  returned  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  when  the  commission  shall  expire," 

Tlie  resolution  was  then  reported  as  amended,  and  the 
amendment  having  been  concurred  in,  the  resolution  was 
(wdered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands,  the  question  being  on  Mr. 
PoiKDKXTsm's  amendment. 

After  the  &ilure  of  a  motion  to  postpone  the  bill  to 
Monday — 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose  and  said:  Mr.  President,  1 
should  not  have  risen  to  partake  of  the  debate  on  the 
interesting  question  brought  before  the  Senate  by  the 
bill  on  your  table,  especially  after  the  very  able  view 
wMeh  haa  been  taken  m  it  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 


Kentucky,  who  introduced  the  biHat  the  hut  and  the 
present  session  of  CongreM,  but  for  the  deep  interest 
which  my  immediate  constituents  have  in  the  final  dispo- 
sition which  may  be  made  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
States,  in  common  with  all  the  new  States  of  the  confede- 
racy, and  the  high  obligation  which  devolves  on  me,  as 
a  Senator  from  one  of  these  new  States,  to  vindicate 
their  interests  and  advance  their  prosperiQr,  on  all  pro- 
per occasions,  not  inconnstent  wiUi  justice  to  the  other 
members  ofthe,Umon. 

I  am  admonidied  by  the  rtate  of  my  health,  as  welt  as 
by  the  anxiety  which  has  been  manifested  by  the  Senate, 
to  bring  thia  discussion  to  a  close,  of  the  propriety,  and 
I  may  add  the  necessity,  of  confining  my  remarks  within 
the  narrowest  linuts  which  the  importance  of  the  subject 
will  permit.  The  Preudent,  in  his  annual  message,  bnngs 
the  great  question  of  the  public  lands  distinctly  before 
Congress]  Mid,  besides  the  notice  which  be  takes  of  the 
various  proportions  heretofore  submitted  for  an  equita- 
ble and  proper  'dispoial  of  these  lands,  he  recommend* 
for  our  constderation  a  specific  plan,  resulting  from  hii 
own  reflections  on  the  subject,  which  I  shall,  in  the  pro- 
gress of  my  remarks,  take  occa»on  to  contrast  with  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  endeavor  to  show 
the  effects  of  each  system  on  the  general  welfare  and 
future  tranquillity  of  Uie  country,  in  reference  to  tiiismoat 
important  bnnch  of  national  wealth  and  internal  policy. 

But,  sir,  I  cannot  consent,  in  the  arrangement  of  this 
difficult  and  perplexing  question,  to  stop  at  the  mere 
pmnt  of  distribution,  however  much  T  may  approve  tlie 
measure.  I  desire  to  go  further,  and  provide  at  once 
for  the  poor  emigrants,  by  securing  to  those  who  actu- 
ally inhabit  and  cultivate  a  trac:t  of  land  of  a  limited  quan- 
tity, for  a  number  of  yean^  to  be  specified,  the  ri|p)tof 
pre-emption,  at  a  moderate  price,  to  the  huid  so  inhabited 
and  cultivated.  I  wish  also  to  incorporate  in  any  bill 
which  may  be  passed  a  provision  for  an  equitable  gra- 
duatiou  of  the  minimum  price  at  which  the  public  lands 
are  now  directed  by  law  to  be  sold,  and  thereby  place 
lands  of  inferior  quality  at  a  rate  which  may  induce  men 
in  moderate  circumstances  to  purchase  and  cultivate 
them.  With  these  salutary  modifications,  the  system  of 
distribution  propowd  will  be  acceptable  not  only  to  the 
old  but  the  new  States  of  the  confi^etaey.  It  will  do 
justice  to  every  portion  of  the  Union,  and  on  that  foun- 
dation alone  can  we  hope  to  inspire  confidence  and  give 
durability  to  the  plan  which  it  ts  proposed  to  carry  into 
effect,  by  the  passage  of  the  bill  now  under  consideration. 
The  OTigin  of  the  title  of  the  United  States  to  the  eminent 
domain  seemi  to  be  generally  conceded.  On  tbii  point 
Aere  exist  but  slight  shades  of  difference  in  the  opin- 
iona  expressed  by  honorable  Senators  who  have  preced* 
ed  mc  in  this  discussion. 

The  sources  from  which  our  title  has  sprung  may  be 
divided  into  the  three  following  classes: 

1st.  Voluntary  cessions  from  the  States  having  vitlun 
their  chartered  limits  a  large  extent  of  waste  and  imap- 
propriated  territory. 

3d.  Ceauons  fran  the  States,  founded  on  purchase,  fiw 
a  valuable  eonnderation. 

3d.  Cessions  from  foreign' nations  anee  the  adoption  of 
the  federal  constitution,  founded  on  purchase,  for  a  Talua- 
ble  eonnderation. 

In  this  latter  class  I  do  not  include  purchases  from  the 
Indian  tribes  or  nations,  because  the  right,  of  soil  in 
the  United  States  eidsted  prior  to  tiiese  purchaae^ 
and  no  other  title  ha*  ever  been  recognised  in  the  In- 
dian tribes  but  the  right  of  occupancy,  which  hu  from 
time  to  time  been  extinguished  by  the  numerous  Indian 
treaties  which  are  to  be  found  in  the  archives  of  the 
Government. 

I  sbkll  proceed  to  exanune  these  various  cenions,  and 
the  conditions  in  which  tbey  were  made,  in  connexion 
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with  the  liiwi  wluch  have  b««i  enacted  to  carry  them 
into  effect,  both  under  the  old  confiedcration  and  the  ex> 
isting  constitution. 

Bu(  before  I  enter  into  this  examination,  I  beg  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senate  while  I  take  a  very  brief  notice 
of  what  I  consider  an  erroneous  opinion  which  several 
bfHiorable  Senators  have  expressed  in  relation  to  t\)^ 
title  to  the  waste  and  un^propriated  lands  in  the  United 
States,  supposed  to  be  acqmred  by  conquest  from  the 
crown  of  Great  Britain.  It  ia  alleged  that  these  lands 
were  won  by  the  common  arms,  and  therefore  became  the 
common  property  of  the  States  of  the  confederacy. 
From  this  opinion  1  must  be  permitted,  without  intending 
to  doubt  the  sincerity  with  which  it  has  been  advanced, 
or  the  high  authority  by  which  it  ia  maintaiued,  to  enter 
my  entire  dissent. 

By  the  war  the  revolution  the  united  arms  of  the 
colonies  conquered  and  gained  their  liberties  and  inde> 
pendeoce  on  the  mother  country. 

These  were  acknowledged  b^  the  British  Monarch 
in  the  treaty  of  peace  entered  mto  on  the  3d  day  of 
September,  1783,  which  fully  recognised  each  separate 
t»>Iony  as  an  independent  sovereignty,  by  name,  as  they 
were  respectiveljr  formed  by  their  ancient  charters. 

The  treaty  witli  Great  Briuin  did  not  acknowledge 
the  independence  of  the  United  States  as  a  nation;  but  the 
thirteen  colonies  were,  by  that  instrument,  declared  to  be 
thirteen  separate  and  mdependent  States^  they  were 
treated  with  as  such,  and  as  such  they  confederated  for 
their  muhul  safety  and  common  defence. 

Tbf  treaty  made  no  cessions  of  the  crown  lands,  in  right 
of  conquest,  either  to  the  States  individually,  or  to  the 
confedermcy;  they  were  left  precisely  on  the  footing  in 
which  they  stood  prior  to  the  revolution,  and  each  look- 
ed to  their  antecedent  charters,  defining  the  boundaries 
mssigned  to  them  by  the  parent  country.  J,  therefore, 
hold  it  to  be  clear  and  undeniable,  that,  as  the  several 
States  urated  contributed  boU\  in  men  and  money  to  the 
mccomplishment  of  the  great  end  of  conquering  their  in- 
dependence, each  becaiqe  a  separate  sovereignty  by  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  of  peace;  and,  within  their  respective 
limits,  each  mig^L  dispose  of  its  unappropriated  domain 
without  interruption  or  restraint  from  the  other  States, 
in  the  same  manner,  and  to  the  same  extent,  that  the 
crown  of  Great  Britain  could  have  exercised  that  power 
while  we  remained  in  a  colonial  condition*. 

If  any  doubt  could  have  existed  on  this  principle  dur- 
ing the  revolutionary  war,  it  has  been  nnce  entirely  re- 
moved; and  the  right  of  each  SUte  to  the  wiiate  Unds 
within  the  chartered  limits  of  each  is  recognised  and  con- 
ceded by  the  application  made  to  the  States  by  the  old 
Congress,  acting  under  the  articles  of  confederation,  for 
cessions  of  these  lands,  for  the  common  benefit  of  the 
Union,  and  the  subsequent  ratification  by  Congress  of 
those  cessions,  on  the  conditions  therein  expressed,  as 
thmr  were  respectively  made  by  the  State  Legialaturest 
and  this  cninion  is  still  more  strongly  enforced  by  the 
purchase  c»  a  cooMderable  extent  of  territory,  qow  form- 
ed into  two  new  and  flourishing  States*  from  Georgia,  in 
the  year  1802,  for  which  the  United  States  paid  to  that 
State  the  large  sum  of  #1,250,000. 

Considering,  then,  the  several  deeds  of  cession  made  by 
the_  States  as  the  basis  of  our  title  to  the  lands  which  re- 
xnain  waste  and  unappropriated  within  their  bounda- 
ries,  I  shall  proceed,  sir,  to  inquire  into  the  orij^n  of 
these  deeds  of  cession,  the  great  purposes  for  which 
they  were  made,  and  the  limiutions  impotad  on  the  Gov- 
ernment by  the  grantors. 

TTie  Declaration  of  Independence  was  the  voluntary  act 
of  the  colonicrf,  by  which  they  uiutcd  in  the  great  strug- 
gle agunst  the  tyranny  and  oppression  of  the  Unguid 
Pariiament  of  Qre^tBritaint  and,  in  announcing  to  the  dvilr 
ixed  wwld  that  they  were,  and  of  ri^t  ouf^t  to  be,  free. 


sovereign,  and  independent  States,  they  solemnly  pledg- 
ed to  each  other  "their  lives,  tbeir  fortunes,  and  their aa* 
cred  honor,"  to  maintain  and  preserve  the  independence 
thus  declared  hi  defiance  of  the  power  of  the  mother 
country,  or  of  any  other  power  wliatsoever,  by  which 
their  liberties  might  be  assailed  or  endangered.  This 
memorable  and  solemn  act  was  promulgated  onlya  short 
time  before  the  articles  of  confederation  were  agreed  on, 
by  the  same  patriotic  body,  and  transmitted  to  the  respect* 
ive  State  Legislatures  for  their  assent  and  ratification. 

The  war  of  the  revolution  progressed,  but  the  means 
by  which  it  might  he  brought  to  a  speedy  and  favorable 
termination  engaged  the  attention  and  excited  the  anxious 
solicitude  of  Congress  and  the  country  at  large.  Amidst 
the  numerous  difficulties  by  which  this  noble  band  of  patri- 
ots were  burrounded,  ibe  scanty  means  on  which  tlicy  were 
compelled  to  rely  to  supply  tlie  indispensable  wants  of  the 
army,  the  absence  of  a  sound  circulating  medium,  and  the 
depression  of  public  credit,  their  attention  was  very  natural- 
ly and  properly  turned  to  the  wilderness  of  the  West;  and 
the  vast  uncultivated  domains  in  these  regions  were  looked 
to  as  a  fund  out  of  which  to  compensate,  at  a  future  day, 
the  services  and  sacrifices  of  the  war-worn  veterans  who 
so  trinmphanUy  fought  our  battles  in  the  field,  and  as  a 
permanent'  resource  on  which  we  might  safely  depend 
for  the  final  extinguishment  of  the  enormous  debt  incur- 
red inachieving  the  glorious  result  by  which  we  became 
a  free  people. 

The  hopes  of  the  army,  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
revolutionary  war,  and  of  the  nulitia,  called  into  service  on 
sudden  emergencies  by  the  States,  were  aiumated  and  cher- 
ished by  the  pledges  which  were  from  time  to  time  made, 
that  so  soon  as  the  great  object  for  which  they  so  freely 
shed  their  blood  was  attained,  destitute  as  Uie^  were  of  the 
ordinary  subsistence  and  means  of  comfort  m  the  tented 
field,  and  their  hard  earnings  paid  in  a  depreciated  pa- 
per currency,  the  most  liberal  grants  of  land  would  be 
made  to  them  by  Congress,  to  whi9h  they  might  retire 
when  peace  should  be  restored  to  uie  country,  and  their 
toils  ended  by  the  acknowledgment  of  our  independence 
as  one  among  the  nations  of  the  earth. 

These  pledges  were  made  in  anticipation  of  the  trans- 
fers which  it  was  believed  would  be  readily  made  for  tho 
general  good,  by  each  StatCi  of  their  domains  which  re- 
mained unreclaimed  by  the  hand  of  industry,  and  untrod- 
den by  the  footsteps  of  civilized  man. 

Appeals  were  sent  forth  by  Congress  to  the  Statea 
for  the  comummation  of  these  iiut  and  benerolent  in- 
tentifflis  towards  the  soldiers  of  the  rerolution,  wtuch 
were  answered  by  a  patriotic  surrender  of  their  title  to 
those  lands,  which  have  since  been  apprt^riated,  accord- 
ing to  the  original  design  of  the  parties,  in  satisfaction  of 
military  grants  and  the  payment  of  the  public  debt.  The 
articles  of  confederation  for  several  years  were  suspended 
on  the  issue  of  this  important  question;  and  Maryluid,  the 
but  State  by  which  they  were  ratified,  ^d  not  accede  to 
them  until  the  year  1781,  about  one  year  prior  to  the 
close  of  the  war.  New  York  took  the  lead  in  offering  to 
cede  her  waste  lands  to  be  applied  for  the  common  bene- 
fit of  all  the  suites.  In  March,  1780,  the  Legislature  of 
that  patriotic  State  passed  a  resolve,  part  of  which  1 
beg  leave  to  read  to  the  Senate.  The  preamble  contains 
a  summary  of  the  causes  which  induced  the  Le^slature, 
in  tlte  name  of  the  people  ofNew  York,toauthonae  their 
delegates  in  Congress,  or  a  matoHty  of  them,  to  make  the 
proposed  cession  to  the  United  States,  in  the  manner  spe- 
cified in  the  act.  And,  among  other  things,  it  is  enacted 
and  declared,  "  that  the  territory  which  maybe  ceded 
"or  relinquished  by  virtue  of  this  act,_  either  with  re- 
"  spect  to  tbe  jurisdiction,  aa  well  as  the  ri^tor  pre-emp- 
"  tion  of  soil  only,  shall  be  and  inure  for.,  the  use  atid 
*■  benefit  of  sueh  of  the  Uruted  States  as  shall  become 
■*  members  of  the  foderal  alliance  of  the  said  Statn,  and 
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**  fivno  other  use  or  purpose  whutsoever."  Coagressre- 
femd  thia  act  of  the  Le^slature  of  New  York,  together  | 
with  other  papers  relating  to  the  same  subject,  to  a  spe- ' 
eial  committee,  who  made  thereon  a  detailed  report,  con- 
cluding with  tbejbllowiiig  resolution: 

"Beaohedf  That  copies  of  the  several  papers  referred 
to  the  committee  be  transmitted,  with  a  copy  of  the  re- 

Eort,  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  States;  and  that  it 
e  earnestly  'recommended  to  those  Statei  who  have 
claims  to  the  Western  country  to  pass  such  bws^  and 
give  their  delegates  iu  Congress  such  powers,  as  may 
effectually  remove  the  only  obstacle  to  a  final  ratification 
of  the  articles  of  confederation}  and  that  the  Le^slature 
of  Maryland  be  earnestly  requested  to  authorize  their  dele- 
gales  in  Congress  to  subscribe  the  said  articles." 

This  report  ms  con^dered*  and  adopted  by  the  dele- 

Sates  from  each  State  in  Congress  asKmbled  on  the  6th 
sy  of  September,  1780.  Subsequent  to  these  proceed- 
ings, and  during  the  same  session  of  Congress,  on  the 
10th  of  October^  1780.  a  resolution  was  adopt^,  which  de- 
clares, "that  the  unappropriated  lands  which  may  be 
ceded  or  relinquished  to  the  United  States  by  any  particu- 
lar State,  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of  Congress 
of  tlie  6£b  day.  of  September  last,  shall  be  disposed  of 
Ibrthe  common  benefit  of  the  United  States." 

A  deed  of  cession  from  New  York  was  executed  by 
three  of  the  delegates  in  Congress  from  that  State,  on  the 
1st  day  of  March  1781,  on  condition  that  the  territory 
mded  or  relinquished  shall  be  and  inure  for  the  use  and 
benefit  of  such  of  the  United  States  as  shall  become  mem- 
bers of  the  federal  alliance  of  the  said  States,  and  for  no 
other  use  or  purpoae  whatsoever."  And  further,  tliat 
the  bmda  thus  ceded  sluH  be  **  granted,  disposed  of,  and 
appropriated  in  such  manner  on^  as  the  Congress  of  tlie 
United  States  diatl  order  and  cUrect." 

The  cession  made  by  Virginia  of  her  territory  north- 
west of  the  river  Ohio,  then  an  uncultivated  wilderness, 
inhabited  only  by  Ute  savage  tribes  of  that  rt- gion,  but 
which  has  since  been  fimned  into  three  large  and  well 
popi^ated  States  of  the  Union,  was  not  finally  completed 
MM  accepted  b^  Congress  until  the  year  1784.  The  con- 
ditions are  similar  to  tiiosc  contained  in  the  cession  of 
New  York,  with  the  exception  of  a  reservation  for  bounty 
lands  to  be  granted  to  the  troops  of  that  State,  who  were 
placed  on  the  continental  establishment.  All  the  lands 
within  the  ceded  territory,  not  reserved  for  specified  pur- 
poses, were  to  be  considered  a  common  fund  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  such  of  tlie  United  States  as  have  be- 
come, or  shall  become,  ihembers  of  the  confederation,  or 
in  federal  alliaiKe  of  said  States,  Virginia  inclusive,  accord- 
ing to  their  several  respective  proportions  in  the  general 
charge  and  expenditure,  and  shall  be  faithfully  and  bono 
Jide  disposed  of  for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  use  or 
purpose  whatsoever."  On  these  conditions  the  cession 
was  accepted  by  Congress,  and  thereby  they  became  ob- 
ligatory on  both  parties  to  the  contract.  The  following 
cessions  were  made  and  accepted  subsequent  to  those 
alreajdy  noticed  from  New  York  and  Viivinia: 

By  Uassachusetts,  on  the  19th  day  of  Aprif,  1785;  by 
Coimecticut,  on  tlie  14lh  of  September,  1785,  ^id  of 
what  is  called  the  Western  reserve,on  the  30th  day  of  May, 
1800;  by  South  Carolina,  on  the  9th  day  of  August,  1787; 
by  North  Carolina,  on  the  35th  of  February,  1790.  The 
above  enumeration  comprisesall  the  volunteyces^ona  of 
,  territory  made  by  the  States  to  the  United  States,  either 
prior  or  lubsequent  to  the  adoption  the  existing  con- 
stitution. The  conditions  annexed  to  each  grant  are  of 
the  same  general  character,  and  each  ttipuwet  that  the 
lands  ceded  shall  be  and  inure  to  the  common  benefit  of 
all  the  SUtes. 

The  powers  of  Congress  under  the  articles  of  confede- 
mtion  did  not  authorise  that  body  to  make  any  other  dii- 
pontion  of  the  ceded  territory  than  Rich  as  aocorded  with 


the  limitations  expressed  in  the  several  deeds  vS  cession. 
The  grantees  could  only  use  tlie  thing  granted  accordu^ 
to  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  grantors,  'lliis  con- 
stituted the  basis  of  all  the  acts  of  Congress  in  respect  to 
the  public  lands,  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  federal  consti- 
tution. 'PheStxtescoIlectively  were  the  joint  owners  of  this 
immense  real  estate,  but  were  restricted  in  the  disposal  of 
it  to  certain  specified  (Ejects,  from  which  they  could  not 
depart  withodt  a  maiufert  notation  of  the  contract  with 
the  parties  under  whom  they  claimed  the  right  of  s^. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  delegates  of  the  re- 
spective States,  constituting  the  represejitatton  of  both  the 
grantors  and  the  grantees,  all  equally  interested  in  any 
i-egulation  which  mig^htbedeemed  expedient  in  reference 
to  the  future  dispoution  which  might  be  made  of  the  com- 
mon fund,  met  in  the  city  of  Philaidelphia,  inth  power  to 
revise  and  amend  the  aiticleaof  confixleration,  ajidto  en- 
large and  modify  them,  so  as  to  form  a  more  perfect  union 
of  the  States,  to  establish  justice,  ensure  domesUc  tran- 
quillity, provide  for  the  common  defence,  **  promote  the 
general  welfiire,  and  seciye  tlie  blessings  of  liberty."- 
This  body  of  men,  bringing  with  them  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  the  State  Legislatures  by  whom  tlicy  had  been 
apptMiited,  took  this  important  subject  of  the  public 
lands  into  their  serious  consideration,  and,  with  fhll 
power  to  act  in  this  matter  for  the  States  which  Uiey  re- 
spectively represented,  thought  proper  to  change  the  con- 
ditions on  which  these  lands  Iiad  been  ceded  to  the  Unit- 
ed States,  by  a  special  provision,  which  vested,  in  Con- 
rress  a  plenary  power  to  dispose  of  them  as  they  m^t 
deem  moat  beneficial,  and  best  calculated  to  promote  the 
general  (Toml  of  the  people  at  la^. 

It  is  admitted  on  all  hands,  that,  under  the  artides  of 
confederation,  Congress  had  no  power  to  ilistribute  tho 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  Oie  public  lands  among  the  se- 
veral States  for  local  or  internal  purposes,  to  make  grants 
to  the  new  States  whensoever  they  might  be  introduced 
into  the  Union,  or  to  make  donations  to  individuals  or  to 
bodies  corporate.  Nor,  indeed,  could  any  power  be  ex- 
ercised distinct  from  such  as  were  contauied  in  the  deeds 
of  cession But  it  cannot  !>€  denied,  on  any  kgal  or  ino- 
rat  principle,  that  tbe  parties  to  an  instniment  contai£ng> 
specified  limitations  and  conditions  may,  at  any  time,  by 
mutual  consent,  either  enlarge  or  abolish  altogether 
these  limitations  and  conditions,  and  that  such  modifica- 
tions of  the  pre-existing  rights  of  the  parties  will  be  aa 
bimling  and  obligatory  upon  them  aa  if  it  had  constituted 
a  part  of  the  miginal  contract  between  them,  llie  States 
for  whose  common  benefit  these  voluntary  cessions  of  ter- 
ritory had  been  made  on  the  conditions  therein  express- 
ed, and  who  were  alone  interested  In  any  and  every  quea- 
tion  which  might  arise  under  them,  met  face  to  face,  by 
tlieir  delegates  in  the  National  Convention;  and  with  afuU 
knowledge  of  the  restrictions  contained  in  the  deeds  of 
cession,  and  the  total  absence  of  all  power  in  Congress  to 
appropriate  the  public  domain,  except  in  the  manner  and 
for  the  purposes  desgnated  by  the  grantors,  after  the 
mature  consideration  wmeh  the  importance  tiX  the  intereM 
involved  demanded,  and  doubtless  recced,  reconUBeod- 
ed  to  thew  respective  SUtes  the  adoption  of  the  folkiviiv 

EroviMon  in  the  new  constitution,  which  WM  aeceded-to 
y  all  the  States  in  the  Union,  and  now  ftim  a  part"Of  the 
fundamental  law  of  the  republic: 

Art,  4^  sec.  3.  "TheCongressahallhavepovertodia. 
pose  of  and  make  all  needfhl  rules  and  regulatiuna  retpeet- 
mr  the  territoty  or  Other  property  belonpng  to  the  Uidt- 
ed  Statesi  and  nothing  in  this  constitution  stall  bo  so  com- 
strued  aa  to  prejudice  any  cliims  of  the  Umted  States  or 
any  particular  State." 

Since  the  adoption  of  the  fedml  cimatitutioo.  North 
Carolina  came  in  and  made  a  voluntary  cesrion  ^luetwa^ 

{ilus  teiritoiytothe  Uiuted  States,  on  eonditiou  whteb^  be- 
euried  intodreet,  rendered  theonrionofMnlue  to 
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the  Government,  merely  &sa  source  of  revenue.  A  lar^ 
proportion  of  the  ceded  territory  was  covered  by  grants  and 
warrants  issued  by  North  Carolina  to  the  officers  and  sol' 
dicrs  of  that  State  in  the  contineatal  line,  who  foug^ht  in 
the  revolutionary  war.  All  the  lands  which  were  not  co- 
vered by  grants  of  this  description  have  been  dimosed  of, 
for  purposes  of  benevolent  donations  to  individuau  settlers, 
and  concessions  to  the  State  of  Tennessee*  in  which  they 
are  ntuatedt  and,  as  yet,  no  part  of  them  has  been  sold 
or  appropriated  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the  States. 
In  1802,  the  purchase  from  Georgia  was  effected,  and,  in 
the  following  yeu*,  Louisiana  was  purchased  from  the 
Government  of  ' France,  which,  includii^  the  acqui^tion 
ofFlorida,  under  the  treaty  .with  Spain  in  1819,  comprises 
the  entire  territory  cUimed  by  the  United  States  in  ririit 
of  purchase.  Notwithstanding  the  enlargement  of  me 
powers  of  Congress,  by  the  article  of  the  constitution  to 
which  I  have  referred,  the  lands  ceded  to  the  Govern- 
ment have,  with  som;  unimportant  exceptions,  been'sur- 
veyed  and  sold,  and  Uie  nett  proceeds  applied,  for  the  be- 
nefit of  ail  the  States,  to  the  payment  of^ toe  national  debt, 
and  the  current  expenses  which  might  accrue  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government.  Thus  the  original  inten; 
tion  of  the  grantees  in  the  voluntary  ces»ons,  and  the* 
stipulations  in  the  treaties  of  cession  from  Georgia  and 
foreign  Powers,  have  been  carried  into  effect,  and  the 
money  arising  from  the  sates  of  the  public  lands  has 
been  applied  to  the  general  purposes  of  the  treasury  from 
the  cotnmeoeement  of  the  Government  op  to  the  preient 
time. 

And  nowj  sir,  the  national  debt  is  paidi  the  great  debt 
of  the  revolution  is  finally  discbargedj  the  country  finds 
itself  entirely  absolved  from  all  tlie  obligations  incurred 
in  that  arduous  stru^Ie,  as  well  as  those  incurred  in  the 
late  war  with  Great  Britun,  which  has  veryproperly 
been  caUed,the  second  war  of  independence;  and  the  pub* 
lie  domain  remaining  undisposed  of  is,  as  heretofore,  the 
common  property  of  all  the*  Sutea  of  the  confeden^, 
and  may  be  disposed  of  by  Congress,  for  their  benefit, 
in  the  exercise  of  a  soimd  discretion,  reposed  in  the  Na- 
tional Legislature,  "  to  dispose  of^  and,  make  all  needful 
rules  and  reeulations  respecting,  the  'territory  or  other 
property  of  tbc  United  States." 

The  question  then  arises,  under  the  existing  circum- 
stances M  the  counby,  free  from  debt,  and  with  ktreuu* 
ry  overflowing,  beyondthe  mostextravaMuit  mnti  oTthe 
Guvernment,  what  dispoMtion  ought  to  be  made  ^  th« 
public  lands  yet  remuning  unsold  and  uniq>prcipriRted? 

Two  propoutions  are  under  consideration. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  at  the  opening  of 
the  present  session  of  Congress,  proposes  to  dispense  with 
these  lands  altogether,  as  a  source  of  revenue  for  the  gen- 
eral purposes  of  the  Government;  to  bring  them- down  to 
a  price  which  will  simply  cover  the  expenses  of  survey- 
ing and  selling  them  to  individuals;  and  ultimately  ceding 
them  to  the  several  States  within  the  jurisdiction  of  which 
they  are  situated. 

This  rccomftiendation  of  the  President,  altliough  it  has 
been  highly  eulogized  and  commended  by  several  honor- 
able Senators,  iti  the  progress  of  this  debate,  was  entirely 
overlooked  by  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  who 
have  simply  reported  to  the  Senate  a  very  imperfect 
scheme  for  graduating  the  price  of  such  lands  as  may 
liavc  remained  in  mancet  unsold  for  a  specified  number 
6f  years.  We  are  thus  driven  back  to  the  other  proposi- 
tion contained  in  the  bill  on  our  table,  which  was  report- 
ed by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  at  the  last  session, 
and  received  the  sanction  of  tltis  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. Ctmsidering  this  measure  in  connexion  with  the 
views  presented  by  the  Chief  Magistrate^  we  are  called 
on  to  decide  whether  the  interests  of  tlie  country,  and  es- 
pecially those  of  ihe  new  States^  wUl  be  beat  promoted  by 
reducing  the  price,  making  it  nearly  nominA^  or  retain 
Vol.  1X.-« 


the  present  system,  and  appropriate  the  money  arising 
from  the  soles  of  the  public  lands  among  the  severu 
States,  for  the  beneficent  purposes  enumerated  in  the 
bill.  To  this  plan,  various  objectiod's  have  been  made, 
which  it  is  my  purpose  to  notice  in  the  order  in  which 
they  have  been  introduced  into  the  debate.  Tlie  honora- 
ble Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bbittok]  hu  endeavored 
to  show,  by  certun  estimates  to  which  he  hstf  referred,  but 
which  I  do  not  deem  at  all  applicable  to  the  subject,  that 
after  deducting  the  various  charges  of  surveying  and  sell- 
ing the  public  lands,  and  the  amountof  money  which  has 
been  paid  in  acquiring  them,  and  for  the  relinquishment  of 
Indian  titles,  there  will  remain  no  surpkiato  be  distrib' 
uted  among  the  States,  of  en  if  a  bill  for  that  ptu^ose 
abould  become  « law.  This  view  of  the  subject  is  atto- 
gether  erroneous,  and  the  deductions,  which  the  Senator 
seems  to  suppose  ou^ht  to  be  made  before  ^e  dktribu- 
tion  takes  place,  are  iii  direct  opposition  to  the  uniform 
practice  of  the  Government  in  like  cases.  We  know  that 
the  new  States  are,  by  compact  with  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  made,  on  tlieir  admianon  into  the  Union, 
entitled,  for  certain  purpose^  to  five  per  cent  of  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  witiiin  their  lim- 
its. In  estimating  the  amount  to  be  pud  to  each  State, 
under  these  compacts,  the  rule  observed  at  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Treasury  has  invariably  been  to  reducx  the 
actual  amount  of  aales,  by  deducting  the  expenses  incur- 
red in  surveying  and  selling  the  lawu,  and  to  calculate  the 
five  per  cant,  due  to  the  State  on  the  mm  wUcIl  sludl 
appear  after  making  these  deductions. 

Conforming  to  this  practice,  which  could  not  be  de- 
parted from  without  some  special  provision  by  law,  the 
same  rule  must  be  observed  in  the  distribution  contem- 
plated by  the  bill  under  conudtration.  Taking  the  amount 
of  sales  for  the  past  year  aa  the  data  on  which  to  calcu- 
late ttie  pTobable  safes  in  future  jrear^  (and  ei^erience 
has  shown  that  the^  will  rather  increase  than  diminish,) 
the  amount  to  be  divided  on  these  principles  could  not 
fsdl  short  of  three  millions  of  dollara  annually.  But  it  is 
mamfest,  that  the  items  included  in  the  estimate  of  the 
Senator  might,  according  to  his  own  reasoning,  be  ex- 
tended to  a  gpreat  variety  of  objects  which  he  has  not  enu- 
merated. 

Bcaides  the  Urge  sums  paid  to  the  State  of  Georgia, 
to  Fmnee,  under  the  Louikana  trea^,  and  to  Spnui,  for 
the  cesnon  of  Florida,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  innsts 
that  we  must  deduct.  Ist.  Indian  annuities.  3d.  Hie 
sums  paid  for  the  relinquishment  of  Indian  title  of  occu- 
pancy. Sd.  The  whole  expense  of 'Indian  intercourse.' 
4t]i.  The  salaries  of  all  the  land  ofBcers,  and  their  clerks, 
throughout  the  United  States.  5th.  lite  appropriation 
annuidly  made  fbr  surreytng  the  public  lands,  and  to  the 
General  Land  Office,  at  w  seat  of  Government,  includ- 
ing the  salary  of  the  Commissioner,  his  clerkly  and  all 
others  in  his  employment  in  that  department.  I  nsk,  why 
did  the  Senator  not  include  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  ^  He  is  by  law  placed  st  the  head  of  the 
land  department.  Why  not  also  include  the  salary  of 
the  President }  He  has  numerous  duties  to  perform  in  the 
disposal  of  the  public  land^  and  among  them  the  vepv  on- 
erous and  almost  hnprseticable  duty  of  affixing  Us  signa- 
ture t9  all  the  patents  whidi  may  be  issued  to  purchasers. 
Various  other  charges  of  a  similar  character  might  be 
mentioned,  which  would  properly  come  within  the  rule 
laid  down  bv  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri.  Bat 
I  <!bnsider  tne  objection  as  mere  declamatiop,  unaupport- 
ed  by  a  proper  interpretation  of  the  existing  taws;  incon- 
mstent  with  common  sense  and  Ae  pUneit  dkltetes  of 
justice,  and  contrary  to  all  the  antecedent  actions  of  the 
Government  in  estimating  what  are  denondnated  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  salea  of  the  pubUc  lands.  The  Senator 
n^m  Missouri  has  deUvered  a  labored  ammnt  to  show 
that  an  annual  appropiia^n  of  twjiL^iDiUiom  Jif  dolbav 
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will  be  necemry  for  defraying  the  expenses  incident  to 
tib«  gradual  acquisition  of  Indian  titles,  and  other  objects, 
connected  with  the  sales  or  the  public  lands;  from  winch 
he  draws  the  inference  that  no  revenue  has  ever  accrued 
to  the.  United  States,  and  none  is  likely  to  accrue,  from 
the  sales  or  these  land«;  and  he  has  examined  the  provi- 
sions of  several  Indian  treaties,  to  establish  the  position 
which  be  has  asaumed,  that  the  mere  purchase  of  the 
right  of  occupancy  from  the  several  tribes  of  Indians  costs 
the  Government  more  than  the  minimum  price  at  which 
tlw  pubfic  lands  are  directed  to  be  nld  hy  law.  Since 
tiiii  novel  and  extraordinary  idea  was  advanced  in  the  dc- 
bate,  I  have  turned  my  attention  more  particularly  to  the 
various  Indian  treaties  which  have  been  made  since  the 
establishment  of  the  Government,  to  ascei-tain  the  esti- 
mated price  per  acre  which  had  been  g;iven  from  time  to 
time  for  tile 'extinguishment  of  Indian  titles.  I  have  ex- 
anuneJ  the  instnictiom  from  the  Department  of  War  to 
commissioners  jippcnntfcd  to  form  Indian  treaties;  and  I 
find  that,  in  almost  every  instance,  they  were  limited  to 
one  cent  per  acre,  on  the  quantity  of  lands  supposed  to 
be  ceded,  and  were  positively  instructed  not  to  exceed 
that  limitation,  including  the  expense  of  the  treaty,  the 
round  sum  stipulated  to  be  given  for  the  ceded  lands,^  and 
the  annuities  and  other  presents  nanted  to  the  Indians. 
In  the  year  180r>  durinr  the  administration  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
■on,  it  win  be  seen,  by  the  instructions  from  General  Dear- 
born, then  Secretary  of  War,  to  Governor  Hull,  authoriz- 
ing him  to  treat  with  the  chiefs  of  vkrioiis  Indian  tribes 
or  nations  for  the  relinquiahment  of  their  right  of  occu- 
pancy, that  he  is  expliciUy  instructed  not  to  exceed  two 
cents  per  acre.  ' 

Among  other  Uitngi^  the  instructions  contain  the  follow- 
ing sentence: 

**  It  viU  be  difficult  to  ascertain,  with  any  tolerable  de- 
"  gree  of  certainty,  the  quantity  of  acres  included  In  anv 
"  purchase  you  may  make^  but  you  win  endeimir  to  cal- 
'  *  culatft  the  price  in  such  manner,  as  not,  on  any  condition, 
"  to  exceed  two  cents  per  acre;  and  I  presume  it  will  not 
*'  be  necessary  to  exceed  one  cent  per  acre." 

I  might  refer  to  other  instructions  of  similar  import,' 
buti  content  myself  by  stating,  in  general.terms,  thatal- 
thourii,  at  subsequent  periods,  tiiese  limits  nave  been  tnin- 
acended,  a  fur  average  of  the  whole  of  the  purchases 
from  the  Indians,  made  up  to  the  present  time,  will  not 
*  exceed  four  cents  per  acre,  excluuve  of  Indian  reserva- 
tions, whieh  are  never  taken  into  the  estimate. 

I  aak,  therefore,  on  what  foundation  the  Senator  from 
HiiBOuri  rests  the  broad  declaration  which  he  has  made, 
that  the  extinguishnmt  of  Indian  title  bosta  the  Govern- 
ment mrae  than  the  minimum  price  of  the  public  lands;  that 
these  lands  produce  no  revenue  to  the  national  treasury; 
and  that  it  would  be  sound  pulicy,in  future,  to  stipulate  for 
the  sale  of  all  such  lands  as  may  be  hereafter  ceded,  for 
the  sole  benefit  of  the  Indian  tribes  who  make  the  cea- 
nons?  He  hu  resorted  to  every  source  (^expenditure, 
honing  the  most  remote  relation  to  the  public  lands,  and 
thereoy  swelled  Qie  amount  to  more  than  two  millions  of 
dollara  annuaHy.  He  ^bas  relied  on  his  own  exi^gerated 
■tatements,  unsupported  by  the  official  records  of  the 
country,  to  prove  that  the  price  actually  pMd  to  the  In- 
£an  tnbes  exceeds  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per 
•ere,  although  the  contrary  has  beeii  already  shown  by 
the  instructions  and  treaties  to  which  1  have  referred; 
and  in  tbia  manner,  and  by  thia  process  of  reasoning,  be 
gravehr  draws  the  conclusion  that  the  bill  under  con- 
ndcrafion,  if  enacted  into  a  law,  will  be  worthless  to 
the  States,  as  there  will  not  remun,  according  to  bis 
views,  one  cent  to  be  distributed  among  the  States  afler 
his  enormous,  and,  I  will  add,  ridiculous  enumeration  «f 
charges  shall  have  been  paid  at  the  public  treasury. 

But  the  Senator  has  given  a  sufficient  answer  to  his  own 
argument,  wbm  he  denottnoei  thia  bill  u  ITd.  S  in  the 


series  of  measures  proposed  for  perpetuating  the  ^stem 
of  high  duties,  for  the  protection  <n  domestic  maiNifaG- 
tures.  He  deprecates  the  withdrawal  of  the  nett  pro> 
ceedsofthe  public  lands  from  the  treasurj-,  became  lie 
■lieges  that  duties  on  foreign  importations  must  be  im- 
posed to  supply  the  place  of  the  three  millions  of  dol|^ 
which  this  bill  proposes  to  distribute  among  the  States; 
and  yet  we  are  told,  at  tbe  same  moment,  that  these  lands 
do  not  cover  tiie  sum  required  to  purdiasp  them  of  the 
Indian  tribes,  and  the  expenses  incurred  in  bringing  them 
into  market,  lliis  is,  indeed,  reasoning  in  a  circle,  in  the 
progress  of  which  the  Senator  assumes  hlse  prendsea^ 
and  arrives  at  conclusions  directly  opposed  to  mose  pre- 
mises. 

I  shall,  however,  sir,  have  occasion  to  recur  again  to 
this  view  of  tiie  subject,  and  will  for  the  present  dismiss 
it,  and  proceed  to  iiptice  the  objections  which  have  been  - 
urged  against  the  bill,  both  as  to  its  principle  and  detuls. 

The  nrat  objection,  in  the  order  of  tins  discussion, 
which  has  been  nmdc  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  is,  that  the 
objects  designated  as  those  only  to  which  the  several 
States  shall  be  permitted  to  apply  their  respective  pro-  - 
portions  of  the  general  fund  are  unconstitutional,  and  for  ' 
which  Congress  could  not  appropriate  directly  the  money 
of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  they  cannot  indirectly 
appropriate  ir,  by  granting  the  nett  proceeda  of  the  satea 
of  the  public  lands  for  the  purposes  specified  in  the  bill. 

1'be  first  section  of  the  bill  contains  a  special  provision 
in  fiiTor  of  the  new  Stafts,  within  which  the  public  lands 
are  situated,  by  whici)  they  are  to  receive,  in  addition  to 
the  five  per  centum  heretofore  allowed,  twelve  and  a 
half  per  centum  upon  the  nett  amount  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  which  shall  subaequentiy  be  made  witiiin  the 
several  Ihnits  of  said  Statei. 

'  Tliis  sum  of  twelve  and  a  half  per  centum  is  (o  be  ap- 
propriated by  the  States  "to  some  objects  of  internal  im- 
provements, or  education,  within  the  said  States,  under 
the  direction  of  their  respective  State  Lepslatures." 

The  second  section  of  the  bill  provides,  that,  afler  de- 
•ducting  tiie  said  twelve  and  a  fialr  per  centum,  the  ren* 
due  of^ the  nett  proceeda  of  the  public  knda  shall  be  di- 
vided among  the  twenly-fdur  States  of  tiie  Unjon,  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  federal  representative  population, 
tone  applied  by  the  Levisbrtureaof  add Statea to  objects 
of  *■  education,'  internal  improvements,  colonization  of 
free  people  of  color,  or  reimbursement  of  any  existing 
debt  contracted  for  internal  improvements,  as  the  "said 
Legislatures  Tbay  severally  designate  and  authorize.'* 
These  are  the  purposes  contemplated  in  the  bill,  (o  which 
the  fund  shaU  be  applied,  after  it  diall  have  been  distribut- 
ed among  the  States. 

llie  question  then  arises,  are  thest;  objects  fivwbicb 
the  pubfic  domain  of  tbi  United  States  cannot  be^^imnt- 
ed  without  a  violation  of  tbe  constitution? 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  GairiTDX,]  and  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Biaa,]  have  taken  ground 
in  their  argument,  on  thia  subjei^  agunat  tbe  exercise  of 
the  power  to  dispose  of  the  pwlic  lands  for  the  specific 
purposes  enumerated  in  the  sections  of  the  biU  to  which 
I  have  referred. 

If  the  rcasoning.advapced  by  these  honorable  Senators 
be  sound,  they  at  once  destroy  the  bill,  and  it  will  be  un- 
necessary to  enlarge  the  discussion  on  the  details  or  ex- 
pediency .of  tbe  measure.  But  considering,  as  I  do, 
thnr  poNtions  unaound'and  untenable,  -I  must  be  per- 
mitted to  dissent  from  them,  and  beg  the  indulgence  of 
tiie  Senate  while  I  ofier  very  concisely  my  view*  oa  the 
constitutional  difficulty  which  they  have  urged  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  bill. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  federal  oonstilution,  as  I 
have  attempted  to  show  in  a  preceding  part  of  my  argu- 
ment, Congress  had  no  power  to  make  any  othjtr  aiq»ou- 
Uon  «r  the  pubUc  domain  than  that  wtUch  vm  authonzed 
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by  the  deeds  of  ceasion  which  hid  been  teeepted  on  the 
condttloni  therdn  contained. 

During'the  existence  ofthe  old  confederation,  no  ^nts 
ofUnd  were  made  to  indiTiduali  or  bodies  corporate,  nor 
in  any  other  manner  but  in  atriet  aeeordanee  with  tiiene 
deeds  of  cession.  ' 

The  enlat^ement  ofthe  poven<tf  Congresa,  under  the 
new  conititution,  I  have  already  adrerted  to,  whieh  in  ex< 
press  terms  confers  on  the  National  Legislature  the  pow- 
er to  dispose  ofthe  "  territory  and  other  property  or  the 
Uniled  States,"  without  linutation  or  restriction,  cither 
in  respect  to  the  amount,  n  objecta  to  wUch  it  should  be 
appropriated. 

I  wtih  it  to  be  distinctly  undustood,  tiiat  I  claim  for 
Oingress  no  power,  by  implication  or  eoostruction,  on 
this  subject;  I  'confine  myself  literally  to  the  ceded  pow- 
ers,  ezpreued  in  langinge  which  can  neither  be  misun- 
clerstdod  nor  perrerted. 

The  general  phraseology  used  in  the  third  section  of  the 
fourth  article  oi  the  constitution  comprehends  the  power 
toadmit  new  States  into  the  Unions  with  tbe  exception 
**  that  no  new  State  diall  be  fi»med  or  erected  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  other  State,  nor  any  State  be  form- 
ed by  the  junction  of  two  or  more  States,  or  parts  of 
States,  without  the  consent  ofthe  Legislatures  of  the  States 
concerned,  as  well  of  the  Coi^ress;"  and  sIm  thepower 
to  dispose  of  the  public  domam,  and  other  property  of 
the  United  States,  with  a  proviso,  "  that  nothing  in  tVus 
ciHistitution  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prejudice  any 
chims  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  particular  State." 
The  language  conferring  both  powers  is  die  same,  and 
each  has  been  carried  into  pnctical  operation  according 
to  the:r  I'lteral  import.  "New  States  may  be  admitted 
by  the  Congress  into  this  V  nion. " 

-  Can  honorable  Senators  point  out  any  rule  of  construc- 
tion by  which  this  power  can  be  limited,  except  in  the 
cases  sprafted  in  tite  article  of  the  constitution  to  which  1 
haveTefetred^  Wu  it  confined  to  the  original  nmits  of  the 
United  States,  astbey  were  defined  at  that  period*  Certain- 
ly not.  T\ie  power  has  been  exercised  in  itsbroadest  sense, 
and  new  States  hare  been  admitted,  formed  of  territory 
acquired  from  foreign  Powers,  long  subsequent  to  the 
adoption  ofthe  federij  constitution. 

The  power  orer  the  pubUc  domain  is  equally  compre- 
hensive, and  therefore  canned  be  limited  in  its  exercise 
either  by  the  ecmiUtionaof  the  former  deeds  of  cesnon,  or 
the  treaties  by  wUch  it  baa  nbsetiuently  been  acquired. 
This  opinion,  it  will  be  seen,  is  in  strict  conformity  with 
the  action  of  Congress  on  this  subject,  from  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Gorernment  up  to  tlie  present  time.  Will 
honorable  Senators  say  that  there  is  a  limitation  in  this 
grant  of  power?  If  so,  where  is  the  limitation  to  be  found? 
None  such  exists,  either  in  the  letter  or  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution.  I  am  supported  in  these  views  by  a  cotempo- 
raneous  exposition  given  of  the  section  of  the  con- 
stitution embracing  the  subjects  to  which  i  have  referred. 
In  the  43dnnmber  of  the  Federalist,  written  by  James 
k  Madison,  one  of  the  illustrious  founders  of  the  constitu- 
tion, these  powers  are  expounded  as  they  were  under- 
stood by  the  writer  at  the  time  tbe  constitution  was 
ailopted. 

Mr.  Hi^'son,  in  ipealung  ofthe  admisMcmof  new  Stately 
9a}-»->-'*In  the  articles  of  confederation  no  provision  is 
found  on  this  important  subject.  Canada  was  to  be  ad- 
mitted of  right,  on  her  joining  in  the  measures  of  the  Unit-' 
ed  States;  and  the  other  colonies"  (by  which  were  evident- 
ly meant  the  other  British  colonies^  **at  the  discretion  of, 
nine  Staten."  The  eventual  establishment  of  new  States 
seems  to  have  been  overlooked  by  the  compilers  of  that 
instrument.  We  have  seen  the  inconveniences  of  this 
omis^on,  and  the  asMimption  of  power  into  which  Con- 
gress have  been  led  1^  it.  With  great  propriety,  there-, 
fore,  hat  the  new  system  aupplied  the  defect.   The  gen- 


eral precaution  that  no  new  States  shall  be  fanned  wilh* 
out  the  concurrence  of  the  federal  authority  and  that 
of  the  States  concerned,  is  consonant  to  the  principles 
which  ought  to  govern  such  transactions.  The  particu- 
lar precaution  agunst  the  erection  of  new  States,  by  the 
partition  ofa  State  without  its  consent,  quiets  the  jealouqr 
of  tbe  larger  States;  as  Ogt  ofthe  smaUerTs  qiueted  by  a 
like  precaution  against  a  junction  of  States  without  their 
consent. 

On  the  remaining  part  of  the  section  which  I  have  al- 
ready quoted,  having  relation  to  the  disposal  of  the  terri- 
tory and  other  property  of  the  United  SUtcs,  Mr.  Madi- 
son adds,  **Thia  is  a  power  of  very  great  importence,  and 
required  by  connderationi  Minilar  to  those  wbidi  thov 
the  proprie^  of  the  former. 

*The  proviso  annexM  is  proper  in  ttself,  and  was  pro- 
bably_  rntdered  absolutely  necessary  by  jeidounes  and 
questions  concerning  the  Western  territory,  sufficiently 
known  to  the  public." 

This  I  conuder  to  be  the  true  and  only  legitimate  inter* 
pretation  of  the  clauses  in  the  constitution  to  which  they 
relate.  Mr.  Madison  does  not  even  -intimate  a  limitation 
on  tbe  powers  of  Congress,  arising  out  of  the  conditions 
in  the  ueeds  of  cession,  or  compacts  entered  into  under 
the  confederation;  and  surely,  if^it  had  been  the  intention 
of  the  frameis  of  tbe  constitution  to  restrict  the  action  of 
Congress,  in  conformity  with  these  deeds  of  ceauon  or 
compacts,  it  would  have  been  of  sufficient  impurtancc  to 
have  attracted  his  attention,  and  must  have  drawn  from 
him,  idule  treating  of  this  subject,  a  full  and  expUcit  ex- 
planation. None  such  has  been  gfiven,  from  whidi  I  drav 
the  conclusion  that  we  Ure  lef^  without  any  guide  which 
can  lead  us  to  a  construction  of  this  power  tustinct  from 
that  which  accords  with  the  words  of  the  constitution. 

But  it  hasbeen  said  that  tbe  constitution  of  the  United 
States  did  not  confer  on  Congress  tbe  power  to  depart 
in  any  manner  fhnn  the  deedsor  cession  under  which  the 
public  domain  was  acqtdred. 

And  this  opinion  rests  for  its  support  on  the  proviso  in 
the  article,  **  that  nothing  in  this  constitution  shall  be  ao 
cOtistrued  as  to  prejudice  any  claims  6f  the  United  States, 
or  of  any  particuUr  State;"  from  which  it  is  inferred  that 
the  delegated  power  meant  nothing  more  than  to  veat 
Congress  with  authority  to  make  all  "  needfiil  rules  and 
reguUtions"  for  canprin^  these  deeds  of  cesaon  into  ef- 
fect. Allbcyondtbisisaatdtobeundelegatedpower.  I 
conf^  I  am  at  a  loss  to  tnce  the  singular  process  (tf  ret* 
soning,  by  which  any  one,  in  the  ftill  possession  of  a  sound 
mind,  could  have  arrived  at  a  conclusion  so  totally  incon* 
sistcnt  with  the  plainest  dictated  of  common  sense,  and  so 
contrary  to  all  tbe  rules  by  which  written  instruments  are  to 
be  construed  and  expounded.  The  proviso  has  not  the 
remotest  relation  to  the  power  delegated  i  bo^  out  of  abun* 
dant  caution,  it  was  inserted  to  quiet  tbe  apprehenrions 
and  jealousies  which  at  that  time  existed  among  the  States 
in  relation  to  the  unsettled  boundaries  of  their  Western 
territory.  ThisisUie  view  taken  of  it  by  Mr.  Madison, 
and  assuredly  it  can  mean  nothing  more. 

The  construction  contended  lor  would  lead  to  the  ab- 
surdity of  abrogating  an  important  power  explicitly  con- 
ferred on  Congse^  by  a  mere  proviso  inserted  to  guard 
against  contingent  eviu,  which  might  by  ppisibili^  ansa 
in  the  execution  ofthe  granted  power. 

The  idea  is  too  ridicuTouB  and  abaurd  to  merit  even  the 
^ort  notice  *Wich  1  have  taken  of  it.  Having,  «■  I  trust, 
sufficiently  shown  the  nature  and  extent  ofthe  powers  of 
Congrcs*,  in  reference  to  tbe  public  domain,  1  "hall  pro- 
ceed to  answer  the  objections  which  have  been  made  to 
the  appropriations  of  me  public  land%  or  the  money  ac- 
cruing from  the  sdes  of  such  of  them  as  may  be  brought 
into  market,  to  the  purposes  enumerated  in  the  bill.  The 
honorable  Senator  nom  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gborst]  con- 
tends that  we  have  no  power  to  appropriate  tfte  public 
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money  to  works  of  internal  ira{iroTeTnent,  or  Tor  the  nip- 
port  of  Khooli,  within  the  limita  of  the  Beveral  States i 
hence  he  concludes  that  we  cannot  apply  the  public 
lands  to  these  objects. 

I'do  not  deem  it  necessary,  on  the  present  occa3ion,'to 
deny  the  premises  of  the  honorable  Senator,  in  respect  to 
appropriadons  of  the  money  in  the  treasury  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  internal  improvement,  or  education;  but  t 
utterly  deny  ttie  correctness  of  the  conclusion  which  he 
baa  drawn  nwn  these  premises. 

The  power  to  levy  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts, 
and  excises,  is  g^ren  for  the  express  purpose  of  paying 
the  debt!,  and  providing  for  the  common  defence,  and 
for  the  general  welfare  of  die  United  States.  It  may  well 
be  doubted  whetlier  the  revenue  derived  from  these 
sources  can  be  constitutionally  sppfied  to  any  local  pur- 
pose  within  the  limits  of  a  sovereign  State  of  the  confed- 
eracy. But  the  power  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  exer- 
cise, in  distributing  among  the  Slates,  who  are  the  joint 
owners  of  all  the  public  lands,  the  money  accruing  from 
the  sale  of  these  lands,  is  of  a  character  wholly  different 
from  that  which  telates  to  revenue  from  taxation.  '  In  the 
one  case  Congress  may  exercise  ui^imited  discretion  over 
the  subject,  according  to  the  TieW;S  which  may  be  taken 
of  the  public  good;  and  in  the  other,  the  power  can  onl^  be 
exercised  under  the  limitations  specified  mthe,constitution. 

The  distribution  which  it  is  proposed  to  make  of  this 
fundamong  the  States,  leaves  it  subject  to  the  sound  dis- 
cretion of  thdr  respective  LegisUturest  it  is  not  to  be  ap- 
plied, in  any  event,  according  to  the  will  (tf  Congress. 

The  BtocUiolders,  having  redeemed  the  mortgage, 
which,  by  general  consent,  and  by  acts  of  legislation, 
operated  as  an  implied  lien  upon  the  public  lands  for  the 
speedy  discharge  of  the  national  debt,  now  desire  to 
make  an  annual  divi^on  amonf^  the  partners,  according 
to  an  equitable  r^o  of  the  jomt  income  to  which  they 
are  entitled,  for  the  common  and  separate  benefit  of  each, 
reserving  to  themselves  the  control  and  application  of 
their  respective  proportions,  but  concurring  in  the  gene- 
ral objects  to  which  it  shall  be  appropriated,  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  pitwperity  and  welfare  of  the  country. 

And,  nr,  I  ask  if  there  is  any  rule  of  moral  action,  or 
prin«ple  of  constitutional  restriction,  which  can  be  inter- 
posed .to  prevent  ap  arfangement  so  manifestly  beneficial 
to  the  parties  interested  in  this  great  and  increawng  fund.' 

The  construction  which  has  been  put  upon  the  powers 
'of  Congress,  in  relation  to  the  dimosal  of  the  public 
lands  the  United  States,  is  to  be  found  in  every  page 
of  our  statute  book.  No  limitation  on  these  powers  has 
ever  been  reccnprused,  but  they  have  been  uniformly 
deemed  as  br<»d  as  langu^^  could  make  them;  and  in  all 
our  legislation  under  these  powers,  no  questions  have 
arisen,  except  in  reference  to  the  expediency  of  the  va- 
rious measures  which  have  from  time  to  time  been  pro- 

Eosed,  and  td^rted,  or  r^ected.  The  public  lands 
ave  been  granted  in  donations  to  private  persons,  having 
no  other  chim  to  them  than  actual  settlement  and  cultiva- 
tion, and  the  bounty  of  Congress.  Ljirge  grants  have 
been  made,  as  a  reward  for  meritorious  pubhc  services, 
to  colleges,  seminaries  of  learning,  and  common  schools; 
to  institutions  for  the  instruction  of  the  deaf  and  dumb, 
to  internal  iimtrorementi^  and  a  variety  of  other  objects, 
a  summary  or  «4iich  is  contuned  in  a  report  oT  the -Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  in  answer  to  a  reso- 
lution wluch  I  had  the  honor  to  submitto  the  Senate  on  the 
3(Hh  Ai»i],  1833,  which  I  beg  leave  to  read  to  the  Senate. 
"   [Hr.  P.  then  read  the  report  as  followi;] 

"  GxnBi.1.  LiHD  Ofticz,  May  9,  1833. 

"  Sib: — ^In  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of 
the  U  nited  States,  passed  on  tbe  30th  ultimo,  in  the  words 
following,  to  wit: 

«Aesobc4  That  the  Commisuoner  of  the  General 


Land  Office  he  directed  ,to  report  to  the  Senate  a  detailed 
statement  of  tbe  donations  of  the  public  lands  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  made  to  tbe  several  States  of  the  Union,  and 
Territorial  Governments,  to  bodies  corporate  created 
within  the  States,  and  to  individuals  for  public  services, 
or  for  other  causes,  either  by  special  or  general  laws, 
specifying  the  objects  for  which  such  donations  have  b'een 
granted  to  the  States  and  Territorial  Governments. 

"1  have  the  honor,  herewiUi,  to  submit  the  enclosed 
statement,  fiirnisbing  the  information  re<juired. 

'<  With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 
•<  EUJAH  HAYWABD. 

"The  PaisiDXMT  or  thz  Sxhate." 
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Notu  to  preceding  Thbk. 

(1)  Section  No.  29,  sppropriated  for  religious  purposes 
in  Uie  purchase  made  by  John  C.  Symmea  and  the  Ohio 
Company. 

(3)  Including  lands  appropriated  for  scboob  in  <*CIark's 
grant" 

(3)  Forthe  benefit  ofthe  Connecticut  Deaf  and  Dumb 
Asylum. 

(4)  For  the  benefit  of  the  Kentucky  Deaf  and  Dumb 
Ailylnm. 

(5)  Including  salt  spring  reserratioDi,  vhich  are  au- 
thorized to  be  sold  by  tne  State,  and  the  proceeds  applied 
to  litenoy  purposes. 

(6)  Including  domtion  of  100,000  acres  to  the  Ohw 
Company. 

NoTi. — Notneawresliaring  been  yet  taken  by  the  Go- 
Tcrnment  for  the  surveying  and  disposing  of  the  public 
lands  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  no  attention  has  been  given 
to  the  appropriation  made  of  any  part  of  that  domun  for 
the  purpoMi  of  edtication,  or  other  objects. 

ELIJAH  HAYWARD. 

Gxn^axL  Land  Omcx.  Mtj/  9,  1833. 

Mr.  P.  proceeded — 

Thus  it  appears  that  two  milliaiu  one^undred  and  aghty- 
seren  thoussnd  six  hundred  and  ustyWire  acres  of  the  pub- 
lie  luds  have  already  been  appropiiated  by  Congress  to 
vorks  of  internal  improvements  in  the  several  States  and 
Territoriest  and  the  constitutional  power  of  Congreet  to 
make  the  grants  has,  on  no  occasion,  been  contested,  until 
the  honorable  senator  from  Tennessee  has  nude  the  point 
in  aid  of  his  argument  against  the  passage  of  Uus  bill 
The  power  is  fixed  in  the  constitution;  it  has  been  carried 
into  practical  opetadoni  fiv  benevolent  puiposea,  through- 
out the  whde  history  at  the  Govemmenti  it  has  never 
been  doubted  hw  any  one;  and  the  attempt  to  connect  it 
w'ltb  the  genenl  power  of  appropriating  the  money  in  the 
treasury  to  the  same  objects  is  equally  novel  and  untena- 
ble. This  view  of  the  subject  is  fully  established  by  the 
summary  which  I  have  just  read  to  the  Senate ;  and  it  can- 
not be  necessary  for  me  to  refer  in  detul  to  reports  of 
committees  and  other  documenfas  which  are  on  file,  and 
may  be  seen  by  any  Senator  who  shall  think  proper  to 
examine  them»  clwly  demonstratinc  the  principles  on 
which  all  these  grants  have  been  made. 

I  presume  tt  will  not  be  denied,  if  the  lands  unsold  can 
be  applied  to  works  of  internal  improvements  within  the 
States,  to  be  disposed  of  under  the  direction  of  the  Legis- 
tatureSi  that  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  these  lands, 
after  they  have  been  sold  by  the  Government,  may,  with 
equal  justice  uid  propriety,  be  appropriated  in  like  man- 
ner. There  can  be  no  reasonable  discrimination  between 
a  grant  of  land  and  its  value  in  the  market,  whether  it  be 
sold  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
States  to  whom  the  grant  is  made.  But  the  Senator  is 
alarmed  at  that  provision  of  the  lull  which  authorizes  the 
States  to  apply  their  respective  proportions  of  this  fund  to 
the  purposes  ofeducstion. 

He  askx  if  Congress  can  exercise  the  dangerous  power 
of  reguhting  schools  in  the  education  of  youth  within  the 
sovereign  States  of  the  confederacy  ?   I  answer  the  Sena- 
tor by  a  simple  denial  that  any  such  power  is  claimed,  or 
that  ^e  words  of  the  bill  justify  the  inference  that  a  sys- 
tem of  education  "is  contemplated  to  be  prescribed  to  tiie 
States  as  a  corollary  of  the  measure  now  under  considera- 
tion.  The:  States  are  left,  as  heretofore,  free  to  establish 
their  own  systems  of  education;  to  provide  for  the  instruc- 
tion of  the  poor  and  indigent  orphan;  to  dUTuse  the  lights 
of  seienee  amon;  the  risii^  generation,  by  means  of  well 
organized  colleges  and  seminaries  of  learning;  and  to  the 
accomplishment  of  these  great  ends,  we  oner  them,  not 
the  money  in  the  treasury  collected  on  imposts,  but  a  dis> 
tribulqre  ahara  of  the  vast  resources  which  are  annually  ac- 


cumulating OD  the  sales  of  t)ie  public  lands,  to  be  used  for 
these  impcnlaat  purposes^  in  any  manner  which  mqr  meet 
the  views  of  the  legislative  body  in  each  State.  No  en- 
croachment on  State  sovereignty,  no  violation  of  the  re- 
served  rights  of  the  States,  or  usurfiation  of  power  by  Con- 
gress in  this  distribution,  either  expressed  or  impliim,  can 
be  inferred  from  this  act  of  humanly  and  benevolence. 

The  measure  is  recommended  by  every  connderation 
of  national  policy,  and  its  results  cannot  be  otherwise  tlian 
salutary  in  giving  strength  and  stabUitjr  to  thcv  Unim,  and 
perpetuating  the  blessings  of  our  free  institutioos.  It  will 
be  seen,  by  the  statement  transodtted  froca  \ht  General 
Land  OiEce,  that  grants  have  already  been  made  to  the 
States  and  Territorial  Governments  for  colleges,  and  aca- 
demies, and  universities,  amounting,  in  the  wtiole,  to  five 
hundred  and  uebt  thousand  acres  of  thepublic  lamU;  and 
for  common  schools  the  grants  liave  amounted  to  nearly 
right  millions  of  acres. 

Have  these  grants-  been  made  in  violaidon  tit  the  con- 
stitution, or  ofthe  deeds  of  ceswon,  compacts,  or  treatiei^ 
by  which  the  public  dpmain  was  acquired?  Surdy  not, 
nr.  I  have  endeavored  to  demonstrate  the  fallacy  of 
this  objection  to  the  bill  in  a  preceding  part  of  my  ar- 
gument, and  I  now  refer  to  an  authority  which  I  cannot 
doubt  will  satisfy  the  scruples  of  Senators  who  so  highly 
ap)>reciate  the  source  from  which  it  comes,  and  who  have 
pronounced  the  eulogjr  of  the  ^stingiu^ed  individual 
whose  constitutional  opinion  is  conclusive  on  this  subject. 
I  have  said  that  the  public  lands  may  be  disposed  of  in 
such  manner,  and  for  such  purposes,  as  Congress,  in  the 
exercise  of  a  sound  discretion,  may  Uiink  proper  for  the 
general  good.  I  am  supported  in  this  opinion  by  the  plain 
letter  of  the  constitution,  by  the  uniform  practice  m  the 
Government,  and  by  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Umled 
States,  in  his  message  to  Congress  of  the  4Ul  day  of  De- 
cember, 1832.  ' 

After  an  elaborate  vieW  of  the  policy  whieh  is  reconv- 
mended  for  the  final  disposal  of  the  public  bnds.  Presi- 
dent Jackson  says: 

"  Among  the  interests  which  merit  the  conadeiation  of 
Congress,  after /he  payment  of  the  public  debt,  one  of  the 
most  important,  in  my  view,  is  that  of  the  public  lands. 
Previous  to  the  formation  of  our  present  constitution  it 
was  recommended  by  Congress  that  a  portion  of  the  waste 
lands  owned  by  the  States  should  be  ceded  to  the  United 
States  for  the  purposes  of  general  hannony,  and  as  a  fiind 
to  meet  the  expenses  ofthe  war, 

"  The  recommendation  was  adopted,  and,  at  different 
periods  of  time,  the  States  of  Masaachuaetts,  New  York, 
Vir|pnia,  North  and  South  Carolina,  and  Geor^a,  granted 
their  vacant  soil  for  the  uses  for  which  they  bad  been 
asked. 

**  As  the  lands  may  now  b©  considered  as  relieved  from 
this  pledge,  tlie  object  for  whicli  they  were  ceded  having 
been  accomnlished,  it  is  in  the  discretion  of  Congress  to 
dispose  of  tnem  in  such  way  as  best'  to  conduce  to  the 
quiet,  harmony,  and  general  interest  of  th»  American  peo- 
ple. 

"In  ezaminii^  this  question,  all  local  and  sectional  Eeelingi 
should  be  discarded,  and  the  whole  United  States  r^pud- 

ed  as  one  people,  interested  alike  in  the  prosperity  of  the 
common  country." 

This  paragraph  in  the  message  of  the  Prewdent  covers 
the  whole  ground  of  the  unlimited  powers  «f  Congress,  in 
relation  to  the  public  lands,  for  which  I  have  contended;  it 
is  clear,  ample,  and  explicit,  and  needs  no  comaients  from 
me  to  interpret  its  meaning.  Those  who  claim  to  be  the  ex- 
clusive friends  ofthe  Prcndent  on  this  floor  have  denied  the 
power  which  he  here  asserts  to  be  in  the  National  Le|^- 
fature;  they  go  back  to  the  conditions  annexed  to  the  an- 
cient deeds  of  cession  to  sustain  them,  and  yet  the^  tell  us 
ofthe  "rtateaman-Ulu  vieiot  of  the  Prttident,"  whidt  they 
deem  worihy  of  this  enlightened  age,  and  of  the  free  and 
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TirtuouB  people  over  whom  he  prendet.  I  hold  these 
honorable  9en«tonto  their  word,  and  leave  them  the  al- 
tematire  of  flurreoderiaf  the  constitutional  difficulty 
wUeh  the^  have  so  earaeatly  urged,  orof  retracting  the 
eulogy  whidi  they  hare  so  eioquenUy  pronounced  on  this 
meoage. 

Tbediscret)tni,'thus  admitted  by  the  Chief  Hag^Btrate  to 
be  vested  io  Congress,  has  been  asserted  in.  another  fonn 
by  the  opponents  of  Uie  bill^  when  they  urged  the  policy 
'  (and  of  course  the  power^  of  ceding  the  whole  of  the 
lands  renuoiriiw  unaold  to  the  several  States  in  which  they 
arentuated.  Does  such  a  propontion  conform  to  thcdeew 
of  cession  so  often  mentioned,  and  stf  much  relied  on  to  de- 
fieat  the  distribution  among  the  Statespf  the  money  arising 
from  thesalesof  these  lands?  if  the  action  of  Congress  is 
restraineil  by  these  deeds,  in  respect  to  tbe  diatribution  for 
the  common  benefit  of  alt  the  States,  under  what  rule 
ofeonatniction  do  honorable  gentlemen  propose  to  bring 
the  sweeping  power  which  they  claim  to  transfer  the  en. 
tire  domain  to  the  States  within  whose  chartered  limits 
tibeyanatuated? 

But  the  President  has  carried  out  this  broad  principle  of 
discretion  by  apian  of  his  own  for  the  final  adjustment  of 
the  public  lands,  which  is  commended  by  honorable  Sen- 
ators as  a  scheme  founded  in  wisdom,  and  the  most  pro- 
found statemum-Iike  p<^cy.  Permit  me,  kt*  to  rfcad  ano- 
ther paragraph'  from  hia  messBK,  compriung  the  plan 
which  ha  reeomineiids,  and  to  oner  some  of  my  own  re- 
Bections  on  the  practical  effects  which  might  be  expected 
if  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  Congress  to  adopt  it.  The 
President,.^  after  maturely  txtnsidenng  this  great  subject, 
uiives  at  the  foUofting  conclusion : 

*'  It  seems  to  me  to  be  our  true  policy  that  the  public 
lands  shall  cease,  as  soon  as  nracticable,  to  be  a  source  of 
revenue,  and  that  they  be  sold  to  settlers,  in  limited  par- 
eeli^  at  a  price  barely  suffiaent  to  reimbnne  the  Umted 
Btitea  the  expepse  of  the  present  system*  and  tbe  coit 
arising  under  our  Indian  compacts.  The  advantages  of 
accurate  surveys  and  undoubted  titles,  now  setiured  to 
purchasers,  seem  to  forbid  the  abolition  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, because  none  can  be  substituted  which  will  more 
perfectly  accompli^  these  important  ends.  Itiadeurable, 
howem,  that  in  convenient  time  tlus  machinery  be  with- 
drawn from  tiie  States,  and  that^the  right  of  km,  and  the 
future  (Uspotttion  of  be  surrendered  to  the  States,  re- 
spectively, in  which  it  lies." 

This,  ur,  I  consider  a  clear  recognition  of  the  power  of 
Congress  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  or  to 
transfer  tiiem  to  the  States  whosejurisdiction  extends  over 
themt  and  the  question  arises,  shall  we  concur  in  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Prendent,  er  preserve  the  present 
ayitem,  and  appropriate  the  money  to  objects  intimately 
connected  with  the  convenience  and  prosperity  of  the 
country  at  large.'  The  right  to  make  grants  of  land  to  the 
States,  without  a  valuable  consideration,  or  to  sell  them 
at  a  nominal  price  to  individuals,  invplvea  an  autbori^,  if 
Congress  shall  so  decide,  to  dispose  of  the  proceeds  in  any 
manner  which  may  be  judged  expedient. 
■  TUa  point  being  etftabliihed,  which  I  btunbly  conceive 
it  has  been,  I  shall  next  exanune  tbe  plan  propoKd  by  the 
Prendent,  in  reference  to  its  probable  opemtion  on  the 
prosperity  of  the  new  States,  and  the  benefits  which  it  is 
supposed  to  confer  on  emigrants  who  have  not  the  means 
of  procuring  lands  at  the  preaent  minimum  price  at 
which  they  are  directed  to  be  sold  at  private  sale. 

If  we  estimate  the  sum  paid  for  the  extinguishment  of 
Indian  title  at  tiie  average  which  correaponda  with  for- 
mer parchasei^  of  finir  cents  per  acre,  and  add  tbe  usual 
expenses  attaiding  the  surveys,  and  sll  other  expendi- 
tnres  inndent  to  the  sales,  tbe  public  lands  might  be  safe- 
hr  broqght  down  to  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  to.meet 
uie  demnds  on  tbe  trea^ry  under  the  ex!isting  land 
qrstem. 


Could  such  a  reduction  be  made  with  sufficient  guards 
against  a  combination  of  speculators,  who  might  uiute 
with  a  large  capital  to  purchase  all  the  valuable  unds  sub- 
ject to  entry  at  the  numerous  land  offices^  I  apprehend 
that  tills  would  be  found  impracticable . 

The  reduction  of  the  pnce  of  the  lands  of  the  Umted 
States,  professedly  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  man,  is  cal- 
culated to  raise  hopes  and  expectations  which  can  never 
be  realized. 

No  one  is  more  anxious  than  I  am  to^encourage  emi- 
gration to  the  new  States  and  grant  fiwillties  to  t£e  emi- 
grant in  making  a  permanent  settlement  ^tb  his  ftmify 
on  the  waste  lands  of  those  States,  and  thereby  not  only 
obtain  a  home,  where  by  honest  industry  he  may  provide 
the  means  of  their  comfortable  subristence,  but  contribute 
to  open  the  forests,  and  redeem  them  from  their  state  of 
rude  nativity  to  a  con^Uon  fit  for  profitable  cultivation. 

But  I  cannot  believe  that  the  plan  of  the  Executive 
will  be  productive  of  these  beneficial  results  to  the  poor 
who  may  find  their  way  into  the  Western  wilderness. 

When  we  speak  in  general  tenns  of  reducing  the  pub- 
lic lands  to  a  price  which  may  bring,  them  within  the  reach 
of  the  poorest  individual,  there  is  something  peculiarly 
pleasing  to  the  ear,  which  challenges  instant  and  Unquali- 
fied approbation,  without  the  reflection  and  investigation 
so  necesaatr  to  correct  the  judgment  on  all  questions  of 

Save  legimtion.   The  popular  voice  is  raised  in  favor  of 
e  benevolent  proposition,  and  the  error  is  not  seen  un- 
til it  leads  to  the  most  deleterout  consequences. 

The  true  policy  of  the  Government  consists  in  fixing 
the  price  of  the  public  lands  at  a  rate  which  will  enable 
a  poor  man  to  obtain  a  quarter-section  for  a  moderate 
sum,  in  case  he  takes  possession,  and  cultivates  it  for  • 
certain  number  of  years,  but,  at  the  same  time,  to  preserve 
the  minimum  price  now  established  by  law,  which  will 
effeetmlly  prevent  large  bodies  of  land  from  fidling  into 
tha  hsnda  tif  moneyed  capitalist^  who  may  form  themsclvea 
into  companies  fur  that  purpose,  if  the  sales  are  made  at  a 
lower  minimum,  and  thereby  render  such  investments 
profitable  to  those  who  make  them. 

If  we  put  the  lands  in  market  at  twen^-five  cents  per 
acre,  my  word  for  it,  we  shall  very  soon  bear  of  compa- 
nies^ from  one  extreme  of  the  Union  to  the  other,  with 
their  milUoDs  of  dollars,  and  th«r  agents  dispersed  over 
all  our  land  districts,  whose  business  it  will  be  to  se- 
lect the  choice  lands,  and  hold  them  at  a  price  at  least 
equal  to  their  real  value,  which  will  operate  to  make  ten- 
ants of  the  poor  emigrants,  who  will  thus  be  excluded  from 
the  privilege  now  enjoyed,  of  going  Into  the  land  office^ 
and  becoming  the  owners  of  small  tracts  at  a  price  with- 
in the  means  of  every  man  who  labora  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  himself  and  nmily. 

The  proposition  has  not  received  the  slightest  attention 
from  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  to  which  the 
whole  subject  was  referred  by  the  Senate;  that  important 
part  of  the  message  of  the  President  has  been  entirely 
overlooked;  and  why  is  it  resorted  tcin  debate,  and  com- 
mended as  a  "statesman-like"  view  of  this  great  question 
by  the  opponents  of  the  hiUi  Why  do  those  Senatom 
dwell  on  tlie  beauty  of  the  system,  and  teU  os  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  it  offers  to  the  settiers,  who  may  remove 
to  the  new  State^  and  yet  submit  no  definite  propoution 
to  carry  it  into  effect?  Sir,  it  is  manifest  that  tbe  argu- 
ment is  used  ad  a^tandum,to  mislead  the  people  of  tbe 
new  States,  and  excite  their  opposition  to  the  liberal  tenna 
of  distribution  contained  in  ue  bill,  under  tbe  specious 
guise  of  a  desire  to  grant  the  lands  for  a  connderatitm 
merely  nominal,  and  ultimately  to  cede  the  waate  lands  to 
the  States  wherein  they  are  situated,  to  be  disposed  of  for 
thnr  exclusive  benefit;  a  system  which  no  one  serioushr 
believes  will  ever  be  sanctioned  by  Congress,  and  which 
no  one  has  ventured  to  bring  forward  with  the  proper  de< 
tuls  for  the  conrideration  vt  the^  Senate.   Tbe  question 
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wEich  it  involra  it  of  the  hi|^est  importance,  because  it  i 
is  evident  that  the  Byrtem  wiU  effectually  transfer  the  pub-  < 
lie  lands  from  the  Government  to  companies,  and  subject  1 
the  emi^frants  to  the  onerous  terms  of  the  agents  of  those  i 
compames(  thereby  tbaking  them  tenants  at  will,  instead  i 
of  being  the  independent  proprietors  of  the  suil,  at  a  mo-  i 
derate  price,  under  the  existing,  well  regulated  system  of  i 
Imws  proving  for  the  disposal  of  the  lands  of  the  United  i 
States  at  the  respeeliTe  Jand  offices  estabUsbed  fbr  that  t 
punKiK.   Under  the  existing  system,  the  surveys  are 
made  with  great  care  and  accuracy  by  surveyors  ap-  i 
pointed  and  paid  by  the  Government;  correct  maps  ] 
arc  made  of  toe  country,  dengnating  each  tract  of  land  i 
for  sale,  by  legal  subdivisions,  from  an  entire  township 
down  to  one-eighth  of  a  section.  These  maps  are  open 
to  every  one  who  nuy  de«re  to  purchase.  All  the  officers 
necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  public  Hid  private  sales, 
and  tiie  safe  keeping  of  the  recortls  of  titles,  are  appoint- 
ed, and  their  salaries  from  year  to  year  paid,  by  the  Gov- 
ernment.   No  country  in  uie  world  has  ever  devised  a 
agrstem  for  the  disposal  of  its  domain  combining  so  many 
Mvantagea,  and  such  ample  security  to  those  who  become 
purchaaers,  as  that  which  now  exists  in  the  Upited  States: 
shall  we  then  abandon  it  for  aome  new  untried  experiment, 
the  effects  of  which  no  one  can  calculate  with  any  degree 
of  certainty^   Itbink  not.    From  every  view  which  I 
bave.been  enabled  to  take  of  the  subject,  after  the  most 
careful  investigation  of  all  its  bearings,  I  cannot  bring  my 
mind  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  sound  policy  to  dis- 
turb the  regulations  heretofore^adopted,  and  nowinopera- 
tintffor  the  sale  and  settlement  of  the  public  hnds,except  in 
the  cases  spedfied  In  the  several  amendments  which  I  have 
had  the  honor  to  lay  on  the  table,  and  which  have  been  pub- 
Ushed  for  the  use  of Uie  Senate.  Of  these  amendments  1  shall 
■peak  hereafter.  Under  the  existing  laws,  a  poor  man  may 
become  the  bona  fide  owner  of  a  quarter-section  of  valua- 
ble land,  for  tite  small  consideration  of  one  hundred  dol- 
lars ;  and  he  may,  if  he  chooses,  purchase  half  that  number 
of  acres,  which,  in  many  of  the  new  States,  where  ihveiy 
is  not  tolerated,  would  be  fully  sdequate  to  all  Us  wants, 
and  furnish  a  comfortable  settlement  for  his  familjc  An 
industrious  frugal  man  would  never  find  it  difficult  to  ob- 
tain the  small  sum  necessary  to  make  such  a  purchase,  and 
thereby  at  once  become  a  freeholder,  and  independent  of 
all  the  world  jn  the  enjoyment  of  his  own  domicile.  But 
what  would  be  his  condition  if,  by  a  sudden  reduction  of 
the  miaimum  jnnee  to  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  we  in- 
vite speculators  into  the  market,  whose  mveitments  will 
enable  tbenttolocate all thevaluable  lands,  and  hold  them 
as  lords  proprietors,  to  be  disposed  of  at  their  pleasure, 
on  such  terms,  and  at  such  rates,  as  will  be  productive  of 
the  largest  amount  of  profit?   No  man  can  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  evil  consequences  of  those  monopolies  on  emigra- 
tion, and  the  character  of  the  increaainr  population  of  the 
new  States.        independentfreeholders  we  should  sub- 
athute  large  masses  of  laboring  tenants,  who  cultivate  the 
soil,  as  the  mentals  of  some  wealdiy  landlord,  who  fattens 
on  the  spoils  of  the  industry  and  hard  earnings'of  this  val- 
uable class  of  our  citizens.    These  results  must  happen  if 
we  do  not  guard  a^inst  them  by  law,  which  shall  at  the 
aatne  titne  protect  the  poor  man  and  keep  the  public  lands 
ataprice  a  little  above  the  speculating  point. 

The  experiments  which-bave  been  made  by  the  States 
on  this  siwject  clearly  demoi^strate  that  a  reduction  to  a 
very  low  stiuidu^  of  the  price  of  waste  and  unappropri- 
ated lands,  with  a  view  to  extend  benefits  to  the  poor,  by 
enabling  that  class  of  the  commin'iity  to  become  the  own- 
ers of  the  soil  in  small  parcels  for  actual  cultivation,  lias 
invariably  resulted  in  fiivor  of  monoponea  and  moneyed 
canitaliats. 

The  exan^le  oF  Virpnia  illiutrates,  in  a  very  striUng 
manner,  the  practical  efTectsef  such  a  system.  Sir,  the 
fkct  must  be  nmifiar  t«  almoit  every  member  of  the  Sen- 


ate, that,  a  short  time  afterthe  cloie  of  the  war  of  the  re- 
volution, Vii^nia  adopted  the  plan  of  selling  her  domdn, 
by  issuing  what  were  called  treasury  warrants,  at  the  re- 
duced price  of  two  cents  per  acre,  to  be  located,  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  purchaser,  on  any  vacant  land  within  the 
commonwealth.  This  nugfat  seem  to  have  been  low 
enough  to  give  every  man  in  the  State  a  fiur  opportunity 
of  becoming  a  freeholder,  and  of  making  a  permanent  set- 
tlement for  his  family. 

■  But  was  that  the  result  of  the  policy  ?  No,  sirt  it  attract-  . 
ed  the  attention  ofmoneyed  men,  companies  were  formed, 
both  in  Europe  and  America;  and  the  vast  mountain  region 
in  western  Virginia  was  explored  by  agents  of  these  com- 
panies, and  surveyors,  who  located  large  bodies  of  lands, 
and  obtained  grants  or  patentsibr  the  trifling  sum  of  two 
eentsper  acre;  and  thua  hundreds  ofthouaands  of  acres  of 
land  were  in  many  instances  granted  to  a  nngle  individu- 
al, while  the  poor  man,  who  emigrated  with  lus  family  to 
that  part  of  the  State,  was  entirely  excluded  from  a  partici- 
pation in  the  benefits  of  the  law,  and  was  compelled  either 
to  purchase  at  a  hig^i  rate  fron;i  the  wealthy  speculator,  or 
set  down  as  his  tenant,  and  labor  to  improve  the  coontiy, 
not  as  the  proprietor  in  his  own  right  of  the  scul,  bat  as 
a  temporary  occupant,  liable  to  be  removed  at  the  "will  of 
his  wealthy  landlord.  These  were  the  consequences  of  an 
attempt  to  fiivor  the  poor  b^  putting  the  public  lands  of 
that  State  in  market,  at  a  price  which  would  bring  them 
within  the  means  of  the  poorest  citizeni(  and  similar  re- 
sults may  be  confidently  looked  -for  if  Congress  should 
now  legislate  on  the  same  principles,  under  a  oelief  that  it 
will  encourage  emigration  to  the  new  States,  and  promote 
the  welfare  of  the  laboring  classes  who  may  remove  to 
the  rich  country  in  the  great  valley  of  the  Hisnsrippi.  Sir, 
we  do  not  want  humble  tenants,  but  independent  frcemen, 
who  are  lords  of  their  own  habitations,  to  fill  up  the  popu- 
lation of  that  fertile  and  growing  portion  of  the  republic. 

But  it  is  said  that  the  existing  system  operates  as  a  heavy 
tax  on  the  people  of  these  new  States;  that  it  withdraws 
from  them  milliora  of  dollan,  which  are  expended  in  other 
sections  of  the  Union;  and  tiiat  one  of  the  provinons  of 
this  bill  authorizes  its  expenditure  in  removing  free  peo- 
ple of  color  to  be  colonized  in  Africa. 

We  are  told,  also,  that  tiie  abstraction  of  the  revenue 
arifflngfrom  the  saleaof  the  public  lands,  from  the  general 
purposes  of  the  treasury,  will  perpetuate  the  present  lugh 
rate  of  duties  on  foreign  importations,  of  «hi<»i  the,8autn- 
ern  States  so  loudly,  and  1  will  add,  so*  justly  complain. 
Mr.  Frettdent,  1  ask  if  there  be  any  solid  foundation  on 
Vhich  these  objections  rest^  Sir,  permit  me  to  say,  and 
I  do  so  with  the  utmost  »ncerity,  that  if  those  views  of 
the  policy  under  connderation  are  correct^  tn  all  or  either 
of  the  enumerated  cases,  I  should  be  disposed  to  go  as 
far  as-any  hondrable  gentleman  on  this  floor  in  my  oppo- 
sition to  this  bill.  Bu^  to  my  mind,  they  are  the  (nrspnng 
of  the  imagination,  uid  cannot  he  supported  by  any  solid 
reason  whatever. 

1  will  inquire,  first,  Is  the  purchase  of  a  tractof  land  by 
an  individual  from  the  Government  a  tax  on  the  purchaser, 
under  any  circumstances?  Nothing  can  be  more  clear  to 
me  than  tliat  it  is  not.  Sir,  it  is  purely  a  matted  of  con- 
tract, by  which  a  man  may  improve  his  condition  in  life, 
and  for  a  small  sum  acquire  proper^, which,  when  reduced 
to  possession,  will  be  worth  three  or  four  times  the  amount 
.  of  money  paid  for  it. 

Can  any  distinction  be  drawn  between  purchasers  of 
real  estate  from  a  body  politic  and  corporate,  or  a  natural 

■  person?  I  presume  not;  they  are  founded  on  the  same 
I  general  htw  of  contracts;  and  it  might  with  the  same  pro- 
1  priety  be  contended  that  an  enUgrant  who  bargains  with 

a  land  compsny  fbr  a  quarter-section  of  land,  pays  a  tax 
;  to  the  Government,  from  which  the  company  purchased 
1  it,  as  to  allege  that  it  constitutes  a  tax  on  the  ordinal  pur- 

■  chaser.  In  either  case,  it  is  a  voluntery  contract,  to 
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which  emch  ptrty  assents,  and  noftiingf  more.  But  if  it  be 
a  tax,  it  U  worthy  of  inquiry  to  what  extent  the  burden 
ftUs  exctoBvely  on  the  people  who  now  reside  in  the  new 
States.  Let  us  tftke  the  case  of  a  citizen  of  Hass^hu- 
setts  or  Virginia,  or  any  me  of  the  old  States,  who  re- 
moves into  Missisappi.  He  takes  with  him  two  thousand 
dollars  in  money,  or  a  greater  or  smaller  sum,  which  he 
immediately  vests  in  the  purchase  of  a  portion  of  the  pub- 
lic lands;  Uiis  amount  of  money  did  not  previously  be- 
long to  Mississippi;  it  is  an  accumulation  brought  into  the 
State  by  the  emigranti  and  if  it  be  a  tax  paid  into  the 
treaauryt  it  &0»\  on  the  State  from  wluch  the  money  is 
withdrawn)  and  not  on  the  State  into  wluch  it  may  be 
carried  by  the  owner  for  his  own  indtvidual  puri>Qses. 
Sir,  I  utterly  deny  that  such  a  transaction  can  be  proper- 
ly reg^arded  in  the  nature  of  a  tax  on  anyone  who  chooses 
to  buy  the  lands  of  the  United  States,  for  Iiis  own  conve- 
nience  or  adrantage.  The  next  subject  of  inquiry  is,  the 
iq>propriation  wluch  each  State  may  make  of  its  distribu- 
tire  share  of  tlie  public  lands. 

The  power  is  denied  to  Congress  to  appropriate  money 
to  internal  improvements  and  education,  of  which  1  have 
already  spoken.  But  the  most  objectionable  feature  of 
the  bill  seems  to  be  that  which  relates  to  the  colonization 
of'frce  people  of  color.  I  admit,  sir,  that  an  appropria- 
tion by  Congress  of  the  money  in  the  treasury  for  this 
object  would  be  a  usurpation  of  power  not  to  be  en- 
dured. The  power  has  not  been  chumed  in  this  discus- 
■ioh,  and  is  not  incorporated  in  the  bill.  Xo  appropria- 
tion is  either  made,  or  contemplated  to  be  made,  by  Con- 
gress,  in  aid  of  the  colonization  of  free  people  of  color. 
Wc  know  that  memorials  have  been  presented  from  the 
alave-holdin|r  States  of  Maryland,  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
North  Carohna,  and,  I  believe,  Tennessee,  praying  Con-, 
greis  toabt  on  this  subject,  and  grant  them  the  nedessarr 
means  for  transporting  their  free  black  population  to  Li- 
beria. These  memorials  have  been  suffered  silently  to 
sleep  on  our  files — they  have  not  been  acted  on.  But 
now,  when  the  public  debt  is  paid,  when  the  public  lands, 
pledged  by  the  national  faith  to  its  pavment,  are  redeem- 
ed, vid  remain  at  the  dispuution  of  Congress,  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all  the  States,  we  propose  to  give 
to  each  State  its  proper  proportion  of  this  fund;  and  we 
answer  the  States  who  have  asked  assistance  in  accom- 
plishing thb  benevolent  object,  so  intimately  connected 
with  their  safety  and  prosperity,  by  authorizmg  their  re- 
spective^ Legislatures  to  use  the  funds  to  which  they  may 
be  entitled  for  this  purpose,  if,  in  their  discretion,  they 
may  think  fit  to  do  so.  Is  there  any  violation  of  Uie  con- 
stitntionin  acconUng  to  the.  States  this  privilege?  Are 
honorable  gentlemen  afraid  to  truit  tliis  power  to  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  of  their  respective  States? 
Is  my  honorable  colleague  [Mr.  Buck]  unmOinK  to 
confide  this  discretion  to  the  Legislature  of  Misussippi.^ 
If  he  is,  I  can  onl^  say  that  I  am  not.  Each  State  will 
decide  for  itself,  without  the  dicb^tion  of  Congress,  or  any 
department  of  the  Federal  Government,  how  far  its  in- 
terests may  or  may  not  be  promote<^  by  giving  the  fund 
for  the  removal  of  what  are  denominated  free  negroes, 
or  applying  it  to  the  <|ther  great  purposes  enumerated  in 
the  biU.  I  am  willing,  for  one,  sir,  to  repose  in  the  Stotas 
this  confidence,  without  the  slightest  apprehension  that  it 
will  be  either  abused  or  perverted. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Okuitdt,  ] 
and  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bektoit,] 
have  declaimed  with  much  vehemence  against  the  pro- 
posed distribution  of  tiie  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  amoi^  tiie  States,  on  the  ground  of  its  ten- 
dency to  corrupt  the  States,  and  extend  over  them  the 
deleterioDs  influences  of  this  Government.  Sir,  it  is  the 
first  time  in  my  life  Uut  I  have  ever  heard  it  seriously 
contended  that  either  men  or  Governments  were  to  be 
corrupted  with  their  own  money.   It  is  agreed  on  all 


hands,  that  the  public  domun  is  the  common  property  of 
idl  the  States,  to  be  used  for  their  common  benefit.  On 
this  ground  the  whde  argument  ^^ainat  this  measure  has 
been  based.  If,'  then,  the  States  think  proper  to  diqiense 
with  this  source  of  revenue  for  national  purposes,  when 
it  is  no  longer  wanted,  and  to  distribute  it  in  just  and  equi- 
table proportions  among  themselves,  to  be  applied  to  the 
beneficent  and  highly  valuable  objects  of  internal  im- 
provements, the  education  of  youth,  and,  if  they  please, 
to  colonization  of  free  people  of  color,  is  tliere  any  dan- 
ger that  they  will  corrupt  themselves  by  such  a  use  of  a 
mod  acknowledged  to  belong  to  them,  as  a  body  of  political 
sorerdgnties?  The  idea  appears  to  me  to  bo  boui  novel 
and  absurd.  The  natural  dfiect  will  be  precisely  tbe  con- 
trary, tt  will  render  the  States  more  independent;  it 
will  put  an  end  to  the  long  disputed  questions  on  the  po- 
licy and  constitutionality  of  internal  improvements  by  the 
General  Government.  Our  table  will  'not  hereafter  be 
crowded  with  petitions  and  memorials  for  appnpriitioni 
to  open  roads  and  canals  from  every  quarterlof  the  coun- 
try. Each  State  will  look  to  its  own  resources  for  ac- 
complishing its  own  internal  works  of  improvement,  and 
will,  to  that  extent  at  least,  feel  a  corresponding  indepen- 
dence on  the  action  of  Congress.  It  will  bind  the  States 
together  by  a  stronger  cord  of  union,  and  diflTuse  among 
them  a  feeling  of  brotherly  kindness  and  afTection.  The 
face  of  the  whole  country  will  be  adorned  and  beautified 
by  an  inexhaustible  income,  whidi  from  year  to  year  wiU 
open  to  the  eye  new  roads  for  the  accommodation  of  tra- 
velling, and  the  transportation  of  s^cuttural  products  to 
a  suitable  and  profitable  market,  and  new  avenuea  to  in- 
ternal commeccc,  by  means  of  canals,  and  the  improve- 
ment of  our  numerous  rivers.  If,  sir,  these  results  are  to 
be  expected,  as  I  think  they  may  be,  from  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  thft  eorruptbig  influences  so  much  deprecated 
will  vanish  into  thin  air,  and  leave'us  in  the  enjoyment  of 
a  glorious  sunshine  of  prosperity  and  union. 

On  the  other  branch  of  this  inquiry,  relating  to  the  ef- 
fects of  this  distribution  on  the  existing  tariff  of  duties, 
I  confess  my  great  surprise  at  tbe  confticting  arguments 
which  have  been  urged  by  honorUile  Senators  opposed  to 
the  bill. 

The  President  recommends  to  Congress  to  dispense 
altogethsr  with  tbe  public  lands  as  a  source  of  rereoBC  fo 
the  treasury!  He  says,  and  truly  says,  tiiat  it  is  net  neces- 
sary or  proper  to  bring  their  proceetb  into  the  general 
scope  of  the  expenses  of.  the  Government  I  have  al- 
ready expressed  my  disapprobation  of  bis  plan.  But 
honorable  gentlemen  have  said  that  tbey  deem  it  full  of 
wisdom,  sound  policy,  and  patriotism,  »idyet  they  turn 
round,  and  gravely  tell  us  that  )his  bill  ought  to  be  reiect- 
ed,  because  it  withdraws  three  millliona  of  dollars  irom 
the  national  treasury  to  be  distributed  among  the  States, 
and,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  requires  that  amount  to 
be  supplied  by  imposts  on  foreign  importations.  Both  the 
message  and  the  bill  are  founded  on  the  pottulatum  of 
dispensing  with  tbe  lands  of  the  United  States  as  a  source 
of  revenue;  they  differ  only  in  the  mode  of  carrying  this 
principle  into  effect;  and  while  tbe  one  is  extculea  as  a 
**statesman-like*'  view  of  the  questitm,  the  odier  is  de- 
nounced as  No  3  in  the  measures  proposed  to  pereetu- 
ate  on  the  people  an  odious  and  exorbitant  tariff  of  du- 
ties. I^  sir,  it  may  be  designated  as  No.  3,  or  No.  S,  in 
the  catalogue  of  the  honorable  gentiemen  who  connder 
it  connected  vcith  the  question  oT  imposts,  it  follows,  in 
that  respect,  the  policy  of  tlie  Executives  and  I  have  yet 
|D  learn  on  what  principles  they  can  approve  the  one, 
and  condemn  the  other.  But  there  is,  in  fac^  nosuchcon- 
nexion  as  tbe  Senators  imagine  between  tbe  two  wes- 
tions;  the;^  are  wholly  aepante  and  distinct,  founded  on 
considerations  of  policy,  entirely  independent,  and  in  no 
manner  wliatever  affiliated.  Sir,  we  all  know  that  the 
public  landi^  brhig  what  they  may  from  time  to  time  into 
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the  TreMuty,  never  have,  «nd  nerer  wiU,  control  our 
policy  in  levying  imposlB  and  regulating'  foreign  com- 
merce. H^h  dutietare  often  imposed  to  retaliate  the  in- 
jiuUce  of  otiier  natkms  with  whom  we  have  commercial 
rehtions;  soroetiines  they  are  necenary  to  meet  the  ordi- 
nary expenditures  of  Govemraent;  but  in  every  system  of 
revenue  which  has  been  framed,  since  the  adoption  of  the 
federal  constitution,  the  protection  of  domestic  industry 
umI  the  arts  has,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  formed  an  in- 
Rredient.  These  important  considerations,  whether  col- 
lective^ or  separatehr,  have  vniformly  governed  our  tegii- 
Ution  in  taxing  articles  of  consumptios  imported  into  the 
United  States;  and  I  defy  contradiction  when  1  say,  U»t 
in  no  instance  can  itbe  sbown  tbatthe  revenue  derived 
from  the  public  lands  has  been  regarded  as  furnishing  a 
reason  for  reduein^  or  raising  the  rate  of  duties  on  im- 
posts. But  I  find  It  difficult,  sir,  if  not  impracticable,  to 
detect,  by  any  direct  researches,  the  incongruities  and 
palpable  contndiction%  both  of  principle  and  bet,  which 
have  been  interwoven  into  this  debate  hy  the  ingenuity  of 
honorable  Senatorm  who  feel  the  necessity  of  resorting  to 
these  conflicting  arguments  from  the  peculiar  position 
which  they  occupy. 

They  dare  not  condemn  the  President,  who  tells  tliem 
plunly  that  the  public  debt  is,  in  effect,  paid,  and  that 
io  fiiture  the  public  lands  ought  not  to  be  looked  to  as  a 
source  of  revenuet  and*  as  in  duty  bound,  they  oppose  the 
piiosgr  of  this  bill,  because  it  accords  in  that  particular 
with  Sie  views  of  the  President!  At  onetime  we  are  told 
that  the  distributive  principle  is  illusory;  that  there  will  be 
vo  ntoney  to  divide,  af\er  defraying  the  expenses  of  sale, 
mnd  the  price  given  to  the  Indian  tribes  for  their  right  of 
occupancyt  at  another  time  we  are  admonished  that  three 
millions  of  dollars  will  be  taken  from  the  treasury  and 
divided  among  the  States,  which  must  be  replaced  by  a 
lugh  rate  of  duties.  We  are  warmly  and  aeatously  urged 
%o  bring  down  the  pubVc  lands  to  a  nonunal  price,  and 
ao  lon^  consider  them  a  part  ofour  revenue  system;  and 
then  we  are  gravely  told  Uiattliisprecise  measure  which 
they  recommend  is  fraught  with  incalculable  mischiefs, 
ana  jj  more  particularly  injurious,  as  it  will  operate  to  fas- 
ten on  the  Southern  States  the  present  tariff*  for  the  pro- 
tectioD  of  domestic  maniiRteturea.  These  are  a  few  only 
of  the  many  apposite  extremes  to  whidi  honorable  gen- 
tlemen are  driven  in  making  out  nomethtng  like  an  argu- 
DKQt  agminst  the  measure  under  consideration . 

The  only  material  difference  between  the  plan  of  the 
Executive,  and  that  contained  in  the  bill,  consists  in  the 
question — shall  we  abandon  our  present  land  system,  and 
put  the  lands  at  a  price  which  will  simply  restore  to  the 
Governnwnt  the  cost  of  surveying  and  selling  them, 
which  I  have  estimated  at  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  and 
tb^vby  tempt  moneyed  men  and  speculator*  into  the  mar- 
ket, who  will  very  soon  take  the  place  of  the  Government, 
aa  the  owners  of  all  Uie  valuable  lands  which  have  been 
surveyed?  Or  shall  we  adliere  to  the  laws  heretofore 
passed  on  tliat  subject,  for  the  real  advantage  of  the  labor- 
ing class  who  migrate  to  the  new  States,  and  use  the  pro- 
,  ceeda  as  directed  in  the  second  section  of  the  bill?  After 
Uie  most  careful  investigation  of  this  great  question,  in  re- 
ference to  iti  (^>eration  on  the  interests  of  the  whole  coun- 
tiy,  I  bare  formed  the  deliberate  and  deuded  opinion, 
that  our  wise  and  well-digested  code  of  land  laws  ought 
to  be  preserved,  mth  slignt  modiflcationi;  and  I  can  per- 
ceive no  sound  oblection  to  the  distribution  of  the  nett 
proceeds  provided  for  in  the  bill. 

It  caniwt  fiul  to  produce  benefidal  results  both  to  the 
old  and  the  new  Sbteii  and  especially  tu  the  latter,  as  I 
shall  endeavor  to  prove  clearly  and  conclusively,  I  hope, 
before  I  resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  p.  then  proceeded  to  examine  the  special  provi- 
a(OU<^tliebiU,in&vorof  the  new  States.    Sir,  saidbe, 
tbe  proriaiona  to  whidi  1  am  about  to  refer  were  not  in 
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the  original  bill  reported  at  the  last  session  of  Coogren* 
but  were  incorporated,  on  my  motion,  as  amendments, 
when  it  came  before  Uie  Senate.  I  frankly  own  that 
had  they  been  negatived,  I  should  have  voted  against  the 
bill  in  the  shape  in  wbich  it  was  at  first  presented  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat.I  Thqr 
were,  however,  adopted,  and  to  my  mind  they  place  the 
new  States  on  a  footing,  in  the  proposed  distribution,  hi^- 
]y  advantageous  to  them;  ana,  as  a  Senator  from  one  of 
those  States,  I  cannot  wi^hold  from  the  measure  my  sup- 
port By  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  tiiere  b  set  a]Mrt  to 
each  of  the  new  States  134  P^r  centum  on  the  nett  pro* 
ceeda  of  the  public  lands,  within  the  limits  of  those  States 
respectively,  which  may  be  sold  from  and  after  the  31it 
day  of  December,  1832,  The  terms  of  the  compacts  en- 
tered into  by  these  States  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  on  their  admission  into  the  Union,  stipulat- 
ed that  5  per  centum  on  tiie  sales  of  the  public  lauds  was 
to  be  paid  to  each  of  the  said  States  for  certain  qtecified 
purposes.  The  aggregate  amount,  then,  to  wUch  each 
State  will  be  entitled  before  a  general  distribution  is  made, 
if  this  bill  sbsU  become  a  law,  is  17^  per  centum  on  the 
nett  amount  of  the  sales  of  the  public  bnds  within  its 
its. 

"Hiis  sum  so  reserved  is  to  be  applied  to  some  "  object 
or  objects  of  internal  improvement  or  educati<m  within 
the  said  States,  under  the  direction  of  th«r  respective  Lc- 
^latures." 

The  5th  section  of  the  bill,  in  addition  to  the  sum  direct- 
ed to  be  paid  to  each  of  the  new  States  by  the  1st  section, 
to  which  I  have  referred,  grants  to  the  States  of  Hississip- 
pi,  Louisiana  and  liUssouri,  a  quantity  of  five  hundred 
thousand  acres  of  land,  and  to  the  Slate  of  Indiana  one 
hundred  and  fifteen  ^thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy- 
two  acres;  tu  the  State  of  Illinois  twenty  thousand  acres, 
and  to  the  State  of  Alabama  one  hundred  thousand  acres 
of  land,  lying  within  the  Unuts  of  said  States,  respectively, 
to  be  selected  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislatures  thereof 
shall  direct,  and  located  tn  parcels,  conformably  to  sec- 
tional divisions  and  subdivisions,  of  not  less  than  three 
hundred  and  twenty  acres  in  any  one  location. 

The  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  lands  so  granted 
are  to  he  faithfully  applied  to  works  of  jnlemsl  improve- 
ment within  the  afiiresaid  Stales^  respectively. 

It  IB  further  provided,  that  nothing  in  the  bill  contain- 
ed shall  be  construed  to  the  "  prejudice  of  future  applica- 
tions for  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  or 
to  the  prejudice  of  applications  for  a  transfer  of  the  publio 
lands,  on  reasonable  terms,  to  the  States  within  which  they 
lie,  nor  to  impair  the  power  of  Congress  to  make  such  fu- 
ture disposition  of  the  public  lands,  or  any  part  thereof, 
aait  may  see  fit." 

These  liberal  grants,  both  in  land  and  money,  are  made 
to.  the  new  States,  besides  the  equal  proportion  to  which 
they  are  entitled,  according  to  their  respective  federal 
representative  population,  under  the  general  distribution. 

Combining  the  17^  per  cent.,  which  is  to  be  deducted 
before  the  distribution  of  the  residue  of  the  common  fund, 
with  the  amount  wbich  will  accrue  to  each  new  State  as 
its  proportion,  1  have  estimated  the  whole  as  amounting 
to  about  thirty  per  cent,  on  the  sales  which  may  be  maoa 
in  each  State.  Thtsesiimateniust,of  courBe,depend  ontbo 
quantity  of  land  which  may  be  sold  in  each  year,  and  ma^ 
vary  accordingto  that  standard.  I  respectfully  ask,  sir,  if 
these  grants  are  not  liberal,  hr  transcending  the  donations 
made  at  any  former  period  of  our  history  to  any  one  of 
the  States  within  whicn  the  public  lands  are  wtuated  t  To 
me  itajipears  that  if  this  offer  is  rejected*  we  may  indulga 
a  lingering  hope  of  obtuning  our  ultimate  wish  by  a  trans* 
fer  of  the  entire  donuun  lor  a  century  to  come,  and  at 
last  It  wUl  be  but  a  dream,  and  end  in  cruel  diaappmntment. 

Nor  can  I  bring  my  mind  to  the  condunon,  that  such 
a  result,  if  it  were  to  happen  at  thi|^  time,  wcqild  be  pro- 
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ductire  of  greater  ])ecuniar7  benefits  to  the  new  States, 
than  the  annuity  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  grant  them. 
Some  of  us,  at  least,  know  that  Kentucky  opened  an  of- 
fice for  the  sale  of  her  waste  lands,  and  they  were  sold. 
But  was  the  State  treaairy  replenished  bjr  these  sales? 
NO|  Bin  it  was  made  a  popular  theme  on  which  unworthy 
men  appealed  to  those  interested,  and  by  that  means 
thrust  tfaemselvesinto  the  lepslative  halli,for  the  very  pur- 
pose of  poetponingj  and  GiuUy  surrendering  the  debt,  in- 
curred-by  the  purcbasento  the  SUte.  Who  can  doubt  that 
the  same  scenes  would  be  acted  over  in  any  State  havine 
the  disposal  of  a  large  extent  of  unappropriated  territory; 

Bat  if  I  am  wrong  in  ti^  ophuon,  I  cannot  be  mistaken 
in  the  other  new  which  I  have  taken  of  tbe  subject- 
that  a  cession  by  the  old  States  of  their  interest  in  the  pub- 
lic domMH  is  not  to  be  expected,  until  the  existii^c  Gor- 
emment  shdl  be  overthrown,  and  a  new  one  erected  on 
its  ruins. 

SbaUwe  act  wisely  in  rejecting  a  present  good,  be- 
cause it  falls  short  of  the  utmost  limit  of  our  hopes  and 
ezpectati<»Mr  I  think  not.  But,  sir,  I  beg  the  indulgence 
of  the  Senate,  wiiile  I  offer  some  views  of  tite  practical 
operation  of  tUs  bin  on  the  State  wUch  I  hare  the  honor, 
in  part,  to  represent  on  this  floor. 

Thirty  years  have  elapsed  nnce  the  publiclands  in  Mis- 
nasippi  were  put  in  market,  and  seventeen  years  nnce 
that  State  was  admitted  Into  the  Federal  Union. 

"What,  sir,  during  this  whcde  period,  have  we  gained 
from  the  mlea,  made  under  Hut  anthoritv  of  the  United 
States,  of  thdr  buds  witUn  our  Umita^ '  Why,  nr,  sub- 
stantiaUy  nothtne.  The  miseEBble  pittance  of  five  per 
cent,  on  these  sales  was  given  us  by  compact  for  which 
we  gave  to  return  a  much  greater  amount,  by  our  agree- 
ment not  to  levy  a  tax  on  the  lands  sold  by  the  Giovem- 
ment  until  the  expiration  of  five  years  after  the  sale. 
What  shall  we  gun  in  thirty  years  to  come,  if  this  bill  does 
not  become  a  law?  I  answer — notbing*  which  can  be  turn- 
ed to  any  profitable  account. 

Let  us  then  inquire  what  will  be  the  reasonable  amount 
of  income  to  the  State,  if  we  receive  hereafter  seventeen 
and  a  half  per  cent,  on  sales  witlun  the  State,  an  equal 
dividend  on  the  entire  sales  throughout  the  United  States, 
and  a  sweeping  grant  of  five  hundred  thousand  acres  of 
land,  to  be  located  in  half-sections,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Legislature? 

The  salei  of  the  past  year  liave  amounted  to  something 
over  two  hundred  Uiouund  doilar^  but  tiui  does  not  fur- 
msh  a  proper  standard  by  which  to  eatioMite  the  probable 
amount  ofaalea  in  fiiture  yearsj  or,  at  any  rate,  for  the  pe- 
riod to  which  this  bill  is  limited. 

Tbe  Choctaw  tribe  of  In^ns  have  recently  ceded  to 
the  United  States  the  whole  of  their  lands  east  of  tbe 
river  Hissisnppi,  of  which  about  eleven  millions  of  acres 
Fm  wHhtn  the  boundaries  of  tbe  Stide  of  Mi^ppi. 

Hie  Chiekaaaw  tribe  have  also  entered  into  a  treaty,  of 
which  I  am  not  now  at  liber^  to  apeak,  as  it  has  not  been 
ratified  by  the  Senate. 

The  surveys  of  the  Chocktow  purchase  are  rapidly 
progressing,  and'it  is  beUeved  that  they  will  be  thrown 
mto  market  in  the  course  of  the  present  year.  I  cal- 
culate that,  so  soM  as  these  sales  are  opened,  the  nett 

groceeds,  f«  seveiml  years  to  come,  will  average  about 
re  hundred  tiiousand  dollars.  But  I  deem  it  qiute  within 
the  bounds  of  moderation,  to  put  tbe  average  for  five 
years  at  three  hundred  thousand  dollars.  At  this  latter 
Mtaate,  the  annual  income  of  the  State,  at  seventeen 
end  a  half  per  cent.,  would  be  fifty-two  thousand  five 
hundred  dollars,  making,  in  the  whole  period  of  five 
years,  the  round  sum  of  two  hundred  and  uxty  thousand 
dolUr^  or  thereabouts.  TMs  is  exduirive  of  ths  amount 
which  we  should  receive  on  the  general  dividend,  which 
would  not  fkn  short  more  than  ebht  nr  ten  per  cent  of 
uie  sum  Qwdaliy  reserved  to  the  State. 


In  addition  to  these  large  sums,  which  may  be  wholly 
applied  to  the  endowment  of  colleges,  seminaries  of 
learning,  and  common  schools,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Legislature,  we  have  the  grant  of  five  hundred  thousand 
acres  of  land,  for  works  <h  internal  improvements,  wtueh, 
if  judiciously  located,  will  be  more  than  adequate  to  all 
the  expenditures  required  to  render  onr  rivers  nav^|able; 
open  canals  for  internal  commerce;  and  to  construct  the 
great  roads  leading  through  the  State,  which  are  so  neces- 
sary to  connect  the  interior  with  the  market  towns,  at 
which  the  planter  annually  deGvers  his  balky  articles  of 
agriculture. 

These  are  tbe  eminent  benefits  placed  within  onr 
grasp!  Md  shall  we,  who  represent  the  people,  and  are 
bound  by  the  most  solemn  obligations  to  advance  thdr 
interests  on  all  proper  occasions,  cast  them  from  us  in 
pursuit  of  objects  which  can  never  be  attained,  or  on 
some  vague  notions  of  political  economy,  too  remote  to 
be  brought  into  active  operation,  and  resting  on  specula- 
tive opinions,  which  hare  no  solid  foundation,  and  are  un- 
worthy of  a  moment's  conuderation,  in  die  pR^^ess  of 
sober  IwsUtion,  for  purposes  of  practieal  utility  to  the 
country  r 

Sir,  t  cannot  consent  to  place  myself  before  my  consti- 
tuents in  that  attitude.  I  know,  and  feel,  the  importance 
of  the  relief  which  the  passage  of  this  bill  will  afford 
tbem;  and  so  far  as  the  influence  of  my  vote  will  contri- 
bute to  that  derirable  end,  they  shall  not  be  diaappdnted. 
Hie  enuit  of  land.  If  prc^ierly  located,  immediately  after 
tbe  first  sales  are  dosra,  may  be  estimated  at  the  avenge 
value  of  three  dollars  per  acre.  The  Sute  would  thus 
require  a  fund  of  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, which,  with  the  annual  income  from  the  sales  of  land 
for  five  yeare^  could  not,  in  my  judgment,  fall  much,  if 
any,  below  the  enormous  sum  of  two  millions  of  dolkn. 

Sir,  the  people  of  tbe  State,  I  am  persuaded,  cannot 
be  BO  far  blinded  by  party  feeling  or  party  Action^  as 
not  to  see  and  appreciate  the  enviable  conditton  in  which 
these  large  g^nts  will  place  them. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  I  am  here  to  nerfbnn  mydulv,  in  Un 
discharge  of  the  nigh  trust  confided  to  me;  and  I  shall 
fearlesdy  act  on  all  subjects,  brought  to  the  connderation 
of  the  Senate,  according  to  my  honest  convictions  oT 
what  is  due  to  the  honor  and  prosperity  of  those  whom  1 
represent. 

But  my  honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  Buck,]  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri,  [Mr.  BavTOir,]  have  taunted  us  with 
the  insinuation  that  these  grants  are  put  into  the  UO,  as  n 
douceur  or  fiomu,  to  enlist  the  support  of  Seoaton  irtio 
represent  the  new  States. 

They  proceed  to  tell  us  that  they  spurn  the  Aemw,  and 
refuse  the  service  for  which  it  is  offered. 

The  honorable  Senators  have  my  permiHBOn  to  M^ply 
any  epithet  to  these  giants  which  may  best  accord  wilh 
thar  own  peculiar  taste,  and,  so  ftr  as  it  may  fMDoem 
themselves,  to  act  in  obedience  to  their  own  imprearions, 
however  fiillacious  they  may  be,  or  however  coarse  the 
language  employed  to  Convey  theae  impressions. 

1  can  only  say  for  myself,  let  the  gaBcd  jade  wincef 
my  withers  are  unwrung." 

Sir,  for  what  purpose  am  I  sent  here,  if  it  be  not  to  ad- 
vocate measures,  conferring  ben^ts  on  my  constituents^ 
Was  it  ever  heard  before,  tiiat  a  Senator,  who,  lookbig 
with  a  vi^lant  eye  into  the  aotual  conation  of  the  StKte 
which  had  honored  him  with  its  confidence,  sought,  on  aU 
proper  occasions,  an  opportunity  to  advance  its  interests, 
and  promote  its  welfare,  thereby  subjected  himself  to  4ie 
imputatian  of  accepting  a  henu$  as  a  conrideration  for  lUs 
vote* 

Is  there  a  ungle  Senator  presoit  who  is  not  liid>le  to 
the  imputation? 

Sir,  I  beg  leave  to  tell  the  bononble  gentlemen,  who 
have  intropuced  tUs  new  rule  of  pHMmentwyietUeai, 
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tbkt,  if  in  the  amuigement  of  any  important  intereit  of 
the  countiy,  my  constituents  happen  to  be  particularly 
favored,  without  prejudice  to  tlieir  fellow-citizens  in  other 
sections  of  the  Union,  I  shall  never  hesitate  to  accept  the 
"bomt»t"  however  unpleasant  it  may  be  to  the  morbid  sen- 
aibiUty  of  honorable  Senaton  whO|  perhaps,  look  for  their 
reward  for  services  rendered  in  another  qnarter. 

I  came  here  for  tbat  especial  purpose  and  shall  keep  it 
steadily  in  view,  as  a  part  of  my  dn^  which  shall  never 
be  neglected. 

But,  sir,  there  is  another  description  of  "  homu"  which 
a  not  un&equently  offered  within  the  linuts  of  the  ten 
miles  square,  wbien  I  utteriy  disdain  and  reject. 

It  connsiti  of  a  small  piece  of  parchment,  under  the 
broad  seal,  which  is  never  tendered  to  any  but  the 
faUhful. 

The  recruU  who  accepts  it  is  bound  by  a  pledge  never 
to  disobey  the  commands  of  tbe  chiefuin  under  whose 
banner  he  enlists;  and  in  all  things  to  conform  bis  actings 
and  doings  to  the  will  of  him,  "who  was  born  to  com- 
mand," ois  heir  and  sucoetsor.  Such  a  bonw,  accepted 
on  such  conditioM,  may  well  be  sapposed  to  corrupt  the 
anurces  oS  legislation,  and  ndslead  the  judgment  in  mat- 
ters of  great  national  concern.  If  honorable  Senators 
can  guard  themselves  from  tiiese  influences,  and  indig- 
nant^ repel  them,  as  foul  encroachments  on  the  purity 
&nd  independence  which  ought  to  be  maintained  in  tlie 
bitfaful  discha^  of  their  public  duties,  they  will  find 
less  difficult  in  tracing  my  support  of  this  bJI  to  more 
l<rfty  considmlioM  than  tbe  temptation  of  gun,  or  the 
seductions  of  profit,  which  it  holds  out  to  my  immediate 
otmstituents.  1  am  well  acquainted  with  their  wants,  and, 
in  my  endeavors  to  relieve  them,  I  stand  erect  before  the 
peofue,  and  am  not  alarmed  lest  they  should  ascribe  to 
me  such  unworthy  motives,  and  refuse  the  "&onu«"  which 
1  may  be  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain  for  them. 

la  my  honorable  colleague  BtACK]  unmindful  of 
tiiese  wantsf  Have  we  not  numerous  rivers  capable  of 
being  rendered  navigable  for  steamboats  to  a  great  dis- 
tance into  the  intenor  of  the  country,  paswng  thKugh 
rich  and  highly  cultivated  portions  or  the  State.^  Are 
there  no  canals  to  be  cut,  mtersecting  these  rivers,  and 
affording  cheap  and  convenient  channels,  trough  which 
the  planter  may  carry  tbe  products  of  his  labor  to  mar- 
ket? Are  there  no  coUegea  and  seminariea  of  learning  in 
the  Btite,  calling  for  endOwOients  to  bring  them  to  matu- 
rity, and  render  them  practically  usefiil  in  diffunng  the 
lights  of  science  and  the  benenta  of  education  to  the 
rising  generation  ? 

Sir,  we  have  all  these  important  objecteto  provide  for, 
which  are  sufficient  to  call  forth  the  anxious  solicitude  of 
every  citizen  in  the  State.  Our  population  cannot  bear 
the  burden  of  taxation  to  an  amount  vb\.ch  would  be  re- 
quired for  all,  or  either  of  those  objects,  lo  neceaaary  to 
the  growth  and  prosperity  of  the  State.  Shall  we,  then, 
act  wisely,  in  rejecting  the  means  now  proposed  to  he  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  Legislature,  so  ample  for  their  ac- 
complisfament? 

It  IS  my  firm  belief,  that  if  the  present  occasion  is  per- 
mitted to  pass  without  the  reliei  which  is  imbodiea  in 
thialnl],  we  may  hope  in  vsdn  for  any  assistance  hereafter 
from  Congresa.  Tbe  best  portion  of  the  SUte  will  ver^ 
■Don  be  ia  market;  our  locationa  must  be  made  immedi- 
ately thereafter!  uid  if  not  made  in  two  or  three  yean 
from  this  time,  the  grant  of  five  hundred  thousand  acres 
of  land  to  tbe  State  will  not  be  wortii  tiw  parchment  on 
which  it  is  written. 

All  tbe  lands  of  any  value,  capable  of  cultivation, 
which  are  not  purchased  at  the  public  sales,  will  be 
subject  to  entry  at  private  sale;  and  we  may  reasonably 
expect  that  the  fa^tae  of  a  few  yeart  will  not  leave  a  spot 
wluch  irill  eemmand  one  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre,  on 
which  ihia  gmt  can  be  located. 


This  is  the  precise  moment  for  action,  and  I  shall  act 
on  the  conviction  that  the  passage  of  the  bill  is  identified 
with  the  welfiire  and  beat  interests  of  each  of  the  new 
States,  and  especially  that  of  which  I  am  an  humble  re- 
presentative. 

[Mr.  P.  here  cranpluned  of  fatigue;  and,  on  motion  of 
Ur.  WEBSTSR,  the  Senate  adjourned.  ] 

MoiniaT,  jAMDamT  31. 

Mr.  WILKINS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
to  which  was  referred  the  message  of  the  Prewdent,  ae- 
compainring  copies  of  the  proenimation,  8ce.,  reported  a 
bill  turuier  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  duties  on  im- 
ports. The  bm 


81GNINO  LAND  PATENTS, 

Describing  the  mode  by  which  patents  for  public  lands 
may  be  signed  and  executed,  was  taken  up,  as  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 

An  amendment,  limiting  the  operation  of  the  act  to 
March,  1837,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  stated  bis  objections  to  the 
bill,  and  wished  for  time  to  substitute  a  provinon  for  a  ybr 
simile  of  the  President's  signature,  in  lieu  of  the  existing 
provision  to  authorize  the  employment  of  a  Secretary  by 
the  President  for  tbe  purpose  of  signing  patents.  He 
therefore  moved  to  by  the  bill  on  the  table;  but  tbe  mo- 
tion was  nmtived— «yeB  13,  noea  16. 

Mr.  KANE  then  moved  to  fill  up  the  blank  for  the  sala- 
ry of  the  Secretary,  by  inserting  1,500  iloIUrs. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  moved  toby  the  bill  on  the  table— ayes 
13,  noes  16. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  fill  up  the  blank  with 
1000  dollars.  ' 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  HOLMES,  the  question 
was  taken  on  the  largest  sum,  and  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive—Yeas 15,  Nays  14. 

Mr-  POINDEXTER  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  "President,**  the  words  "and 
in  his  presence.*' 
The  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  as  amended,  and  the  amend- 
ments being  concurred  in,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  hiU  to  diatributfc  for  a  limited 
time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  the 
question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  PoixvsxTift  to 

amend, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  again  rose,  and  resumed  Us  argu- 
ment commenced  on  Saturday. 

He  sud,  be  would  add  a  ftw  words  to  what  he  said 
when  be  last  had  the  honor  to  address  the  Senate,  in  rela- 
tion to  internal  improvements  and  education,  and  the 
means  to  rive  support  to  them  in  Hiausaippi. 

He  had  stated  tbat  the  population  of  tnat  State  could 
not  accomplish  these  great  objects  by  resorting  to  a  sys- 
tem of  exorbitant  taxation;  tbe  people  would  not  bear  it. 
This  &ct  was  clearly  demonstrated  by  the  numerous  pe- 
titions and  memorials  which  were  annually  transmitted  to 
their  Senators  and  Representatives  in  Ctmgresh  from  the 
Legislature,  praying  grants  of  a  fbw  thouswid  acres  of 
land,  for  clearing  away  obstructions  In  their  navigable 
jivers,  for  opening  caiuls,  and  for  the  encouragemettaf 
bducation,  by  the  establishment  of  colleges  and  seminariea 
of  learning. 

He  had  the  other  day  presented  such  a  menwial  to  the 
Senate,  prwing  for  a  grant  of  a  townddp  of  land  to  a  new 
andfloundung  college  in  the  town  of  Chnton.  He  would 
only  add,  if  these  partial  mnts  were  deemed  of  so  much 
ioiportancfi  as  to  attract  the  attention  of  the  Leg^dature 
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from  year  to  year>  would  it  not  be  folly  and  madnesa  in 
her  repretentatives  here  to  set  Aeir  facet  a^inat  a  grant 
which  would  more  than  cover  all  the  wants  of  the  State, 
in  perfectinff  her  wise  system  of  internal  policy? 

He  felt  himself  bound  by  the  imperious  obligations  of 
duty  to  accept  the  erant,  and  thereby  remove  the  inaupe- 
rmt  difficulties  which  interposed  to  retard  tb^  growing 
proiperi^  of  the  State. 

Mr,  Frerident:  I  hare  endeavored,  in  die  views  which 
I  have  already  taken  of  the  subject  before  the  Senate*  to 
establish : 

lat.  That  no  part  of  the  public  domain  of  the  United 
States  was  acquired  by  conquest. 

3d.  Tliat  the  States,  in  conquering  their  separate  inde- 
pendence on  the  crown  of  Great  Britain,  succeeded  to 
the  sovereign^  and  jurisdiction  of  the  territory  within 
thdr  rMiective  chartered  limits. 

3d.  liiat  to  provide  for  those  who  fought  our  battles 
in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  and  to  pay  the  debt  incurred 
in  that  glorious  and  arduous  stni^le,  the  States  having 
waste  and  unappropriated  lands  m  the  Western  wilder- 
ness magnanimously  ceded  them  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment for  those  purposes,  without  sn  equivalent  in  money, 
on  certain  speafiea  conditions, which  were  binding  on 
old  Congress  under  the  confederation. 

4th.  That,  by  the  adoption  of  the  new  constitution,  all 
the  States  who  were  the  original  parties  to  these  com- 
pacts agreed,  by  a  fundamental  law  of  the  republic,  to 
render  the  powers  of  Congress  over  the  ceded  territory 
plenary,  and  thereby  removed  the  limitations  contained  in 
the  deeds  of  cesnon,  and  left  the  whole  policy,  in  relation 
to  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  open  to  the  sound 
discretion  of  Congress. 

5th.  That  up  to  the  present  time  the  public  lands  have 
.  been  considered,  in  the  main,  a  common  fund  for  the  pay- 
ment  of  the  national  debt. 

6tb.  That  this  debt  being  extinguished,  these  lands  re- 
main the  common  properh-  of  all  tlie  States,  to  be  dispos- 
ed of  for  their  common  benefit.  On  these  principles,  I 
ground  my  support  ofthe  measure  under  consideration. 

But,  ^r,  I  feel  myself  called  on,  by  a  due  regard  to  the 
welfiitre  of  my  constituents  and  of  each  of  the  new  States, 
to  render  the  proposed  system  still  more  perfect  and  ac- 
ceptable, by  attracting  the  serious  attentidn  of  its  friends 
to  the  severs!  amendments  which  I  have  offeied  as  addi- 
tional sections  to  be  incorporated  in  the  bill. 

If  Uiese  amendments  are  adopted,  I  am  fully  Impressed 
with  the  belief  that  the  system  will  give  general  satis&c- 
tion,  and  may  be  continued  to  an  indefinite  period,  with- 
out complaint  or  interruption.  It  is  true,  we  have  insert- 
ed an  express  provision,  that  Congress  may  hereafter  le- 
gislate in  respect  to  the  public  lands  without  regard  to  the 
present  arrangements  but  we  ought  not  to  leave  any  mat- 
ter for  future  legislation  which  can  be  properly  adjusted 
at  this  time.  Such  a  course  might,  and  most  probably 
would,  give  rise  to  heart-burnings,  jealousies,  and  discon- 
tenti^  unhronble  to  the  tranquillity  of  the  Union. 

T  wish  to  provide  for  an  equitable  graduation  ofthe  pub- 
lic lands  after  they  shall  have  been  subject  to  private  en- 
try for  a  specified  number  of  years,  and  to  reduce  the 
price  at  once  to  fifty  cents  per  acre  on  small  tracts  not  ex- 
ceeding one  quarter-section  to  a  poor  man,  who  shall  ac- 
tually mhabit  and  cultivate  it  for  five  tuccesajve  years. 

These  provisions  are  contained  in  two  sections  of  the 
printed  amendments  laid  on  the  table,  which  were  pre- 
pared with  great  care.  I  shall  now,  sir,  proceed  to  exant 
me  them,  and  offer  some  of  the  leading  consideration* 
which  induced  me  to  offer  them. 

The  first  section  of  the  amendments  proposes  to  grad- 
uate the  price  of  the  public  lands  by  a  scale  which  shall 
reduce  them  to  the  minimum  price  of  fifty  cents  per  acre, 
at  the  end  of  twenty  years  in      Mh>ytmg  manner; 

lit.  All  lands  subject  to  entry  «t  private  sale,and  which 


shall  remun  unsold  at  tlie  expiration  of  ten  yean^  shall  be 
offered  at  one  dollar  per  acre. 

2d.  All  lands  which  in  like  manner  shall  remain  unsold 
at  the  expiration  of  fifteen  years  after  the  same  shall  have 
been  subject  to  private  entry,  shall  be  offered  at  seventy- 
five  cents  per  acre;  and  all  lands  remaining  unsold  at  the 
expiration  of  twenty  years  shall  be  offered  at  the  price  of 
fifty  cents  per  acre.  No  reduction  below  fiftjr  cents  is 
contemplated  at  any  period.  Tlie  second  section  of  the 
amendment  provides  that  every  person  who  shall  be  the 
head  of  a  family,  or  above  the  age  of  twenty-one  years, 
and  who  shall  actually  inhabit  and  cultivate  a  tract  of  land 
not  exceeding  in  quantity  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  for 
the  period  of  five  consecutive  years,  shall  be  entitled  to 
become  the  purchaser  of  such  tract  of  land  on  payiiup  for 
the  same,  at  the  proper  land  office,  at  the  rate  of  fil^ 
cents  per  acre. 

This  provision  is  so  guarded  that  no  one  can  obtain  a 
patent,  without  making  satisfactory  proof  to  the  Register 
of  the  Land  Office  that  the  tract  of  land  has  been  actually 
inhabited  and  cultivated  by  the  claimant  for  the  whole 
period  specified  in  the  act. 

In  support  of  these  modifications  of  the  existing  laws,  T 
begleave  to  recur  again  to  the  message  ofthe  Preadent  of 
the  United  States,  which  fully  recognises,  in  the  opinion 
of  that  high  public  functionary,  the  power  of  Congress  in 
its  discretion  to  dispose  of  the  public  lands  "in  such  way 
as  best  to  conduce  to  the  quiet,  harmony,  and  general  in- 
terests ofthe  American  people." 

He  thus  puts  out  of  view  altogether  the  deeds  of  ces- 
sion and  treaties  by  which  they  were  scquired. 

He  considers  them  no  longer  binding  on  Congress  since 
the  payment  of  the  national  debt,  for  which  they  were 
pledged;  and  recommends  that  not  a  dollar  shall  hereafter 
be  paid  into  the  public  treasury  arising  from  the  sales  of 
these  landsj  that  they  be  sold  in  limited  parcels  to  actual 
settlers  at  a  price  barely  sufficient  to  reimburse  Ihe 
United  States  the  expense  of  the  present  system,  and 
the  amount  paid  for  the  extineuisnment  oi  Indian  ti- 
tles, lie  fVtrther  proposes,  at  a  day  not  distut,  to  cede 
the  Isnds  remainmg  unsold  to  the  States  within  which 
they  lie. 

These  propositions  open  the  entire  policy  to  the  action 
of  Congress  on  the  ground  of  expediency,  in  its  broadest 
sense. 

Under  this  high  authority,  therefore,  I  proceed  tn  in- 
quire— Is  it  expedient  to  graduate  the  price  ofthe  public 
landa  according  to  the  scale  which  I  hsve  presented  to  the 

consideration  ofthe  Senate? 

Is  it  expedient  to  encourage  emigration  to  the  new 
States,  and  grant  facilities  to  those  wJio  remove  with  their 
fimilicB  into  theae  St.ites,  by  granting  to  each  head  of  a 
family  the  right  of  pre-emption  in  one  quarter-section  of 
land,  at  fifty  cents  per  acre,  after  it  shan  have  been  cul- 
tivated successively^  and  without  intermission,  for  five 
years? 

I  respond  affirmatively  to  both  these  questions;  and  I 
appeal  to  the  friends  of  this  bill  for  distribution  to  consi- 
der them  well;  for  if  we  are  to  legislate  finally  on  this  im- 
portant subject,  it  must  be  clear  to  every  ^jentleman  tfut 
our  laws  should  be  so  formed  as  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
country — to  the  old  as  well  as  the  new  States. 

I  am  sensible  that  this  appeal  would  be  made  in  vain  to 
the  opponents  of  the  bill,  many  of  whom  are  utterly  op- 
posed to  any  measure  of  relief  to  the  new  States,  knd  rest 
their  opposition  on  the  ground  that  already  our  bounty 
and  liberality  have  been  too  fi-eely  lavished  on  the  people 
who  take  possession  ofthe  public  lands. 

I  look  for  no  aid  from  that  quarter,  unless  it  may  be 
found  in  profesnons  of  good  will,  of  which  we  are  yet  un- 
able to  see  any  practical  evidence. 

The  success  m  these  amendmisnts  mnst,  therefore,  de- 
pend on  those  honorable  Senators  who  are  the  advttcates 
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of  the  qntenu  and  derire  to  pcMect  it  bjr  adopting  uiy 
jnit  and  msoinble  nioASetfkm. 

I  eannot  oonear  in  the  Teport  oT  the  Ccmn^ttee  on  Ib- 
ttiActurea^  to  iri^  the  Mbjeet  wu,  by  a  rinRolar  trans- 
portion  of  the  boainen  of  the  Senate,  referred  at  the  hat 
■earion  of  Coni^reaa,  ao  far  aa  that  report  controverb  the 
expediency  of  ^duatit^  the  price  of  the  public  lands 
on  fair  and  equitable  principles.  Pkmd  my  own  ezperi< 
cnce  in  tfaeaa  mattery  I  mm  finnfy  persuaded  that  it  would 
increase  ratiwr  than  dinmiah  die  aoMunt  of  money  annu- 
aSlj  paid  into  the  public  treaaory  from  tbat  aource  of  re- 
venue .  It  win  operate  in  ftror  of  the  acheme  of  distribu- 
tion, by  bringing  into  market,  lOcceMfally,  such  lands  aa 
wiU  not,  after  the  lapse  of  yean,  connnand  one  dtrflar  and 
twenty-five  centa  per  acre,  at  a  reduced  pricey  which 
v4U  enable  the  Gofcmment  to  diipoao  of  then  and  re- 
aliae  tl^r  aettial  value,  when  there  is  no  prospect  that 
tlwjr  can  be  sold  at  the  present  miniinDm  standard. 

Under  our  existing  system,  the  lands  are  first  careAilly 
surveyed,  and  parcelled  out  into  legal  subdivisions.  Maps 
are  prepared,  exhibiting  accurately-  each  range  of  towo- 
ahips  divided  into  small  ttaeU  according  to  btw.  The  Pre- 
sident is  authorised,  after  these  surveys  are  completed,  to 
issue  his  prodamation,  offering  the  whole  or  any  part  of  a 
diatrict  for  aale  at  puhGe  auction,  under  the  aupcrintend- 
enee  ofoffieera  appohitedlbrttie  purpose.  Well,  air,  he 
issues  hisprodawation,  and  puts  in  market  arange  c^ten  or 
twenty  towndiipi^  at  bis  discretion,  which  is  published  in 
all  the  newspapers  authorised  to  publish  the  lawa  of  the 
United  Statefi,  and  continued  for  some  six  or  eight  months 
prior  to  the  day  fixed  for  the  commencement  of  the  aales, 
which  are  to  be  kept  open  two  weelca.  At  these  public 
sales,  men  of  capital  usu^ly  attend,  who  have  explored  the 
country,  who  know  the  good  lands,  have  selected  their 
&varite  tracta,  and  go  prepared  to  purchase  them.  The 
consequence  is,  much  competition;  and  choice  selections 
are  not  unfrequently  bid  up  to  twenty  or  twenty-five  dol- 
lars per  acre,  and  sometimes  even  higher  prieea  are  ^en. 

A  poor  man  has  but  little  clutnce  to  supply  himself  at 
theae  nlesf  men  with  loi^  purses  compete  with  each 
utber  tot  the  chi^  lands)  aiid  we  may  aafely  calculate 
that  at  leart  one^enth  part  of  the  higliest  quahty  of  bmd 
in  arange  of  towiubips  will  be  bid  on  at  the  first  aale.  At 
the  close  of  the  public  sales,  all  the  lands  which  have  been 
offered,  and  remain  unsdd,  are  subject  to  entty  at  private 
sale  by  any  one  who  will  pay  down  for  them  one  dollar 
and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre.  Then,  rir,  a  new  scene 
opens.  The  apecohtor,  who  inshes  to  make  profitable 
invertmentsi  the  rich  planter,  who  it  anzious  to  provide 
suitable  aettlements  for  bia  aonat  the  poftr  man,  who  wants 
a  comfortable  home  for  his  lamilyi  and  the  emigrant,  ar- 
riving in  the  country  from  one  of  the  old  Statea,  wishing 
to  take  up  his  permanent  residence  there — all  these  classes 
of  persons  are  actively  employed  in  seeking  out  the  beat 
lanoa,  and  entering  them  at  the'proper  land  office,  in  large 
or  small  tracts,  to  suit  the  purpoaea  of  the  respective  pur- 
diascrs. 

Now,  sir,  1  ny,  from  an  intimate  knowledge  irf"  thesr 
sale^  public  and  private,  for  nxarfy  thirty  years  past— 
and  I  believe  every  Senator  from  a  new  State  will  accord 
with  me  in  the  declaration — that,  after  any  given  number 
of  towndirps  shall  have  been  in  market  for  ten  years,  it 
would  be  i^fEaUt,  if  not  ioqioasihle,  to  find  lands  even  of 
second  or  third  rate  qoaUty  open  to  entry  at  the  miidmum 
price  of  the  Government. 

The  oflleial  documents  on  the  files  of  the  Semite  fofiir 
to  attest  the  accuracy  of  this  opinion. 

The  SecretSTy  of  the  Treasurer,  in  answer  to  acall  made 
on  the  head  of  that  department  in  1S28,  made  a  report  to 
the  Senate  containing  a  atatement  of  the  quantity  of  land 
sarveyvd  and  unsold  in  each  of  the  Statea  and  l>rritories 
where  the  public  famdaaro  situated. 
Thia  feport  claarffica,  onder  aepartte  heada  lat  The 


hmda  wfaidi  may  be  deemed  good;  3d.  Laada  of  aeooad 
rate  quality;  3d.  Landa  of  third  fate  qnafityi  4lh.  The 
quantity  unfit  for  cultivationi  fith.  Hie  nuniher  of  years  it 
has  been  in  market,  and  the  averse  value  per  acre  of  the 
vacant  land  in  each  State  and  Territory.  As  this  docu- 
ment has  a  direct  bearii^  on  the  subject  now  befwe  the 
Senate,  1  beg  leave  to  give  the  summary  wUch  it  pre- 
sents of  the  actual  comUtion  of  the  pubue  Unds  at  the 
date  when  it  waa  prepared.  I  confine  the  atatement  lo 
landa  of  good  quality,  and  thoae  wUeh  ai«  deemed  unfit 
for  cultivation' 
Mr.  P.  here  read  from  the  reportp  ai  fUhivs: 


ntsraiCT  amd  ar^Ta. 

Firatrate. 

Unfit  for  cul- 
tivation. 

Ohi<^  ... 
Indiana,  ... 
Ulinoia, 
Hiasouri, 
Alabama,  - 
MiagnSMppi, .       ■  - 
Louiuara,  ... 
Michigan,  ... 
Aricanaai^  ... 
Florida.  . 

200,000 
1,470,000 
3,935,000 
159,000 
687,000 

95,000 

53,000 
15,000 

A  cm. 

666,000 
2,430,000 
^033,000 

5,roo,ooo 

6,915.000 
8,394,000 
740^000 

3,500,000 
1.005^ 

Aggregate, 

5,614,000 

34,378,000 

These  atirtementa  are  drawn  from  the  moat  antitentic 
soureea—the  retoma  of  actual  surveys,  and  the  field  notea 
of  the  deputy  autveyors.  It  may  not  be  precisely  ac- 
curate, but  it  fumiahca  general  views,  which  will  wd  us  in 
Arriving  at  proper  conclusions  in  the  adjustment  of  this 

Siestion.   The  returns  from  Louisiana,  I  am  inclined  to 
ink,  overratee  the  qaantily  of  first  rate  land  in  that 
^tate  which  was  unsold  at  that  time. 

But,  air,  the  whole  of  the  landa  deacribed  in  the  pre- 
ceding arnnmary,  it  moat  be  recelleeted,  have  bem  In 
market  for  five  yean^  rince  the  report  was  made;  may  it 
not,  then,  be  reasonably  soppoaed  that  the  pvater  part 
of  the  first,  and  the  second,  rate  qualitiea,  have  been 
sold  within  that  period?  And  certainly  we  may  fiiirly 
conclude,  that  no  part,  or,  at  any  rate,  a  very  amall  part, 
of  the  lands  reported  to  be  unfit  for  cultivation  have 
been  entered  at  the  preaent  mimmum  pricct  nor  ia  it 
pn4>able  that  they  could  be  diipoaed  of  in  a  eentuigr  to 
come,  at  that  rate.  Let  ua  look  at  the  prices,  eatinwted 
by  the  land  officers  in  Uie  varions  diatrieto,  as  the  average 
value  of  the  lands  in  market.  Does  not  the  picture  which 
it  presents  to  us  strongly  enforce  the  propriety  of  a 
judicious  graduation  of  the  minimum  price,  which  may 
induce  purchasef*  to  enter  the  landa  of  inferior  quality, 
and  thereby  not  only  hasten  the  sales,  but  facilitate  tlie 
settlement  and  improvement  of  the  oountry  ?  1  aincerdy 
hope  it  may  produce  that  deairable  reaull.  What,  air,  are 
the  estimates  contained  in  the  reports  of  the  rcgiatera 
and  receivers  of  public  moneys  to  the  Commiaaioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office?  I  will  refer  the  Senate  to  the 
reports  separately,  and  then  compare  the  whole,  so  as  to 
reach,  aa  nearly  as  practicable,  the  general  average  of 
the  estimated  ^ue  of  the  public  lands  in  all  the  States 
and  Territories  from  which  official  infuimatiew  has  been 
communioated  on  the  subject. 

In  Ohio  the  average  value  of  the  lands  in  market,  is 
estimated,  per  acre,  at  $103^ 


In  Indiana,  the  average  m, 

Illinois, 

Missouri,    ■      .  - 
Alabams,  - 

i» 


83 
40 
33 
15 
33 
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TalMoSmM,  -      -      -  38 

ArkaiiMs  Territory,  4 

Florid*  Territory,  30 

It  wiU  be  «een  by  this  enumenitioii,  that  in  Ohio  the 
arerage  is  higher  than  in  the  other  States  and  Territories. 
There  are  more  good  lands  in  that  State,  and  a  smaller 
qnanttty  unfit  for  cultivation,  tiian  are  to  be  found  elie- 
whMe.  The  settlements  hare  been,  and  continue  to  b^ 
laiHd  and  eitaiiiT«.  These  eauiea  contribute  to  raise 
the  TaUn  of  tli^  bnda  to  %  point  beyond  that  of  other 
portions  of  the  country. 

But  by  a  careful  comparison  of  the  returns  from  all  Uie 
land  districts,  according  to  the  most  accurate  calcidaUons 
which  I  have  been  enabled  to  make,  the  general  average 
value  of  the  lands  in  market,  in  1S28,  would  not  exceed 
thir^  cents  per  acre.  Much  of  the  first  and  second 
r«te  qualities  has,  doubtless,  been  entered  rince  that  time, 
frrnn  ^ich  we  may  draw  the  infisrenoe,  that  a  corre- 
sponding diminution  in  the  estimate  then  made  has  taken 
place. 

With  these  facts  before  ua,  I  respectfully  ask  honorable 
Senators,  who  are  in  &vor  of  the  plan  of  distribution, 
what  advantage  can  they  hope  to  guin  by  keeping  the 
inferior  lands  out  of  the  market?  After  all  our  ezertims 
to  dUpoae  of  these  lands  at  one  doHar  ukl  twentr^five 
cents  per  acre  have  proved  ineffectual  for  ten,  fineen, 
and  twenty  years,  what  prospect  is  there,  that  at  the 
expiration  of  these  periods  we  can  find  purchasers  at  that 
price?  Certainly,  none!  But,  if  any,  it  is  tooremote  to 
be  relied  on  as  a  reason  for  rejecting  the  proposed  gra- 
duation. It  enters  into  the  ordinary  transactions  of  i:fe; 
it  is  the  practice  of  every  man  of  business  throughout  the 
world,  who  has  on  hand  an  extensive  supply  of  any 
article,  first  to  dispose  of  the  chmce  selections  at  the 
hiriiest  prices,  and  the  remnants  are  sent  to  auction,  and 
soTd  forVhatever  they  will  bring.  A  merchant  must  be 
mad,  who  would  suffer  ttis  refiise  goods  to  remain  on  hand 
and  encumber  his  shelves,  because  they  could  not  be  sold 
for  the^  marked  prices.  We  must  ad(n)t  this  commoo 
sense  practice  in  disposing  the  pubUc  taods,  unless  we 
detennine  to  hoM  them  for  all  thne  to  come,  as  a  part  of 
the  eminent  domaiiH-a  mere  nonunal  estate,  from  which 
we  cannot  hope  to  derive  one  dollar  income. 

Sir,  I  beg  leave  to  fortify  myself  on  this  subject,  by 
presenting  to  the  Senate  the  very  liberal  views  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Hr.  Wu- 
STSK,]  in  1838,  when  this  great  question  of  reducing  and 
graduating  the  price  of  the  public  lands  was  under  con- 
sideration in  the  Senate.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  «  few  sentences  fhrni  a  short  speech,  delivered  by  that 
honorable  Senator  on  the  oecanoo,  and  to  several  amend- 
ments subaequenUy  offered  by  Urn,  which  are,  in  sub- 
stance, the  same  as  those  which  I  have  bad  the  honor  to 
submit,  and  which  are  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WsasTHsaid:  "The  bill  proposed  that  all  lands, 
that  shall  have  been  in  market  two  years,  should  be 
brought  into  market  at  one  dollar  tite  acre-  There  were 
sonewfaere  aboot  eighty  nuUions  of  acres  of  land  tl»t 
had  been  in  the  maricetfbr  many  years.  And  this  bill 
made  no  distinction  between  lanu  that  had  been  in 
market  twenty  years,  and  those  that  hare  been  offered 
for  sale  only  two  years.  He  thought  the  supply  of  land 
would  be  altogether  too  lai^.  It  was  generally  thought 
that  even  now  the  market  was  overstocked,  and  that 
for  the  last  for^  years  there  bad  been  double  the  quan- 
tity on  sale  that  was  required."   This  he  thouf^t  was 

ftroof  enough  that  this  bill  proposed  to  go  too  lai^Iy 
nto  the  matter.  He  thought  there  ought  to  be  scHne 
limitation;  and  it  occurred  to  bim,  that  to  fix  it  to  all 
"the  lands  that  had  been  offered  for  sale  for  ten  years 
would  be  a  more  satisbctory  provinon.  An  amendment 
#f  that  kind  would  exclude  a  great  quantity  of  land 
from  tiie  operation  of  the  bill,  would  still  include  sofli* 


cien^  uidauffiw  all  tbe<dd  laadoSkaitoiriiiduptiK^ 
accounts.  He  thought  two  years  too  short  a  period  fiir 
the  next  reduction]  but  such  a  limitation  would  lessen 
bis  objections  to  it;  and  it  would  be  &r  better  tiian  to 
have  such  a  mass  of  land  thrown  at  once  into  the  martet. 
It  could  not  be  doubted  that  land  would  come  down  to 
twenty'^ve  cents  much  sooner  than  the  population  would 
rei|uire  it.  This,  to  Mr.  W.,  was  obvious  that  the  gra- 
duation of  the  prices  would  bring  it  down  to  twen^ 
five  cents  vastly  sooner  ttiao  the  people  would  want  it 
He  was  in  favor  of  the  graduation  system;  but  be  thought 
the  effect  of  it  would  be,  if  it  went  into  operation  aa 
detailed  in  this  bill,  to  throw  the  hmds  into  the  liands  of 
people  who  will  hold  it,  as  the  United  States  do  now,  for 
want  of  purdiasen.  He  was  in  favtv  of  maUng  the 
system  apply  on  lands  that  had  been  ten  years  m  the 
marketf  mit  as  it  was  not  now  in  order  to  more  u  amend- 
ment to  that  effect,  he  would  defisr  it  until  it  should  be 
proper." 

Mr.  P.  then  read  the  amendments  offered  by  Mr. 
Webstkb,  and  proceeded  to  say:  This,  sir,  is  almost  tiie 
precise  system  which  I  have  proposed.  May  I  not,  then, 
confidently  hope  to  receive  the  aid  of  the  bcmorable  gen- 
tleman, nnce  it  is  apparent  that  I  have  nmply  revived  tus 
own  propositions,  made  in  1838^  1  can  testify,  from 
practical  nperienc^  to  the  soundness  of  the  news  oftln 
honorable  Senator,  and  concur  him  in  his  pfam  of 
graduation.  I  know  of  no  instance  where  a  <Ustrict  of 
lands  have  been  in  market  ten  years,  in  which  any  tracts 
remain  to.be  disposed  of,  from  which  the  Government 
can  realize  one  dollar  the  acre.  The  first  Choctaw  pur- 
chase in  Itiasissipm,  compriring  a  valuable  portioa  of 
:  cotton  lands,  has  neen  surveyeo,  and  offered  for  sale, 
only  a  few  years  past,  far  short  of  the  period  of  ten  jtm, 
and  I  may  venture  to  say,  that  ven  few,  if  any,  sections 
of  land  renuun  unsold,  which  could  command  one  dollar 
and  a  quarter  per  acre,  in  one  or  two  years  more  there 
will,  in  all  probability,  not  be  a  single  section  which  coold 
command  that  price.  What,  sir,  do  we  now  ask?  Is  it 
unreasonable  that  lands  which  have  remained  in  maiket 
ten  year^  should  be  reduced  twenty-five  cents  per  acrs; 
that  at  the  end  of  fifteen  years,  tbey  should  UBdet|{o  a 
further  reduction  of  twenty-five  cents  per  acre;  and  at 
the  end  of  twen^  years,  be  reduced  to  my  cents?  This 
is  all  we  ask,  and  it  is  not  more  than  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  proposed  to  give  us  in  1838. 

Has  there  been  any  change  in  the  circumstanMa  of  the 
country  since  that  period  which  will  justify  a  cbuige  of 
opinion  on  tlus  subject?  Sir,  I  think  not;  and  I  cannot  but 
hope  for  the  eountenanoeandvoteof  tiwhonotableSeanr 
tor,  which,  I  am  very  confident  would  ensure  the  adoption 
of  m^  amendment. 

I  dismiss  this  psrt  of  thean;unent,  leaving  the  propon- 
tion  to  graduate  the  price  of^ the  public  lands  to  the  fiite 
which  I  am  sure  awaita  it,  unless  it  shall  find  advocates 
among  the  friends  <^  tlus  bilL  Those  honorable  Senators 
who  so  anziou^  desire  to  retain  the  revenue  aconwy 
from  the  sales  <a  the  publie  Iaiid%  because  it  mqr  be  irielf 
ed  as  an  "  ailment"  to  reduce  the  rate  of  imposti^  and 
reject  the  benefits  accorded  to  the  new  States  because  the^ 
deem  them  offensive  to  the  purity  of  thdr  moral  sensbih- 
ty,  cannot  be  brought  to  the  support  of  my  amendment. 

They  call  on  me  to  surrender  two  nulUons  of  dollars 
which  are  tendered  to  my  constituent^  and  sacrifice  them 
to  escape  the  imputation  of  accepting  a  "  bonu^'  for  tb« 
vote  wnich  I  may  give  in  their  fimr.  This  terrible  *'  4o- 
ntia**  is  held  up  as  afrigfatfiU  qtectre  toalatm  Scaaton 
wbo  represent  interested  parties  from  the  perfbrmaaee  of 
their  duty. 

Now,  sir,  for  one,  I  cannot  bid  so  tugh  for  an  ^'mgumtn^* 
against  protecting  duties  which  will  &U  pointless  at  tiia 
feet  of  those  to  whom  it  is  addressed;  nor  esa  I  be  in- 
dueedtoaaerifiee  tlie  bestmtaeslB  of  tfaosa  vbon  Inpre- 
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■ent,  leit  I  mkbt  be  saipected  Otiba  high  erine  of  permit, 
tiw  tiidr  w^art  to  influence  my  judgment. 
1&.  Prerident:  I  mil  detain  the  Senile  onl^  «  few  mo- 
ments kngcr,  while  I  present  concisely  my  views  of  the 
opetKtion  of  the  second  amendment,  whidi  pn^ioees  to 
bring  down  the  price  of  the  public  lands  to  the  pow  emi- 
grant on  the  condition  of  actual  settlement  and  cultintion 
for  five  suceeariTe  years.  It  will  be  observed,  that  the 
findtatknii*  both  as  to  quaoti^  and  enttivation,  ue  w  clear- 
ly^  ezpreaied,  that  none  but  Oie  tftborhtg  class  of  emigtanta 
canprofit  by  the  privilege  granted. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucl^  [Mr.  Cui]  has 
admonished  us  to  be  ";>a(t«nl,"  and  promues  at  a  more  con- 
venient season  to  listen  to  our  compbantB.  1  will  teU  the 
honorable  Senator,  that  our  patiente  has  been  already 
well-tried,  and  has  thus  &r  enabled  us  to  bear  all  onrpn- 
rationsandsufiiuinga.  We  have  quiethr  waited  these  tnir^ 
^  years  for  some  meaiure  of  refiel^  ana  our  anxious  hopes 
liave  ended  in  disappKnntment. 

When  will  the  hour  of  our  deliverance  come?  Hay  we 
notpause  for  another  quarter  of  a  centuiy;  and,  when  we 
press  on  Congress  again  the  neceanty  of  attending  to  our 
daimsfor  redress,  be  thrown  back  «l  our  j»(lenceutbe 
best  fiiend  of  the  afflicted' 

But  the  bononble  Senator  aika,  irith  peeoUar  emphasis, 
what  do  the  new  States  want  *  Sir,  aaa  Senatw  fram  one 
of  those  junior  members  of  the  confederacy,  I  have  al- 
ready disclosed  to  the  Senate  tiie  condition  of  tn^  State, 
itainnts^  and  its  expectations.  We  are  yet  in  our  mfancy, 
and  need  the  fostering  hand  of  the  Federal  Government 
to  hasten  us  on  to  maturi^  and  manhood,  and  stret^tben 
ua  in  ourmarch  to  prosperity  and  real  indiBpcndenee. 

I  have  sud  Oat  we  want  the  meana  necessary  to  con- 
aCruct  important  w<a>lca  of  tntmial  imj>rovements,  to  es- 
tablish coilegea  and  semtoafiea  of  learning,  to  enll^ten 
the  minds  of  the  riMog  generation.  We  want  a  great 
dealt  perfaaps  more  tbim  the  honorable  Senator,  wiUi  his 
acknowled^d  feelii^  of  gener<NBty,  would  be  willing  to 
give  us- 

I  cannot  however,  withhold  fnm  the  hontnable  gentle- 
man the  htunage  of  my  thanks  livtiieCieni/pra'naiinB  of 
tiUsbillf  for  the  increased  percentage  on  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  whkh  is  accorded  to  us,  besides  the  grant  of 
half  a  million  of  acres  of  land,  to  be  selected  and  located 
under  the  <Ureotion  of  our  L.^;islature.  But  we  do  not 
think  it  unreasonable  to  ask,  in  addition  totbis  "  Aontw,"  a 
IU»eralmrstemi(W  the  Aiture  Asposal  trf"  tlte  lands  belong- 
ing to  the  Umted  States  whhla  our  boundaries.  Such  a 
mtem  shall  not  be  prajudMal  to  the  elder  awmbera  of 
this  great  fiimUy  of  States,  but  one  wluch  shall  hasten  the 
Mies  of  theae  lands,  and  enable  every  poor  em^|rant  to 
become  a  freeholds  the  moment  he  arrives  at  his  new 
home,  without  extorting  from  his  hard  earnings  the  last 
dollar  which  be  may  need  for  the  immediate  sustenance 
and  support  of  a  helpless  fimuly. 

la  there  any  thing  in  Ous  demand  which  can  be  regard- 
ed aa  exorbitant  tx  unrea8onid>le?  TO  myhuinble  con- 
eeption,ttiereiaDot  Weknow^and  fed,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  as  the  proprietors  of  the  soil, 
possess  the  power  to  obstruct  our  growing  prosperity,  by 
iTDpoaing  onerous  con^Utions  on  those  who  purchase  her 
unappropriated  domains.  But  1  will  not  indulge  the 
thow|;h^  that  a  free  Government  like  ours  will  bo  act  to- 
wards tiie  hardy,  patriotic,  and  meritorious  citiaens  who 
cODBdtnte  ita  best  support  in  peace,  and  its  best  defence  in 
the  hour  of  danger  and  difficulty,  flron  whatever  quarter 
it  may  come. 

Can  it  be  believed  that  those  who  hold  the  rdns  of 
power  in  their  hands  will  treat  us  like  the  inexorable  ere^ 
tor.  and  demand  "  the  pound  of  flesh  nearest  to  our  hearts, 
because  it  is  written  so  in  the  bond?"  No,  wv?  we  look 
with  becommg  confidence  to  this  Government  for  that  dia- 
intereAed  Undnesi  and  demenqrwhidi  an  eldof  brodicr 


should  extend  to  a  mmor,  of  irtwni  he  b  the  ndml 
guardian  and  protector. 

I  seek  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  poor  nani  to 
open  wide  the  door  to  die  honest  industrious  cultivators  t€ 
the  soil;  to  render  them  independent, 'contented,  and  hap- 
py, by  laws  founded  in  wisd<m,  justice,  and  humamty. 
May  I  not  hope  in  sudi  a  cause  to  find  an  eloquent  and 
d>le  advocate  in  the  hcmotable  Senator  frmn  Kentnclqrf 
[Mr.  Cut.]  Ideare  most  eamettiy  to  madafy  the  lull  so 
aato  make  it  acceptable  to  all  the  new  Stately  and  thereby 
put  an  end  to  this  disturbing  controversy  in  respect  to  m 
public  lands  for  many  years  to  come. 

I  connder  this  amendment  even  more  important  than 
that  in  relation  to  the  graduation  of  the  price  of  the  public 
lands.  It  holds  out  indueemeats  to  the  settlement  of  the 
vast  wiUiemess  (rf'tbe  Westi  it  wiU  hndte  iirto  thatextfn- 
dve  frontier  a  dense  populaition,  the  bone  and  mnsele  of 
the  country,  adequate  to  its  defence  on  all  sudden  emer^ 
genciea.  Sir,  it  will  do  mwet  it  will  enabte  a  oitisen  of 
Virnnia,  of  Massachusetts,  or  of  any  State  on  the  Atlantic 
sea-board,  from  the  extreme  North  to  the  old  States  in  the 
South,  to  husband  bis  scanty  means  by  a  rigid  econonnr, 
and  b^  small  accumulations  to -lay  up  a  sum  which  will 
bear  his  expenses  across  tiw  All^oahy  mountains  into  the 
for  West, where,  bytUsbencAceBtp>ov»on,lieiril|flnda 
resting-place  for  his  hdpleia  wife^and  d^dren— objecti 
near  uid  dear  to  his  heart.  Hemay  take  possession  of  a 
quarterHwetion  of  waate  land,  inhabit  and  cultivate  it  for 
five  years,  and,  at  the  expiration  of  that  period,  upon  du» 
proof  of  the  foct,  obtain  a  grant  from  the  Government  at 
the  moderate  price  of  fif^  centa  per  acre.  Can  it  be 
imii^ned  that  this  accommodation  to  the  poor  wHI  meet 
the  censure  of  the  intelligent  and  hardy  yeomanry  of  dte 
oldStates?  To  me  it  appears  otherwise.  Letit  berecol- 
lected  that  a  distinguiahed  Senator  f>om  Virginia,  not  now 
a  member  of  this  body,  [Mr.  Tasswuk,]  aubmitted  a 
proposition  to  cede  the  whole  of  the  public  lands  to  the 
new  Stalest  it  waa  much  spoken  of  at  tbattime,  and,  as  fior 
as  public  sentiment  was  developed,  it  met  the  appiobatiaB 
of  a  large  pn^iortion  of  the  American  people. 
We  do  not  now  ask  you  to  cede  these  Unas  to  the  Staler 
but  ^mply  to  aHow  the  emigrant  a  priirilege,  unimpMtant 
to  the  Government,  of  becoaung  a  freeholder  on  tda  eiw 
trance  into  the  country  which  he  may  select  fiw  tiie  place 
of  his  future  rendence. 

The  provision  is  reeonnaended  by  every  conHderatioa 
of  ntfional  p<^cyi  it  ia  both  justand  equitable,  and  I  trust 
it  will  meet  the  tanodoa  of  the  Senate,  and  be  inoerporated 
in  ^  bin.  I  have  no  hedtatkm  in  mybig,  and  1  might 
witiMut  hazard  stake  my  reputation  on  toe  issue,  tbst 
more  land  would  be  sdd,  and  more  mon^  brought  into 
the  treasury,  if  die  amendments  are  adopted,  than  under 
the  biU  as  it  now  stands. 

It  is  manifeat,  therefore,  that  tiib  new  arrangement  of  our 
hind  system  mil  favor  rather  than  interfere  with  the  pro- 
pmed  distribution. 

The  boRonblo  Senator  from  Q\ua,  [Mr.  Bwnre,]  who 
seems  to  think  that  no  indueeroenta  are  to  be  held  out  to 
emigration  from  the  old  to  the  new  States,  because  manu- 
facturing labor  would  be  diminished  in  the  same  ratio,  has 
said  that  the  man  who  labors  for  the  whole  community, 
and  derives  hia  support  from  his  duly  wagea,  is  as  inde 
pendent  as  he  who  lives  on  his  fknn  and  maintiuns  his 
nmily  by  the  fruits  of  agricultural  labor.  Sir,  the  bonmrn- 
ble  gentleman,  iii  giving  utterance  to  tiiia  sentiment,  hai^ 
in  iny  ju^ment,  totally  irislatei  the  fieeling*  «nd  diarao- 
terc^  the  American  people.  Onthispartoftheiubjcc^ 
I  entirety  concur  in  Ute  opinion  expretsed  by  the  honora- 
ble Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  G«r»nT,]  thatthe  lib- 
erties of  the  country  will  be  beat  secured  by  making,  as 
far  as  possible,  every  man  in  the  community  aI>eeholder. 

I  believe  thU  to  be  sound  poliinr  in  all  free  Governments : 
He  who  cultivates  Ae  earth  kwkaonly  to  his  God  and  the 
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rtren^h  of  bif  own  arm  for  ttie  means  of  luatenanee  »ad 

comfort  as  the  rewards  of  his  industry. 

An  enlightened  statesmaoi  who  looked  deeply  into  the 
human  heart,  and  understood  well  the  springstif  human 
action,  has  denomin^tted  the  farmers  and  planters  "  God's 
chosen  peoplei"  and,  whether  it  be  fact  or  fancy,  it 
conTejrs  to  mind  a  pleaun^  illustratiDn  of  the  moral  in- 
fltienoe  in  society  of  that  branch  of  industry  which  removes 
the  laborer  from  the  temptations  of  vice,  and  cheri^es 
the  holy  inspirations  of  religion  and  virtue.  The  nuui 
who  follows  the  plough,  and  wields  the  axe  to  fell  the 
sturdy  oak  of  the  forest,  is'taught,  by  education  and  the  na- 
ture of  bis  pursuits,to  spurn  the  humiliation  of  dependence 
on  the  courtesy  of  his  fellow  man.  He  enjoys  his  frugal 
fare  in  his  homely  cottage;  he  seeks  not  uie  smiley  and 
Jiesn  not  the  frowns,  of  wealth  or  power,  so  lone  aa  he  is 
obedient  to  the  law  of  bis  country .  It  is  a  maxim  erf*  the 
common  law,  which  we  inherit  from  our  ancestors,  tbat 
"every  man's  house  is  lus  castle."  Yes,  sir t  under  the 
protection  of  our  free  institutions,  it  is  indeed  his  castle;  no 
matter  if  it  be  a  thatched  roof,  with  open  walls  through 
which  every  wind  of  heaven  may  whistle,  and  into  which 
all  the  elements  may  freely  enter — it  ia  nevertheless  his 
castle,  within  which  no  one  may  dare  to  intrude  without 
bis  free  consent,  or  by  the  authori^  of  some  known  pro- 
cess of  taw.  There,  around  his  peaceful  Bre«de,  be  may 
worship  bis  God  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  con- 
science, and  drink  deep  of  the  blesungs  of  lUvine  Provi- 
.dence,  amidst  the  smiles  of  his  poor  but  contented  family. 

In  favor  of  this  class  of  my  fellow-citizena,  I  wish  now  to 
legislate,  by  extending  to  them  the  protecting  arm  of  the 
GovemiDcnt,  as  the  pioneera  who  are  destined  to  open  the 
Western  urildemess,  and  aa  the  defenders  of  the  rich  lega- 
cy of  freedom  and  indepeftdmee  bequeathed"  to  us  by  our 
fathers. 

Sir,  let  us,  while  we  are  at  peace  with  alt  the  nations  of 
the  earth,  by  a  wise  and  liberal  course  of  les^slation,  give 
harmony  and  tranquillity  to  every  portion  of  our  beloved 
country.  Let  usremove  the  last  "apple  of  dlscord,"and 
present  to  the  world  the  sublime  spectacle  of  a  confedera- 
cy  of  States^  comprtMog  more  than  twelve  miOiona  of  free- 
men happjr  under  a  Oovemmant  of  just  laws,  wliidi  con- 
fer equal  rights,  equal  benefits,  and  protecUon,  on  all  who 
live  under  its  benign  influence. 

Mr.  President:  I  will  say,  in  conclusion,  passthe  bill  on 
your  table  with  the  amendments  which  I  have  had  the  hon- 
or to  submiti  bring  down  your  nstem  of  imposts  by  grad- 
ual reduetkmst  to  the  standard  of  a  revenue  necessary  to  de- 
fnty  the  current  expenses  of  the  Governmentt  and  instead 
of  disend,  "  blood  and  carnage,"  dvil  strife  and  miliary 
ilespotim,  we  may  hope  to  transmit  the  btessings  of  liber, 
ty,  the  constitution  and  union,  to  generations  yet  unlxmi. 

Sir,  I  have  done;  I  leave  the  issue  to  the  loundand  im* 
partial  judgment  of  this  honorable  body. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  next  rose.  He  said  he  was  not 
aware  tbat  any  gentleman  had,  in  the  progress  of  the 
present  debate,  or  in  that  which  took  place  on  thissubject 
at  Uie  last  session  of  Coiwreas.  cbdmed  for  the  new  States, 
aa  a  matter  of  right,  the  hnds  of  the  United  States  witUn 
their  respective  limits.  That  doctrine,  it  is  true,  (said  Mr. 
E.)  was  at  one  time  urged  on  the  floor  of  Congren.  It  was 
said,  that  some  principle— he  knew  not  what — deep  and 
recondite,  and  probably  inexplicable;  a  principle  inhe- 
rent in*  and  of  the  essence  of,  State  sovereignty— atuched 
to  the  new  States  at  the  moment  of  thrir  tormation;  and 
did  at  once  and  forever  annul  and  deMroy,  in  part,  if  not 
in  whole,  the  very  compact  which  gave  them  their  beiiw. 
fiut  this  notion  has  lived  out  its  diy,  and  expired  int&c 
due  course  of  nature.  I  think  (said  Mr.  E.)I  am  rig^it  in 
Mying,  that  no  one  here  has  directly  advanced  or  con- 
tended for  sucii  doctrine.  It  may  be  that  I  am  mistaken, 
for  my  attention  has  twit  been  cloaelv  fixed  upon  all  that 
bat  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  clebfttci  but  if  it  hw 


been  urged,  it  requiret  uo  aiyument  of  mine  to  refute  itf 
that  has  been  already  cmcluaively  done  by  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  in  whose  views,  on  that  branch  of  the 
argument,  I  entirely  concur.  We  have,  it  is  true,  ur, 
heard  much  declamation  about  the  rights  of  the  new 
States,  and  justice  to  the  new  States,  without  any  defini- 
tion of  the  nature  ofthoaeri^tH  or  the  exact  measure  of 
the  justice  wluch  ia  clumed.  U  seems,  however,  that 
neither  can  b«  fully  accorded,  without  yielding  to  all  such 
modest  demanda  aa  gentlemen  may  think  proper  to 
make;  apparently  terminating  in  nothing  short  of  a  ces- 
sion of  all  the  national  domain  to  the  States  which  they 
represent.  But,  sir,  the  question  of  right  and  justice  to 
the  new  States  is  to  be  determined,  not  by  uie  mere 
measure  of  their  claims,  but  by  reference  to  Uteir  aeveral 
compacts  with  the  Unioni  an^  when  any  of  us  require 
right  and  justice,  we  roust  confine  our  demanda  within  the 
purview  of  those  instruments;  we  cannot  bring  our  sister 
States  into  a  court  of  conscience,  and  require  of  them 
there  that  which  they  never  af^reed  to  award  us. 

In  deciding  between  this  bill  and  the  amendments  pro- 
posed by  -the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  the  power  of 
Congress  to  distribute  the  proceeds  of  the  aalesof  public 
lands  among  the  several  Statea  necessarily  come*  in  quea- 
tion .  If  we  have  not  the  power,  by  direct  |^nt  or  alrong 
impUcation,  to  make  this  aistribution,  there  u*  on  my  part* 
an  end  of  the  matter;  if  we  have  ^e  power,  by  an  un- 
doubted grant  from  the  constitution,  the  foundation  of 
the  argument  of  Uie  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  swept 
away  from  under  him,  and  the  fabric  which  be  has  reared 
and  balanced  with  such  skill  on  this  baus  must  fall  to  the 
ground. 

I  would  ask  the  Senator  to  take  up  the  deed  of  cemkw 
fromVwgimatotiie  Unhed  States— 1  name  tbat  particu. 
Uriy,  because  it  cedes  nmeh  the  greater  part  of  the  land 
which  we  hold  of  the  several  States;  and  because,  in 
this,  you  find  substantially  the  provisions  of  them  all.  I 
would  ask  him  to  take  up  thia  deed,  not  to  glance  over  it 
hastily,  aa  he  has  done  in  his  speech  to-day,  butc^fulhr 
to  weigh  its  provisions,  and  coniider  calmly  and  impartia(- 
ly  their  import,  and  come  to  such  decision  as  he  would  do 
were  he  trying,  in  a  judicial  ci^iaci^,  the  right  of  parUca 
under  it;  and,  if  he  will  do  thu^  1  can  safely  say  for  him, 
in  advance,  that  he  will  hold  it  to  be  not  only  the  right 
but  the  duty  of  Congress  to  make  this  distribubon. 

The  situation  of  our  country  at  the  lime  of  nuking  and 
receiving  this  deed  of  cession,  is  important  to  the  true 
comprehension  of  its  import.  We  had  just  emei^ed  from 
the  war  of  the  revohition;  our  independence  had  been 
achieved,  and  this  immenae  territory  conquered  at  the  ex- 
penseofthehloodandtreuureofthewholepeople.  The 
waste  and  unappropriated  lands  were  within  the  charter* 
ed  limits  of  a  few  of  the  States,  principally  of  Virginia;  but 
itwu  umd  by  ^e  other  States,  that  justice  required  a 
cession  for  the  common  benefit;  and  this  cession  was  ac- 
corded. At  this  time  there  was  no  such  thing  as  revenue 
belonging  to  the  eonfedency;  all  that  avuled  to  pay  the 
debts  ana  support  tiie  current  expenaea  of  tbe  Genend 
Government,  was  raised  by  contributions  on  the  several 
States.  This  was  the  state  of  thinga  at  the  time  of  the 
execution  of  thia  deed  of  ceauon;  and  1  have  now  to  aak 
the  attention  of  tbe  Senate,  while  I  examine  it  somewhat 
closely,  and  endeavor  to  ascertain  from  the  langoage  of  the 
instrument,  as  well  as  the  situation  of  the  partKS,  whetha 
distribtUion  of  the  proceeds  was  intendM  by  Uie  donor 
attheUroeof  thegnint.  The  deed,  after  reaerring  various 
oarcela  of  land  for  specific  objecta,  provides  *'  tMtall  the 
unda  within  the  tenitoiy  so  ceded  to  the  United  States, 
and  not  reserved  (in-,  or  appropriated  to,  any  of  tbe  be- 
fuvmentioned  purposes,  or  disposed  of  in  bounties  to 
the  officers  and  stmien  of  the  American  army,  shall  be 
considered  aa  acommonfiiod  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
iuch  of  the  United  States  w  here  become,  or  diall  be- 
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G«H^  nembcn  of  the  confederation  or  Aden!  alliance 
of  the  Bud  States,  Vlrpnia  inchiMve,  according  to  their 
maal  reapeetire  proportiona  in  the  general  chaive  and 
expenditure,  and  ali«l  be  faithfully  and  ions  Jm  di»- 
pwed  of  for  that  parpoae^  aad  for  no  other  puipon  what' 
aoeyer." 

Now,  lir,  this  land,  which  is  reaerred  as  a  common 
fund,  is  vested  in  the  General  Government;  not  to  be  re- 
tatDcd}  not  to  be  ht\A  in  perpetuity  as  a  j<nnt  tenantcy,  as 
the  Senator  from  inincMS  [Hr.  Kuri]  seems  to  suppose; 
but,  in  trust,  to  be  cUsposed  of  *•  faithfolly  and  bona  fide" 
for  the  purposes  designated  in  the  grant,  lite  land,  then, 
ts  to  be  diapoacd  of,  and  the  proceeds  are  to  go  to  the 
common  benefit  of  all  the  members  of  the  confederacy. 
"But  here  arises  the  important  quostioo—waa  it  intended 
■t  the  time,  by  tbe  parbea  to  this  deed  of  cession,  that  the 
Genend  Government  ^ouM  diibune  aa  well  as  receive 
their  proceeds,  or  that  she  should  merehr  receive  and  dia- 
tribote  them  among-  the  several  States*  Advert,  sir,  to 
Uk  rituation  of  our  Government  at  that  time,  which  I  have 
already  noted,  and  look  also  at  the  wording  of  tbe  latter 
clause.  Vii^^ia  was  a  member  of  the  confederacy  at  tbe 
timeshe  made  the  grant  Her  hcnefitwould  neeeanrily 
be  induded  tai  tiie  common  benefit,  if  the  expen^tnre  « 
the  proceeds  of  dtese  lands  were  to  be  made  by  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  for  the  support  of  the  Government,  or 
the  pqrment  of  its  debts,  and  were  to  be  confined  to  Uigse 
purposes.  Why,  then,  insert  the  words  **  Virginia  indu- 
nve,"  which  we  find  in  the  clause  of  this  grant?  If  the 
construction  given  it  by  some  gentlemen  be  correct,  this 
were  an  absiudily.  If  my  view  of  it  be  correct,  we  can 
reatUy  understand  why.  a  eantiou  conveyancer  would 
choose  to  insert  it.  The  next  dauae  flxea  the  proportion 
in  which  each  of  the  parties  interested  shall  be  entitled) 
the  laiq^uage,  "according  to  thdr  usual  respective  pro- 
jMtrtionsin  tbe  general  charge  and  expenditure,"  is  ra- 
tional and  intelligible,  if  it  be  true  that  distribution  was  in- 
tended; but,  othmnse,  it  were  wholly  without  meaning. 
If  Uie  monejr  were  to  be  pud  out  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment only,  mdiscbaigeoftfie  common  dd>t%  and  in  sup> 
port  of  the  common  Government,  who  would  have  thought 
of  naming  the  proportion  in  which  it  should  be  enjoyed 
by  the  several  States?  And,  sir,  the  rule  for  the  con- 
struction of  written  instruments,  with  which  we  hare 
been  fimiiliarin  courts  of  law,  namely,  that  an  instrument 
shall  be  so  constructed  aa  to  g^ve  efficiency  to  everjr  part 
of  it,  ia  equally  entitled  to  tlw  attention  of  the  legislator 
and  the  judge;  it  is  founded  in  practical  good  sens^  and 
iaatonce  asaented  to  by  the  mort  uninmined  aa  weU  as 
tiie  roost  enlig^iteaed  mind.  But  to  sustain  this  objection 
to  the  power  of  Congress  over  this  property,  to  do  with 
it  as  proposed,  gentlemen  must  repudiate  this  principle, 
and  suppose  that  the  grantors  of  this  deed,  among  the 
ablest  men  of  any  age,  wrote  nonsense  in  two  sinking 
particDbra;  and  tliey  must  disregard,  too,  the  most  obvi- 
ous eoincidence  of  these  clausea  in  the  deed,  with  tbe  ntu- 
ation  of  the  parties  making  and  accepting  this  grant. 
1'here  canno^  I  think,  be  any  doubt  remaining,  that,  at 
tbe  date  of  this  deed,  distribution  of  the  fund  arising  from 
these  lands  was  in  the  contemplstioo  of  the  parties.  It 
icmains  to  be  shown  wliether  that  purpose  has  been 
changed,  or  the  obligation  removed,  by  any  subsequent 
compact.  Was  it  yielded  op  or  abandoned  in  tbe  forma- 
tion of  the  constitution? 

Tbe  second  section  of  tbe  fourth  article  of  the  co»U> 
tutiopKives  Congress  "power  to  dispose  of,  and  make 
all  iwedfiil  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  territory 
or  other  properW  belonging  to  the  United  SUtes."  The 
power  is  in  itself  plenary  and  unlimited;  and,  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Uiflsissippl  [Mr.  PoiSDaxTia]  has  ably  urged, 
leaves  Congress  wholl}r  unrestricted  in  ibe  manner  of  the 
disporition  of  the  public  lands,  and  the  purooset  to  wluch 
they  may  apfdy  thdr  proceeds}  fl<om  t&s,  howerer,  must 
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be  excepted  thoae  caaes  iriiera  Congrew  is  Unttcdor  re- 
strained  by  the  terms  of  some  eompaet. 

The  deeds  of  cestton,  to  wlueh  I  have  already  referred, 
furnish  a  case  of  restriction  by  compact  prior  to  the  con- 
stitution; but  diat  compact,  with  all  others  entered  into 
by  the  old  confederation,  is  rec<^nised  and  made  binding 
on  the  United  States  by  a  provision  in  the  constitution. 
The  first  section  of  the  rixth  article  deebres,  "that all 
debts  oontracted,  and  eng^ements  entered  into,  before 
the  adoption  of  tlUs  constitution,  riiall  be  as  valid  against 
the  United  States  under  this  ctHWtitution,  as  under  the 
confederation."  This  instrument,  therefore,  which  gives 
to  Congress  unlimited  control  over  tbe  national  dmnain, 
binds  tnem  to  fulfil  all  "engagements  entered  into"  with 
regard  to  it.  The  engagement  ent«^  into  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  deed  of  cewon,  to  hold  tbe  lands  in  tnAt 
fi>r  the  purpoaea designated,  veA  to  dispoaaof  tbem,and 
ai>ply  toe  proceeds  aa  thetdn  greeted,  ia  nrnognind  by 
this  constitution,  and  the  national  Mthiaple^edanew  for 
its  observance. 

It  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kiire,] 
that  taxation  for  the  auppcMt  of  Ofmmmen^  nnder  the 
constitution,  ia  Icrted  on  tte  peo^  generally,  and  not 
raiaed  from  the  Ststea  by  oonttibnbon,  as  under  the  old 
confederation;  and  hence  be  argues,  that  the  distribution 
contemplated  by  tbe  deed  of  cession,  though  obligatory 
under  the  confederation,  would  be  a  violation  of  the  con- 
stitution. Constitutional  objections  were  easily  got  up, 
and  made  to  bear  upon  any  thing,  no  matter  what,  if  we 
receive  as  the  constitution  every  imputed  intent  in  its 
framers,  even  in  direct  opposition  to  tbe  very  terms  of 
the  iiutrument  Itself.  Concede  but  tUs^  and  e«^  of  us 
may  fa^ion  a  eonatitution  for  himaelfi  and  ereiy  one 
would  violate  it,  whose  opiniona  or  policy  nught  be  vari- 
ant  from  ours. 

But  the  gentleman  is  wrong  as  to  his  theory  of  taxation 
under  the  constitation.  Taxes  are  not  levied  upon  the 
people  collectively,  but  are  ^iportioned  among  them  in 
Slates,  according  to  tbe  same  principles  aa  und^  the  old 
conf^ration. 

I  will  refer  you  to  tbe  third  seetim  of  tbe  first  article 
of  the  coostitotion,  which  declares  "that  representation 
and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
Statea  which  may  be  included  within  this  Union,  afford- 
ing to  their  reflective  numbers,  which  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  adding  to  the  whole  number  of  free  perwrns, 
including  those  bound  to  service  for  a  term  of  yean^  and 
excluding  Indiana  not  taied,  tiiree-filUu  of  all  i^wr  per- 
sons." From  this  clause,  it  is  obvious  that  the  diatiUMfr- 
lion  which  was  contemplated  by  this  deed  of  cession,  and 
which  in  its  inception  had  relation  to  the  articles  of  con- 
federation, will  operate  as  folly  and  effectually  under  the 
constitution.  And  it  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  no  change 
whatever  in  the  ratio  of  taxation  (and  consequently 
distribution)  baa  taken  place.  I  therefim  hoU^  ttat  not 
only  are  we  at  bberty,  consistent^  with  conititittional  ob- 
ligation^ to  make  the  general  distribution  contemplated 
by  this  bill,  but  that  we  are  bound  to  do  so,  of  alltfae 
lands  which  we  hold  by  these  deeds  of  cesnon.  As  to 
the  territory  purchased  of  France  and  Spun,  its  atuation 
is  different;  sjid  the  Senator  from  Misussippi,  [Mr.  Poiv- 
DxfTu,]  in  whose  views,  in  that  particular,  1  entirely  con- 
cur, has,  as  I  conceive,  placed  it  upon  its  true  ground. 
Cotigreas  has  the  right  to  dispose  of  that  in  auch  manner 
as  they  see  fit,  unshackled  by  any  restriction  or  limitation 
whatsoever,  except  til^  own  sense  of  justice  and  expc> 
diency. 

But,  it  may  be  asked,  if  my  views  be  correct  as  to  tbe 
lands  held  under  the  deeds  of  cession,  as  those  lands  were 
not  pledged  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the  revolu- 
tion,  and  as  they  were  given  for  the  purpoan  of  distribu- 
tion, why  have  not  their  proceeda  been  distributed?  and 
has  not  the  national  biUi  heMi  already  violated  in  ne^rc^ 

Digitized  by  Google 


163 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


164 


8>*i.TS.]  Pubke  Landi. 


vtxg  Mbim  dbtribottoa?  To  this  I  answer,  the  natioiud  debt 
Tu  A  mm  owed  or  BMomed  bj  the  Gcnenl  Government, 
fbr  the  p^roient  of  whkh  each  of  the  Statu  was  bound  to 
oontr9>ute  in  predaely  the  same  proportion  aa  it  was  .en- 
titled to  receive  of  the  proceeds  of  ^ese  hnda  under  the 
principle  of  distribution.  The  General  Oovemment,  who 
IB  their  trustee  in  thb  partieuhu*,  held  the  proceeds  of  the 
pubbc  lands  to  which  titer  were  entitled  in  distribution, 
and  at  the  aune  time  was  bound  to  pajr  a  bu^  sum  annu- 
tStft  to  whiehtiiejr  were  bound  to  contribute.  Hie  clear- 
est principlei  of  justice  would  warrant  the  General  Gov- 
ernment in  retaininiF  this  fund,  and  applying  it  to  the 
debt  rather  than  to  distribute  it,  and  immediately  reclaim 
it  from  the  distributees  for  the  purpose  of  so  applying  it. 
But  the  national  debt  is  now  paid;  tbia  iiind  is  no  longer 
needed  for  that  purpose;  nor  can  any  man  ray  that  it  it 
required  for  the  purposes  of  revenue.  Indeed,  we  have 
to  mit  shout  us  to  see  where  w«  can  cut  off  other  streams 
whieh  brii^  their  golden  tribute  into  our  treasurr,  leat 
we  be  inundated  and  overwhelmed  with  its  abundance. 
TbcMcaritiesof  theGenenl  Govemment'donot  require 
these  preeeeds.  We  arc  not  placed  in  such  a  situation, 
that  ir  it  were  paid  over,  we  could  rightfully  reclaim  it  by 
£reet  tataticm  levied  witlun  the  several  States;  other  le- 
gal Boarcea  of  revenue  abundantly  supply  the  wants  of  the 
GovernMent.  We  are,  therefore,  now  bound  by  the 
deed  of  cesmin,  the  acceptance  of  wUch  was  a  compact, 
to  execute  tiie  trust  wliich  it  reposes  to  us^  by  direct  dis- 
tribution, according  to  its  provisions. 

Another  view,  arising  out  of  this  deed  of  cession, 
touches  especially  the  amendments  offered  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  viz.  a  reduction  of  the  price  of 
those  lands  to  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  fifty  cents  to  actual 
■ettlen.  This  is  intended  to  cover  all  the  lands,  as  well 
those  which  we  hold  by  the  deeds  of  ces«on,  aa  by  pur- 
chase from  fbre^  powers.  I.have  already  shown  you, 
sir,  that,  of  one  portion,  and  that  at  present  the  most  im- 

Sortant,  ColSgreas  is  a  trustee  for  the  benefit  of  all  tlie 
tatea— botmd  to  dispose  of  it  for  the  common  benefit, 
*'  bona  yidie,  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatsoever."  We 
have  received  the  fee  of  those  lands,  and  agreed  to  dis- 
pcae  of  them  to  the  best  advantage,  *<in  good  faith,"  for 
the  bentftof  all  equally,  not  of  a  part;  and  justly  ap> 
portion  the  proceeds  arismg  from  their  disposition  among 
the  several  Statea;  and  I  need  hanlly  say  to  this  Senate, 
that  we  must  not  violate  this  plighted  good  faith;  we 
muat  not  betray  the  trust  reposed  in  us,  and  give  or  squan- 
der away  these  lands  for  the  benefit  of  any  one  or  more 
Stately  or  any  class  of  individuals,  without  regard  to  the 
ri^ts  and  interests  of  the  whole.  Let  us  look  at  the 
principles  of  tlie  proposed  amendment  in  this  point  of 
view,  and  tost  its  proprie^  by  this  our  engagement. 

The  first  ami  most  obvious  light  in  whioi  the  public 
lands  may  be  conndered,  is  as  a  vendible  article,  the  pro* 
perty  of  the  Unittnl  States,  which  we  are  to  dispose  of  at 
a  fair  price,  for  the  common  benefit  of  those  who  have 
Intrusted  ua  with  its  management  and  care.  We  fixed 
a  price;  we  settled  upon  terms  of  iale  long  since;  and 
we  are  now  advised  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
to  reduce  that  price  generally,  and  make  a  discrimination 
in  bvor  of  actual  aettlersi  And  what  reason  is  given  for 
this?  None  on  earth.  Are  the  landa  now  too  high?  'Do 
we  tuM  them  for  more  than  they  are  intrinsically  wortli  > 
No.  On  the  oontrary,  they  are  now  sold  so  low,  that  they 
are  bought  up  by  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands,  fur 
the  purpose  of  sjieculation.  A  large  amount,  it  is  true, 
remains  unsold;  and  so  there  would,  reduce  it  as  you 
ndght;  for  Uie  amount  on  hand  exceeds,  and  will  exceed, 
for  ages  to  cume,  the  capacity  of  our  population  to  occu- 
and  improve  it.  Why,  then,  reduce  the  price? 
ould  it  be  a  disposition  bona  jCeErof  the  national  do- 
nwn,  for  the  common  benefit,  to  do  so?  Would  it  be 
maitii^  tlic  nwit  out  of  the  common  properly  fbr  the 
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common  pn^t?  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  on  all  band^ 
that,  as  a  mere  money  tiuMetion,  it  would  not.  But  it 
is  ui^ed  that  in^rect  benefits  to  the  TJmon  would  result 
from  such  reduction,  far  superitv  to  the  pecuniary  lois 
which  we  should  incur  by  lessening  the  proceeds  w  the 
sales.  This,  sir,  1  admit,  is  a  fair  subject  of  inquiry;  and 
if,  on  a  full  view  of  all  its  effects,  we  find  the  good  to 
overbalance  the  evil  of  the  proposed  measure,  we  ought, 
|aa  statesmen,  to  adopt  it.  But  what  are  ttie  in^reet  be- 
nefits tmA  to  be  derived  from  the  redaction  in  price,  or 
the  free  donation  of  the  public  lands?  It  is  urged  as  a 
reason  for  this  measure,  tlmt  it  will  advance  the  settle- 
ment upon  the  public  landa;  that  our  new  States  will  be 
sooner  filled  with  inhabitants;  and  th%t  we  may  obtun, 
from  the  abundant  resources  of  a  numerous  and  prosper- 
ous people,  more  substantial  advantages  to  our  country 
than  from  the  sale  of  the  national  domain.  And  gentle- 
men who  contend  that  we  have  not  the  constitiitiona] 
power  to  sell  and  make  distribution,  mvely^  tell  as  that 
we  have  the  power  to  give  away  the  landa^  in  whde  or 
in  part,  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  settlemcDt  and 
emigration. 

Sir,  with  respect  to  the  eariy  and  speedy  settlement  of 
our  extensive  domain,  I,  periiaps^  diner  from  some  of  my 
friends;  I  certunly  do  dissent  from  an  idea  thrrfwn  out  in 
argument  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Clit.]  I  do  not  wish,  with  him,  tiiat  all  our  lands,  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  were  now  teeming 
witl\  population,  and  covered  with  ciilea  and  villages.  I 
look  upon  our  present  ntuation  as  most  peculiarly  b^ipyt 
we  have  a  delightful  climate,  fertile  soil,  large  navigable 
rivers  and  lakes,  and  all  the  mineral  products  of  the  earth 
in  variety  and  abundance— not  only  enough  for  the 
wants  of  the  present,  but  for  the  &ture  generations 
which  may  succeed  us  for  ages  to  rame.  And  I  am  not 
anxious  tiiat  this  vast  resource  of  future  life  snd  sub^rt- 
ence  should  be  occupied  to  the  fiill  measure  of  its  capa- 
city In  our  age,  or  even  in  that  which  is  next  to  succeed 
us:  let  it  remain,  as  in  the  due  course  of  tlungs  it  will  re- 
main, an  outlet  and  a  resource  for  our  children  snd  our 
children's  children,  for  generatims  to  come.  So  &r  as 
regards  the  interests  of  tlie  people  of  the  United  States 
and  the  prospects  of  their  porterity,  we  m^ht  »  well 
wish  tu  limit  tlie  extent  of  our  lands  to  the  wants  of  the 
present  inhabitants,  as  to  augment  our  population  at  once, 
au  OS  to  cover  and  occupy  all  our  hinds.  If  new  and  fer- 
tile lands  be  desirable  in  tiie  present  age,  they  will  be 
equally  so  in  succeeding  ageaj  and  I  do  not  envy  posteri- 
ty their  possession.    They  are  open  now  to  receive  that 

gortion  frf"  our  population  who  seek  themi  and  to  dcnro- 
le  are  they  to  the  husbandman,  that  it  requires  no 
bounty  from  the  Government  to  stimulate  his  enterprise. 
Let  me  not  be  misunderstood.  I,  sir,  would  not  discou- 
rage emigration,  nor  would  1  hold  out  to  it  any  other  in- 
ducementB  than  those  which  already  exist.  But  I  would 
give  it  all  the  fiicilitiea  which  arise  from  the  internal  im- 
provement of  tlie  country — the  construction  of  roads  and 
canals,  the  opening  and  improving  the  navigation  of 
oui-  rivers.  I  would  thus  lessen  to  the  emwmnt  the  tolt 
ami  expense  of  transporting  hts  family  amTeffeeis,  and 
enable  him  to  bring  with  him  to  his  newly^hosen  home 
many  of  the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  life,  which  he 
must  otherwise  leave  bchin<l  him.  I  would  not  pay  him 
a  bounty  for  removing;  but  if  he  wished  to  go,  with  the 
hope  ot  bettering  hia  aituotion,  I  would  smooth  the  way 
bcfne  lum.  But  all  else  I  would  have  as  it  now  is  and 
intrust  It  to  the  free  chcrioe  of  our  mtisenst  let  them  ba- 
lance advantages,  and  (diooBe  where  tlicy  will  nbiile. 

But  whence  is  this  population  to  come  wHh  whieh  gen- 
tiemen  seem  so  urgent  to  fill  up  and  occupy  o»ir  new 
lands?  They  are  not,  surely,  to  be  the  product  of  special 
creation  fbr  that  end  and  purpose  merely.  We,  there- 
fore, muit  draw  them  fhim  JEurope  fcv  our  beuottes^  or. 
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by  the  like  bounties,  entice  them  from  one  portion  of  the 
Union,  and  induce  them  to  go  and  occupy  mother. 

If,  Mr,  we  were  a  weak  and  timid  people,  expoiied  to 
danger  or  luvanon  from  without,  and  unable  to  dwell  in 
the  presence  of  tbe  other  nations  of  the  earth,  there 
might  be  some  reason  for  holding  out  bounties  to  tbe 
people  of  Europe  to  come  and  unite  with  ua  and  strength- 
en our  hands.  But  we  hare  passed  the  season  of  danger 
Irom  foreign  aggression;  we  are  strong  enough  to  defend 
and  protect  ourselvest  »k1  althourii  1  object  not  to  the 
tnfiux  of  fofdgner^  who,  animated  by  a  spmt  of  Otter- 
priae  or  a  love  of  liberty,  adTcnture  for  our  sborea;  and 
Although,  when  they  thus  come  among  us,  t  would  give 
them  tfie  hand  of  fellowslup,  and  welcome  them  ts  bro- 
thersi  yet,  t  would  hold  out  no  special  inducements,  no 
reward  except  that  of  freedom,  a  country,  and  a  home; 
nothing  to  flatter  tbew  pride,  or  tempt  their  araricci  fm 
cmjgndioo  fivun  that  country  might  be  pushed  too  &r. 
I  would  not  watk  that  all  Europe,  loosenea  from  its  foun- 
dation, should  precipitate  itseu  on  our  coast.  Nor  can  I 
perceive  the  benefit  which  would  accrue  to  us  as  a  na- 
tion, by  extraordinary  efforts  to  transfer  the  population 
from  the  old  to  the  new  States.  1  have  looked  in  vain  for 
reasons  to  induce,|t,  and  can  find  none.  There  may  be 
times  and  circumstances  under  which  this  would  be  wise 
«nd  po)itic(  but  those  times  have  gone  by,andtbe  eircum- 
alancea  do  not  now  exist  If  our  frontier  were  feeble 
and  incapable  of  self-defence,  that  might  furnish  a  rea- 
•oo;  but  how  is  it?  Sir,  when  the  first  settlements  were 
commenced  in  Kentucky  and  Oliio,  such  was  indeed  the 
state  of  things.  Here  and  there  were  planted  a  few  scat- 
tered iuhabitaiits  in  the  presence  of  numerous  hostile  na- 
Cioni^  counting  buudreos  to  otic,  and  without  communi- 
catknt  by  which  aid  could  be  furnisbed  from  the  older 
■nd  more  populoua  lectioos  of  our  countiy.  Hut  they, 
feeble  as  toey  were,  made  good  th«r  footing,  and  gradu- 
ally possessed  themselves  of  the  broad  fields  of  tbe  ene- 
my. Now,  tbe  population  of  tin  West  is  moving  forward 
in  a  broad  and  equal  niassi  nothing  to  ^vide,  nothing  to 
break  the  streiufth  and  force  of  the  current!  if  there  be 
4langer  on  the  frontier,  its  inhabitants  have  but  to  retire 
backward  a  day's  jouniey,  and  tbey  are  m  the  midst  of  a 
popuIou%  seeare,  and  plentiful  country.  No  impeoetnu 
ble  forests  or  nigfged  mountains  form  a  banier  between 
then  and  succor.  But  how  would  our  frontier  be 
•strengthened  by  a  gift  of  all  these  lands'  That  firontier 
migb^  perhaps,  be  pushed  more  and  more  remote  from 
point  to  point;  but  we  shall  still  have  a  frontier,  until  our 
en^nstion  westward  be  stayed  at  last  on  the  ^ores  of  tbe 

If  it  were  deemed  important,  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing our  tenilory  from  foreign  iiitruuon,  or  for  any 
other  sufficient  cause,  to  plant  a  cokmy  at  oooe  tm  the 
coast  of  the  Pacific,  or  on  the  banks  of  tbe  Orwon,  I 
would  agree  that  there  was  a  fair  occasion  for  tb/e  en- 
couragement of  enterprise,  by  hdding  out  bounties  for 
emigration;  and,  sir,  the  settlement  ca  that  coast  and  of 
those  shores  is  not  at  this  day  either  so  difBciiH  m  dan- 
genm,  as  was  the  settlement  of  the  banks  of  the  <Miio 
vhen  that  wis  achiered.  In  Kentucky,  |^ts  of  land 
were  given  to  the  adventurous  emigrsnt,  to  induce  him  to 
encounter  the  danger  and  privations  incident  to  the  coun- 
try. In  Ohio,  little  or  notlung  was  given;  but  the  oonntry 
was  pecnled  and  defended,  and  it  has  risen  r^udfy  cnmq^ 
in  population,  improreraent,  and  wealth. 

But  tbe  Senator  from  Kmtucky  [Mr.  Bias]  has  Aseo- 
vered  a  principle  on  which  we  may  justify  a  donation  of 
nil  tbe  lands  in  the  Tslley  of  the  HiMsappi  to  whomso* 
ever  will  rectivc  and  occupy  them;  and  he  proves  H  to 
be  a  ^spontion  of  them  to  the  common  benefit  ot  all  the 
States.  His  a^ument  is  tins:  The  navigation  of  the 
MisMiippt  is  nqtortsBt  to  ns  as  a  mtkm;  it  it,  therefore, 
ouriatcmtuaMtiai  todefimditi  aad^  by  boldhir  out 


bounties  to  individuals  to  settle  upon  its  waters,  we  shall 
strengthmi  onraalves  in  that  quarter,  and  be  the  better 
able  to  make  good  that  defence.  Now,  wr,  I  like  the 
general  doctrine  of  the  Senator  exceedingly  wett.  I  am 
ui  favor  of  appropriatii^  the  public  funds,  whether  in 
land  or  money,  to  secure  us  from  assaults  firam  without, 
or  to  enable  usUo  repel  them.  On  this  principle,  I  think 
it  important  to  improve,  and  as  soon  as  practicuile  to  per* 
feet,  our  various  avenues  of  intercommunteation  between 
different  sections  of  the  Union.  In  short,  by  the  con- 
struction of  canala  and  railroad^  lUvefging  fmn  the  most 
impmlant  points  «i  our  coast  into  the  populous  interior, 
to  enable  us  at  any  time,  in  case  of  a  sudden  descent  of  a 
foreign  enemy  on  our  shore*,  at  once  to  meet  him  in 
force,  and  punish  his  aggression.  If  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor will  view  the  present  bill  in  tbia  point  at  Ugh^  I  hare 
little  doubt  he  will  give  us  his  voto  upon  its  passage.  It 
will  certainlf  remore  aU  Ma  eonstitntioaal  Bcni|te  on  the 
subject:  for,  if  the  luids  may  be  constitationdly  gtven 
away,  in  order  to  strengthen  New  Orleans,  by  increasing 
tbe  population  on  the  Wabash  and  Wisconson,  sorely  it 
may  be  sold,  and  the  proceeda  applied  to  internal  im- 
provements,  which  will  aid  the  communieaticma  between 
different  poitiona  of  tbe  country]  foeilitate  thetimnsporta- 
tion  of  men  and  munitions  of  war;  and  hasten  the  trans- 
mission of  intelligence,  whether  of  crril  eomomtion  »  oi 
military  aggression. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  has  nngled  out  New  Orleans 
as  a  point  peculiarly  liable  to  attack  and  difficult  to  de- 
fend— a  point  in  which  we  are  weak,  and  ttkereftne  ought 
to  be  strengthened.  Now  is  ttus  the  fkcti  Sir,  there  is 
not  upon  our  whole  maritime  frontier  any  nn^e  pmnt  so 
secure  from  invasicm  as  New  Orieana  is  at  this  day;  and 
then  is  no  point  at  wliieh  half  a  nUIUon  of  armed  men, 
with  die  necesmry  munUions  of  war,  oonU  be  eooeen- 
trated  more  easily  and  miue  q>eedily.  Because  that  pirint 
was  once  exposed,  and  bcouise  the  means  of  defenee 
were  small,  and  difficult  to  be  broi^it  together,  it  does 
not  follow  that  th^  are  so  now.  Why,  sir,  Britain  was 
once  invaded,  and  still  m«v,  she  was  conquered  by  the 
Roman  le^ns;  but  what  would  we  say  of  the  statesman 
who  now,  in  the  British  parliament,  should  egress  foan 
of  another  attack,  and  exhort  the  nation  to  sumrnoa  att 
their  energy,  or  concentrate  all  their  forces,  to  guudths 
pmit  at  which  Julius  Cxsar  landed^  Yet  he  would  have 
reason  on  his  side  about  as  strong  ss  has  the  honorable 
Senator,  who,  here  on  this  floor,  invites  us  to  give  away 
lands,  and  plant  ooloniea  in  our  interior,  with  a  special 
view  to  the  defence  of  New  Orleans.  Why,  sir,  rince 
New  Orleans  was,  for  the  first  and  Isst  time,  attacked  by 
a  fureigu  foe,  what  changes  have  taken  plaee  in  the  inte- 
rior wmch  supports  it.'  Tbe  population  of  the  vriley  of 
the  Mississippi  has  risen  fhnn  one  to  three  ndlBona  a 
force  equal  to  all  the  Uiuted  States  during  the  revolu- 
tionary war.  The  sphere  of  active  assiatance  is  extend- 
ed five-fold.  Troops  and  munitions  of  war  couki  now  be 
transported  from  Pittaburg  in  less  time  dian  they  could 
have  been  in  1S14  from  Natchez  to  New  Oiieans.  Nay, 
sir,  by  means  of  the  New  York  and  Ohio  eajtals^  and  the 
use  of  rteam  in  the  nnvigstimi  of  on-  rivers,  troMS  ooold 
now  be  transported  from  New  York  to  New  Oneans  in 
one-fourth  of  tbe  tune  that  they  eouM  have  been  m  1814^ 
from  either  point  to  Pittsbtti|f .  Yet  gentlemen  have  cmi- 
stitutional  scruples  about  appropriating  tbe  pubUe  funds^ 
or  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  to  tiie  internal  im- 
provement of  our  country,  which  would  render  it  impre^ 
nable  in  all  its  extent;  but  they  will  give  it  away  by  nul- 
lions  to  settlers,  fbrthe  purpose  f«f  strengthening  a  ringle 
point,  which  no  one  beneves  to  be  in  danger. 

But  we  are  to  invite  emigration  to  the  new  and  fresh  lands 
on  the  upper  MisKssippi,  that  we  may  thereby  accumulate 
a  fivee  sutteieat  to  defend  New  Orleans;  and  where  are 
those  enrigranu  to  cone  fiw,  wl^un  we  tluis  buy  idth 
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our  bountiet?  Surely,  from  the  leaa  fertile  lands  of  the 
Eutmnd  Southt  from  the  tide  tniiat  dutricta  of  Maryland, 
Virj^da*  and  North  and  South  Carolina.  They,  1  pre- 
sume, have  their  thousands  to  spare,  and  will  still  be 
strong  in  case  of  a  military  incursion,  while  New  Orleans, 
backed  by  more  than  five  hundred  thousand  men  capable 
of  bearing  arms,  must  have  the  treasures  of  the  nation 
lavished,  and  the  population  of  the  East  drained,  to  protect 
her  against  an  apprenended  attack,  whic^,  indeed,  nobody 
apprehends.  1  dwell  on  tlua  the  more  par6culai>ly,  that 
1  may  show  you,  sir,  what  kind  of  quiddity  this  constitu- 
tional sample  is.  Can  any  Senator  be  really  governed  in 
action  by  things  of  this  substance,  so  strongly  dwelt  on  in 
debate? 

1  will  now,  as  briefly  as  practicable,  ezamtne  Uie  effect 
of  this  proposed  bounty  to  emigration  on  the  sevenl  sec- 
tions of  the  Union:  as  to  its  necessity  for  national  defence, 
1  shall  leave  that  out  of  the  question,  believing  the  Union 
to  be  strong  enoi^h  at  all  points,  and  especially  at  that 
point,  for  rae  safety  of  which  honorable  gentlemen  ex- 
press so  mudi  anxiety. 

Once,  on  a  former  occasion,  in  reviewing  the  operation 
of  some  measures  of  national  policy,  I  adverteo  to  the 
effect  of  emigration  on  the  oUtfr  portions  of  the  Southern 
State*.  The  same  views  are  applicable  hete .  The  open- 
ing of  new  and  fertile  lands  in  climates  nmilar  to  their 
own,  invites  Uwir  planters  to  abandon  their  old  and  par- 
tiallv  exhausted  fields,  and  seek  for  rich  virgin  soil  in  the 
further  West  Even  now,  much  of  these  lands,  which 
might,  by  careftd  culture,  be  kept  up  and  preserved,  are 
suffered  to  depreciate  to  barrenness,  wlule  its  cultivators 
flock  io  the  new  and  cheap  lands,  which  produce  abund- 
anUy  by  the  aliriitest  care  f»f  the  hu^ndman. 

But,  sir,  of  tnia  I  do  not  complun.  Our  ^yatoa  is  in 
.  this  re^wot  settled,  and  has  been  for  a  long  time  past, 
and  I  wish  it  to  remain  steadyi  but  the  inducemenU  to  emi 
gration  are,  in  that  ptnnt  wf  view,  strong  enough,  and  1 
would  add  to  it  no  new  stimulus.  X^et  it  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  pressure  which  bears  upon  the  staple  articles  of 
the  South  arises  ftom  over  production,  and  cheapo  pro- 
duction upon  the  fresh  laooa.  In  tlua  state  of  Uiii^  it 
would  be  nnther  wise  nor  just  ui  Congress  to  render  the 
cultivation  ^  th«r  tAA  fields  impracticable,  and  their 
lands  wholly  valueless,  by  brinj^n^  down  to  nothing  the 
price  of  the  Weatern  land^  which  at  presnit  so  SnloB 
tbur  pt^Nilation,  and  mnks  so  low  the  price  of  thdr  pro- 
ducts. 

In  another  point  of  view,  this  proposed  reduction  would 
operate  moat  seriously  on  the  Southern  portion  of  the 
Union.  It  ia  a  bounty  to  cinigmtion.  Already,  sir,  does 
that  section  of  our  country,  so  &r  from  advancing  in  po- 
pulation in  equal  steps  wiui  their  sisters  of  the  confede- 
racy, suffer  dinnnution  in  numben  of  its  free  inhabitants, 
while  the  daves  go  on  increasing  in  the  natural  ratio. 
Why  is  tlus,  and  whither  does  it  tend?  The  reason  has 
been  antidpated.  Emigration  takes  off  the  sons  and 
daughters  of  the  freeman,  while  the  progeny  of  the  slave 
remiun^  in  some  manner,  fixed  to  the  sw.  Its  future 
eonsequences,  the  result  to  vlueh  it  is  already  hsitening, 
would  be  hurried  to  a  catastn^e  by  tins  proposed  boun 
ty  to  emigration. 

If  we  turn  our  eyes  to  the  East,  the  reasons  against  it, 
deducible  from  the  state  of  souety  there,  are  equally 
striking.  There,  le8Bthanelsewhereinourcountry,they 
rely  for  their  wealth  on  the  cultivation  of  the  aoil.  Gen- 
erally, their  Unds  are  poor  and  unproductive!  the  pet^ 
laborious,  enterprising,  and  ingenioua.  There  it  is  that 
the  manufactures,  which  it  has  been  our  p^icy  to  build 
up  and  foster,  have  taken  root  and  flourished.  The 
bands  which  can  be  spared  from  the  cultivation  of  the  soil 
are  employed  in  the  nctOry .  So  fixed  have  been  the  prin- 
ciples, and  so  cberislied  the  poUcy  of  protection  mth  a 
minority  of  the  people  of  the  United  SlKte%  that  wc  m 


accused  of  having  pushed  it  beyond  the  powers  ^ven  us 
by  the  constitution.  These  are  the  assertions  of  those 
who  oppose,  and  who  wish  to  prostrate  the  policy;  but, 
true  it  IS,  that  we  have  watched  over  them  with  care  and 
anxiety,  consdous  that  they  are  the  germ  of  our  future 
greatness  and  power.  And  now  let  me  appeid  to  gentle- 
men who  are  the  friends  of  this  policy.  Would  they 
deem  it  just  and  wise,  at  the  instant  that  a  share  of  the 

EMtection  under  which  they  have  flouridied  is  about  to 
e  irithdrawn,  to  prostrate  them  to  the  dust  by  a  direet 
reward — a  bounty  held  out  to  their  operatives  to  leave 
their  employments,  and  settie  on  the  Western  lands?  II 
would  be  a  deathblow  to  the  prosperity  of  the  ^at. 
Would  it  benefit  the  Western  States? 

It  is  presumed  that  it  would  cause  an  influx  of  emigranta 
fixun  die  older  States,  and  tiierri>y  fill  the  country  with 
population,  and  cover  it  with  improremenls.  I  pn^ose 
to  look  at  the  supposed  benefit  with  some  carei  m  I 
would  not  in  any  thing  ovei^ook  the  interest  of  my  own 
State,  or  those  so  nearly  adjacent  to  her,  and  connected 
with  her  in  interest  and  feeUng.  Nor  am  I  to  be  led 
away  in  the  support  of  every  specious  project  which  mav 
be  supposed  to  tend  to  their  aggrandizement,  but  which 
my  reason  tells  me  will  opente  i^juriou^  upon  the 
people. 

Something  of  pride  b  feh  in  the  idea  that  m  State  is 
numerous  in  its  inhabitants,  and  great  in  power;  but  when 
we  apeak  of  physical  force,  the  power  to  attack  an  ene- 
mv,  or  repel  tnvainon,  it  is  the  power  of  the  Union,  not 
of  a  State,  that  ia  to  be  regarded,  for  it  is  that  which 
stands  us  in  stead;  nnce,  whatever  may  be  our  views  at 
home  of  the  re^)ective  rights  of  the  State  and  the  Gene- 
ral Governments,  in  out  relations  with  fwdgn  nations  we 
are  but  ime  people,  and  our  power  aa  anunst  them  ia 
one.  If  political  power  be  the  object  wmdi  fires  the 
ambition  or  flatters  the  pride  of  our  statesmen,  how,  when 
analyzed,  does  the  power  of  the  great  States  compare 
with  that  of  the  small?  In  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  in  the  choice  of  President  and  Vice  Prevdent,  if  Uiat 
chtuce  be  made  by  the  dectoral  colleges,  man  for  mm, 
the  eitixens  of  the  great  and  small  States  are  equal;  but 
in  this  branch  of  the  National  Legishture,  and  in  thiare- 
pontory  of  a  rMponrible  portion  of  executive  power, 
the  soull  States,  as  States,  are  in  all  things  equal  to  the 
largest.  Delaware,  with  a  population  of  less  than  dgfa^ 
thousand,  is  equal  to  New  York  with  her  two  miltioni; 
and  Missouri,  with  a  httle  more  than  one  hundred  thou- 
sand, is  represented  on  this  floor  alike  with  Ohi<^  wfaicb- 
has  tenfold  her  numbers.  So,  toOf  in  the  election  of  Pre- 
ndent  of  the  Unit^  States,  when  that  election  devolves 
on  th«  House  of  RepresentaUves;  or  of  Vice  Prerident, 
when  it  devt^ves  on  tiie  Senate;  the  States  are  equal  in 
power,  however  unequal  in  population.  Numbers,  there- 
lore,  are  not  a  desideratum,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  pi^tical 
power,  but  the  reverse;  the  citisen  of  Missouri  has,  from 
the  very  circumstance  of  its  smaller  population,  a  much 
larger  iliare  of  political  power  than  the  citizen  of  Ohio. 

Then  as  to  this  invimble,  intangible  bdng,  called  a  State : 
our  new  States  ate  not  to  be  esfwcidly  benefited  by  tnuw> 
fisrring  to  them  the  population  fi>on  ue  (dd  States. 

It  is  next  important  to  inquire  wh^er  the  pr^nt  in« 
habitants  of  the  new  States  will  derive  an^  important  be- 
nefits from  the  transfer  of  population,  which  this  amend- 
ment is  intended  to  produce. 

Uy  own  opinion  has  Icnw-  been  fixed  in  Uus;  that,  for 
all  me  purposea  of  WKaai  intervouiM  and  nrighborly 
quie^  the  settlement  in  our  fotile  ^rtrteta  ts  npia 
enough.  When  individuals  emigrate  from  their  home^ 
from  the  neighborhood  and  society  in  wluch  they  have 
been  reared  and  nurtured,  something  of  the  moral  and 
social  bonds,  which  are  among  the  Mfeguanls  of  virtue 
and  order,  are  severed.  If  a  p<eat  numbered*  individnalst 
unknown  to  each  other,  and  of  ^irimilar  habita  and  fccl- 
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mg,  be  then  thravn  suddenly  toretheri  i&  tendency  i%  to 
fonn,  for  a  time,  »  violent,  diaorderly,  and  immonl  nuns, 
until  the  elements  have  time  to  Mpumte,  the  parts  which 
haTe  affinities  to  combine  and  mute  with  each  othor,  and 
thus  fradualljr  give  unitm  and  coherence  to  the  whole. 
"  But  when  our  Mttlements  form  themselves  graduilly,  the 
evils  of  tiie  change  are  less  sennbly  felt;  the  few  indivi- 
duals who  are  thrown  ttmther,  impelled  by  mutual  wants, 
unite  at  once  in  fnen^hip  and  aJTection,  and  lay  the 
foundation  of  a  society  whose  bans  is  mutual  good  will; 
and  each  new  emigrant,  as  he  comes,  falls  in  and  forms  a 
part  of  that  society.  For  the  peace  and  morals  of  Uie 
new  eraarrants,  it  u  better  that  they  should  not  be  too  ra- 
pidly and  suddenly  transferred  to  the  Western  lands.  It 
la  better,  too^  for  the  comforts  of  the  emigrants,  that 
this  transfer  be  not  too  rapid;  the  few  that  go  in  advance 
depend  on  the  other  advanced  settlements,  tor  a  time,  for 
the  comforts,  and  even  the  necessaries  of  lifej  while  tbey, 
in  their  turn,  havyig  become  fixed,  and  with  improve- 
■nenti  about  them,  contribute  their  aid  to  sustain  the  still 
mwe  recent  adventurer  who  settles  near,  or  pushes  by 
into'  the  wilds  beyond  them.  It  will  be  at  once  perceived 
that  there  are,  thus,  limits  beymd  whitA  entigration  can- 
not extend  widiout  discomfort  and  privation. 

But  Mr,  the  agricultural  States  in  the  West  would 
•ufTer  more  heavify  in  anotlier  respect  from  the  new  and 
increased  impulse  proposed  to  be  given  to  emigration  by 
a  reduction  of  Uie  price  of  public  lands,  if  we  suppose 
it  to  have  the  pn^ised  effect  of  increasing  enugration. 
The  markets  fw  dl  the  vendible  products  of  the  West 
are  on  or  near  the  sea-coast,  extenaing  from  New  Orleans 
to  Boston;  the  whole  extent  of  that  country,  whether,  as 
in  the  South,  it  furnish  sugar,  cotton,  or  rice  plantations, 
or,  as  in  the  North,  the  various  manu&ctories  with  which 
they  abound,  thdr  laborers  consume  our  products  and 
furotdk  our  principal  if  not  our  only  market  But  if,  by 
any  means,  we  induce  Qiose  laborers  to  nugrate  and  set- 
tle on  our  fertile  lands,  do  we  not  at  once,  by  this  very 
■ct,  take  awav  the  market  for  our  produced  Eveiy  fk- 
inily,  which,  by  your  bounties  of  land,  you  entice  from 
the  East  to  the  West,  takes  one  from  the  number  of  those 
who  buy  our  staples,  and  adds  one  to  the  number  of  those 
who  compete  with  us  in  their  production.  TIiiis,  all  that 
our  stat^anen  have  done,  for  vears  past,  in  building  up  a 
market  for  our  farmers,  would  be  at  once  swept  away 
aTid  destroyed  by  a  un|^  act  of  improvident  le^sution. 

In  the  jwescnt  state  of  our  country,  Uie  indiu:ements  to 
agricultural  pursuits  are  strong — too  strong,  perhaps,  for 
the  most  perfect  prosperity  of  an  entire  community,  es- 
pecially as  they  are  obvious  and  direct,  and  its  disad- 
vantages and  embarrassments  are  the  indirect  conse- 
quence of  the  very  inducements  themselves.  So  many 
eng^e  in  the  occupation  of  fiutning,  that  the  other  em- 
ployments'essential  in  civilized  communities  are  pursued 
by  too  few  to  answer  the  purposes  necessary  for  tne  com- 
inon  goodt  all  the  handicraft  arts,  the  coarser  and  hea- 
vier manu&ctures,  essential  in  every  civilized  community, 
however  simple  and  rustic  their  habits  may  be,  are 
plied  by  too  small  a  number  of  hands  in  our  more  recent 
settlements.  Notliin^  can  be  more  strongly  illustrative 
erf"  tbb  than  the  statistical  infbrmation  ^ven  us  by  the 
Soittor  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kiito.]  He  has  shown  us 
that  in  Ohio^  out  of  a  population  of  more  than  lune  hun- 
dred tbouBUid  soub,  thm  were  thirty-seven  thousand 
penoDS  paying  taxes  who  were  not  fireeholders.  Hence 
he  infers  that  there  were  that  number  of  squatters  on  the 
public  lands,  poor  and  pennyless,  and  without  security 
for  their  homes.  Nothing  can  be  more  wild  and  errone- 
ous dian  this  estimate.  Why,  sir,  we  are  not  savages 
there,  nor  is  food  alone  all  that  is  required  to  soitun  us. 
We  live  in  houie^  and  employ  the  maion  and  the  car- 
penter to  rear  than.  We  wear  hats,  coat^  and  shoes, 
■od  ws  nqnire  the  labor  of  the  meduuie  to  provida 


them.  But  1  will  not  enumerate;  let  any  man  reflect  for 
a  moment  upon  the  necesuties  of  the  most  simple  com- 
munity; and  he  will  be  surprised  at  the  insufficiency  of 
the  number  thus  excepted  from  agricultural  pursuits  to 
supply  their  most  presnng  wants.  1  know  it  may  be,  in 
some  measure,  exphuned  by  the  &ct,  that  Dumy  of  our 
artisans  have  their  small  freeholds,  and  nungle  agricultu- 
ral labor  with  their  other  employments.  Still  they  must 
have  their  journeymen;  and,  if  they  are  fitrmer^  their 
bborerst  so  that,  on  the  whole,  the  smallness  of  the  num- 
ber ii  almost  incredible.  If,  however,  it  be  accurate, 
(and  from  its  official  character  it  is  entitled  to  credit,}  it 
should  induce  us  to  beware  that  we  make  not  the  evil 
worse.  Certain  it  is,  that  no  £rect  or  in^rect  boun6es 
firom  the  Government  are  necessary  to  Induce  our  peo- 
ple to  become  cultivators  of  the  s(n1.  Suppty  them  with 
a  market  for  their  produce,  uwl  my  word  for  it,  their  pro- 
ductions will  keep  psce  with  every  wish,  however  un- 
bounded. No,  rir,  it  is  not  necessary  to  legislate  to  make 
men  becnne  &rmers{  but  to  give  those  who  are  brmet* 
the  means  of  acquiring,  by  their  industry,comfort  and  io- 
dependenee. 

Bsfbre  proceeding  to  note  what  I  cohslder  the  last  and 
ereatest  evil  of  the  proposed  reduction,  I  wish  to  offer  a 
few  words  explanatory  of  my  views  of  the  extent  to 
which  these  amendments  go;  how  far  they,  in  &ct,  reduce 
the  price  of  lands;  and  in  what  manner  their  particular 
mode  of  reduction  operates. ' 

The  amendments  proposed  by  the  Comnuttee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands  reduce  the  price  of  all  lands  at  once  to  one 
dollar  per  acre,  and  all  lands,  when  purchased  by  actual 
settiers,  to  fiRy  cents.  The  effect  of  this  is  at  tmce  a  re- 
duction of  all  the  land  to  fifty  cents  per  acre.  For  land, 
abundant  as  it  is,  the  quantity  held  by  the  United  States 
being  inexhaustible  for  ages  to  come,  can  never,  in  our 
border  countries,  be  purchased  under  this  kw  fin>^  any 
purpose  but  imme^te  occupation.  No  man,  who  widies 
to  provide  for  his  future  fismily,  will  j>urcbase  lands  at 
one  dollar,  when  that  lying  all  around  lum  is  sold  to  the 
actual  occupant  at  half  that  price.  The  value,  the  cur- 
rent value  of  the  article  in  market,  to  those  who  wish  to 
use  and  occupy,  will  be  the  value  at  which  public  opinion 
wilt  rate  it,  and  no  man  who  has  money  to  lay  out  mil 
go  beyond  that  value;  so  that  it  would  be  equivalent  to  a 
genenu  reduction  to  fifty  cents  per  acre. 

Hm  consequence  of  tins  would  be  to  tnke  off  univer* 
sally  fh>m  all  real  estate  in  the  Western  country  to  a  like 
amount  per  acre,  whether  it  belonged  to  the  States,  or  to 
indiriduals;  and  whether  it  were  improved  or  unimproved, 
it  would  all  go  down.  As  to  the  unimproved  lands  lying 
in  the  States  of  Ohio  and  Indiana,  for  instance,  the  lands 
granted  by  Congress  to  OUo  to  ^  in  the  construction  of 
her  great  works  of  internal  navigation,  if  Congress  adopt 
this  amendment,  and  it  become  a  law,  every  acre  is  re- 
duced at  once  from  one  dolUr  and  twenty-five  cents  to 
fif\y  cents  in  value.  Say  that  in  Ohio  we  have  five  hun- 
dred thousand  acres  remaining  unsold,  it  would  in  that 
single  item  sacrifice  directly  of  this  property  of  the  State 
three  hundred  and  leventv-five  thousand  dollars.  Can  I, 
as  one  of  the  Senators  of  Ohio,  representing  her  in  this 
bod^,  eomnussioned  to  guard  her  rights,  and  watch  over 
her  interests,  consent  to  this?  No,  sir,  surely  no^  unless 
I  could  find  in  it  some  latent  virtue  which  would  compen- 
sate her  or  her  dtizens  for  this  wjrifice.  But,  so  far 
from  this,  it  appears  to  me  as  a  measure  fraught  with  un- 
mixed, unqualified  mischief.  Of  the  lands  of  the  State 
of  Ohio  there  are,  1  believe,  about  twenty-two  millions  of 
acres,  the  property  of  individualsi  tlie  ruue  of  this  land 
is  made  up  of  tiie  original  coat,  or  rather  the  market  price 
of  wild  lands  of  like  quality,  and  the  improvements  put 
upon  it  by  the  labor  of^the  husbandman.  Now,  sir,  if  you 
reduce  the  price  of  the  immense  amount  of  wild  lands 
owned  by  the  United  Btate^  you  Mk,  with  iL  the  value. 
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of  all  the  Undt  in  a  state  of  nature,  in  that  section  of  Uie 
Union  in  like  proportion.  The  unimproved  value,  tliere- 
fbre,  of  all  the  lands  in  Ohio,  and  all  the  States  in  which 
large  quantities  of  public  lands  are  ntuated,  would  sink 
from  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  to  fifty  cents  per 
acre,  if  this  amendment  should  be  carried  and  pa&s  into  a 
lawt  and  the  whole  loss  to  the  State  of  Ohio  and  her  ci- 
tizens, in  the  depredation  of  real  estate,  would  not  be 
leas  tlun  aerenteen  millions  of  dollars.  8uch»  too,  would 
be  the  case,  in  like  proportion,  in  all  the  new  Statest  and 
I  must  be  permlUed  to  aay  that,  however  soundly  ^ntle- 
men  may  judge  ofthe  wishes  and  interests  of  their  consti- 
tuent^ I  can  anticipate  nothing  but  misfortune  and  loss  to 
them  all  as  the  result  of  a  such  a  measure. 

It  is  aud  that  land,  if  intended  merely  for  cultivation, 
ia  equally  uiefiil  to  tlie  farmer,  whether  its  nominal  va- 
hie  De  great  or  small.  This,  mt,  might,  in  some  condi- 
tions of  society,  be  the  case;  in  ours  it  is  not.  It  might 
be  so,  if  all  that  was  sought  or  desired  by  our  people  were 
subsistence  merely — unconnected  wholly  with  the  idea  of 
property.  But  it  is  important  to  the  prosperity  and  im- 
provement of  a  country  that  a  farmer  should  hold  his 
farm  in  estimation,  that  he  should  value  it,  be  proud  of 
it,  and  reckon  bis  wealth  by  its  worth.  Satisfy  him  thnt 
it  is  of  little  or  no  intrinnc  value;  that  other  land,  aa  good, 
'  may  be  had  for  nothing;  hia  motive  to  labor  on     to  im- 

Erove  and  ornament     ti  weakened,  and  the  home  of  the 
usbandman  becomes  less  desirable  and  lest  happy,  u  it 
is  leas  cherished. 

Hen  who  have  already  exhausted  their  means  and  ex- 
pended their  labor  in  the  purchase  of  lands  &om  the 
United  States,  and  in  the  improvement  of  those  lands, 
have  a  right  to  claim  that  we  shall  not  disturb  or  unsettle 
the  price  of  .the  property  which  we  have  sold  to  them. 
Those  who  purchased  yesterday  at  one  dollar  and  twenty- 
five  cents  per  acre,  have  they  not  cause  to  complun  if 
to-morrow,  before  they  enter  on  their  lands,  or  cut  the 
first  stick  for  the  construction  of  their  cabins,  we  put 
down  the  price  to  all  other  purchasers  to  fifty  cents;  and 
thua,  by  a  mere  act  of  wantonness,  deprive  tbem  of  more 
than  huf  of  the  vidue  of  their  purchased  I  cannot  for- 
bear adverting  to  a  very  sensible  paragraph  from  an  In- 
diana paper,  which  has  accidentally  fallen  into  my  bands. 
It  shows  Uie  opinion  which  ])ractical  men  on  the  spot  en- 
tertain on  this  subject.  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading 
it  to  tiie  Senate. 

**Pusuc  Lairos. — A  QueUion. — Should  the  price  of 
the  public  lands  be  reduced^  Before  a  farmer  ahould  an- 
swer this  i^uestion,  he  should  be  prepared  to  answer  an- 
other one,  m  close  c9nnezion  with  it.  It  is  this:  Should 
the  price  of  improved  lands— the  price  of  fitrms— be  re- 
duced? Now  it  is  erident,  in  common  sense,  and  from 
past  experience^  tiut  if  the  unimproved  lands  be  reduced 
in  price,  the  improved  will  fall  in  price  also.  We  well  re- 
collect the  time  and  the  effect  of  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  lands  several  years  ago,  for  we  were  in  Salem  at 
the  time.  The  cllbct  was  truly  oppreauve.  All  the  mo- 
ney that  could  be  collected  in  masses  sufficient  was 
used  in  the  purchase  of  new  lands;  many  were  anxious  to 
sell  improved  farms,  that  they  mig^t  buy  anew;  and  hun> 
.dreda  of  farmers  who  had  purchased  improved  buidi^  and 
bad  made  large  payments  on  them,  were  compdled  to 
make  uoreserved  sacrifice,  in  order  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  the  difficulty  into  which  the  deprecation  in 
the  value  of  lands  had  cast  them.  It  has  been  nine  or  ten , 
yean  dnce,  and  improved  ftrms  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Salemhavenotyetnsen  to theirfonner  price.  We  would 
say,  that  before  the  price  should  be  reduced  to  accommo- 
date any  class  of  men,  it  would  be  better  for  all,  rich  and 
poor,  that  the  Government  give  to  each  poor  and  actud 
aettier  a  half-quarter  or  a  quarter-sectioo. 

*■  A  farmer  may  want  a  neighboring  quarter  to  his  re- 
duced in  price,  w  tliat  he  caa  purcbaw  it|  but  would  not 


a  reduction  of -the  value  of  the  ummproved  produce  an 
equal  if  n'ot  a  greater  reduction  in  the  price  of  his  im- 
proved farm^   This  is  the  question." 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, it  appears  to  me,  involves  all  the  unhappy  conse- 
quences with  those  which  1  have  already  considered.  It 
proposes  that  all  tiie  lands  which  have  been  in  market  ten 
years  be  reduced  to  one  dollar  per  acre;  those  that  have 
been  m  market  fifteen  years,  to  seventy-five  cents;  and 
twen^  years,  to  fifty  cents  per  acre,  with  a  privilege  toeve- 
ry  actual  settler  to  enter  upon,  and  purchase,  any  quantity 
not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  nxty  acres,  at  fifty  cenU 
per  acre,  provided  he  remain  upon  it  and  cultivate  it  for 
five  consecutive  years. 

The  graduation  principle,  as  proposed,  operates  lU  once 
to  reduce  nearly  forty  millions  of  acrea  of  »od  to  one  dol- 
fau>,  or  below  that  sum,  and  at  least  fifteen  milDons  of 
this  to  fifty  cents  per  acre.  Nor  is  this  of  the  land  which 
is  now  least  valuable,  and  less  in  demand,  than  that  which 
is  just  offered  for  sale.  The  land  office  in  Zanesville  is 
among  the  oldest  in  the  United  States.  It  lias  existed 
more  than  thirty  years,  and,  during  the  last  year,  there 
was  more  land  sold  Uiere,  in  proportion  to  the  amount  re- 
maining, than  in  any  new  district  in  the  United  States- 
Why,  then,  diould  this  laud  be  reduced?  It  is  worth  wlut 
is  asked  for  it,  and  brings  the  price  readily;  and  It  has  be- 
come thus  valuable,  in  consequence  of  the  improvements 
of  the  country.  To  those  improvements  the  United 
States,  as  a  wise  and  liberal  landholder,  contributed  her 
proportion,  and  in  these  enhanced  sales  is  now  reaping 
the  benefit  of  her  appropriations.  The  land,  then,  which' 
would  be  thus  reduced  to  a  mere  nominid  sum  in  price, 
would  be  great  in  quantity,  and  for  the  owist  part  equal 
in  value  to  the  best  new  land.  Its  reduction  in  price,  on 
the  principle  proposed,  would  therefore  have  the  full 
effect  of  universal  recUiction  upon  all  the  land  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  and,  connected  witn  the  other  proviuons  offer- 
ed as  an  amendment  by  the  Senator  from  UissisinpiH, 
could  not  ^1,  in  ftct,  to  amount  to  universal  reductioo  to 
the  last  extent. 

Suppose  the  new  lands  to  be  open  to  entry  to  actual  sec* 
tiers  at  fifly  cents  per  acre,  and  then,  by  bis  scale  of  re- 
duction, all  the  lands  come  down  to  fifty  cents  per  acre  to 
all  purchasers,  after  they  shall  have  been  twenty  years  in 
market;  would  any  laud  be  entered  at  a  higher  rate  ^  I 
will  not  detain  the  Senate  to  trace,  in  detail,  the  combined 
operation  of  these  provinons;  it  must  of  itself  be  obvious 
that  its  effect  would  be  to  keep  out  of  market  for  the 
twenty  years  all  the  lands  not  taken  up  by  actual  settlers; 
so  that  aU  would  fall  to  the  lowest  scale  of  the  graduated 
minimum — fifty  cents  per  acre.  The  general  operation  of 
this  reduction  I  have  traced  in  my  remarks  on  tne  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  The  ef- 
fect of  tiie  preference  to  actual  settlers,  proposed  in  both 
amendments,  I  will  now  separately  consider;  and  let  me 
say,  sir,  in  advance,  that  it  seems  to  me  fraught  with  at 
most  incalculable  evil. 

It  assumes  the  position  (whether  true  or  Use  I  do  not 
now  itop  to  inquire)  that  the  land%  generallv,  would  re- 
tain their  Ugfaer  price — say  one  dollar  ana  twenty^v* 
cents,  or  one  dollar  per  acre— according  as  we  adopt  one 
or  the  other  of  the  proposed  projects.  Admit  it  to  be  so^ 
and  the  price  of  mt  other  lands  remains  as  it  now  is,  at 
onedolhu-and  tventy.five  cents;  and  what  ia  its  effect? 

On  the  other  portions  of  the  Union  it  operates  direotljr 
as  a  bounty  for  enugratioo;  not  incidental  merely,  but  di- 
rect. The  Genend  Government  says,  by  this  law,  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  older  States  ttf  the  South  or  the  Eut: 
Leave  your  native  place — the  land  of  your  birth  and  the 
home  of  your  fathers — go  westward  ,anaaettle  in  the  new 
States,  and  you  shall  receive  in  land  a  bounty  worth  one 
hundred  and  twenty  dollan  per  man.  To  the  hands  en* 
ployed  in  tht  fitrguf  of  Iim^  ud  Uomnff  and  cuttiaf  of 
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gtaB  in  Penn^lrtnUi  mnd  in  the  Tirioui  tnmuftctoriei  of 
New  Jersey  md  New  Engkitd,  you'would  preient  »  lilce 
powerrul  tppetl.  To  esoh  of  them,  erery  opentire  who 
would  abwidon  hii  employment  and  go  westward,  the 
boanty  is  tendered  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  doltart. 
Ay«,  and  worw  than  all  thu  ia.its  efTeet  on  Ouwe  irtio  do 
enumte.  Its  inevitable  consequence  it  to  break  up  the 
bonds  of  bmtly  and  kindred,  and  set  their  members,  sepa- 
rately and  unseasonably,  afloat  in  the  general  mass  of  so- 
tAttf.  If  the  aged  father  and  the  widowed  mother  should 
emigrate  wi^  their  sons,  and  settle  on  the  new  lands  in 
the  boundless  West,  from  the  rery  nature  of  their  ntua- 
tion  requiring  Ihe  support  and  relymg  upon  ttie  exertions 
of  thote  tons  to  wd  in  Ac  improvements  of  the  fknn,  and 
blinking  comforts  to  their  home,  you  address  them  also, 
if  this  amendment  be  converted  into  law.  and  enlist  their 
cupidity  to  enga^  in  conflict  with  their  affections.  My 
good  youths,  would  you  say  to  them,  leare  the  house  of 
your  parents,  withdraw  from  their  succor,  and  let  them 
shift  for  themselves;  here  is  a  reward  of  one  hundred  and 
twen^ dollars  inland,  which  the  <>overnment  c^ersto 
TOO,  and  each  of  you,  if  you  will  abandon  themoAer  who 
bore,  and  the  fiimer  who  reared  you.  But  mark  ye  wells 
go  and  settle  on  these  lands;  make  no  false  pretences  in 
this  matter;  you  must  do  all  this  in  fiict  and  in  laith,  and 
carry  it  out  to  the  uttermost;  for  if  your  hearts  relent,  if 
before  five  years  you  return  to  your  parents,  you  forfeit 
the  gtftf  and  beware,  too,  that  you  do  not  remove  your 
parents  from  Uiehr  but  to  tdiui,  and  attemptto  watch  over 
them  and  administer  to  their  com  forts  there;  for  if you  do, 
their  lands  are  forfeited  by  such  removal.  Such,  nr,  is 
the  effect  of  the  attempt  here  made,  and  probably  of  any 
which  can  be  dcTised,  to  give  to  the  actual  settler  an  ad- 
vantage over  the  ordinary  purchaser  of  public  lands.  It 
were  a  measure  admirably  devised  to  sever  the  closest  and 
most  sacred  bonds  of  society,  and  give  to  avarice  tlie  as- 
cendancy over  affection.  Of  all  the  misdiiefs  proposed  in 
alt  these  amendments,  this  is  the  worst  in  its  consequences, 
botti  political  and  moral. 

Of  all  the  thtng^  which  pertain  to  man  as  a  social  be- 
ing, snd  whicli  bear  the  appellation  of  property,  those 
which  should  least  be  tampered  with  by  legislation  are 
the  landed  property  and  the  current  coin;  and  I  know 
not  which  brings  the  more  weighty  calamity  on  a  people, 
the  debasement  of  the  circulating  mcdhim,  or  a  general 
prostration  of  the  value  of  real  estate.  So  fkr  as  legisla- 
tion can  affect  it,  both  should  be  held  with  a  stesdy  hand, 
leaving  it  to  the  progress  of  events  to  increase  the  quanti- 
ty of  the  one,  and  enliance  the  value  of  tlie  other.  Witti 
respect  to  real  estate,  it  is  at  this  time  of  a  safe  and  steady 
value,  gradually  increasing  in  price,  and  rising  in  the  esti- 
mation of  men;  that  estimation  ought  not  to  be  destroyed 
or  diminislicd  byanyact  of  ours.  The  value  which  the 
husbandman  places  on  his  soil  forms  a  strong  and  endu- 
ring bond  which  binds  him  to  his  country.  I  have  already 
shown  you  the  tendency  of  these  propositions  to  shake  its 
value  and  destroy  ila  influence. 

But  the  care  of  tlie  West — the  prcjsperity  of  the  West 
— the  progress  ofthe  West  in  population  and  improve- 
ments, are  constantly,  in  the  mouths  of  gentlemen;  and 
these  amendments  say,  they  propose  the  most  certain 
means  of  effecting  these  objects. 

Sir,  I  can  yieldto  no  one,  from  whatever  region  he  may 
come,  in  attachment  to  that  young  and  rising  portion  of 
our  Union.  I  may  err  in  my  judgment  of  the  measures 
which  will  be  most  effectual  in  auv.tncing  its  prosperity, 
but  no  one  can  desire  it  more  ardently  than  1  do,  or  more 
assiduously  labor  in  all  things,  according  to  his  best  judg- 
ment, to  promote  it.  But,  with  its  present 'rising-  pros- 
pectSf  the  constant  and  rapid  development  of  its  resources, 
there  is  little  that  the  most  devoted  patriot  could  wish  in 
its  behalf,  which  the  progress  of  events  does  not  consum* 
mate,  atnloat  in  anticipation.    1  look  upon  oor  West  as  I 


might  look  on  the  vigtmms  and  athletic  youth,  with  Ae 
bloom  of  heaMi  on  his  cheeks,  his  muscular  limbs  and 
expanding  frame  just  ripening  into  manhood;  though  I 
would  watch  his  pn^freas  with  pleasin|;  solicitude,  admin- 
ister freely  to  all  his  wants,  and  anticipate  with  deUght 
the  day  that  slumld  make  hhn  in  maturihrsll  that  be  wen 
now  in  promise;  yet  I  would  beware  of  adminiitering  tD 
him  the  noatnims  of  eadi  empiric  who  might  pn^oae  to 
freshen  his  bloom,  en1at:ge  hit  fVame,  un  hatten  on  hit 
maturity. 

TcisBAT,  JanvABt  33. 
THE  FORCE  BILL. 

Hr.  WILRtNS  moved  to  postpone  the  previoutoiders, 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  fivther  to  provide 
for  the  collection  of  the  duties  on  imparts.  He  stated 
that  it  was  his  object  to  fix  on  a  future  dqr  when  this  bill 
should  be  taken  up  for  discussion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  if  it  was  in  order  to  move 
the  postponement.  As  the  bill  had  not  yet  been  read  a 
second  time,  he  presumed  that  it  was  not  among  the  or- 
ders of  the  day. 

The  CHAlit  considered  the  motion  as  in  order. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  hope  that  all  objection  would  ' 
be  wi^drawn,  tne  object  of  Uie  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee being  merely  to  appdnt  a  day  for  taking  up  tlw 
subject. 

The  bill  wat  then  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  he  was  detirout  to  fix  on  tome  fu- 
ture day  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill,  and  to  make  it 
the  special  order  for  that  day.  The  committee  had  de- 
sired nim  to  name  Thursday  next.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  to  postpone  the  further  conrideration  of  the  bill 
till  Thursday  next,  and  to  make  it  tiie  special  order  for 
that  day. 

Mr.  BIBB  thei»ht  that  the  day  named  was  too  early, 
as  it  would  not  allow  gentiemen  time  for  the  necessary 
examination  of  the  provisions  of  this  important  bill.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  to  postpone  the  bit!  to  Thursday 
week. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  the  chairman  ofthe  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  had  been  instructed  to  move  Thurs- 
day next,  not  because  it  was  supposed  that  there  would 
be  any  decision  as  to  the  bill  on  that  day,  or  even  within  a 
few  days  of  that  day,  bnt  in  order  that  an  early  progress 
should  be  made  in  this  bill,  which  he  considered  to  be  the 
most  important  measure  before  Congress,  or  which  was 
likely  to  come  before  that  body  at  this  session.  Tliere 
was  one  consideration  which  ought  to  have  grefit  weiglit 
with  the  Senate.  lie  did  not  intend,  by  a  reference  to 
it,  to  go  into  any  remarks  on  the  state  of  the  cmmtty  until 
the  merits  ofthe  bill  should  be  furly  before  the  Senate. 
But  the  1st  day  of  February  was  near;  and,  as  that  was 
the  time  fixed  by  South  Carnlina  for  her  ordinance  to  go 
into  operation,  it  was  impossible  to  know  what  events 
were  to  follow  that  day.  It  was  incumbent  on  the  Senate 
to  take  up  the  bill,  in  order  that,  after  its  'passage,  if  it 
should  pass,'there  might  be  time  to  send  it  to  the  other 
House.  He  thought  no  person  would  have  any  cause  to 
complain  if  Thursday  were  fixed  on.  The  committee  would 
oecnpy  some  time  in  explaining  the  reasons  which  induced 
them  to  report  the  bill,  and  he  thought  that  every  gentle- 
man would  have  sufficient  tiitie  fbr  reflection  and  exami- 
nation. 

Mr.  M ANGUM  said,  as  one  oftlie  Jvidiciaiy  Committee, 
he  bad  been  opposed  to  so  early  a  day.  He  concurred 
with  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  that  this  was  Vastly 
the  most  important  question  which  could  be  brought  Ibr- 
watd  for  discusnon  at  this  sesnon.  So  im|)ortant  was  it, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  shake  the  ancient  character 
of  our  institutions  to  their  very  fbundation.  He  corfeurred 
in  the  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be  Ujcen  up  and  acted  on 
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with  the  most  profound  delibentiont  for  it  depended  on 
tiie  result  of  ttuB  question  whether  there  would  not  be  b 
revolution  which  would  change  the  whole  dnraeter  of 
our  institutions.  In  moving  to  postpone  the  connderstion 
of  the  bill  to  a  later  day,  as  he  should  do  before  be  re- 
sumed his  seat,  he  would  do  it  without  reference  to  the 
Ist  of  February.  It  was  impossible  that  there  could  be 
any  definitive  action  on  the  bill  by  that  time.  He  depre- 
cated references,  the  otilv  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
keep  up  an  exdtement  wiuch  it  would  be  wiser  to  allay. 
He  wdnot  refer  to  the  1st  of  February  because  he  believ- 
ed that  there  existed  any  ground  of  apprehenuon.  When 
he  proposed  a  more  distant  day,  it  was  solely  with  refer- 
ence to  the  convenience  of  this  branch  of  the  Govern' 
ment,  and  of  the  other  House,  tn  order  Uiat  they  mi^t 
have  sufficient  time  for  deliberation  upon  a  subject  which 
touched  the  very  heart's  core  of  our  institutions.  No  one 
could  loiA  at  this  bill  without  dkcorering  that  it  revived 
all  tibe  distinguishing  characteristics  itf  the  old  parties, 
besides  taking  in  its  sweep  much,  In  his  opinion,  tnat  was 
odious,  and  wholly  unknown  to  cither  of  the  old  parties. 
It  carried  out  to  their  full  extent  the  principles  of  one  of 
those  parties  with  alarming  and  startling  addenda,  and 
'came  in  conflict  agunst  all  uie  principles  of  the  other.  It 
touched  the  fundamental  character  Mour  institutions,  and, 
on  the  discussion  and  deciwon  which  would  ensue,  be  con- 
scientiously believed— and  he  would  be  constrained  so  to 
declare,  were  they  the  last  words  he  should  ever  utter — 
would  materially  depend  the  continuance  of  our  admira- 
ble institutions  in  that  wholesome  but  restricted  v'^r  that 
would  perpetuate  a  well-regulated  liberty.  He  conclud- 
ed with  moving  to  postpone  the  bill  till  Monday  week. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  not 
concur  in  this  motion.  Hie  grntleman  on  his  right,  [Mr. 
Mansinr,]  who  was  a  memb^  of  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee, had  said  that  it  would  be  at  once  discovered,  on  read- 
ing the  bill,  that  we  were  about  to  change  the  whole  cha- 
racter of  our  institutions.  That  was  the  opinion  of  this 
gentleman;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  by  Thursday  next 
he  would  be  furnished  with  all  the  aigumenU  he  could 
adduce  to  sustain  that  opinion.  But  uiere  were  others 
who  held  wholly  different  opinions,  and  who  believed  that 
there  was  nothing  in  this  bill  which  was  not  necessary  to 
enable  the  Government  to  sustun  itself  from  ruin.  He 
would  not  go  into  any- debate  upon  tlie  bill  at  this  time. 
Why  shouldthe  bill  be  postponed  to  Monday  week  f  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  day  on  which  it  was  taken  up  would 
be  consumed  by  the  committee  in  giving  their  explana- 
tion of  their  reasons  for  reporting  the  bill;  and  then,  if 
gentlemen  should  not  be  rowly  to  proceed  with  the  sub. 
ject,  the  discussion  could  be  postponed. 

He  would  make  a  frank  acknowledgment  of  his  own 
feelings.  He  hoped  his  fears  were  unfounded,  but  he  had 
fears  as  to  the  issue  of  the  proceedings  in  South  Carolina; 
and  if  any  thing  disastrous  ^ould  occur  after  the  1st  of 
February,  he  desired  to  stand  acquitted  of  having  contri- 
buted any  share  in  the  production  of  such  evils  by  liaving 

given  his  sanction  to  delay.  As  &r  as  one  vote  would  go, 
e  would,  at  least,  endeavor  to  prevent  anv  collinon. 
Mr.  MILLER,  after  some  remarks,  inaudible  in  the  gal- 
lery, said  that  he  did  not  perceive  how  the  measures  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  I'ennesaee  were  to  be  accom- 
plished by  the  passage  uf  the  bill  under  consideration. 
Tlie  1st  of  February,  he  said,  had  been  referred  to  by 
that  Senator  as  a  day  likely  to  produce  much  evil  to  the 
country,  and  it  had  been  conaequently  urged  that  this 
bill,  or  something  similar  to  it  in  substance,  was  necessary 
to  prevent  it.  But  (said  Mr.  M.)  the  lat  of  February 
will  be  here  before  that  bill  can  possibly  passi  and  if  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  disposed,  as  he  alleges,  for 
conciliation,  he  can  easily  avoid  the  evils  lie  so  much  de- 
precates, by  a  repeal  or  a  modification  of  the  tariff  laws. 
Str,  (said  Mr.  II.)  any  modification  will  be,  (p«D  facto. 


a  repeal  of  the  ordinance  of  South  Can^na,  and  the  acts 
of  her  Legislature  puaed  in  consequence  of  and  re- 
quire new  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  State.  Xbo 
Senator  from  Tennessee  apprehends  (continued  Mr.  M.) 
some  ideal  dangers  on  the  day  mentioned;  and  how  does 
he  propose  to  avoid  tfaem^  Why,  by  putting  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Executive  the  whole  phvucal  force  of  the 
United  States— not  for  the  purpose  or  putting  down  any 
unlawful  acts  of  the  people,  but  fiir  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting down  the  rightful  act  of  a  sovereign  and  indepen- 
dent member  otthe  confedetmcy.  This,  sir,  (said  Hr. 
M.)  is  to  be  the  grand  panacea  by  which  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  proposn  to  cure  the  enis  be  ao  much 
apprehends  en  ue  Ist  of  February  next.  And  what 
were  they?  There  was  nothing  in  South  CaroBna  that 
had  not  occurred  in  many  other  instancea  in  other  parts 
of  the  Union.  There  had  been  notbing^kme  by  South 
Carolina  that  h/e  or  any  odier  individual  Iwd  not  a  right  to 
do.  South  Carolina  bad  aud  that  the  tariff  lawi  were  un- 
constitutional, and  that  she  would  not  obey  them.  I  (m^ 
Mr.  M. )  have  a  right  to  do  tiie  same,  when  I  believe  •  bw 
to  be  subversive  of  my  rights,  and  in  violation  of  the  con- 
stitution. And  will  gentlemen,  (said  he,)  in  this  last  case, 
vote  for  a  bill  to  arm  the  Prendent  witib  the  whole  force 
of  the  countiy  to  make  war  upon  me.*  If  I  deny  the 
action  of  the  Government*  according  to  my  construction 
of  the  constitution,  luid  ti^e  my  gun  in  hand,  or  my  bat- 
tle-axe, and  defy  the  officera  of  the  United  States,  I  do 
so  at  my  own  peril.  It  will  be  for  ^e  civil  authori^,  not 
the  military,  to  decide  the  question.  South  Carolina  has, 
aa  yet,  not  done  that  much;  and  yet  gentleoten,  in  anti- 
cipation of  such  an  event,  are  about  to  make  war  upon 
her.  Let  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  procure  a  re- 
peal or  modifieatira  of  tlie  tariff  law^  and  that  will  do 
more  to  cure  the  evil  he  ilreads  than  the  panacea  he  ao 
highly  recommends.  Mr.  H.  said  he  did  not  rise  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  but  to  ex- 
press his  utter  astonishment  that  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee should  suppose  that  this  bill  could  accomplish  the 
object  he  had  in  view.  He  was  not  then  prepared  to  aay 
how  ftr  South  Carolina  would  be  satisfied  by  a  modificap 
tion  of  the  tariff;  that  was  not  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion; but  this  mucli  he  would  say,  that  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  commended  by 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  could  be  productive  of  no 
good.    He  had  always  understood  that  the  constitution 

E laced  the  civil  above  the  military  power.  Pass  this 
ill,  mr,  (said  Mr.  H.)  authorizing  the  President,  if  he 
earinot  act  by  the  ordinary  tribunals,  to  act  with  an 
armed  fbrce,  and  you  at  once  put  ttie  niilitanr  abora  Uie 
civil  power.  Thi^  then,  is  the  way,  in  the  optmon  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  to  obviate  the  difficulties  by 
which  we  are  threatened.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  H.)  the  only 
way  is  to  abate  the  nuisance — to  repeal  the  unjust  U¥l  un- 
constitutional legislation  by  which  we  are  oppressed;  and 
this  will  supersede  any  use  of  State  autbori^. 

There  was  one  thing,  Mr.  M.  iud,  he  would  advert  to 
while  he  was  up.  He  bad  seen,  among  Uie  documents 
accompanying  the  President's  message,  one  that  was  de- 
scribed as  a  test  oath  act.  He  was  surprised  at  this,  as 
lie  knew  that  no  act  bearing  that  title  nad  been  passed 
by  the  legislature  of  South  Carohna,  and  he  was  grati- 
fied to  aee,  among  the  papers  in  the  message  to4ay,  an 
aut]icnti<r  copy  of  the  act  referred  to,  whose  title  is  dif- 
ferent from  that  described  in  tite  former  message,  and 
forma  a  part  of  the  documents  printed  therewith.  What 
the  chancter  of  that  act  was  mught  be  seen  from  the  eer> 
tified  copy  now  on  the  files  of  toe  Senate.    It  was  this: 

The  people  <^  South  Carolinat  in  iheir  highest  sove- 
reign character,  had  passed  an  ordinance  declaring  that 
every  officer  of  the  State  shall  swear  to  respect  her  con- 
stitution and  laws|  and  the  act  referred  to  was  passed  in 
pursuance  of  the  high  authority  tiins  Ipven.   In  no  case 
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(stid  Mr.  H.)  could  it  be  conndered  ft  tett  nth  set.  It 
wfts  not  intended  for  every  dtizea  of  the  State,  but  for 
those  cttiseiw  who  held  oiBce«  under  it.    The  State  Am- 
ply  reqmred  all  the  agents  in  her  pay  to  take  an  oath  to 
aupport  her  laws;  and,  sir,  (said  Mr.  M.)  >f  they  have  not 
m  rig^C  to  pass  a  law  to  make  their  own  omeera  and 
agents  obey  them,  I  would  not  give  a  brass  ferthing  for 
State  rights.  This,  sir,  (said  Mr.  M.J  is  the  nature  of  the 
act,  and  yet  it  is  called  by  the  President  a  test  oath  act. 
Was  this  oath  more  a  test  than  that  taken  by  every  Sena- 
tor at  the  Secretary's  t^le?  or  eaaentially  different  from 
that  t^eo  by  the  omcera  of  the  Goremmentf   We  swear 
to  sappoTt  the  constitution  of  the  Umted  States,  and  yet 
this  b  not  conndered  a  test  oath. ,  What  course  (asked 
Hr.  M.)  does  the  General  Government  pursue,  when  its 
officers  refuse  or  ne^ect  to  obey  its  manoatesf   The  mo- 
ment (said  Mr.  H.)  that  a  United  States*  officer  refuses 
to  obey  the  will  of  the  Executive,  he  is  dismissed  from 
office  without  ceremoDy,  with  or  without  baviog'  taken 
an  oatb.    There  was  no  proscription  (Mr.  M.  added) 
in  the  act  of  South  Carolina.   The  ordinance  (continued 
Hr.  M.)  was  passed  by  the  people  of  the  State  in  their 
higliest  sovereign  capacity,  was  a  part  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  State,  and  every  man  when  he  takes  office 
under  the  State  is  rigffatfully  required  to  sWear  that  be  will 
support  her  constitution;  and  when  the  ordinance  itself 
came  before  the  Senate,  Mr.  N.  a»d  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  show  that  the  o^  to  support  it  did  not  conflict 
with  tlie  obligation  to  support  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States.    There  was,  however,  one  part  of  the  or- 
dinance wliich  migiit  be  supposed  to  conflict  with  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States.  It  is  that  wtiich  denies 
(he  right  of  the  federal  court  to  review  the  decisions  of 
the  State  court.    The  ordinance,  however,  in  this  only 
was  intended  to  operate  on  the  State  officers,  and  did  not 
command  resistance  by  force  to  the  decrees  and  proceed- 
ings of  the  feder^  court-,  it  was  passive — the  ngenls  of 
the  State  were  nmply  required  not  to  act.    But  (said 
Mr.  H.)  it  will  be  recollected  that  the  25tb  section  of  the 
Judiciary  act,  which  gives  this  right  to  review,  was  be- 
Jiereil  by  many  of  the  best  informed,  and,  if  he  mistook 
no^  by  the  Prmdent  himseli^  to  be  uneonatitutional,  and 
therefore  null  and  void. 

Mr.  M.  further  said,  that  when  the  ordinance  of  South 
Can4ina  came  before  the  Senate,  he  would  not  only  be 
prepared  to  show  that  it  was  not  contrary  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  but  that  it  was  not  contrary, 
as  idleged,  to  the  constitution  of  South  Carolina.  It  was 
absurd,  he  said,  to  pretend  that  the  ordinance  conflicted 
with  tlie  constitution  of  South  Carolina.  It  was  framed 
by  the  people  of  tlie  State,  in  convention— in  their  hi^- 
est  soverei^  capacity — and  consequently  a  part  of  the 
constitution  itself,  and  a  repeal  of  all  parts  conflicting  with 
its  provisions. 

With  these  preliminary  remarks,  called  forth  by  gen- 
tlemen who  had  preceded  him  in  debate,  and  without 
pretending  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  bill,  he  would 
content  himself  by  stating  that  he  would  vote  for  tlie 
longest  day  named.  *IIe  was  in  fiivor  of  harmonizing  tlie 
countrji'.  He  was  not  for  secession,  nor  was  he  for  dis- 
union. When  Congress  riiould  declare  war  against  South 
Carolina,  and  should  put  it  in  the  power  of  the  Preudent 
to  aanil  her  with  the  military  and  naval  forces  of  ^le 
United  SUtes,  it  would  then  be  the  height  of  absurdity  to 
talk  of  secesuon  as  a  constitudonal  right.  Secession  would 
then  be  revolutionary  in  its  nature,  and  would  be  forced 
on  the  State  by  the  war  carried  on  against  her.  The 
•eceasion  in  the  ordinance  was  predicatra  on  the  Federal 
Government  disregarding  its  peaceful  obligations  to  Sooth 
Carolina. 

Mr.  M.  continued:  If  the  object  was  to  avoid  the  dan- 
ger to  the  Union  apprehended  by  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, it  could  not  be  accomplished  by  tlie  passage  of 
Vol.  IX  .—13 


the  bill  before  the  Senate.  But,  be  said,  if  by  Monday 
week,  the  day  named  by  the  Senator  from  North  CaroGin, 
a  bill  for  the  modification  of  the  tariff  should  be  re- 
ported in  the  Senate,  or  the  bill  now  dtaeiuKd  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  riiould  eome  from  that  body, 
it  will  then  be  time  enough  to  say  whether  this  bill  should 
pass.  And  in  either  case,  he  wtMild  ask  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  if  the  Senate  would  think  it  neccnary  to  past 
a  bill  of  the  nature  now  before  them^ 

[The  PRESIDENT  here  reminded  Mr.  Hiuu  that  it 
was  not  in  order,  on  a  mere  motkm  for  pos^>onement,  to 
discuN  the  merits  of  the  bill.] 

Mr.  M.  coDthmed,  that  it  wis  not  bii  intention  1o  (Ee* 
cuss  the  bill,  or  its  general  principles.  His  object  was 
only  to  delay  action  on  the  bill,  until  it  could  be  seen 
whether  there  was  a  probability  of  the  passage  of  a  bill 
in  modification  of  the  tariff.  By  Monday  week,  he  pre- 
sumed the  other  House  n^gfat  be  heard  from,  and  it  was 
possible  that  someUiing  might  emanate  from  ^e  (;ommit- 
tee  of  Hnanee  in  this  body.  But  (said  Hr.  M.)  if  the 
Senate  will  only  now  pass  a  resolution  declaring  tiiat  the 
tariff  shall  not  be  modified,  I  wHl  at  once  agree  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  cenuderation  of  the  bill.  If  debyed,  some- 
thing mav  occur  of  a  more  peaceful  character  than  that 
contempnted  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  but 
(added  Mr.  H.>  if  the  pacification  of  ttie  Senator  from 
Tennessee  is  to  oe  the  only  relief  extended  to  the  people 
of  South  Carolina,  I  can  only  say.  Lord  deliver  me  frcan 
such  relief. 

Mr.  CLAY  sud  he  did  not  rise  to  go  into  tlie  discussion 
of  tliis  question.  He  considered  the  fuggestion  of  the 
Chair  as  to  the  unprofitableness  of  such  a  course,  as  en- 
tirely correct.  And  without  casting  censure  on  any  Se- 
nator  ht  pursuing  such  a  course  aa  he  migltt  deem  nt,  he 
was  not  di^Kwed  himadf  to  go  Into  such  debate.  The 
question  before  the  Senate  was  merely  to  fix  a  day  for 
the  connderatlon  of  this  billi  and  on  a  question  so  tri- 
vial in  itself,  he  regretted  that  there  should  be  any  exhi- 
bition of  feeling.  He  thought  that  the  time  ought  to  be 
fixed,  without  reference  to  the  1st  of  February,  or  to  any 
other  day. 

Certainly  the  action  of  this  Government  ouriit  not  to  be 
retarded  or  quickened  by  any  consideration  of  what  might 
occur  on  that  day.  The  only  inquiry  ought  to  be,  what 
day  would  be  most  convenient  in  reference  to  the  state  of 
the  public  business^  Although  this  was  a  highly  impor- 
tant measure,  no  more  time  would  be  required  than  would 
be  necessary  to  give  it  due  consideration.  He  should, 
therefore,  he  disposed  to  fix  a  day  which  would  not  in* 
terfere  with  the  business  of  the  Senate,  or  which  would 
be  too  late  for  their  final  action.  He  thought  Thursday 
next  was  too  short  an  inteml,  and  that  the  other  day  was 
too  remote.  He  was  in  favor  of  investing  the  authorities 
of  the  Federal  Government  with  adequate  powers  to 
meet  the  present  crisis.  Yet,  although  lie  was  in  favor  of 
this,  he  was  not  to  be  urged  on  by  any  circumstances, 
however  imperative,  to  give  his  approbation  to  so  impor- 
tant a  measure,  without  the  most  careful  investigation,  in 
order  that,  while  giving  all  constitutional  aids  to  die  Gov- 
ernment,  he  did. not  invest  them  with  any  unconstitution- 
al powers.  He  would,  therefore,  propose  Monday  nex^ 
considering  that  in  the  interval  there  would  be  time 
enough  for  full  examination  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  ^d  not  rise  to  go  into  the  debate 
at  all.  He  concurred  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  Monday  next  would  be  the  proper  day.  B^  ttmt 
time  tiic  Senate  would  get  rid  of  the  land  bill;  while,  if 
the  subj  ect  was  brought  up  on  Thursday,  it  was  very  like- 
ly that  the  otiicr  bill  would  be  iindinposctl  of. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  he  was  not  disposed  to  go  into  an  exami- 
nation of  the  principles  of  the  bill,  upon  the  question  fo: 

I.--. .1    *  _:_>.j.  I  II   . .  . 


fixing  the  day;  but  he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  that  he 
considered  this  bill  As  involvings  return  to'firat  principles 


Digitized  by 


Google 


179 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


180 


TVie  Fwat  Bill. 


[Jiv.  23,  1833. 


— to  the  principles  which  influenced  when  we  ourselves 
»tood  in  the  attitude  of  rebelUwis  revolten  >giui\st  the 
British  Government.  He  thought  there  vh  no  nun  who 
would  heatate  to  mveat  tiie  Ctoremnient  witli  powers  auf- 
ficientfor  the  preservation  ofthe  Union;  but,  when  a  bill 
was  reported  such  as  this,  which  gave  a  new  action  to  the 
Government  by  means -of  the  whole  military  and  naval 
power  to  be  wielded  at  the  discretion  of  the  Vreudent,  he 
thought  it  would  become  Senators  to  pause  and  reflect. 
They  ought  to  require  time  to  look  into  a  subject  wliich 
made  such  great  requlution  upon  thur  teaming  and  re- 
search. 

Thus  much  he  had  said  to  justify  himself  for  moving  a 
more  distant  day  than  Thursday  next.  But  he  had  an- 
other reason  for  wi^ng  deUy.  It  waa  his  deure  to  put  off 
this  discussion  as  long  as  possible.  These  were  not  the 
best  of  times  for  the  eonnderation  and  dUcHBsion  of  princi- 
ples of  such  an  agitating  character.  Events  might  bap- 
pen,  in  the  course  of  a  short  time,  which  would  render 
this  tubject  less  exciting.  He  was  disposed  now  to  adopt 
the  motion  of  the  genUeman  from  North  Carolina.  He 
wished  to  come  to  the  discussion  of  this  subject  with  as 
much  reflection  and  solemn  deliberation  as  he  could  bring 
with  him  into  the  debate.  He  thought  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  ought  not,  because  of  the  occurrence  of  a 
particular  emergenar,  to  owe  on  to  premature  discus- 
won  a  measure  which  might  become  part  of  the  perma- 
nent policy  of  the  country.  He  hoped  that  when  the 
time  for  the  discussion  should  arrive.  Congress  would  be 
disposed  to  go  into  it  in  the  spirit  of  concdiation  and  for- 
bearance. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  next  addressed  the  Chair.  He 
said  that  his  object  in  rinng  was,  to  ask  that  the  question 
on  the  postponement  of  the  conuderation  of  the  bill  to 
Monday  week  nught  be  taken  by  i^es  and  noes;  but, 
while  up,  he  said  he  would  avail  himself  of  the  opportuni- 
ty to  oner  some  of  the  views  which  he  had  taken  of  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  not  for  the  purpose  of  entering  into 
the  general  discuanon  of  questions  so  momentous,  but  as 
justifying  his  vote  in  favor  of  tlie  motion  made  by  the  hon- 
orable Senator  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Makguw.]  He 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  [Ur.  Cut,]  that  in  fixing  a  day  for  the  consid- 
eration ofthe  bill,  no  particular  examination  of  its  details 
was  wthcr  proper  or  necessary  <  but  it  was  important  to 
look  the  great  principles  which  it  embraced  full  in  the 
face,  and  to  afford  ample  time  to  investigate  them  mature- 
ly, before  the  measure  was  called  up  for  the  final  action  of 
the  Senate.  Jle  oonwdered  the  bill  as  one  of  a  perma- 
nent and  general  character,  co-extensive  with  the  Union; 
aiming  a  deadly  blow  at  the  free  institutions  under  which 
we  live,  and  not  as  limited,  according  to  its  obvious  inten- 
tion, to  the  attitude  assumed  by  South  Carolina,  in  refer- 
ence to  tlie  existing  system  of  protection  to  domestic  ma- 
nufactures. Hr.  President,  said  he,  if  the  title  of  this  bill 
corresponded  with  its  provisions,  it  might,  with  equal  jiis- 
ticejuMl  propriety,  be  called  "  A  bill  to  repeal  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  and  to  vest  in  the  President 
despotic  powers."  Such  is  its  spirit,  and  such  the  import 
ofthe  words  used  to  carry  out  the  purposes  intended  by 
its  enactment.  No  measure  bad  ever  been  presented  to 
the  consideration  of  Congress,  from  the  close  ofthe  revo- 
lution to  the  present  moment,  so  virtually  destructive  of 
public  liberty,  or  so  palpably  conflicting  with  the  pUin 
and  poritif  e  provi^ns  of  the  constitution. 

The  first  section  of  the  hill  clothed  the  President  with 
the  extraordinary  and  dangerous  power  of  controlling,  hy 
the  exercise  ofhis  own  judgment,  and  at  his  mere  will  and 
pleaMire,  the  liberty  of  speech  and  of  the  press,  and  the 
right  ofthe  people  peaceably  to  assemble  to  deliberate 
on  Uie  comUtion  of  the  country,  and  petition  for  a  redress 
of  griovwices->4ight8  secured  by  the  very  letter  of  the 
constitution,  and  inestimable  to  freemen. 


At  the  head  ofthe  amendments  proposed  by  the  SMau, 
at  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution,  ana  wliidt  now 
fann  a  component  part  of  thtt  instrument,  is  an  aiticfe, 
which  declarestbat  "Congress  diallmake  no  law  respect- 
ing an  eatabfishment  of  re%ion,  or  prdiibiting  the  free  ex- 
ercise thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of 
the  press,  or  the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  assem- 
ble, and  to  petition  the  Government  for  a  redress  of  griev- 
ances."   Sir,  compare  the  checlcs  interposed  in  this  sec- 
tion to  the  encroachmrau  of  arbitrary  power  with  the 
Unguage  of  this  bill:  ■<  Whenever,  by  reason  of  unbwful 
obstructions,  combinations,  or  assemblufea  of  personi^  or 
unlawful  threats  and  menaces  against  officers  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  it  sluUl  become  impracticable,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  President,  to  execute  the  revenue  Uws,"  8tc— then 
be  is  authorized  to  remove  the  custom^Jiouse  to  a  secure 
place,  and  execute  alt  the  high  duties  and  pnn^atives 
with  which  the  bill  propose*  to  invest  him.    Wfa^  shall 
constitute  *Sinlawful  obstructions,  combioationB,  or  assem- 
bbges  of  persons"  is  not  defined;  even  a  threat  or  a  me- 
nace, consisting  of  mere  words,  is  rendered  criminal}  and 
it  is  left  exckuavely  to  the  judgment  of  the  Prendent  to 
determine  for  himself  wlut  is  the  character  and  intention 
of  "assemblages  of  persons,"  what  words  amount  to  a 
threat  or  a  menace,  and  what  is  his  own  interpretation 
of  these  words  or  expresnon%     to  caU  forth  tiie  nulitsry 
force      the  county,"  to  enable  him  to  cany  into  effirct 
this  new  ayston  of  iMuns  and  penalties.    May  it  not  hap- 
pen that  an  "assemblage  of  persons"  for  the  most  inno- 
cent and  necessary  purposes,  in  a  particular  quarter  of  the 
Union,  will  be  construed  into  an  unlawful  combination,  to 
obstruct  tiie  execution  of  the  revenue  laws,  and,  in  the 
judgment  ofthe  President,  authorize  the  employment  of 
tiie  army  to  (tisperse  it?   Do  the  people  of  the  several 
Statea  hold  their  constitutional  privileges  by  a  tenure  so 
feeble  and  so  uncertain,  as  the  will,  the  mere  caprice,  of 
the  Chief  Magistrate?   Sir,  let  us  throw  off  the  mask  at 
once;  enact  the  riot  act  of  Great  Britain;  put  it  into  the 
hands  of  one  ofthe  mymudons  of  the  President  to  be  read 
aloud  at  every  assemblage  of  persona  wluch,  in  the  "judg- 
ment" of  the  Preudent,  is  unlawfiil;  warn  the  multitude 
to  disperse,  andgopeacesMy  to  their  homes;  and,  incase 
they  refiise  to  obey,  call  out  an  armed  force,  and  bring 
them  to  submission.  This  is'substantially  the  power  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  confer  on  the  Preudent  as  the  buis 
of  all  the  other  high  pren^tives  enumerated  in  the  bill 
on  our  table.    But  this  is  not  the  most  extravagant  fea- 
ture in  this  novel  and  unprecedented  transfer  of  arbitrary 
power  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government.  An 
assemblage  of  people  dare  not  denounce  an  uiyust,  op- 
pressive, and  unconstitutional  act  of  CtHtgres^  impcwng 
burdens  on  them  by  an  onerous  qrstem  of  imposts,  in  the 

Eresence  of  an  officer  ofthe  United  States,  without  being 
able  to  have  their  words  interpreted  to  mean  a  threat  or 
menace  against  the  officer,  and  tliereby  subject  them- 
selves to  be  dealt  with  as  the  "judgment"  ofthe  President 
shall  decide  under  tiie  provinonsof  this  bill.  The 'same 
consequences  miglit  remit  from  the  publication  of  a  puv 
agraph  in  a  newspaper,  denouncing  an  unconstitutiona] 
act  of  Congress,  and  complaining  of^ the  manner  in  which 
it  is  executed  by  an  officer  ofthe  United  States;  this,  too, 
might,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  be  a  threat  or 
menace  calling  for  his  interposition.  Sir,  the  idea  can- 
not be  credited,  that  the  free  citizens  of  tiiis  confederacy 
will  submit  to  these  shackles  on  their  dearest  privilege^ 
in  contravention  of  the  compact  oftuiion  which  secures 
them.  It  is  an  encroachment  upon  personal  liberty  not  to 
be  endured,  and  amounts  almost  in  terms  to  a  repeal  of 
the  constitution,  which  secures  to  every  man  the  freedom 
of  speech,  and  guards  from  invasion  the  liberty  of  the 
preu,  and  the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  assemble 
and  declare  Ihcir  opinions  of  public  men^nd  measures. 
.  All  these  solemn  guarantees  are  now  to  be  placed  in  the 
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custody  of  one  man,  and  to  be  regulated  according  to  bis 
"ju^imeuL" 

Mr.  P.  then  advpited  to  the  second  section  of  tlie  bill. 
He  said  it  was  not  bis  intention,  at  present^  to  enter  mi- 
nutely into  an  examination  of  tbts  scheme  to  prostrate  the 
sovereignty  of  the  States,  and  vest  the  I'rcndent  with  ex> 
traordiiiary  powers^  but  he  claimed  the  indulgence  of  the 
Senate  while  lie  glanced  at  a  part  of  the  bill  which  con- 
flicted with  an  expreas  prorisioa  <tf  the  constitution.  He 
tlien  read  from  Uie  third  article  of  tlie  constitution,  to 
show  the  limitations  on  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of 
the  United  States.  Among  ntlier  defined  cases,  it  is  de- 
clared that  it  shall  extend  "  X'i  controversies  between  a 
State  and  citizens  of  another  State;  between  citizens  of 
Afferent  States,"  &c.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  these 
couria  possess  no  jurisdiction  whidi  U  not  expresdy  con- 
i«rred  on  them  by  the  constitution.  Tbey  are  not  courts 
of  general  iiirisdictipn;  they  have  no  common  law  powers; 
ana  can  only  resort  to  that  code  to  illustrate  the  powers 
especially  granted  in  the  article  of  the  constitution  refer- 
red to.  Iliis  bill  enlarges  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit 
courts  uf  the  United  States,  ana  extends  it  to  controver- 
sies between  citizens  of  the  same  State.  The  provision  is 
written  in  language  not  to  be  misunderstood  or  miscon- 
atnied:  *'  If  any  person  shall  receive  any  injuries  to  his 
person  or  property,  for  or  <hi  account  of  any  act  by  them 
clone  under  any  law-of  the  United-Slates  for  the  pxotec- 
tion  of  the  revenue,  w  the  collection  of  duties  on  imports, 
lie  shall  be  entitled  to  maint:un  swt  for  damage  therefor 
in  the  circuit  court  of  tlie  United  States,  or  the  district 
wherein  the  party  dtuiig  the  irguty  may  reside,  or  shall 
be  found."  H  la  muifest  (hat  thia  promsion  transcends 
tho  j«risdictk»n  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  is, 
totbat  extent,  a  repeal  of  the  constitution.  An  ofBcerof 
tiie  custtuna  at  the  port  of  Boston  receives  a  supposed  in- 
jury from  a  dtizen  of  Uassachusetts  while  in  tlie  discharge 
of  his  official  duties,  both  being  citizens  resident  in  the 
•ante  State — will  any  man,  having  the  least  respect  for  his 
character  as  a  statesman,  hazard  tbe  opinion  tnat  the  cir- 
cuit court  of  the  United  States  for  the  disU-ict  where  tbe 
injuiy  was  done  can  take  cog^niiancc  of  civil  action  be* 
tw«eii  the  paitteaferttae  recovery  of  damages?  No,  sir, 
there  is  not  a  respectable  planter  in  any  part  of  the  Union 
who  would  venture  to  justify  a  departure  so  grMS  and  pal- 
pable from  the  pUia  letter  uf  the  constitution.  But  we 
nave  arrived  at  a  crisis  in  the  pn^ress  of  this  Govern- 
ment, when  the  tide  of  popular  impulse  sets  in  the  direc- 
tion of  power  and  patronage,  and  tlie  barriers  of  the  con- 
btitutioD  no  longer  afford  protection  to  tbe  States  or  to  the 
people  against  the  overwhelming  infiuence  of  the  Exe- 
cutive and  the  dominant  party  in  tlie  National  Legisla- 
ture. Pass  this  bill,  and  the  very  idea  of  State  sove- 
reignty will  be  treated  as  a  vision  of  the  imagination— a  tale 
of  by'.gonc  days,  no  longer  to  be  remembered,  bui  to  be 
spumed  and  blotted  out  of  bur  political  histoi?  forever. 
Mr.  Preudent,  (said  Hr.  P.,)  when  we  turn  our  attention 
to  the  recent  state  papers  under  the  signature  of  the  Chief 
Magittnte,  of  the  pnnciplea  contained  in  which  this  bill 
b  tbe  consummation,  the  friends  of  constitutional  liberty 
have  abundant  cause  of  alarm  and  apprehension.  I'he  al- 
ternative is  presented  to  us,  in  a  manner  not  to  be  blinked, 
between  our  original  beautiful  system  of  confederacy 
composed  of  separate  independent  sovereignties,  united 
for  tiie  great  purposes  of  common  defence  and  general 
welfare,  under  defined  and  specified  powers,  and  a  vast 
consolidated  empire,  with  its  despot  to  rule  and  direct  its 
destioiea. 

In  such  a  contest  there  can  be  no  neutrals:  he  who  is 
not  for  us  is  against  us;  there  is  not  one  inch  of  neutral 
ground  on  which  the  friends  of  State  rights  can  stand; 
none  can  wink  so  hard  as  not  to  see  tliat  upon  the  issue  of 
this  stmEgle  must  depend  tbe  fate  of  this  free  and  envia- 


served  to  them  by  the  patriots  who  framed  tbe  constitu- 
tion.^ or  shall  we  throw  our  liberties  at  the  feet  of  a  mili- 
tary despot,  clothed  with'  unlimited  powers  throughout 
this  widely-extended  country,  backea  by  the  army  and 
navy,  ready  at  the  s(Hind  of  the  bugle  to  rally  around  tlieir 
chiefiain  and  execute  his  nundttes'  To  enable  each  bo. 
norable  Senator  to  delibcmte  well  on  the  important  ques- 
tions involved  in  the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  to  recur  to  . 
our  political  liistory  from  toe  close  of  the  revolution  up  to 
the  present  time,  in  order  to  demonstimte  the  true  character 
of  this  Government  by  a  review  of  tlie  meaning  and  inten. 
tion  of  its  founders  I  shall  vote  to  postpone  the  considera-  , 
tion  of  Uiia  subject  to  the  longest  time  proposed. 

Mr.  FRELINGIIUYSEN  $.iid  that,  aa  a  member  of  the 
committee,  he  felt  constrained  to  defend  the  provimons  of 
tbe  bill  against  the  very  serious  charg'cs  that  had  assailed 
it.  Gentlemen  had  gravely  affirmed  that  *<thts  bill  re- 
pealed the  constitution,  and  conferred  the  powers  of  a 
despot  on  the  Preudent,"  So  far  from  all  thia,  it  only 
enabled  the  Executive  to  discharge  the  sacred  obligations 
which  thexonstitution  imposes  upon  him,  when  it  ordains 
that  be  "  shall  take  care  tliat  the  laws  be  fiuthfully  exe- 
cuted." The  Presdent  has  applied  to  us  f()r  legislative 
aid,  that  he  may  the  more  certainly  fulfil  his  hig^i  trust. 
This,  «r,  is  a  great  duty  fix  him  and  for  us  tliat  cannot  be 
dispens^with  or  avoided:  it  flows  Erectly  from  our  oaths 
to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  F. 
said  tliat  the  dangers  of  the  bill  had  been  quite  misappre- 
hended by  honorable  Senators.  Tbe  first  section  had 
been  constmed  into  the  most  dangerous  power  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive alone,  of  dccidii^  when  combinations  existed; 
what  were  liotSt  and  what  constituted  menaces)  whereas 
by  the  phun  terras  of  the  law  he  is  authorized  to  interpose, 
when  fnmi  these  specified  causes  it  sliall  become,  in  his 
judgment.  Impracticable  to  collect  the  revenues  of  the 
Government.  Now,  sir,  it  will  be  readily  perceived  that 
this  clause  confers  no  novel  or  eztraordioaiy  powers.  He 
is  not  to  jui^  of  combinations,  unlawful  assemblages,  and 
frther  hostile  arrays  any  further  than  tbey  interrupt  the 
course  of  public  laws:  and  when  he  is  the  officer  bound 
to  the  duty  of  executing  these  laws,  who  elie  should  have 
the  power  of  vindicating  their  claims,  and  securing  fbr 
them  a  prompt  obedience? 

It  was  further  insisted  b^  Mr.  F.  that  tiie  bill,  wiUi  the 
single  and  harmless  provision  that  authorized  a  removal  of 
the  custom-houso,  contained  no  principle  that  was  not  fa- 
miliar to  tbe  l^iidaUon  of  Congress.  Such  powers  as  it 
gave  to  tbe  Prerident  were  coimrred  by  our  laws  aseuly 
aa  1795,  and  as  lately  as  1807.  There  was  no  odi- 
ous or  despotic  feature  in  the  measures  reported  by  tlie 
committee.  If  they,  as  was  said,  made  the  Executive  a 
despot,  the  constitution  of  the  Union  created  the  despot- 
ism. Sir,  shall  the  majesty  and  supremacy  of  the  laws  be 
maintained?  And  how  shall  tliia  be  done  if  they  may  be 
defied,  or  put  down  by  force  or  menace? 

I'he  bill  proposes  the  employment  of  pacific  measures, 
so  long  as  oppostion  shall  present  a  peaceful  chimctcr: 
as  in  the  case  of  South  Carolina,  while  ner  otdinancf  and 
laws  resist  the  legislation  of  the  Union  by  judicial  action 
merely,  the  bill  meets  them  with  the  counteracting  agency 
of  the  federal  courts.  She  would  draw  the  questions  of 
collision  to  her  own  courts,  that  are  sworn  to  nullify  our 
laws.  The  bill  prondes  that  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States 
sliall  be  expounded  and  enlbrocd  by  the  courts  of  the  Unit- 
ed States.  And  when  she  resorts  tomilitary  force,  when 
insurrectionary  movements  there  shall  attempt  toproa- 
ti-ate  the  Government  of  the  country,  and  defy  the  judg- 
ments of  its  courts,  then,  and  not  until  then,  is  the  Execu- 
tive to  put  into  requisition  the  strong  arm  of  military 
power,  to  defend  and  maintain  them  in  their  dirnity  and 
energy.  And,  sir,  is  not  this  allright?  Is  it  not  absolutely 
necessary  ?   How  otherwise  can  we  j)reserve  a  Govem- 
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«ik1  utluUry  measure,  demanded  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
country.  The  Executive  lias  declared  his  intention  to  main- 
tain, as  he  diall  be  able,  the  integrity  of  the  Union;  and 
(said  Mr.  F.)  fursncli  a  purpose  I  am  prepared  to  sustain 
him. 

Mr.  BROWN  rose,  not  with  the  intention  of  ofTeriiig 
any  views  as  to  the  merits  of  the  bill  which  had  been  re- 
ported bjr  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as  it  would  be 
anticipating  a  discussion  whichwould  more  properly  arise 
Rtanotber  stage  of  the  question.  Hii  object  was  merely 
to  explain  the  reasons  which  would  influence  the  vote  he 
was  uiout  to  civtr,  in  order  that  any  nusinterpretation  of 
the  motives  which  induced  it  might  be  prevented. 

He  should  vote  against  the  motion  proposing  Monday 
week  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  because  its  post- 
ponement until  that  period  would  most  probably  defeat 
the  great  object  which  all,  no  doubt,  had  in  view — ^to 
give  to  it  that  fair  and  deliberate  examination  which  a 
measure  of  great  and  acknowledged  importance  demand- 
ed. He- had  moat  earnestly  hoped  that  the  exciting  sub- 
jects which  connected  themselves  with  this  question 
would  not  have  mingled  themselves  with  the  deliberations 
of  Congresv>n  other  great  questions  at  the  present  ses- 
nont  but  it  could  not  be  disguised  that  the  question  had 
now  assumed  a  shape  and  character  which  left  them  no  al- 
ternative but  to  meet  it,  and  act  on  it.  He  concurred  m 
the  views  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
-Cut,]  as  to  the  proper  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  and  thought  that  Monday  next  would  be  the  most  ap- 
propriate  time.  The  sentiments  expressed  by  that  gen- 
tleman, he  musthe  permitted  to  say,  were  liberal,  and  he 
trusted  he  saw  in  them  a  spirit  and  temper  which  augur- 
ed well  for  the  adjustment  of  iJie  difficulties  which  now 
menace  the  country.  He  entirely  agreed  with- him,  that 
the  day  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Feniisj'lvania  [Mr. 
WiLKiHs]  was  too  early,  |ind  that  no  reference  ought  to 
be  had,  in  our  decisions  upon  this  question,  to  the  1st 
of  February,  when  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina  is  to 
go  into  effect.  Why  proceed  with  such  a  precipitate  and 
indecent  liaate  to  the  dedsion  of  a  question,  the  great  im- 
portance of  which  InrokM  our  most  calm  and  mature  de- 
fiberatioaf 

Before  he  took  his  seat,  he  would  take  occasion  to  re- 
mark, that  when  this  question  came  up  for  consideration, 
while  he  would  yield  to  none  in  a  nigh  and  profound 
reverence  for  the  Union  of  the  States,  he  should  most 
probably  differ  from  some  of  those  who  £:lt  an  equal  at- 
tachment to  it,  as  to  the  modus  operandi  by  which  it  was 
to  be  preserved.  He  would  not  be  unmtndfiil  of  the  char- 
acter of  our  form  of  Government;  and  one  of  its  most  dis- 
tii^ishinp  features  was,  that  of  a  confederated  republic. 
Mr.  B.  Hud  he  would  content  himself  inth  this  general 
Vemaric,  as  any  dtscusHon  of  the  particular  fixtures  of  the 
bill  would  be,  at  this  time,  premature. 

Mr.  MANGUM  then  rose  to  correct  an  impression 
wtuch  seemed  to  be  on  the  mind  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jeney,  that  thk  meaiure  had  met  wHh  the  unanimoasap- 
probMon  of  tiie  Comnuttee  on^e  Judiciaiy. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  a  point "bf  order.  It  was  not  in 
order  to  refer  to  matters  which  passed  in  another  body- 
Mr.  HANGUM  apologized  to  the  Senate  for  the  irre- 
gularis into  which  he  had  been  led  by  the  momentous 
character  of  the  subject}  but  be  appealed  to  every  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  vhetber  he  had  not  dengnated  the 
IhU  as  abominable. 

Mr,  WILKnjfS  aud  he  had  onljr  ctmiplled  wjth  the  in- 
-  atructioQfl  of  the  committee  in  naming  Thunday  next.  It 
had  not  been  his  wish  to  name  too  earty  auy,  and  he 
wtnild  willingly  agree  to  take  up  the  stUijeot  on  Monday 
next  But  he  wished  to  suggest  one  or  two  considera- 
tions which  had  induced  the  committee  to  name  so  early  a 
day.  It  had  been  admitted  on.all  hands  that  a  solemn  cri- 
sis WM  idMut  to  arrire.    He  did  oonaider  it  a  wlemn 


cri^sj  but  he  would  not  go  so  far  as  the  gentlenian  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  CiLBooirJhad  gone  the  other  day, 
when  he  had  said  it  was  more  solemn  and  important  than 
that  ofthe  Declaration  of  Independence.  All  have  agreed 
that  on  the  first  of  next  month,  this  solemn  epoch  will  ar- 
rive. The  ordinance  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina — the 
test  law — that  unprecedented  luw  called  the  replevin  acl 
—and  the  law  for  the  protection  of  tlie  citizens  of  South 
Carolina — all  looking  to  one  object— all  go  into  operation 
on  that  day.  He  had  sud  all  these  panted  to  one  object. 
To  what  <rf)ject  did  they  pmnt?  llie  answer  was  nmple. 
To  nullification  of  existing  laws — to  violent  rcKstance  t« 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  rose,  and  said  he  could  not  sit  silent 
and  permit  such  erroneous  constructions  to  go  forth. 
South  Carolina  had  never  contemplated  violent  renstance 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
any  man  could  read  the  various  acts  of  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  and  not  say  that  they  must  lead — necessarily 
lead — in  their  consequences  to  violent  measures.  There 
had  been  no  indication  on  the  part  of  South  Cart^na  of 
any  disposition  to  retrace  her  steps. 

Up  to  the  last  momentthe  Prudent  had  been  governed 
by  uie  hepe  that  ibe  would  have  been  convinced  of  the 
error  of  her  course,  and  have  exhibited  some  justercon- 
ceptions  of  her  obligations  to  the  confederacy  of  which 
she  was  &  member.  No  such  disposition  had  been  evinced. 
What  did  the  gentleman  from  South  Caroliha  [Mr.  Miir 
leb]  mtan  when  he  said  that  all  difficulties  would  be  ob- 
viated if  Congress  shoulU  only  pass  this  tariff  law?  What 
was  to  be  the  alternative  if  no  such  law  was  passed  between 
this  and  the  1st  of  February  ?  What,  he  repeated,  wai  to 
be  die  alternative?  Why,  uie  tariff*  law  was  to  be  resisted 
and  overturned  in  South  Carolina.  And  was  not  this  to 
be  considered  violent  resistance  to  the  laws?  They  who 
had  framed  this  bill  believed  it  to  be,  in  every  one  of  ita 
provisions,  strictly  defensive.  Every  provision  was  de- 
fensive in  its  character,  and  intended  to  meet  tite  particular 
crisis.  There  was  not,  en  the  &ce  ef  the  bill,  one  import 
tant  provinon  introduced  which  was  mrt  to  be  found  on 
reference  to  the  statute  book.  Indeed,  the  present  was  not 
sostrongabill  asCongfress,  under  peculiar  circumstances, 
had  passed  before. 

The  Judiciary  Committee,  in  framing  it,  had  been  par- 
ticularly anxious  not  to  introduce  any  novel  principle — any 
which  could  not  be.  found  on  the  statute  book.  The  only 
novel  one  which  the  bill  presented  was  one  of  a  ver^  sim- 
ple nature.  It  was  that  which  authorixed  the  Preaident, 
under  tile  particular  drcumstanecs  which  were  specified 
in  thebUl,  to  remove  the  custom-house.  Ttui  was  the 
only  novel  principle,  and  care  was  taken  that  in  providing 
for  such  removal  no  authority  was  given  to  use  force. 

The  committee  were  apprebenuve  that  some  colUnon 
might  take  place  after  the  1st  of  February,  either  be- 
tween tiie  conflicting  parties  of  the  citizens  of  South  Ca- 
rcdina*  or  between  the  oflicera  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  citizens.  And  to  remove,  as  far  as  possible, 
all  chance  of  such  coTltMon,  provision  was  made  that  the 
collector  might,  at  the  moment  of  imminent  danger,  re- 
move the  custom-house  to  a  place  of  security)  or,  to  use 
a  plain  phrase,  put  it  out  of^  harm's  way.  He  admitted 
the  importance  of  this  bill;  but  he  viewed  its  importance 
as  arising  not  out  of  the  provinona  of  the  bill  itself,  but 
out  of  the  state  of  afiiurs  in  South  Carolina,  to  which  the 
bill  had  reference.  In  Utii  view,  it  wai  of  paramount  im- 
portance. 

It  had  become  necesaary  to  Instate  on  this  subject; 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  pass  Uic  bill  or  not,  he  would 
not  say*;  but  legislation,  in  reference  to  SoUth  Carolina, 
previous  to  the  1st  of  February,  had  become  necessary. 
Something  must  be  done;  and  it  behooves  the  Govern- 
ment to  adcqit  every  meanre  of  precaution,  to  prevrnt 
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those  ftwful  coiuequcoeei  wlueb      must  fbrvsee  as  ne- 

cesnrily  rewlting  from  the  position  which  South  C»roIina 
has  thought  pfopcr  to  usume.  He  had  no  objection  to 
make  the  bill  tlie  special  order  fur  Monday  next,  but  he 
hoped  no  day  more  distant  than  that  would  be  fixed  on. 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  WiLKiHs]  had  asked  him  **  what  was  to  be  the  alter- 
twfiTC  in  ease  tfae  tatiff  biil  now  pending  should  not 
mnf"  He  was  not  authorized  to  reply  to  this  question 
for  the  Bute  <^  South  Carolina.  But  he  would  tell  the 
Senator  that,  in  his  opinion,  Congress  might  obviate  the 
existing  difficulty  by  paaung  a  bul  to  decrease  the  tariff 
duties.  Tlte  pass^e  of  even  an  initiating  bill  would  obvi- 
ate the  difficulty,  as  the  convention  oi  Sooth  Carolina 
must  be  called  u^in  to  meet  the  new  contingency.  He 
not  prepared  to  say  what  kind  of  a  bill  would  satisfy 
Squth  Carolina,  but  a  new  bill,  whatever  Ks  character, 
would  have  the  effect  of  annulling  the  ordinance.  The 
actual  state  of  South  Carolina  was  this :  virtue  of  her 
reserved  ri^ts,  she  was  about  to  throw  off  judiciously  and 
peaceably  a  burden  which  had  been  cast  upon  her  by 
the  United  States.  Standing  on  their  own  soil,  the  peo- 
ple of  South  Carolina  were  about  to  ridtfaciiuelves  of  an 
incubus  to  which  they  bad  been  subjected.  He  would 
not  go  into  a  statement  of  the  operation  of  this  proMss 
through  all  its  various  ramificationst  but,  he  contended, 
that  gentlemen  could  not  see,  in  the  ordinance,  or  in  tiie 
laws  of  South  Carolina,  any  evidence  to  sustain  the  appre- 
hensions of  a  violent  resistance  to  the  laws.  It  was  a  mere 
phantom  of  an  excited  imagination  which  had  produced 
the  great  alarm  that  seemrato  exist. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had  said  that  South 
Carolina  did  not  retrace  her  steps,  when  she  was  particu- 
larly invited  to  do  so  by  the  Preudent.  He  (Hr.  U.) 
did  not  now  intend  to  say  whether  South  Carolina  wan 
right  or  wrong  in  the  course  she  had  taken.  But  that 
State  had  thought  that  the  President  had  no  right  to  issue 
the  proclamation  which  had  come  from  him.  Tlie  citi- 
zens  of  that  State  bad  thou^t  that,  under  no  construc- 
tion of  constitntiOnBl  r^^  could  they  be  deprived  of  the 
ri^t  to  assemble  in  their  own  State,  for  the  purpose  of 
amending-  their  own  organic  law;  and  that,  when  they 
did,  they  were  to  be  put  down  by  a  proclamation  of  the 
Prendcnt  of  the  United  States.  The  people  of  that  Stale 
believed  that,  in  issuing  this  proclamation,  the  Freudent 
bad  hiouilf  been  guilty  of  an  unconstitutional  and  unau- 
thorized act.  When  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
could  show  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  citizens  of  South 
Carolina  to  refrain  from  the  exercise  of  their  constitutional 
rights,  in  deference  to  the  Prewdentof  the  United  States, 
it  would  be  time  enough  to  answer  the  charge  he  had 
made  against  the  State  for  not  retracing  her  steps. 

The  Prewdent  had,  in  his  opening  message  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  sesuon,  recommended  a  mo- 
dification and  reduction  id  the  tatHF  duties.  South  Caro- 
tina  was  ready  to  afford  to  the  friends  of  the  President 
the  longest  posuble  time  to  act  on  this  recommendation; 
and  for  this  purpose  he  riioidd  vote  to  postpone  this  bill 
to  the  most  remote  day.  He  challenged  those  who  rallied 
round  the  President  to  come  on,  and  to  show  why  it  was 
that  they  now  wuhed  to  hurry  the  discussion  of  the  bill. 
The  Prendent  had  said  that  the  tariff  ought  to  be  repeal- 
ed. Let  Coogrcsamodify  or  repeal  the  twiffby  12  o'clock 
on  the  night  of  the  3d  trf"  Usrch,  and  he  would  under- 
write the  State  of  South  Carolina,  that  not  an  act  of  vio- 
lence would  take  place,  not  a  drop  of  blood  would  be 
shed.  He  would,  therefore,  throw  the  responsibility  of 
any  contingent  violence  on  the  gentlemen  who  were  the 
reputed  friends  of  the  President.  It  was  very  well  known 
tfwt,  at  the  last  session,  when  this  subject  was  <^sposed  of, 
be  Jiad  himself  stated  on  this  floor  every  prindple  which 
was  contained  in  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina.  He 
had  dcekttd  tb»t  the  act  (4*  the  tart  wiiion  wis  unconrti- 


tutional,  and  that  the  South  would  not  be  latisSed  with  it. 
From  the  ingestions  around  him  he  was  at  a  loss  to  decide 
whether  he  had  been  right  or  wrong. 

The  Senstor  from  Pennsylvania  had  said  tiiat  there  was 
no  novel  feature  in  this  bill,  except  tiiat  which  authorized 
the  President  to  establish  floating  custom-houses.  The 
bill  provided  that  in  case  of  anyunlawfiil  assemblwe, 
that  is,  that  if  some  half  dozen  sailors  were  to  assemble 
together,  and  thus  give  color  to  the  idea  of  an  unlawful 
assemblage,  and  if  this  were  to  be  near  the  custom-house, 
the  President,  having  no  greater  love  for  South  Carolina 
than  he  had  for  any  nortiiern  State,  might  have  resort  to 
force.  Another  exceptionable  provision  in  the  bill  was 
that  which  gave  the  power  to  the  officer  to  keep  posses- 
sion of  the  goods  which  lie  may  have  taken,  until  the 
amount  of  the  duties  4iould  be  pud  down  in  hard  dolUrs. 
The  State  of  South  Carolina  and  the  United  States  rtood 
in  relation  to  each  other  as  two  travellers  who  may  have 
encountered  each  other  on  a  hedge.  If  both  would  agree 
to  keep  tlie  right,  they  might  pass  eauly;  but  if  they 
would  come  in  opposition,  the  stronger  would  pass  over 
the  weaker.  Noir,  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  bad 
given  to  the  President  power,  whenever  his  cdlectots, 
his  agents,  or  his  minions  asked,  to  call  out  the  whole 
nuUtary  force,  to  ride  roughshod  over  the  Tiberties  of  the 
people.  If  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  wished  to  giv« 
an  opportunity  to  Congress  to  pass  any  act  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  conciliating  South  Carolina,  why  did  he 
object  to  the  most  remote  day  which  was  named  ^ 

Hr.  KING  resetted  to  see  tliat  gentlemen  appeared 
anxious  to  rush  mto  a  debate  on  the  subject  at  this  time. 
For  himself,  he  was  prepared  to  give  the  question  all  the 
conuderation  which  it  demanded.  It  was  one  of  vital  im- 
portance. He  was  ready  to  give  the  National  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  the  Preudent  who  prewdes  over 
it,  such  power  as  would  be  necessary  to  uphold  and  en- 
force tiie  laws;  but,  at  die  same  time,  he  was  disposed  to 
withhold  his  vote  for  any  proposition  which,  in  his  judg- 
ment, interfered  with  the  rights  of  the  States  or  those  of 
the  people,  or  which  would  place  in  the  hands  of  tlic  Pre- 
sident power  which  the  constitution  never  intended.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  whether  the  bill  went  to  that  ex- 
tent, and  therefore  wished  to  have  time  to  make  up  his 
mind.  He  hod,  howev^  hoped  that  action  elsewhere 
would  have  calmed  Uie  disquietude  of  the  South,  and 
that  a  returning  sense  of  justice  on  the  part  of  those  who 
had  forced  the  protective  mtem  on  the  country,  would 
have  prevented  the  necesHty  of  clothing  the  President 
with  the  extraordinary  power  conferred  by  this  bill.  He 
feared,  however,  that  there  was  now  but  littie  hope, 
either  from  the  other  House  or  from  this,  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  llie  discusuon  on  this  question,  therefore, 
must  come — it  seemed  perfectly  clear  that  that  must  be 
the  case. 

He  considered  that  the  subject  ought  not  to  be  post- 
poned to  so  distant  a  day  as  would  defeat  any  action  on 

the  subject.  We  owed  it  to  ourselves,  to  the  country,  to 
the  administration,  to  give  the  matter  a  proper,  a  fair  ex- 
amination, and  by  the  yeas  and  nays  to  decide  the  question. 
He  rose  principally  to  say  he  should  vote  a^inst  the  post- 
ponement to  Monday  week,  because  he  btflieved  that  gen- 
tlemen could  come  to  the  discussion  as  well  prepared  in 
a  shorter  period  as  they  would  by  deferring  the  subject 
to  a  longef  time.  If  he  'could  believe  that  any  events 
would  occur  to  render  this  lUscnssion  unnecessary,  he 
would  be  willinif  to  put  it  off  for  a  month  to  give  time  for 
such  events  to  interpose;  but  he  believed  that  no  delay 
would  be  long  enough  to  prevent  it  altogether  ■  He  should 
vote  against  the  motion  lor  Monday  week,  and  most  as- 
suredly against  the  proposition  for  Thursday,  as  being  al- 
together too  short  a  postponement.  We  ^ould,  by  fix- 
ing on  the  earliest  da^,  be  precipitated  into  the  subject, 
and  go  into  a  discussion  befbrv  a  single  document  could 
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be  exunined.  He  was  astonished  when  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Hr.  Wilkiss]  made  his  proposition.  He 
should  give  his  vote  for  the  proposition  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  [Hr.  Cut;]  for  by  that  time  the 
Senate  would,  in  all  prdiabUity*  be  prepared  to  enter 
upon  the  subject 

The  question  on  the  longest  day  being  first  in  order, 
was  taken  and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YBAS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Black,  Calhoun,  Mangum,  Hil- 
ler,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Rives,  Tyler. — 9. 

ITAYS. — MeaBrs.Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,Cham- 
bers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing, 
Foo^  Forsyth,  Frelingbuyaen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Uohnes,  Jdinson,  Kuie,  King,  Knight,  Naudain,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Bobinson,  Run^es,  Se)niK>iir,  Stisbee, 
Smith,  Spragiie,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  White, 
Wilkins,  Wrig:ht.--37. 

So  the  motion  was  fiegatived. 

Mr.  W1LKIN8  then  Withdrew  his  motion  for  Thursday. 
The  motion  made  by  Mr.  Clat  was  then  agreed  to. 
So  the  bill  was  poitponed  till  Monday  next,  and  made 
the  ipecial  order  for  ttiat  di^. 

POWERS  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then  rose  and  aud,  that  not  agreeing 
with  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  tJut  the 
measures  proposed  in  the  bill  were  of  an  ordinary  charac- 
ter, and  such  as  were  sastiuned  bv  precedeota,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  fiilly  according  in  the  oedaration  of  the  Senator 
Irom  Mississippi  [Hr.  Poiitsextxb]  that  it  would,  in  fact, 
be  a  repefl  of  the  conatitutton  should  it  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  Congress,  he  bad  risen  to  offer  three  resolutions, 
with  a  view  of  testing  the  principlea  on  which  the  bUI 
rested. 

He  had  drawn  tliem  witli  great  care — with  a  scrupulous 
regard  to  the  truth  of  every  assertion  they  contun,  wlucli, 
he  believed,  no  one  who  ralued  his  character  for  candor 
could  contradict,  and  that  no  impartial  jury  in  Christendom 
could,  on  an  issue,  reftise  to  render  a  verdict  in  their 
fiivor;  and  be  had  been  equally  scrupulous  in  making  no 
deductions  but  what  were  sustuned  by  the  clearest  and 
most  demonstrative  reasoning. 

Mr.  C.  said  that,  though  the  bill  was  couched  in  general 
terms,  and  made  applicable  tOj|]l  the  States;  and  though 
it  referred,  apparently,  on  its  nee,  to  cases  only  of  insur- 
rection, or  lawless  resistance  of  individual  force,  yet  it 
would  not  be  denied  that  it  was  intended  to  be  applied 
particularly  to  the  case  of  South  Carolina,  and  with  the 
intention  not  of  putting  down  the  lawless  combinations  of 
individuals  in  tliat  State,  but  the  authorized  oppoution  of 
the  people  of  South  Carolina  to  an  act  which  they  consci- 
entiously believed  unconstitutional  and  oppressive,  and,  as 
Buch,  cxejrowng  the  right  wUch  belongs  to  her  in  the  last 
resort,  as  a  sorereign  member  of  the  confederacy,  she  has 
declared  to  be  null  and  void.  Whatever  reustance,  then, 
may  be  made  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina  is  a  resistance 
by  the  State  itself,  authorized  by  her  soverei^  authority, 
and  not  the  resistance  of  a  lawless  combination  of  indivi- 
duab-  It  is  to  put  down  this  resistance  that  the  measure 
now  before  the  Senate  has  been  reported,  and  in  this  cha- 
racter it  is  wholly  unprecedented;  there  is  no  example  of 
the  kind  to  be  found  on  our  statute  book. 

Here,  then,  (said  Hr.  C.,)  is  presented  the  great— he 
would  say  tiie  awfully  important  question — has  Congress 
the  right  to  pass  this  bill*  There  are  two  views  of  our 
constitution,  going  back  to  itsfundamental principles;  one 
contained  in  the  proclamation  and  the  message  of  the  Pre- 
sident, which  have  given  birth  to  the  bill,  and  the  other  the 
ordinance  and  proceedings  of  the  people  of  South  Caro- 
lina. As  the  one  or  the  other  of  these  views  may  be  cor- 
rect, the  bill  must  be  pronounced  to  be  constitutional  or 
unconstitutional.  If  it  be  true,  as  stated  by  the  President, 
that  the  people  oS  these  United  States  are  united  on  the 


principle  of  a  social  compact,  as  so  many  individuals  cou' 
stituting  one  nation;  if  they  have  transferred  to  the  Gene- 
ral Government  their  allegiance;  if  they  have  parted  with 
the  right  of  judging,  in  the  last  resort,  what  powers  are 
reserved  ana  what  delegated;  then,  indeed,  the  SUteaare 
without  sovereignty,  without  rightst  and  no  other  olycc- 
tion  can  be  made  to  the  bill  but  what  might  be  made  to  iti 
expediency.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  these  positions 
are  utterly  false;  if,  in  truth,  the  constitution  is  the  Work 
of  the  people  forming  twenty-four  distinct  political  com- 
munities; if,  when  aw)pted,  it  formed  a  union  of  State% 
and  not  of  individuak;  if  the  States  have  not  surrendered 
the  right  of  Judging  in  the  last  resort,  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  reserved,  and,  of  course,  of  the  delegated  powers; 
then,  indeed,  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  foundation  in  the 
constitution  to  authorize  the  bill;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
it  would  be  wholly  repugnant  to  its  genius,  desLmctive  of 
its  very  existence;  ana  involved  a  political  Mn  of  the  high- 
est character — of  tlie  delegated  acting  a^iiut  the  sove- 
reign power — of  die  creature  warring  a^inat  the  creator. 

In  making  these  assertioni^  Mr.  0.  laid  he  had  the  au- 
thority of  the  Fre^nt  of  the  United  States  himself.  He 
had  tacitly  acknowledged  that  if  the  views  of  the  consti- 
tution on  which  the  State  of  South  Carolina  has  acted  he 
correct,  then  neither  this  nor  any  other  measure  of  force 
could  be  adopted  against  her.  On  no  other  principle 
could  tlie  long  and  elaborate  argument  (and  false,  he  was 
compelled  to  say,  as  long  and  euborate)  contained  in  the 
proclamation  and  in  the  message  be  explained.  Well 
might  the  President  feel  thatunlessthe  doctrines  on  which 
South  Carolina  had  acted  could  be  succeadiilly  rensted* 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Government  to  adopt  any 
measure  agunst  her:  which  presented  tbe  great  sjid  so- 
lemn question,  are  tliey  true  or  not?  on  watch  he  pro- 
posed to  make  a  few  remarks,  with  the  intention  that  the 
Senate  mif^t  duly  and  deliberately  reflect  on  them  in  the 
short  interval  between  this  and  Monday  nex^  (the  day 
fixed  for  tbe  discusmm  of  the  bill.) 

'rbe  great  question  at  tesue  is,  where  b  the  paramount 
power?  Where  the  sovereignty  in  this  complex,  but 
beautiful  and  admirable  system  (if  well  understood) 
is  lodged?  for  where  the  sovereignty  is,  there  too  must  be 
the  paramount  power.  A  few  plain,  simple,  and  incon- 
trovertible portions  will  determine  titis  pomt  lliat  the 
f>eopIe  of  the  States,  as  constituting  separate  coiAmuni- 
ties,  formed  the  constitution,  is  as  unquestiMiable  as  any 
historical  fact  whatever.  It  stands  upon  the  most  durable 
and  unquestionable  record — as  much  so  as  the  records  of 
any  court  in  the  universe;  and  that  the  Union,  of  which 
the  constitutional  compact  a  tbe  bond,  is  a  union  between 
States,  and  not  between  a  mere  mass  of  individuals,  rests 
on  _  auUiority  not  less  high— on  the  constitution  itself, 
which  expressly  declares,  ui  the  article  of  ratificatim,  that 
it  shall  be  binding  between  the  l^ates  raii/uing  the  mum 
words  more  explicit,  be  would  say  teekntcal,  could  not  be 
devised;  yet,  as  certain  as  these  facts  are,  they  cannot  be 
admitted  without  admitting  the  doctrines  for  wliich  South 
Carolina  contends.  They,  by  the  most  certain  and  direct 
deduction,  conclusively  will  show  where  tiie  parapumnt 
power  of  the  system  is— where  its  sorereign  anthorify  re* 
aides. 

No  one  will  pretend  that.tfae  aorertignty  is  m  the  Gov- 
ernment. To  make  that  assertion  woiud  ne  to  go  back 
to  the  Asiatic  idea  of  government — it  is  scarcely  Euro> 
pean,  as  tbe  moat  iotelligent  writers  in  that  section  of  the 
globe  long  since  traced  sovereignty  to  a.  higher  source. 
No,  the  sovereignty  is  not  in  the  Government,  it  is  In  the 
people.  Any  other  conception  is  utterly  abhorrent  to 
the  ideas  of  every  American.  Tliereianotaparticleofiov- 
ereignty  in  the  Government.  If,  ^en,  it  be  in  the  people, 
which  cannot  be  denied,  unless  by  extinguishing  the  lights 
of  political  science  for  more  than  two  thousandyeara,  (he 
onfy  possible  question  that  can  remain  ia,  in  wl»t  pe^le? 
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In  the  people  of  the  United  States  collectively,  as  a  mass 
of  in^n^ut^  or  in  the  people  of  the  twenty-four  States, 
as  fbmun^f  distinct  political  communities,  confederated  in 
this  Union }  The  nets  already  published  decide  this  ques- 
tion, and  prove  the  sovereignty  to  be  in  the  people  of  tlie 
serenl  States.  No  such  community  ever  existed  as  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  forminr  a  collective  body  of 
individuals  in  one  nationt  and  the  idea  that  Uiey  are  so 
united  by  the  present  constitution,  as  a  social  compact, 
as  alleged  by  the  prodamation*  is  atteply  false  and  absurd. 
To  call  the  constitution  the  social  compact,  is  the  g^at- 
est  possible  abuse  of  language.  No  two  things  are  more 
dissimilar;  there  As  not  an  expression  in  the  whole  science 
of  politics  more  perfectly  definite  in  its  meamng  than  the 
social  compMit.  it  means  that  association  of  iiulivtduals, 
founded  on  the  implied  assent  of  all  its  members,  which 
precedes  all  Goremnien^  and  fVom  which  Governroent 
or  the  constitutional  compact  springs;  and  yet,  the  Presi- 
dent, in  the  daring  attempt  to  put  down  our  federal  sys- 
tem, has  ventured  to  confound  things  so  totally  dissimilar. 
The  sovereignty,  then,  is  in  the  people  of  the  several 
States,  united  in  this  federal  Union,  it  is  not  only  tnthem, 
but  in  them  unirapured;  not  a  particle  resides  in  the  Go- 
vernment; not  one  particle  in  the  American  people  col- 
lectively. 

The  people  of  the  States  have,  indeed,  delegated  a 
portion  of  their  sovereignty,  to  be  exercised  conjointly  by 
a  General  Government,  and  have  retained  the  residue  to 
be  exercised  by  their  respective  State  Governments.  But 
to  delegate  is  not  to  part  with  or  to  impur  power.  The 
delegated  power  in  the  agent  is  as  much  tlie  power  of 
theprinci^alasif  it  remuned  in  the  latter,  uid  mfty,  u 
between  him  and  hn  agent,  be  controlled  or  resumed  at 
pleasure.   Now  mark  the  consequence. 

No  one  can  deny  that  the  act  of  the  sovereign  binds  the 
citizen  or  si^jcct.  The  latter  is  not  individu^ly  respon- 
sible for  the  act  of  Uie  ptditical  community  of  which  he  is 
•  member,  and  to  whicn  he  owes  allegiance.  The  com- 
munity only  is  res^onaible.  This  is  a  principle  uiuversally 
.  recognised;  but  without  regarding  a  principle  so  obvious 
— formed  uiKHi  the  hi^est  sense  of  Justice—this  bill  pro- 
poses to  make  the  citizen  of  South  Carolina  individually 
responsible  for  the  sovereign  acta  of  the  State  to  which  he 
owes  his  allenance!  An  outrage,  more  than  barbarian, 
upon  the  fundamental  principle  of  political  institutions,  as 
has  ever  been  recwnised  by  all  people  so  far  advanced 
in  civiliz^tton  as  to  be  formed  into  political  communities. 
None  can  doubt  that  the  convention  of  the  people  of 
Soutii  Carolina  is  the  true  organ  of  her  sovereigfnty.  Ac- 
cording to  our  American  ideaa,  sovereignty,  instearl  of 
lying  dormant  in  the  mass  of  individuals  composing  a  State, 
and  instead  of  being  capable  of  being  called  into  action 
by  a  revolutionary  movement  only,  has  a  known,  organic, 
and  peaceable  means  of  action.  That  means  isaconven- 
tiim  of  the  people.  Through  iti  instrumentdity  all  of  our 
cMntitutions,  State  and  Fwleral,  were  formed  and  rati- 
fied. Through  the  awnoe  authentic  voice  the  people  of 
South  Cwolina  spoke  in  her  late  ordinance;  which,  as  far 
as  her  citizens  are  concerned,  is  not  less  obligatory  than 
the  constitution  itself. 

It  it  to  see  that,  uctder  this  aspect  of  the  subject,  this 
ImU  presents  a  question  infinitely  beyond  that  of  the  tarifiT 
or  ita  eonstitutionali^,  <^  nullification,  or  whether  the 
Supreme  Cwirt  is  the  tribunal  appointed  by  the  constitu- 
tion to  decide  questions  in  controversy  between  the  State 
and  Federal  Governments.  It  sweeps  away  the  whole  of 
these  questions.  It  may  be  admitted,  to  illtistratc  this 
idea,  that  the  taritf  is  constitutional;  that  the  Supreme 
Court  is  the  authority  appointed  by  the  constitution  to 
judge  questions  In  conflict  between  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments!  and  yet  this  bill  cannot  be  justified.  High 
W  the  authority  of  the  court  may  be,  it*  powers  are  but 


self{  and,  like  every  other  portion  of  the  (Sovemment,  ii 
destitute  of  the  least  particle  of  sovereign  power.  As 
delegated  powers  may  be  resumed  by  the  sovereign  dele- 
gating the  same,  such  a  resumption  may  be  a  breach  of 
compact — a  violation  of  the  faith  of  the  State;  but,  even 
in  that  case,  the  State,  as  a  community,  and  not  its  citi- 
zens individually,  is  liable.  The  State,  as  a  communitv, 
can  break  no  law.  It  can,  as  a  sovereign  body,  be  sub- 
ject to  none.  It  may  ple^  iu  fUth;  it  may  delegate  its 
powers;  it  m&y  breut  the  one  and  resume  the  other;  1)ut 
the  remedy,  in  such  cases,  is  not  hostile  enactments;  not 
law,  by  which  the  citizens  individually  are  made  respon> 
nble — as  the  bill  most  absurdly  and  preposteroiisly -pro- 
poses; but  open  force — war  itself — unless  there  be  some 
provision  of  a  remedial  and  peaceAiI  character  provided 
m  the  compact. 

I  uniKi^now(said  Mr.  C.)  about  to  Ascuss  the  question 
of  using  force  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government 
against  the  State.  That  question  is  not  now  before  the 
Senate;  but,  should  it  be  presented  in  any  sti^e  of  this 
proceeding,  I  stand  ready  to  prove  that  wis  Government 
has  no  right  even  to  resort  to  force.  The  illustrious  men 
who  framed  our  constitution  were  too  wise  and  patriotic 
to  admit  of  the  introduction  of  force-,  in  constituting  a  fed- 
eral system,  they  had  too  profound  a  koowlec^  of  the 
human  heart,  too  deep  an  insight  into  history,  not  to  per- 
ceive that  the  introduction  of  force  into  such  a  system 
must  necessarily  lead  to  a  military  despotism .  The  fabric 
is  too  delicate  to  stand  its  rude  shock.  They  devised,  as 
a  substitute,  a  far  more  effectual  and  peaceful  means — one 
much  more  consonant  to  the  advanced  progress  of  politi- 
cal science  and  civilization.  He  alluded  to  tiie  provision 
by  which  all  contests  for  power  between  the  Federal' 
Government  and  the  States  maybe  virtually  decided  in  a 
convention  of  the  States.  That  is  the  true,  wise,  and 
constitutional  means  of  terminating  this  controversy.  I^et 
the  States  be  convened  in  convention;  let  the  stockhold- 
ers, if  be  might  be  permitted  so  to  express  himself,  of  this 
great  political  partnerriiip  be  calledtogether,  that  all  con- 
flicts of  power  between  the  directors  and  any  portion  of 
the  stockholders  miiy  be  determined  in  conformity  to  the 
provisions  prescribed  in  the  charter  of  association. 

If,  then,  in  a  case  supposed,  (where,  for  the  sake  of  the 
argument,  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariff'  is  conceded, 
and  with  tiie  same  view  the  authority  claimed  for  the  Su- 
preme Court  acknowledged,)  there  would  be  no  right  to 
pass  this  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  on  the  citizens  of  South 
Carolina  for  adhering  to  (h«r  allegiance  to  the  State,  bow 
much  stronger  must  l>e  the  objection  to  its  passage  when 
we  advert  to  the  fact,  that  it  ia  not  a  case  of  resumption  of 
power  delegated  to  the  Government,  but  the  defence  of  re- 
served powers  against  unconstitutional  encroachment.  So 
far  from  conceding  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariff  or  the 
powers  claimed  for  Uie  Supreme  Court,  not  only  the  State 
of  South  Carolina,  but  all  the  Southern  States,  believe  it 
to  be  not  only  unconstitutional,  but  highly  oppressive ;  and 
that  the  Supreme  Court,  so  far  from  being  the  tribunal 
appointed  to  decide  political  controversies,  is  limited  by 
the  constitution  itself  to  cases  arising  in  law  and  equity, 
and,  of  course,  where  the  parties  are  amenable  to  its  pro- 
cess. 

Mr.C.  said  that  he  could  not  but  perceive  in  the  bill  its 
self-evidence  that  there  was,  on  the  part  of  its  authors,  an 
internal  feeling  of  the  force  of  these  argumenta;  they  have 
uot  made  it  directly  applicable  to  the  case  of  Snith  Caro- 
lina, nor  to  the  case  of  a  State  oppnsing,  on  her  own 
sovereign  atithority,  what  she  believes  to  be  an  unconstitu- 
tional act  of  the  Federal  Qovernmcnt.  If  there  be  guilt. 
South  Carolina  alone  is  guilty.  Why,  then,  make  the  pro- 
vimonsof  Uie  bill  applicable  to  all  tiie  SUtes'  Why  make 
it  the  general  and  permanent  law  Wthe  laml?  The  other 
Statesliave  not  been  even  the  abettors  ip  themighty  strug- 


delegated  powers;  it  makes  a  part  of  the  Government  it- 1  gle  of  South  Carolina  to  muntain  the  constitution  and  lib 
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ertiu  of  the  country.  She  hu  been  ditcountenanced  eren 
br  heruster  SUtea  immediately  interested  in  the  issue! 
why,  then,  commit  the  injustice  of  iocludingthem  in  itspe- 
nftl  enaetments?  Why  disguise  the  real  inte  ntion,  thatiis 
t6  coerce  a  soTcreig^  State,  exercising  her  constitutional 
right  of  judging,  in  the  last  resort,  of  her  reserved  rights, 
wuh  ariew  of  protecting  her  citizens  agaiiist  the  encroach- 
■  ments  of  the  Federal  Government?  Why  not  meet  this 
mighty  issue  boldly  and  manfully'  Why  confound  the 
movements  of  a  State  with  riots,  mobs,  and  insurrections? 
But  one  reason  can  be  assigned.  A  conscious  Instinct  of  the 
'  palpable  injoMce  and  absurdity  ofsucb  a  bill.  Mr.  C.  said, 
that  viewing  the  bill  on  its  principles,  he  conceived  it  a 
virtual  repeal  of  the  constitution,  as  much  so  as  if  it  was 
expressly  drawn  on  its  face  with  "  Be  it  enacted  by  the 
,  authority  ofthe  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  that 
the  constitutioa  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  repealed." 
Should  it  pass,  it  will  effectually  and  forever*put  down 
our  beautiful  federal  ^stem,  and  rear  on  its  ruins  a  con- 
solidated Government.  The  sovereignty  of  the  States 
would  befoKversubmerged— thatsoTcreignty  which  con- 
stituted ours  a  federal  system,  and  the  loss  of  which  would 
make  it  a  consolidation. 

The  inue  is  now  before  us{  the  decision  eannot  be  much 
longer  delaved;  the  rejection  or  the  passage  of  this  bill 
muVn>l>ii"y  decide  it  nirever.  Let  no  one  suppose  that, 
in  deoding  this  great  question,  our  qrstem  will  stop  at 
mere  consolidation;  it  is  but  a  stage  in  the  certtun  pregress 
to  military  despotism,  and  that  the  most  odious  and  oppres- 
sive; as,  m  proportion  to  the  independent  free  spirit  of 
the  people,  must  be  the  sternness  ofthe  despotism  neces- 
sary to  bold  them  in  subjection.  But  two  modes  of  po- 
litical existence  can  long  endure  in  our  country;  the  one 
thatformed,  by  the  fnunersof  our  admirable  constitution, 
a  fed^al  systemt  uniting  free  uid  independent  States  in  a 
bond  of  union  for  mutual  advantages,  and  to  be  preserved 
by  the  concurrent^assent  of  the  parts;  or  a  government  of 
the  sword.    The  choice  is  before  us. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  he  had  drawn  the  resolutions  which  he 
was  about  to  propose,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  prin- 
ciplea  of  this  biU  distinctly  before  the  Senate ;  and  that  he 
had  accompanied  them  with  the  few  remarks  which  he 
had  made,  with  a  new  of  calling  the  solemn  attention  of  its 
members  to  the  miglity  consequences  which  he  conscien- 
tiously believed  to  be  involved  in  its  passa^.  He  conceiv- 
edlt  to  be'  impossible  to  adopt  the  resolutions  and  to  pass 
the  bill,  and  that  it  was  equally  impossible  to  denv  the 
fints  on  which  they  rest,  or  r^ect  the  conclusiona  deduced 
therefrom. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  submitting  the  following  resolu- 
tions: 

"Saohed,  That  the  people  of  the  several  States  com- 
posing these  United  States  are  united  as  parties  to  a  con- 
Btitutionid  compact,  to  wluch  the  people  of  each  State  ac- 
ceded as  a  separate  sovereign  community*  each  binding  it- 
self by  its  own  particular  ratificationt  and  that  the  Union, 
of  which  the  sua  compactis  the  bond,  is  a  union  betyeen 
the  SUtes  ratifying  the  same. 

"Baaivcdf  That  the  people  of  the  several  Stales,  thus 
united  by  the  constitutional  compact,  in  forming  that  in- 
strument, and  in  creating  a  General  Government  to  carry 
into  effect  the  objects  for  which  they  were  formed,  dele- 
gated to  that  Government,  for  that  purpose,  certain  defi- 
nite powers,  tobeexerdsedjfMntl^,  reaervingat  the  same 
time,  eadi  State  to  itself,  the  residuaiy  mass  of  powers, 
to  be  exerdsed  by  its  own  separate  Government;  and  that 
whenever  the  General  Government  assumes  the  exercise 
of  powers  not  delegated  by  the  compact,  its  acts  are  unau- 
thorized, and  are  of  no  eflect;  and  that  the  same  Govern- 
ment is  not  made  the  final  jud^  of  the  powers  delegated 
to  it,  since  that  would  jnake  its  discretion,  and  nut  the 
constitution,  the  measure  of  its  powersf  but  that,  as  in  all 
other  cases  of  compact  among  lovereign  parties^  without 


*ny  common  judge,  each  has  an  equal  right  to  judge  for 
itself,  as  well  of  the  infraction  as  of  the  mode  and  mea- 
sure of  redress. 

*'Reaohed,  That  the  assertions  that  the  pecmle  of  these 
United  States,  taken  collectively  as  indiViauau,  are  now, 
or  ever  have  been,  united  on  the  principle  of  the  social 
compact,  and  as  such  are  now  formed  into  one  natibn  or 
peoi^,  or  Uiat  they  have  ever  been  so  united  in  any  one 
sti^  tfidr  political  ezisteacei  that  the  people  m  the 
several  States  composing  the  Union  have  not,  as  memben 
thereof,  retained  their  sovereignty;  that  the  aUn;iance  of 
their  citizens  have  been  transferred  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment; that  they  have  parted  with  the  right  of  punishinEf 
treason  through  their  respective  State  Govemments;  and 
that  they  have  not  the  right  of  judging  in  the  last  resort 
as  to  the  extent  of  the  powers  reserved,  and,  of  come- 
queuce,  of  those  delegated{  are  not  only  without  founda- 
tion in  truth,  but  are  contrary  to  the  most  certwn  and  plain 
historical  fact^  and  the  dearest  deductions  of  reason ;  and 
that  all  exercise  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment, or  any  of  its  departments,  claiming  authority 
from  so  erroneous  assumptions,  must  of  necessity  he  un- 
constitutional, must  tend  directly  and  inevitably  to  sub- 
vert the  sovereignty  of  the  States,  to  destroy  the  federal 
character  of  the  Uiuon,  and  to  rear  oa  its  nuna  a  consodi- 
dated  Government,  without  constitutional  check  or  limita- 
tion, and  which  must  necessarily  terminate  in  the  loss  of 
liberty  itself." 
The  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PUBUC  LANDS. 

Hie  Senate  then  proceeded  to  conrider  the  bill  to  ap- 
propriate, fat  a  Umited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of 

the  public  lands,  &c. 

Mr.  EWING  rose  to  continue  his  remarks,  but  yielded 
to  amotion  fo/c  adjournment. 

WxDiriSDAT,  JairaAKx  23. 
Ha  CALHOUN'3  RESOLUTIONS. 

The  resolutions  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  CALHOUN 
were  then  taken  up  for  consideTatian. 

The  resdutions  having  been  read, 

Mr.  MANGUH  said,  he  did  not  perceive  that  any 
benefit  could  result  from  the  discuiMon  of  these  resolu> 
tions  at  this  time.  There  was  other  business  of  import- 
ance before  the  Senate,  to  the  immediate  action  on  which 
the  disposition  of  that  body  pdnted.  With  a  view,  dmne- 
fore,  to  save  the  time  of  the  Senate,  and  to  brii^  ^ 
whole  subject  under  consideration  together,  he  would 
move  to  postpone  the  further  consideratimi  of  the  resolu- 
tions until  Monday. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  expressed  his  acquiescence  in  the 
motion.  He  had  no  desire  to  anticipate  the  discussion  on 
the  bill.  He  merely  denred  to  have  on  opportunity  of 
being  heard  at  an  early  period  on  the  subject  of  his  reso- 
lutions. 

Mr..  GRUNDY  expressed  a  hope  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  would,  for  a  moment,  withdraw  his 
motiori,  in  order  to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  present  an 
amendmentto,  or  rather  a  substitute  for,  the  original  re- 
solutions. His  substitute  might  then  be  printed,  and  the 
whole  might  be  taken  up  together.  He  would,  after 
offering  bt*  amendment,  acquiesce  in  any  motion  for 
postponement. 

Mr.  MANGUH  withdrew  hitmotion. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  moved  the  fUlowing  as  aaubititate 
for  the  original  resolutions: 

"Saohtdy  That,  by  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  certain-powers  are  delegated  to  the  General  Go- 
vernment, and  Ihoae  not  delegated  nor  prohibited  to  the 
States  are  reserved  to  the  States,  respectively,  or  to  the 
people. 
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"2.  Reaobed,  That  one  of  tbe  powers  expressly  granted 
by  the  conatitulion  to  the  General  Government,  and  pro- 
hibited to  the  States,  ta  that  of  laying  duties  on  imports. 

"  3.  Beaohedt  That  the  power  to  lay  imposta  is  by  the 
eonitibition  wholly  transfeiTed  from  the  State  aathiffities 
to  tbe  General  Goremment,  without  any  reaervatim  of, 
power  or  right  on  the  part  of  the  State. 

Jiejnived,  That  the  tariff  laws  of  1838  and  1833 
are  exercises  of  tbei^constitutional  power  possessed  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  whatever  various  opinions 
■Mty  exnt  as  to  their  policy  and  justice. 

*'  5.  Beaohedt  That  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  State 
to  annul  an  act  of  Congress  pawed  upon  any  subject  ex- 
duttvely  confided  by  the  constitution  to  Congress,  is  an 
encroachment  on  the  rights  of  the  General  Government. 

'■  6.  Raokxd,  That  attempts  to  obstruct  or  prevent 
the  execution  of  the  several  acts  of  Coi^ress  imposing 
duties  00  importi^  whether  by  ordinances  of  conventions 
or  le^rUlative  snactmentSi  are  not  wimnted  bjr  the  con-' 
•titubon,  and  are  dangerout  to  the  pditical  institutions  of 
the  country." 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  that  the  rewlutioDB  he  had  offei^ 
«dbe  printed. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  suggested  tiiatthe  motion,  to  be  cor- 
rect in'  point  of  fonn,  ahould  be  to  postpone  the  whole 
subject  till  Monday,  and  in  the  mean  time  Xft  print  the 
amendment 

Mr.  MANGUM  then  varied  his  motion  to  embrace  the 
two  objects,  and  the  Bwdon  far  postponement  wu  tlien 
agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  tlie  bill 
to  distribute,  for  a  Umited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public 
landa.  Tbe  queation  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Pom- 
nxxTBB  to  amend, 

Mr.  EWING  concluded  the  remarks  which  be  had  com- 
menced on  Monday.   (Given  entire  above.) 

Mr.  HILL  next  rose,  and  sud:  The  bill  originally  re- 
ported, afler  giving  to  the  seven  new  States  of  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Alabama,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Lou- 
isiana, besides  tbe  fire  per  eeut.  to  which  tliey  are  enti- 
tled by  cnnpact,  entered  into  when  they  were  severally 
admitted  into  the  Union,  and  twelve  and  a  half  per  centum 
upon  the  nett  amount  of  ^1  the  sales  of  public  lands, 
divides  tbe  residue  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  pubUc 
lands  amcng  the  twenty.four  States  of  tbe  Union,  accord- 
ing to  tlieir  respective  fedenift  representative  population, 
to  be  applied  by  tbe  Legislatures  of  the  said  States  to 
auch  obje^  of  education,  iotemal  improvement,  coloni- 
zation of  free  petaons  of  color,  °^  reimbursement  of  any 
existing  debt  contracted  tm  internal  improvements,  as 
the  said  Legislatarea  may  sererally  designate  and  au- 
thorize. It  gmnta,  beaidcs,  to  the  new  States  of  Missis- 
sippi, Louinana,  and  Missouri,  one  half  million  of  acres 
each;  to  Indiana,  one  hundred  and  fifteen  thousand  two 
hundred  and  seventy-two  acres;  to  Illinois,  twenty  thou- 
aandf  and  toAlahama,  one  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land, 
lying  within  thrir  own  limits,  the  nett  proceeds  of  the 
■ales  of  which  to  be  implied  to  objects  of  internal  im- 
provement within  Uioae  States. 

The  amendment  submitted  by  tbe  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  provides  that  the  public  lands  heretofore  offered 
for  sale  at  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  the  acre,  and 
remaining  unsold,  shall,  after  the  thirteenth  of  June  next, 
be  offered  at  private  sale  at  one  dollar  per  acre.  The 
second  section  of  the  amendment  provides  that  any  head 
Of  a  Anuly,  or  rii^e  man  over  twen^-one  years  of  age, 
«r  any  widov,  ma^  demand  and  receive  from  the  register 
and  receiver  a  written  permhdon  to  settle  on  a  tract  of 
land  not  exceeding  one  quarter-section,  and  that  the 
person  so  applyine,  if  he  or  she  shall  forthwith  settle 
thcRupon  and  ciutinte  tbe  Und  for  five  consecutive 
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years,  and  shall  have  paid  down  the  sum  of  fifty  cents 
per  acre,  shi^  be  entitled  to  receive  a  patent  therefor 
from  the  Uiuted  States.  I  am  not  yet  prepared  to  s^ 
whether  or  not  the  amendment  proposed  is  tbe  beat  ^ 
position,  consulting  the  great  interests  of  the  Union, 
which  can  be  made  of  the  public  landsi  but  I  must  yiO> 
test  against  the  principles  which  are  involved  in  the  bill 
proposed  to  be  amended. 

The  original  proposition  presents  itself  as  a  direct  ap- 
peal to  the  cupiaity  of  the  several  State  Govemmentsi * m 
which  the  people  are  supposed  to  have  a  nearer  iattfest 
than  in  the  General  Govemmenti  it  is  an  invitation  to 
take  and  eat  of  the  forbidden  tree,  with  the  aMunuic^ 
"  thou  shalt  not  surely  die." 

The  friends  of  a  high  tariff  in  the  (dd  States  are  sup- 
posed to  advocate  the  bill,  while  the  opponents  of  a  high 
tariff  in  the  old  States  oppose  it.  T^e  interest  of  the 
ttuiff  and  anti-tariff  States,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  recep- 
tion of  the  cUvidend  proposed,  must  be  the  same.  Moncjr 
must  be  as  acceptable  to  the  State  of  Georgia  as  to  tbs 
State  of  Massachusetts.  Why,  then,  does  not  Georfpa 
seek  tbe  same  disposition  oi  the  public  lands  as  doM 
Massachusetts?  Georgia  well  knows  that  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  lands,  abstracted  from  the  treasury,  creates 
tbe  necessity  of  rai«ng,  by  taxation  on  tbe  coDsumption 
of  the  country,  an  equal  amount;  and  Massachusetts,  in 
the  same  thing,  fimcies  that  this  additional  taxation  goea 
so  much  for  the  protection  of  that  class  of  her  citueiw 
who  have  invested  capital  in  various  manufiicturet. 

The  idea  is  altogether  fallacious,  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  this  country  can  be  benefited  by  the 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands 
among  tbe  several  States.  So  long  as  the  legitimate  ex* 
penditures  of  the  National  Government  exceed  the 
amount  of  revenue  raised  from  any  other  than  pubfic 
property,  so  lung  will  such  a  diviirion  of  the  avails  of  tli« 
public  lands  among  thtf  several  States  lessen  the  burdens 
of  tbe  people  not  at  all.  Wc  will  see  what  will  be  tht 
operation  of  this  dividend  on  the  State  of  New  Hamp. 
shire. 

It  will  be  admitted  by  all  to  be  bad  poUcy  to  raise  mo- 
ney in  any  Government  for  the  pnrpoae  umply  of  distrib- 
uting it  among  those  who  have  origmalljr  contributed  it. 
The  expenses  of  collection  and  distribution,  and  the  inte- 
rest or  uae  of  the  money  raised  during  the  term  of  the 
whole  process,  are  so  much  dead  loss.  Tbe  distribution 
of  the  avails  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  so  long  as  it 
is  necessary  to  raise  money  by  impost  or  otherwise,  is  still 
worse  in  principle  than  the  taxation  and  distribution  to 
which  lluve  alluded.  It  is  worse  to  New  Hampshire  and 
o  all  tbe  States  on  the  aeaboard;  became,  while  thoee 
States  receive  less  than  their  proportion  from  the  publio 
lands,  they  pay  more  tiian  their  proportion  of  the  taxes 
on  imports  to  support  the  Government. 

In  the  distribution  of  three  millions  of  dollar^  the  pro- 
lortion  of  New  Hampshire  will  be  about  nxty  thousand. 
This  viSy  thousand  dollars,  augmented  by  tbe  expense  of 
collection,  and  tiie  greater  portion  of  duties  psid  by  con- 
sumers on  the  gesbmrd  tbsin  by  those  Uving  nr  in  the  in. 
terior.who  consume  less,  will  bring  upon  her  an  additional 
tax  of  at  least  one  hundred  thousand  dollun;  so  that  for 
every  sixty  cents  received  she  pays  out  a  dollar  in  new 
taxes,  if  in  individual  in  his  own  private  affairs  were  to 
engage  in  such  a  speculation  as  this,  he  would  be  set 
down  as  a  fool. 

But  it  is  not  the  loss  from  the  speculation  itself  tiut  I  - 
so  much  deprecate — it  is  tbe  demcffalizing  effect  tbe  din- 
dend  must  have  on  the  healthy  action  of  our  State  Gov- 
ernments. Where  a  State  has  incurred  an  enormous  debt 
in  attempting  to  make  internal  improvements  in  unpro- 
ductive roads  and  canids,  the  application  of  the  dividend 
might  be  well  applied  to  dischaiige  the  interest  upon  an 
intermimdile  burden  which  has  ocen  thrown  upon  such 
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State,  and,  when  thus  applied,  would  no  longer  be  a  sub- 
ject of  controversy;  but  in  a  Slate  like  New  Hampshire — 
a  State  which  has  been  too  pc>9r  to  run  herself  millions  in 
debt  on  splendid  projects  of  roads  and  canals— «  State 
whose  hardy  yvomanry  have  contrived  to  make  tolerably 
convenient  KMds  and  to  improve  the  navigation  of  thetr 
riverawithout  either  running  the  State,  as  such,  in  debt.or 
asking  Congress  for  appropriations — in  New  Hampshire 
this  appropriation  of  sixty  thousand  dollars  annually — if, 
indeed,  the  whole  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  shall  here- 
after give  her  this  as  a  dividend — would  go  to  turn  our 
State  Government  topsy-turvy. 

The  State  would  never  consent  that  aiw  portion  of  this 
dividend  should  go  for  the  purpose  of  colonizing  free 
blacks  in  Africa.  But  if  it  was  to  be  applied  for  objects 
of  internal  improvement,  there  would  be  an  annual  scram- 
blinir  in  the  Leg^lature  that  would  keep  up  a  constant 
warfare  between  the  different  sections  of  the  State.  The 
West  there  w6uld  have  an  interest  in  making  improve- 
ments, which  would  carry  away  the  buuness  from  the 
East;  the  extreme  North  would  turn  her  roads  towards 
the  State  of  Maine,  and  the  South  would  draw  Ihem  to- 
wi^rds  Hassachuaetts;  while  the  only  seaport  and  commer' 
cial  capital  of  the  State  would  consider  that  she  had  a 
claim  tnat  all  tjie  money  should  be  extended  to  bring  the 
whole  bunness  of  the  State  into  her  lap.  The  result 
would  be,  that  the  strong  would  combine  and  deprive  the 
weak  of  their  proportion  of  the  benefitsi  that  these  bene- 
fits would  be  unequal;  that  new  expedients  would  be  re- 
sorted to,  to  give  the  appropriations  a  (Afferent  direction; 
and  that  the  State  would  be  kept  from  year  to  year  in  a 
turmoil.  Thousands  of  dollars  of  the  dividend  would  be 
expended  in  useless  legislation,  in  contriving  waj-B  and 
means  to  secure  some  portion  of  the  money. 

Projects  of  improvement  would  be  started,  involving  a 
greater  expenditure  than  the  land  fund  would  warrant. 
Some  bridge*  or  road,  or  canal,  which  had  been  begun 
and  under  estimated — for  what  project  of  this  kind,  in  its 
incipient  state,  was  ever  estimated  at  half  its  cost?— nnust 
be  completed:  the  land  fUnd  from  Congress  hSb.  The 
State  must  hire  money,  or  rwse  additional  sums  to  carry 
the  improvement  on.  Where  credit  is  good,  as  that  of  a 
city,corporation,  or  State,  loans  may  be  effected,  if  not  in 
this  country,  in  Europe;  and  posterity  may  have  entailed 
upon  it  a  perpetual  tax  to  pay  the  annual  interest  on  mo- 
ney >j>I^lied  to  such  improvements  as  will  not  afford  even 
a  Bumcient  income  to  pay  for  their  own  repairs. 

Is  the  land  dividend  applied  to  purposes  of  education? 
It  will  then  be  a  matter  of  dispute  whether  it  shall  go  to  a 
high  school  or  a  common  school,  to  a  college  or  an  acad- 
emy; to  prepare  the  pupil  for  the  pulpit  or  the  bar;  for 
surgery  or  physic;  or  whether  males  exclusively,  or  fe- 
maws,  or  both,  shall  be  entitled  to  its  benefits. 

If,  Mx.  President,  the  .amount  of  dividend  was  so  much 
real  gain  to  a  State,  the  inconveniences  that  might  arise 
from  State  legislation  on  this  subject  were  not  wortliy  to 
be  named.  But  when  it  is  considered  that  the  State  has 
to  contribute  its  full  share,  and  to  pay  a  larger  tax  to  fill 
the  vacancy  which  the  abstraction  of  this  dividend  has 
produced,  'Tolly,  with  her  cap  andbelt^"  could  not  ap. 
pear  more  ridiculous  than  this  project. 

Are  the  State  Governments  to  be  reduced  to  abject  de- 
pendence on  the  treasury  of  the  nation?  Are  they  to  de- 
pend on  the  breath  and  the  favor  of  the  two  branches  of 
Congress?  Are  they  to  come  here  crouching  for  the 
means  to  enable  them  to  educate  their  children,  ortocom- 
plete  some  great  public  improvement,  at  the  same  time 
they  are  taxed  in  what  Uiey  eat,  drink,  and  wear,  to  fill  up 
that  vacuum  in  the  national  chest  wlueh  has  been  pro 
duced  by  the  donation?  Do  you  cstl  this  a  gift— a  favor  to 
any  State? 

It  has  become  evident  to  my  mind  that  we  must  either 
confine  the  legislation  of  the  Federal  Government  to  the 


defined  objects  of  the  federal  constitution,  or  present 
that  continued  collinon  between  the  National  and  State 
Governments  which  vaast  end  in  consolidation,  anarchy, 
and  ultimate  dissolution.  I  am  of  those,  Mr.  President, 
who  believe  that  Congress  is  no  less  potent  under  the 
powers  expressly  granted  to  it  by  the  people  of  the  States^ 
than  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  are  by  the  powers  grant- 
ed them  by  the  people  of  each  State.  Rightly  practised 
upon,  there  is  a  beauty  and  a  harmony  in  our  constitu- 
tion, forever  assuring  tlie  liberties  of  the  people. 

The  framers  of  the  constitution  never  intended  that  the 
National  Government  should  r^se  money  to  be  distribut- 
ed among  the  State  Governments,  any  more  than  they 
intended  that  the  common  funds  of  the  General  Govern- 
mentahould  be  dissipated  in  splendid  projects  of  internal 
improvement.  When  Virginia  ceded  her  title  to  the  pre- 
sent States  and  territory  north  of  the  Ohio  and  east  of  the 
Mississippi,  as  a  "common  fund"  to  discharge  the  debts 
of  the  revolution,  could  it  be  believed  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  terms  of  that  compact  that  at  any  future  time  the 
avails  of  those  funds  should  be  pud  over  directly  by  the 
Genera]  Government  to  the  States  of  Masaachusetti  and 
Connecticut?  What  was  the  State  of  Biassachusetta  is 
every  j'ear  deriving  much  public  revenue  from  the  pobUc 
land  within  her  limits;  the  sums  secured  to  the  treasuries 
of  Massachusetts  and  Maine  the  present  year  for  these  pub- 
lic lands  amount  to  nearly  three  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. This  fiust  is  announced  in  the  messages  of  the  Go- 
vernors of  those  two  States  to  their  Legiwatures  at  the 
present  session. 

Are  Massachusetts  and  Maine  attached  to  the  union  of 
these  States?  and  can  the^  insist  that  three  millions  of  the 
common  fund,  collected  from  the  avails  of  the  public  lands, 
shall  be  distributed  among  the  States  in  the  very  year 
that  they  are  deriving  from  the  sales  of  the  pubhc  lands 
within  meir  limits  a  greater  amount  than  what  would  be 
their  share  of  the  wvidcnd?  Does  Connecticut  inn«t  on 
another  annual  sHce  to  herMlF,  who  has  a  common  school 
fund  of  between  one  and  two  millions  of  dollars  derived 
from  public  lands,  which  she  claimed  beyond  her  Umita 
subsec[uent  to  the  revolution*  Cannot  these  three  State* 
be  satisfied  with  that  disposition  of  the  lands  which  arc 
left  to  the  whole  United  States,  that  leaves  them  a  co.m- 
mon  Kind  to  ^y  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  General 
Government  m  their  purchase,  survey,  and  management 
or  to  relieve  the  people  of  other  burdens?  Are  these  States 
not  willing  that  the  public  lands  should  at  present  go  to 
pay  the  million  of  dollars  that  are  taken  from  the  treasu- 
ry to  pay  their  revolutionary  pensioners?  Ho  they  wish 
to  tax  the  whole  consumption  of  the  Union,  the  food  and 
clothing  of  the  whole  people  of  Uie  United  States,  to  pay 
their  pensioners  of  the  revolution,  and  at  the  same  moment 
i  snatch  from  the  treasury,  for  thrir  own  benefit,  the  com- 
,  mon  fund  set  apart  to  pay  the  debt  of  the  revolution  ? 

lliis  project  for  tlissipating  the  avuls  of  the  public 
lands,  I  am  nappy  to  say,  did  not  originate  with  either  the 
Senators  from  Massachusetts, Maine,  or  Connecticut;  butif 
the  bill  passes,  it  must  pass  by  the  votes  of  those  Senators. 

There  is  not  one  of  tiie  original  States  south  of  the  Po> 
tomac  which  supports  this  bill.  Does  not  the  billdo  gteat 
relative  injustice  to  those  States?  Is  the  present  a  time  to 
impose  greater  burdens  on  the  people  <»  the  South  than 
the  ordinary  expensesof  the  Govemmcntreqoire?  They 
consider  this  measure  as  intended  for  no  ouier  purpose 
than  to  fix  permanently  on  them  an  additional  tax  to  the 
amount  of  their  proportion  of  three  millions  of  dollanj 
nay,  sir,  if  it  is  intended  in  this  additional  tax  of  ttiree 
millions  toafford  "protection"  to  the  great  manufacturing' 
capitalists  of  the  East,  including  the  raised  price  of  the.ar- 
ticles  protected,  it  may  be  the  means  of  Impowng  on  the 
fieople  of  the  South  their  annual  proportion  of  a  tax  of 
nx,  or  ten,  or  even  fifteen  millions  of  dollars- 
Can  it  be  denied  that  the  protection  which  has  been 
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held  out  u  the  greateat  beautv  of  the  "American  system' 
— that  protection  which  involves  the  palpable  contradic- 
tion  of  cheapening  the  article  to  the  consumer,  and  at  the 
nme  thue  keepinr  up  the  profits  of  -the  manufacturer — 
can  it  be  denied  tAat  this  protection  is  a  principal  object 
^the  bill  under  eon«deratjon?  Why  will  g^enllemen  at 
tius  time  innst  on  a  measure  which  adds  fuel  to  the  flajne 
already  gflaring  upon  us  in  the  South?  Why  will  they  in- 
sst  on  a  new  construction  of  the  constitution — a  construc- 
tion which  Virginia  and  the  whole  South  have  combated 
from  '98  down  to  Uie  present  time— aa  a  means  of  disupat- 
ing  more  funds  of  tiw  Government,  tlut  furthn  burdens 
may  be  imposed?  Is  this  a  time  to  make  further  innova- 
tiom  on  the  conititutum?  la  thia  a  time  to  commence  new 
proieetflf  If  gentlemen  have  a  real  attachment  for  the 
Union,  tliey  will  now  manifest  that  attachment  by  frown- 
ing' on  every  measure  calculated  to  increaM  the  discon- 
tents of  any  portion  of  the  Union. 

The  extinction  of  our  national  debt  presents  this  nation 
in  an  attitude  to  excite  the  admiration  of  the  wwld;  tliere 
is  probably  on  record  no  other  instance  of  the  kind .  Now 
it  the  fiivontble  time  to  put  tliat  practical  construction  up- 
on the  constitution  which  shall  confine  the  Government 
within  its  acknowledged  limits,  aiid  leave  full  scope  for 
the  States  to  act  in  their  aeveral  spheres.  It  will  be  im- 
possible that  this  Government  shall  go  on,  if  Congress 
ahall  permanently  assume  powers  which  the  framers  of 


After  the  money  has  been  paid  into  the  treasury,  I  can 
see  no  difference  between  the  anils  of  the  sales  of  Uie 
public  lands,  and  the  money  collected  by  impart.  It  is 
said,  that  by  the  constitution  Congress  hare  power  to 
dispose  of  the  public  lands  without  any  resttietitm,  and 
that,  if  they  can  thus  dispose  of  the  lands,  they  can  in  like 
manner  dispose  of  the  avails  of  the  lands .  I  presume  those 
who  believe  that  we'  have  so  much  money  in  the  trea- 
sury that  we  cannot  deal  it  out  too  Kberally,  would  make 
no  difference  between  the  money  brought  into  the  trea- 
sury from  import  dutie%  and  that  from  the  anuls  of  the 
public  lands.  They  would  as  readily  distribute  the  one 
as  the  other  among  the  several  Statet.  It  does  appear  to 
me,  that  the  lands,  in  the  first  insUnee,  ought  to  bear  the 
expense  oftheirown  purchase  and  mana^ementt  and  that, 
until  they  do  this,  the  avaUa  of  the  pubhc  lands  are  as  all 
other  money  paid  into  the  treasury — that  we  have  the 
same  authority  to  dispose  of  all  that  we  have  of  a  part. 

We  may  gnint  lands  or  money  for  public  improvementi 
in  the  vicinity  of  other  lands,  owned  by  the  Unittd  Statesi 
and  this  has  been  liberally  done  by  Congress,  and  expend- 
ed for  cutting  and  grading  roads  for  miBtsry  purpoMs,  or 
for  the  purpose  ofncilitatingsettlements.  But  whenever 
the  lands  have  been  taken  up,  and  the  Cfmntry  has  be- 
come so  much  settled  as  that  the  inhabitanU  are  able  to 
make  their  own  roads,  the  United  States  should  make  no 
more  grants.   1  would  even  submit  to  liave  thelandi^  be- 


the  constitution  never  intended  to  nantt  such,  for  io*  longii^to  the  Umted  States  ntnated  in  aiqr  State,  taxed 


stance,  as  the  right  to  nuke  unlimited  appropriations  for 
internal  improvements,  for  roads,  bridges,  and  canals,  by 
which  .tile  people  of  the  several  States  are  to  be  bought 
up  with  their  own  money.  If  this  power  be  contested, 
as  1  trust  it  will  be,  successfully,  what  shall  we  say  of  the 
right  of  Congress  to  divide  any  portion  of  fhe  common 
■funds  of  tiie  eountry  among  the  States  for  the  same 
object? 

A  most  decisive  objection  to  the  division  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  lands  proposed  by  the  bill,  is  its  inequality. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cut]  has  insisted  that 
the  public  lands  are  the  common  property  of  all  the  Slates 
— that  xach  of  the  States  is  entitled  to  its  full  share.  But 
in  a  different  part  of  his  atgument,  be  has  told  us  that  an 
equal  proportion  to  the  seven  new  States  would  be  one- 
nxtb,  and  that  the  bill  gives  to  these  seven  States,  besides 
the  live  per  cent,  allowed  them  by  the  law  already  exist- 
ing, nine  hundred  and  sixteen  thousand  of  the  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars — nearly  one-third  of  the  whole  amount! 
And  this  is  not  all:  half  a  million  of  acres  of  land  are  to  be 
granted  to  three  of  these  new  States  >»  addition  to  the 
seventeen  per  cent,  which  they  already  have  over  and 
above  tiie  old  States. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands  were  not  as  much  during  the  year 
1833,  as  they  were  in  1831.  In  the  last  named  year,  they 
amounted  to  $3,557,033  76.  In  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1832,  they  were  $1,904,467  57,  being  a  proportion  of 
half  a  milUon  less  than  in  the  preceding  year.  Now  take 
the  last  year  aa  the  rate  for  five  years  to  come,  and  let  it 
be  borne  in  mind  (as  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bxh- 
Tojrl  has  assured  us)  that  it  now  costs  the  treasury  nearly 
a  million  of  dollars  a  year  to  discharge  the  public  obliga- 
tions on  account  of  Indian  treaties,  and  half  a  million  more 
to 'manage  these  public  lands — how  much  more  than  the 
Bum  actually  drawn  out  of  the  treasury  for  the  manage- 
tnent  and  purchase  of  the  public  lands  will  be  divided 
among  the  old  States,  as  tlietr  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales?  Tetylittle,  ifany.  Andwil!  it*not  be  a  glorious 
operation — worthy  of  renowned  statesmen — to  tax  the 
people  of  the  United  States  two  or  three  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  the  purpose  of  dividing  that  sum  in  a  moat  unequal 
and  unjust  ratio  between  the  several  States? 

"The  Kinruf  Frai<ce,  with  twmtf  Uiooiand  mtn, 
March'4  Bp  ibebi»,BB4thcaMrcli'ddo*&«fBiD.'' 


as  rimilar  lands  are  taxed  io  the  handi  of  individually  if 
needs  be.  I  would,  at  any  time,  at  a  fair  price,  sell  out 
the  lands  tc  the  States  in  which  they  are  situated .  I  would, 
where  it  will  atall  facilitate  settlements,  reduce  the  price  of 
public  lands.  1  mi^t  even  consent,  as  a  matter  of  ex- 
pediency, if  the  constitution  would  adnut  of  it,  by  the 
common  consent  of  all,  to  Avide  the  lands  among  the  aev- 
eral States,  under  regulattons  which  should  prevent  im- 
proper speculationst  but  never  would  I  place  the  public 
lands  in  a  position  tempting  the  cupidity  of  the  aeveral 
State  Governments,  and  leading  than  to  aak,asa&Tor 
from  the  General  Government,  what  the  General  Goren^ 
ment  has  no  right  to  give. 

It  is  said  that,  as  the  pubhc  debt  has  been  paid,  the  Na- 
tional Government  has  no  further  occauon  for  the  public 
lands;  that  as  they  were  granted  for  the  specific  piupow 
of  dischargin|f  the  debt  of  the  revolution,  and  that  debt 
being  now  paid,  the  avails  of  the  lands  should  go  back  to 
the  several  States.  If  the  debt  of  the  revolution  has  been 
dischaiged,  how  much  have  the  public  lands  done  towards 
it'  They  have  scarcely  yet  paid  the  expenses  of  purchase 
and  management.  The  rev<^utionary  oeht  hat  been  dis< 
charged  by  taxes  drawn  Erectly  frtm  the  poc^ta  of  the 
peo^e.  Nay.  sir,  the  debt  has  not  yet  been  dischaq^: 
millions  are  yet  to  be  paid  annually  to  revolutionary  pen- 
sioners, for  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  must 
be  taxed  if  this  fund  is  diverted  from  the  treasury.  And ' 
even  when  the  last  man  of  the  revolution  shall  have  paid 
the  debt  of  nature,  this  land  fund,  until  it  shall  make  up 
the  whole  amount  of  revolutionaty  debt  for  which  impost 
and  other  duties  have  been  laid,  will  be  as  sacred  a  pMge 
to  the  public  treasury  for  the  lUtcbarge  of  that  debt  as  it 
ever  has  been. 

It  is  said,  if  some  disposition  be  not  immediately  made  of 
the  public  lands,  the  States  in  which  they  are  located  irill 
claim  and  take  possession  of  themt  that  they  will  be  strong 
enough  in  Congress  in  a  few  years  to  appropriate  them 
for  their  own  benefit.  Of  this  I  have  no  fears.  The 
new  Statea  of  Ohio^  Kentuefcy,  and  Tennessee  are 
alreaify  with  the  old  Statea  in  opposition  lothis  project  of 
the  State*  taking  to  theneelves  all  the  lands  within  their 
limitit  and  it  will  be  but  a  few  year*  before  Louisiana, 
Hinuisippi,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  even  Missouri,  will  have 
the  same  interest  in  preventing  such  a  dispontion  of  the 
public  lands  aa  have  the  elder  States.   Continue  to  dii- 
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poae  of  the  "public  luids  witbin  their  borden  for  »  few 
yeftrs,  and  each  of  these  States  will  look  to  tbeir  interest 
m  the  TMt  regions  of  the  West  and  North  as  of  greater 
moment  than  what  shall  remain  within  their  Umits.  There 
aerer  will  be  danger  of  the  new  State*  uniting  to  wrest 
from  flie  Vmon  their  property  in  the  pubKe  lanaa. 

It  has  been  said  in  achate,  [byHr.CBAxiiBs,]  that  this 
bill  faas  been  hailed  in  all  parts  of  the  country  as  a  mea- 
sure  of  justice,  snd  that  it  "  is  a  just  and  equal  distribu- 
tion."  Just  so  fue,  snd  no  farther,  has  this  bill  been  ap- 

Cled  as  the  *' American  system,"  and  the  desire  to 
op  the  duties  on  articles  of  consumption  at  the  higb- 
ett  ptrfnt  haTc  found  fitvor.  The  Legislature  of  Vermont, 
in  the  fear  tliat  her  iron  manufiustureswill  not  be  protect- 
ed if  an  enormous  dubr  shall  not  be  continued  on  that 
article,  necessary  for  the  eomfort  and  the  sustenance  of  the 
poor  as  well  as  the  rich,  has  passed  resolutions  in  ftvor  of 
this  land  bill.  An  attempt  was  made  to  steal  through  the 
Legislature  of  New  Hanipshire  resolutions  to  the  same 
effect  the  last  evening  of  ito  last  sessiont  but  Uie  resolu- 
tions were  voted  out  of  the  House  by  nearly  two  to  one. 
The  le^ibtori  of  that  Btate  had  not  forgotten  that  their 
predecessors,  so  long  as  June  23,  1831,  had  resolved  that 
**any  partial  appropriation  of  the  public  landa  for  State 
pnrpotet  u  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  our  national  com- 
j^ac^^aa  well  ai  th«  principles  of  justice  snd  aound  po- 

^ow  "just  and  equal**  the  distribution  br  tilts  bill  is, 
may  be  gathered  from  the  fiust  that  seven  of  the  Western 
States  receive  in  cash  nearly  double  the  proportion  ofthe 
old  States.  Tbey  come  here  to  drive  a  great  bat^n. 
The  *«bount;^'of  the  State  of  MisBissippi,  besides  her 
advanced  dividend  in  cash,  is  half  a  million  acres  of  land 
—equal  at  least  in  value  to  aiz  hundred  and  twenty-five 
thousand  dollars.  The  State  of  Missis«ppi  "  thanks"  the 
hon(H«ble  Senator  who  framed  the  bill  for  giving  her  so 
inuehi  yet  Miiiiattppi  wants  more,  if  the  Senator,  in  the 
plenitade  of  his  gMat  kindness,  will  yield  to  her  more: 
and  what  docs  not  the  measure  owe  to  the  State  of  Hissis- 
mpi  fbr  tiie  fkvor  it  haa  received  in  this  House  ^*  Surely, 
if^  tCssissippi  has  been  liberally  patronized  in  the  bill  at 
ttie  expense  of  her  elder  wsters,  she  has  paid  for  it.  1 
think  it  waa  SMd  [by  Mr.  PoiKoszTaa]  if  this  measure 
ahouldbe  delayed  three  years,  "the  bargain  to  Missisaippi 
would  not  be  irorth  a  brass  Arthingt"  the  best  lands  would, 
before  that  time,  be  all  selected,  and  the  remwnder  would 
not  be  valued  at  ten  cents  the  acre. 

Misrisuppl  will  have  driven  an  excellent  bargain  for 
heivclf  if  she  obtuns  the  boon  offered  her  by  the  bill  the 

E resent  year)  if  it  he  delayed  three  years,  she  will  then 
t  no  better  off  than  her  nster  State^the  excellent 
ChoetaworCherokeelanda  will  then  all  betaken  up.  But 
what  right  has  HiasiiMippi  to  claim  an  extraordinary  favor 
as  to  the  lands?  She  does  not  admit  that  reducing  the 
price  of  public  lands  will  assist  the  poor;  she  says  it  ope- 
ratea  not  htrdly  on  the  new  States  that  large  sums  are 
brought  from  them  into  the  treasury  from  the  sales  of 
public  landa — not  worse  upon  them  than  if  individuals 
caaw  among  them  and  purchased  stocks  of  horses,  cattle, 
or  anjr  thing  else.f  Yet  she  comes  here  to  elum  bounties 
over  and  above  the  other  States,  two  to  one  in  a  dividend 


of  cash  proceeds  of  the  public  land^  and  a  setting  out  of 
half  a  million  of  acres  oi  the  best  latuls  bemdes. 

Gravely  it  is  urged  here  that  the  abstracting  of  the  nett 
proceeds  of  public  lands  from  the  treasury  will  make  no 
difference  in  the  amount  of  taxes  on  imports.  '  1  grant  that 
it  will  no^  if  Hie  splendid  policy  prevails  which  has  been 
urged  on  ua  with  ao  mudi  vehemence  during  the  present 
ana  the  bst  senioiu.  lliere  is  no  conceivable  amount  of 
taxes  that  will  nU  be  swallowed  up,  if  not  in  bills  fox 
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roads  and  eanal^  in  harbor  and  lij^t-bouae  bills,  and  btlb 
for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of  rivers,  or  for 
the  benefit  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  A  hundred  mil- 
lions a  year  would  scarcely  sufBce  if  all  the  expenditures 
asked  for  internal  improvements  shall  be  granted.  A 
Virginia  gentleman,  not  of  this  House,t  tells  the  Eastern 
members  of  Congress  that  our  true  pol)^  is,  ■*  to  keep 
the  tariff  as  high  as  posrible,  and  to  throw  off  the  whote 
treasury  surplus  on  internal  improvements.**  If  ttus  poli^ 
shall  be  adopted,  I  concede  that  three  millions  of  dollan, 
the  amount  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  taken  Iram  the 
treasury,  will  make  no  difference  in  the  taxes  on  imports. 

Mr.  President,  the  sentiment  and  voice  of  the  State  I 
represent  aa  expressed  by  the  present  Leghbtore — and 
that  is  but  the  echo  of  the  sentiment  of  her  Legislature 
snd  Chief  Hagistratel  m  the  year  1832— is,  "that  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States  has  not  vested  in  Con- 
gress the  right  to  adopt  and  execute,  at  the  national  ex- 
pense, a  Bjjstem  of  internal  improvements;"  "  that  the 
tariff  of  duties  an  imports  ought  to  be  so  modified,  if  pos- 
sible, a  due  regard  being  had  to  all  the  interests  of  the 
country,  that  the  receipts  from  them  and  the  other 
sources  of  revenue  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  greatiy  exceed  the  ordinary  annual  expeiNes  of 
the  Government." 

"Protection  of  American  industry"— '<  the  protective 
system  the  settled  policy  of  the  country,"  and  other  cant 

Ehrases  of  similar  import,  are  the  talisnianic  words  which 
ave  led  on  this  Government  to  the  verge  of  dissolution. 
If  the  onerouf  taxation  imposed  by  the  tariff  laws  of  1834 
and  1828  ever  can  protect  American  Industry,  all  the 
good  is  to  come  hereafter,  for  none  of  it  has  yet  arrived- 
The  effect-  of  those  two  laws  has  been  oftener  to  paralyze 
than  to  protect  American  industry.  The  true  protection 
to  American  industry  is  to  lessen  as  much  as  posable  the 
expenses  of  the  consumption  of  Ubort  and  these  expenses 
can  be  lessened  in  no  way  more  effectually  by  the  Gov- 
ernment than  by  reducing  the  duties  on  every  consuma- 
ble article.  When  waa  there  a  time  in  which  good  work- 
men, as  hatters,  shoe-mnkers,  saddlers,  hame9S>makers, 
blacksmiths,  carriage-makers,  cabinet-makers,  joiners, 
and  all  other  tmdea  requiring  skill  in  those  who  work  at 
them,  and  perform  the  chief  of  all  the  labor,  did  not  meet 
with  encouragement  in  this  country?  Has  the  business  of 
any  of  these  been  bettered  by  a  severe  tariff?  Some  of 
them  have  had  a  protection  of  twenty-five  or  thirty  per 
cent,  by  the  late  tariff  lawS)  but  nobody  could  see  that 
they  were  any  better  off  after  than  before  such  laws 
passed.  They  have  undoubtedly  been  injured,  in  common 
with  all  the  other  producing  classes,  bv  severe  taxation  on 
their  articles  of  consumption.  A  wealthy  carriage-maker 
in  Connecticut  annually  exports  carriages  to  a  large 
amount  to  Mexico,  at  a  prat  profit ;  but  his  profits  and  the 
^-alue  of  the  labor  he  employs  would  be  even  greater  if 
his  carriagea  were  not  enlumeed  by  the  heavy  dutiea  on 
iron,  lace,  cloth,  varni^,  8tc .  whidi  enter  into  Uieir  com- 
position. 

What  is  the  intention  of  protecting  the  article  of  wool- 
lens? Is  it  not  to  shut  out  foreign  woollens^  Why  do  not 
the  owners  of  manufactories  encounige  American  manu- 
factures, by  their  personal  example?  Are  not  nine  out 
often  of  the  rich  manufiwturers  of  the  North  clothed  in 
British  and  French  woollens?  Are  there  less  fi>rejKn  wool- 
lens worn  now  than  there  were  prior  to  the  tariff  laws  of 
1828?  Tlie  only  difference  seems  to  be,  that  the  poor  and 
laboring  people,  who  purchase  all  their  woollen  clothing, 
cannot  obtain  it  aS  cheap  in  proportion  as  they  do  other 
articles,  is  it  any  protection  to  a  laborer  who  aupporta  a 
ftmiiy  of  children,  that  a  yard  of  woollen  flannel  costs 
twice  aa  much  as  it  should  cost?  The  protection  which  the 
great  mas*  of  the  consumers,  both  North  and  South,  most 
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deure,  ii,  th»t  tbe  ticiff  may  be  reduced  to  the  ezigenues 
of  the  Governmentt  and  thia  is  the  only  "  settled  policy  of 
tiie  country"  to  which  they  will  ever  wiUinj^y  aubiDit. 

8ir«  ttke  bill  on  your  table  baa  for  its  object  a  preven- 
ttoniMr  the  redaction  of  the  tariffi  it  ia  iirtcnded  to  oreate 
a  neceaity  for  continuing  an  amount  of  taxation  on  im- 
porU  equal  to  the  mon^  divided.  It  cornea  before  ua 
at  a  tine  the  moat  intuspicioua;  it  U  calculated  to  laah  and 
exaapcrkte  the  discoDtenta  of  our  brethren  of  the  South, 
vbo  are  really  oppressed  beyond  the  people  of  the  North 
•o  far  M  onerous  and  severe  taxation  on  imports  go  to  ope- 
rate on  them.  So  equivocal  is  thia  term  protectioD,*' 
when  HpVied  to  our  tariff,  that  it  is  reaUy  a  matter  of 
doubt  VKther  the  manu&cturcr  or  the  consumer  o(  the 
attiole  manuboturcd  is  protected.  At  one  time  it  ia  aatd 
tiiat  tike  article  has  been  reduced  in  price  by  the  competi- 
tion  at  home,  which  the  shutting  out  competition  from 
abroad:^  encouraged.  Jf  this  were  true,  whydo  wefind 
all  the  proounent  protected  articles  stUl  imported?  and  if 
ncMie  were  imported,  what  benefit  does  it  create  to  the 
manulactiircr?  How  can  reduced  prices  protect  htm  ^  We 
jue  tdid  that  if  the  duty  shall  be  taken  off',  the  price  of  the 
artide  will  be  raised.  This  is  as  much  as  to  say  that  the 
duty  taxed  does  not  enter  into  tlie  priceof  the  article.  If 
not,  where  is  the  protection  afforded  by  tbe  tax?  To  cap 
the  climax  ofthe  absurd  dogmas  relating  to  "  protection," 
it  is  said  the  roanufacturers  will  be  ruined  by  a  redaction 
of  those  dutiea.which  neither  contribute  to  raiae  the  price 
or  shut  out  of  the  market  the  foreign  article  conung  in 
competition  with  the  artielea  they  shall  manufiutore. 

An  idea  seems  to  prevvl,  pretty  extensively,  that  nu  es- 
sential interest  of  the  country  can  be  injured  if  the  h^ 
tariff  is  continued  on  all  foreign  articles  coming  in  compe- 
tition with  those  which  can  be  manufitctured  in  our  own 
country.   This  is  a  great  mistake;  forby  so  much  asany 
particular  article  of  nttnufacture  is  protected  by  the  im- 
poation     such  duties,  does  the  'conwmer  of  that  article 
have  money  drawn  Erectly  frtun  his  pocket,  vithoat  any 
equivalent  whatever.   If  the  duty  dioes  not  shut  out  en- 
tirely the  imported  article,  the  wh(^  amount  of  tho  duty 
enters  into  the  price  paid  by  the  consumert  the  priee  of 
protection  is  paid  only  to  the  country  so  far  as  it  is  p;iid 
on  the  imported  articlei  the  additional  price  paid  to  the 
home  manu&cturer  is  of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the  trea- 
sury, and,  by  a  mere  arbitrary  act  of  legislation,  takes  the 
maoey  from  tbe  man  who  lias  earned  it,  to  give  'it  to  an- 
other who  has  not  earned  it.    Such  ia  the  absurdity,  the 
injuiAice  of  what  is  called  the  protective  system-    Ifit  ia 
in  any  degree  the  protection  contended  for  by  the  manu- 
facturert,  certainly  it  is  the  most  rank  and  foul  injustice  to 
those  who  are  compelled  to  pay  the  bounty  to  the  manu- 
facturersi  it  is  such  ii^justice  aa  fully  justifies  the  South 
in  proteatiag  against  tte  ^stem.  and  such,  being  equally 
pcrmaious  to  their  interests,  as  will  bring  down  the  con- 
sumers of  the  North  to  unite  in  prostrating  the  system. 

But,  from  the  best  lights  1  have  been  able  to  obtain  on 
t^  Mdiject,  1  have  good  reason  to  believe  that  both  the 
South  and  the  North  have  been  somewhat  mistaken  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  operation  of  the  tariff.  As  it  thus  far  has 
Dotoriooaly  Ailed  to  prateet  the  lab<vera  and  medianics 
ettuilc^ed  in  the  manufitctoriea;  -as  neither  the  tariff  (rf* 
1834  nor  that      1828  prevented  the  ftilure  of  nearly 
every  small  numnfiicturer  at  the  North]  as  gooda  manu&c- 
tured  in  foreign  countries,  and  even  wool  raised  in  foreign 
countries,  have  been  introduced  into  this  country  as  ex- 
tensively since  those  goods  were  protected  by  tlie  high 
tariff  as  they  were  beforet  so  it  may  be  aaid  that  the  tarifl 
baa  not  afforded  that  protection  which  had  been  promised 
hy  itt  friends.   For  the  samp  reason  has  it  neither  operat- 
ed so  much  to  tbe  injury  of  the  South,  who  have  not 
%ritboat  apparent  cause  complained  of  it.  The  South  has 
not  been  more  injured,than  the  North  has  bee*  benefited, 
bj  the  i^eratioa  <tf  the  tarifi'. 


It  is  for  the  reason  that  this  tariff  system  ift  a  nstem  of 
deception  both  to  tbe  North  and  to  the  South,  holding  out 
to  the  one  a  protection  and  advantage  which  they  never 
reidize,  and  seeming  to  oppress  and  iiyura  the  other  be- 
yond their  ability  to  endjure,  that  I  am  in  &Tor  of  making 
the  import  duties  on  all  imported  articles  as  equal  as  possi- 
ble, and  of  bringing  all  of  them  down  to  that  lowest  pdat 
at  which  an  economical  administration  may  place  it.  Thia 
is  the  American  ^stem  which  alone  will  restore  hannonr 
to  the  countryt  this  is  that  "settled  policy  of  the  country'' 
which  ought  now  to  he  establidied,  whidi  the  intelltfenl  ■ 
yeomanry  of  the  nation  will  have  ettabliabed,  and  irtUlMt 
again  soon  suffer  to  be  disturbed. 

I  have  seen  resolutions  (introduced  by  A.  H.  Bveret^ 
late  ndnister  to  Spain)  which  have  just  passed  the  Senate 
of  Hasaachusetts,  without  debate,  deprecatii^  any  lUnunu- 
tion  of  the  tariff— a  Senate,  every  member  of  which  ia  of 
one  political  party.  These  resolutions  are  from  the  same 
mint  as  have  been  other  procee^ngs  of  the  same  part^  in 
that  State,  which  were  intended  to  break  op  the  foundations 
of  tbe  Union.  They  falsely  predict  the  **  rain  and  bank- 
ruptcy of  thousands"  of  their  eitixens,  if  the  tariff  shall  be 
reduced,  and  that  the  "  whole  prosperity  of  the  country 
will  be  materially  affected;"  they  say  it  will  be  improper 
for  CangrMS  even  to  consider  of  tbe  subject,  while  South 
Carolina  "  threatens  to  secede  from  the  Union,"  and  that 
now  to  proceed  to  this  subject  would  "wear  upon  the 
face  of  it  the  aspect  of  submission."  They  eren  go  so  ftr 
as  to  say  that  a  reduction  of  the  tariff  would  be  auch  *'  a 
gross  and  palpable  abuse  of  power  in  the  Government,  aa 
would  justify  the  States  and  citizens  aggrieved  by  it  in 
any  measures  which  they  mM;ht  think  proper  to  adopt  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  redressl"  Here  ia  nullification 
threatened  from  another  quarter,  if  Congress  shall  at  this 
time  dare  to  equalize  the  revenue  systeni,  lo  that  it  shall 
operate  equally  on  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  bring 
down  the  tax  on  imprnts  to  the  wants  of  the  Government. 
The  sune  resolutions  mention  tbe  "unexpectedly  laige 
and  Mtisfactory  majority"  by  whicli  the  tariff  bill  of  Ju^, 
1832,  passed. .  The  report  which  accompatuea  these  reso- 
lutions says:  "It  (the  tariff  bill  of  last  summer)  was 
adopted  by  an  uiiaaually  Urge  and  gratifying  majority, 
composed  of  the  moderate  men  of  all  parliest"  that  it  was 
made  with  *'  much  labor  and  caution/*  that  it  "  was  con> 
structed  on  the  professed  principle  of  compromise,  with  a 
view  of  satisfying,  by  every  reasonable  conceanon,  the 
discontents  of  tbe  South." 

You  must  well  recollect,  Mr.  President,  tbe  kind  spirit 
Vf  concession  tiie  "  moderate  men"  exhibited  when  the 
tariff  bill  of  last  summer  passed  this  House.  Were  we 
not  then  told — was  not  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
nearest  me  [Hr.  Wiuias]  then  reproached  from  Massa- 
chusetts (by  Mr.  Wxasraa,)  with  having  secured  protec- 
tion for  the  iron  f)€  his  own  8tate,while,  consenting  to  that 
small  reduction  on  woollens  which  had_  pasted  the  House 
of  Representatives  by  a  "gratifying  majority,  composed  of 
the  moderate  men  of  all  parties,"  he  bad  forever  prostrat- 
ed the  woollen  manufactures  of  the  North?  Were  not 
both  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania  [Ur.  Wilkixs] 
and  Mew  Jersey  [Mr.  Diexxmaov]  who  were  on  the 
Committee  of  Coimrence  between  tbe  two  Houses,  ac- 
cused of  having  deserted  and  betrayed  tiie  great  manu- 
facturing internta,  by  consenting  to  the  bill  aa  it  had  actu- 
ally passed? 

As  a  commentary  on  tbe  ruin  predicted  of  the  woollen 
interest  in  Massachusetts,  I  will  say,  that  on  my  way  here 
I  passed  through  that  State.  On  an  inconuderable  stream 
of  water,  since  1  had  passed  the  year  before,  a  canal  had 
been  dug,  carrying  tbe  channel  of  water  aome  hundreds 
of  rods  out  1^  that  wUcb  nature  had  formed;  a  brick  edi* 
fice,  some  hundred  or  more  fcet  in  length,  and  three  or 
more  storiea  highi  a  large  brick  store,  (fiiU  of  goods,) 
and  other  buil^igs,  had  just  been  erectett    I  was  aur- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


SOS 


GALES  &  S£ATON*S  REGISTER 


304 


PubBeLmdt, 


Uam.  33,  1833. 


prised  to  find  that  this  new  snd  extensive  estkblishmenti 
erected  principally  since  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
had  "  betrayed  and  sacrificed  the  woollen  interest"  of  the 
North,  was  a  vooUen  establishment,  and  was  owned  by  a 
gentleman  or  pntlemen  of  Boatoo,  who  understood  their 
own  interests  quite  as  well  as  the  gentleinan  who  repre- 
Knts  their  interests  on  the  ftoor  of  Conrress.  The  own- 
ers of  this  extensive  factory  were  well  aware  not  only 
that  the  du^  on  woollens  had  been  reduced,  but  they 
knew  that  the  general  sentiment  through  that  part  of  the 
country  was,  tlut  woollens  must  and  would  be  further  re- 
dueed.  All  this  did  not  prevent  them  from  investing 
their  capital  in  a  new  and  eztenwre  woollen  establishmeAt. 
They  will  tell  you  they  bad  rather  the  duties  on  woollens 
Vould  remain  as  they  arei  but,  if  they  be  candid  and  in- 
genuous men,  they  will  likewise  admit  to  you  that  a  sub- 
stantial permanent  protection  of  twenty  or  twenty-five  per 
cent,  duty  will  be  quite  as  sure  a  protection  as  a  protec- 
tion of  fifty  per  cent,  operating  as  a  bounty  on  smu^ling, 
and  actually  bringti^  millions  of  foreign  woollens  into  the 
country  without  the  payment  of  any  du^  whatever. 

I  have  noticed  the  resolutions  of  Massachusetts  to  show 
you  that  we  have  a  class  of  men  at  the  North  who  not  only 
act  in  a  spirit  calculated  to  goad  on  the  South  to  resistance 
and  civil  war,  but  who  are  ready  now,  as  they  we're  in  the 
days  of  the  Hartford  Convention,  to  justify  "  any  measure 
which  they  n»y  think  proper  to  adopt  for  the  purpose  of 
obtainin|r  redress,"  and  who  would  yetnally  place  the. 
country  m  that  dilemma,  whereto  take  any  step  wUl  bring 
down  upon  this  Government  the  vengeance  of  one  or 
other  section  of  the  Union.  It  seems  to  have  been  the 
design  of  the  ultras  on  both  hands — and  in  this,  up  to  the 
present  time,  there  has  been  a  wonderful  concert — that 
nothing  should  be  done  calculated  to  soothe  and  satisfy  the 
countiy. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  under  consideration  is  intimately 
connected  with  the  tariff.  The  people  of  the  North,  a 
large  majori^  of  the  people  in  the  State  which  I  repre- 
sent, abominate  that  system  which  makes  an  increase  of 
the  public  burdens  indispensable;  they  do  not  want  such 
protection  as  can  be  given  them  only  at  the  expense  and 
to  the  injurj-  of  others.  They  had  rather  see  their  large 
manufacturers  come  down  to  a  level  of  the  lowest  protect- 
ed interest,  than  to  see  the  Union  endangered  by  the  im- 
porition  of  jinequal  burdens.  Tliey  will  support  now,  as 
they  supported  during  the  embargo  and  war,  the  revenue 
laws;  they  will  not  consent  that  South  Carolina  now,  any 
more  than  Massachusetts  in  1809  and  1815,  shall  nullify 
the  laws.  They  will  disdain  to  be  bribed  into  high  taxa- 
tion by  an  annual  douceur  to  their  State  treasury,  for 
^granting  which,  in  the  spirit  of  vassals,  the  several  States 
win  be  bound  to  "thank**  and  kiss  the  hand  that  bestows  it. 

For  myself,  Mr.  President,  I  had  rather  the  few  thou- 
sand dollars  which  I  poraecs  in  a  manufacturing  establish- 
ment should  be  sunk  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea,  than  to  see 
—not  the  Union  rent  in  twain,  for  that  "  must  and  will  be 
preaerved"— but  a  spirit  of  hostility  between  the  different 
■ections  of  the  country  engendered  and  perpetuated  in  the 
repeated  attempts  of  the  stronger  to  take  i^vantageof  the 
weaker.  To  the  threats  of  any  State  holding  herself  in  a 
menacing  attitude  towards  this  happy  Union,  believing,  as 
I  may,  that  she  has  been  impelled  by  politicians  whose  mo- 
tires  are  any  thing  but  commendable,  1  would  not  yield 
an  inch;  ao  neither  would  I  be  prevented  from  prosecuting 
a  course  of  right  and  justice  to  other  patriotic  States,  be- 
cause such  a  process  would  disarm  the  refractory  even  of 
a  pretext  fin- doing  wrong.  The  bill  fin- hiding  the  pro- 
eeeda  of  the  public  laad^  inasmuch  as  it  wUl  fiimi^  occa- 
sion for  continuing  millions  of  taxes  on  imports  which 
might  otherwise  be  dispensed  with,  inasmuch  aa  it  is  one 
of  the  means  to  keep  up  a  system  calculated  to  promote 
public  discontent,  and  even  threatens  bloodshed  and  civil 
war,  has  my  decided  disapprobation. 


Mr.  MOORE  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. — 
Lost — yeas  16,  nays  33. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  then  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  until  to-morrow,  in  order  that  the 
Senate  might  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execute 
business.    Also  lost— yeas  17,  nays  S4. 

Mr.  MOORE,  of  AUbama,  then  said,  that  having  oa  a 
former  occanon  g^ren  his  views  in  oppontion  to  the  origi> 
nal  bill,  and  in  favor  of  the  principle  embraced  by  the 
amendment  under  consideration,  ne  should  not  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  suhmtt  any  additional  views  at 
thistime,  ncept  fbr  theveiyiride  range^and  extnuiv 
dinary  course  which  had  been  pursued  in  the  proae- 
cution  of  this  discussion;  and  even  now,  said  he,  I  wmild 
not  think  myself  excusable,  were  I  to  occupy  more  Uuma 
few  moments  of  the  time  of  the  Sjcnate. 

But  (sud  'Mr.  M.)  there  have  dropped  from  gentle- 
men on  both  ndes  of  this  question  some  pmnted  remarks, 
in  reference  tothe  poution  which  the  new  States  occupy, 
connected  with  it^  which  I  think  deserve  a  passing  notice. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.GnmtsT,] 
who,  upon  this,  as  upon  other  occasions,  has  made  an  able 
effort,  and  addressed  to  the  Senate  an  argument,  which, 
in  the  main  and  general,  I  beard  with  great  pleasure  and 
satisfaction,  yet,  I  think,  in  that  portion  of  his  argument 
predicated  upon  the  supposed  demand  nude  by  the  new 
SUtea  for  the  surrender  of  the  public  d<»nain  within  their 
limits,  he  has  been  di^ngenuoui^  and  done  great  injustice 
(unintentionally,  I  have  no  doubt)  to  the  State  which  I 
have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent.  [Here  Mr.  GmnroT  . 
rose  and  asked  leave  to  explain,  and  stated  that  he  had  no 
design  to  apply  his  remarks  to  the  State  of  Alabama  par- 
ticularly.] I  am  aware  (said  Mr.  M.)  that  the  gentle- 
man's remarks  were  general;  similar  remarks  have  been 
made  by  olhert,  and  Ihave  tiiought  it  my  duly  to  exone- 
rate Uie  state  from  any  censure  cast  upon  her  from  any 
quarter.  Upon  a  former  occawon,  I  expressly  disclainie<C 
in  behalf  of  my  constituents,  any  such  views  or  inclinatitm 
whatever;  it  was,  therefore,  with  rwet  that  I  heard  this 
expression  of  censure  from  severaTgenUemen  tar  this 
supposed  heresy. 

Mr.  President,  this  measure  has  been  characterized  by 
others  as  intimately  connected  with  the  miscalled  Ameri- 
can qratem.  True,  this  has  been  denied,  and  puns  taken 
to  show  it  has  no  such  connexion.  But  I  am  compdled 
to  think  we  have  great  reason  to  believe  the  position  to  be 
well  founded,  though  much  labor  has  been  bestowed  to 
di^uise  its  true  character.  Sir,  it  proposes  to  continue 
the  same  rate  of  taxation  (for  I  can  call  it  by  no  other 
name)  as  regards  the  public  lands,  upon  seven  of  the 
new  States,  for  the  purpose  of  nurii^  annually  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars  to  be  distributed  among  the  whole  twenty- 
four  States;  and  by  a  ratio  which  does  greftt  injost^  to 
the  new  States,  notwithstanding  the  outward  ahow  of  li- 
berality it  exhibits. 

Sir,  I  object  to  the  terms  of  distribution.  Why  adopt 
the  arbitrary  ratio  of  representation  in  the  popubr  branch 
of  the  National  Le^^ture?  Why  not  say  that  each 
State  shall  have  an  interest  in  this  fund  according  to  th«r 
representation  on  Uu»  Homf  Ttua  would  not  do  more 
than  equal  justice  to  the  new  States,  wbo^  having  been 
recentiy  admitted  into  the  federal  fkmily,  are  more  desti- 
tute of  means  and  resources,  and  of  course  have  more 
claims  upon  the  General  Government  for  that  Uberility 
which  a  dutiful  offspring  would  have  a  right  to  expect 
from  a  benign  parent. 

Mr.  Present,  I  must  be  pennitted  to  aay,  that  I  think 
the  opposition  to  the  Uberal  provi«ons  in  fiivor  of  the 
new  Sutes  come  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  the  quarter 
in  which  it  has  emanated.  It  emanatea  from  a  quarter 
from  whence  there  have  been  no  Uberal  contributions  to 
what  gentiemen  have  been  pleased  to  call  •<  a  common 
atock,"  while  Georgia  bat  transferrcdto  the  United  States 
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•  territny,  out  of  which  tvo  of  the  new  Stfttei,  ind  in^f- 
mmmoua  Virginia  that  out  of  whieh  three  or  four  <^  the 
new  States,  nave  been  compoted. 

Sir,  muchimportaDce  hai  been  attached  by  certun  ^n- 
tiemen  to  the  peGtiniary  adranta«s  which  the  nev  States 
will  derive  from  the  passage  oi  the  bill  as  ori^nally  re- 
ported. To  my  mind,  tnis  is  alto^ther  illusive  atid  decep- 
tive;  for  the  little  benefit  the  new  States  would  receive 
fhunthii  cUitribatton  would  be  a  very  poor  compensation 
and  a  contemptible  consideration  for  the  continual  drain 
and  eternal  draw  which  will  be  made  upon  them  for  such 
laree  sums  of  their  circulating  medium,  to  which  there 
wilT  be  no  end  if  our  sister  States  become  interested- 
One  of  the  greatest  evils  the  new  States  have  complained 
of,  ham  been  this  means  of  rohblnr  them  of  all  thehr  etr- 
culating  medium,  through  the  land  offices,  hitowhich  it  ii 
paid,  and  transferred  from  thence  into  the  public  treasury 
here;  buff  sir,  pass  this  bill;  and  my  constituents  will  'be 
fortunate  if  they  are  not  sued  those  who  will  then 
claim  an  interest  in  our  soil  in  actions  of  ejectment,  tres- 
pass, &c.,  for  various  offences,  even  for  cutting*  down  a 
timber  tree,  or  bee  tree,  which  they  do  not  hentate  to  do, 
whilst  this  domain  belongs  to  our  Government,  with  im- 
puni^. 

My  constituents  have  presented  no  application  hrire  for 
uiy  portion  of  the  pubhc  revenue  for  the  purposes  con- 
templated by  the  bill.  Sir,  they  wish  the  waste  and  un- 
appropriated lands  settled;  they  wish  to  count  soldiers, 
citizens,  and  freeholders,  in  the  place  of  barren  and  steril 
acres  of  public  landt  they  think  it  is  better  for  a  commu- 
nity to  boast  of  a  firee,  a  hapmr,  and  brave  people,  than  to 
boast  of  millions  acres  of  land,  or  ouuions  of  dollars 
in  the  treasury,  for  which  there  is  no  demand,  and  which, 
in  all  probability,  irill  be  appropriated  to  illegitimate  and 
unconstitutional  purposes.  Sir,  those  whqm  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  believe  the  prosperity  of  a  nation  to 
exist  in  the  happiness  of  its  dtizens;  and  its  strength,  in 
a  great  measure,  in  the  firm  attachment  of  the  people  to 
the  Government  under  which  they  live;  and  we  bcUeve 
the  proposition  we  support  is  best  calculated  to  promote 
these  beneficent  ends. 

Agam,  sir;  I  am  averse  to  a  measure  which  is  designed 
to  place  my  constituents  in  a  partnership  transaction, 
which  will  require  them  to  furnish  all  the  capital  stock, 
and  receive  only  five  shares;  while  another  partner,  Penn- 
qrlrania,  for  instance,  will  receive  twenty-eight  shares, 
and  New  York  forty  shares,  out  of  the  proceeds  of  this 
transaction.  Sh,  there  are  too  great  odds  and  advantages 
against  us  in  this  concern. 

But  we  are  called  upon  "  to  say  whether  we  want  the 
public  bmds  ^ven  away,  in  order  to  promote  our  popula- 
tion?" Sir,  this  is  notour  proposition:  but  I  will  say  that 
1  would,  with  great  cheerfulness,  support  a  proposition 
that  would  ^ve  every  citizen  who  is  destitute  one-t^uarter 
section  of  land,  on  the  contUtion  that  he  would  cultivate 
and  improve  it;  and  (  have  no  hentatton  in  declaring  this 
pohcyia  founded  in  prudence  and  wisdom.  Other  Go- 
vernments have  pursued  it  to  great  advantage.  No  other 
Government  except  this  has  ever  made  the  pubUc  do- 
main a  source  of  revenue;  and  surely  we  have  as  much 
Inducement  to  be  liberal  to  our  pioneers  and  hsrdy  sons 
of  the  forest  as  any  other  Government  on  earth.  If  we 
bad  poTsaed  a  poUcy  like  this,  it  would  have  giTen  a 
more  dense  population  on  Ae  fhmtier,  by  which  neilities 
would  have  been  afforded  in  the  transportation  of  troops 
and  the  munitions  of  war,  support  of  the  troops,  ttc,  and 
would  have  saved  much  of  the  treasure  which  ttUs  Qovem- 
ment  incurred,  during  the  late  war,  in  its  prosecution.  It 
would  have  saved  also  much  of  that  million  of  dollars  re- 
cently paid  for  subduing  the  hostile  Indiana  on  our  north- 
western frontier,  bv  the  strength  in  the  increased  popula- 
tion which  would  have  been  attached  to  that  pointt  and 
what  ii  more*  it  would  have  saved  some  of  tae  I  ves  of 


our  valuable  fbllow-citizens  who  have  fidlen  victims  to 
their  cruelty. 

But  we  are  required  to  furnish  evidence  "that  the 
price  of  4he  pubfic  lands  is  too  high,  and  ought  to  be  re- 
duced." »  -o 

Sir,  is  it  not  notorious  that  our  citizens  are  leaving  our 
territory  duly,  and  going  to  a  neighboring  province, 
where  thev  (ditain  better  bargsins,  and  where  there  are 
Jpeater  inaucement*  to  em^ration?  And  is  it  not  also  % 
fact  equally  well  known,  that  your  table  is  now  groaning 
with  memorials  and  petitions  from  citizens  of  the  new 
States,  and  from  the  General  Assemblies  or  the  new 
States,  asking  the  reduction  and  the  graduation  of  the 
price  of  the  public  lands  >   And  is  this  no  evidence  ? 

But  this  is  not  all.  In  1838,  under  a  call  made  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bsittoit,  ]  upon  the 
proper  department,  your  public  officers  were  required 
to  furnish  a  sUtement  showing  the  quantity,  quali^,  and 
average  value  of  the  unsold  and  unsaleable  public  land^ 
the  length  oftime  they  have  been  in  market  underour  own 
laws,  or  subject  to  be  giTen  awmy  by  foreign  sovereigns. 
l*his  duty  has  been  performed  under  official  responsibtTity, 
in  a  response  whicK  contains  much  important  and  inters 
esting  infbnnation.  Sir,  we  have  heard  the  result  from 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  PoranszTZR,]  as  re* 
gards  that  State;  it  shall  be  my  province  to  recite  some  of 
the  most  important  results  connected  with  the  State  of  Ala* 
bama  only.  And,  Mr.  President,  I  will  venture  the  opin- 
ion that  you,  sir,  will  liot  be  a  little  surprised  at  a  portion 
of  this  information.  Would  you  believe  it,  sir,  that  a  por- 
tion of  this  public  dom^n,  which  gentlemen  estimtae  so 
high,  has  been  offered  for  one  hundred  years  by  foreign 
Boverngns  to  th«r  subjects  as  a  gratuity,  anne^ng  no 
other  condition  except  Utat  they  should  inhabit  and  culti- 
vate it;  and  after  having  been  picked  and  culled  forthis 
length  of  time,  under  these  favorable  conditions,  it  has 
been  in  market  under  our  own  laws  at  the  minimum  price 
of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  for  twenty  years  long- 
er.' I  allude  to  the  hmds  in  the  St.  Stephen's  land  dis- 
trict. Andjret  "thia is  nocridence tlut  thepriee  n too 
hi^."  Again,  tir:  fivm  this  document  it  appears  Oat 
out  of  the  entire  ag^gate  amount  of  thirteen  nuOions  of 
acres,  (I  do  not  notice  fractions,)  only  «x  hundred  thou- 
sand are  deemed  of  the  first  quality.  And  the  average 
value  of  this  has  been  estimated  at  forty  centa  per  acre; 
the  remainder  of  the  thirteen  millions  of  acres,  uiduding 
every  acre  fVom  all  the  other  land  districts,  (four  out 
five,)  have  been  put  down  as  of  the  3d  and  3d  quahty, 
and  the  avera^  value  at  five  cents  per  acre;  and  some  of 
this  has  been  in  market  for  twenty-two  years.  And  yet, 
sir,  we  are  told  "  these  *refuse  lands  ought  not  to  be  re- 
duced in  price." 

Sir,  if  these  &cts  fdl  to  insjure  &ith,  I  fear  gentlemen 
would  not  believe  though  an  angel  were  to  descend  ftom 
heaven  and  record  its  truth. 

But,  Mr.  President,  one  word  in  reply  to  some  of  the 
arguments  of  the  honorable  Senator  fW>m  Ohio,  [Mr.  fiw* 
iwo,]  who  "deprecates  the  passage  of  this  amendment, 
as  being  calculated  to  produce  ruin  and  incalculable  mis- 
chief in  its  immediate  effect,  in  producing  a  depreciation 
of  all  the  real  estate  in  the  country," 

Sir,  I  recoUect  in  1819— 'W,  when  the  bill,  having  for 
its  object  the  reduction  of  the  price  from  two  dollars  to 
one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents,  was  pending  before  Con- 
^rcB^  a  certain  combination  of  individuals  in  the  country 
m  which  I  live,  connstiogof  moneyed  capitalist^^usurers, 
some  who  then  held  appointments  in  the  lund  office,  land 
speculators,  and  the  Shylocks  of  the  country,  who  bad 
engrossed  large  quantities  of  the  best  Und,  and  driven  the 
honest  &nners  in  nuny  instances  from  the  places  they 
had  selected  as  homes,  and  which  they  had  rendered  val- 
uable by  their  own  labor — these,  and  these  alone,  were 
the  men  who  then  denounced  thf  passage  of  the  bill  to 
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wUch  I  hare  referred;  tbey  denounced  it  ms  being-  ealcu- 
hted  to  depreciate  the  value  of  all  the  real  estate,  and 
even  went  so  far  as  to  say  '*  it  would  be  a  palpable  fraud 
upon  those  who  had  purchased  under  tUe  two  dollar  sys- 
tem." Nevertheless,  Congress  in  their  wisdom  paaaed 
tlie  bill*  and  it  received  the  universal  approbation  of  aU 
the  bonest  and  ftrroing  elasa  of  the  community.  So  it  was 
with  the  forty  acre  Uwi  this  was  repudiated  by  some  of 
the  same  class  of  men,  but  no  act  connected  with  the  Und 
i^stem  has  given  more  general  satisfaction.  And  so  it  mil 
be  if  we  can  succeed  in  maturing  and  obtaining  this  mea- 
sure; it  will  be  hailed  by  all  the  real  yeomanry  of  the  coun- 
try as  promotive  of  their  best  interest  and  that  of  the  com- 
munity. I  apeak  particularly  with  reference  to  the  section 
of  country  fron  which  I  come . 

But,  fir,  if  it  would  not  be  deemed  arrogant,  I  would 
submit  it  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Clat,]  and  Uie  honorable  Senator  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ew- 
IKO,]  whether,  in  opposition  to  our  amendment,  they  do 
not  ittrike  a  fittal  blow  at  the  most  important  interest  of 
their  constituents?  Sir,  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  this 
amendment  is  calculated  to  encourage  emigration  to  the 
new  States;  that  it  must  throw  a  great  influx  of  popula- 
tion in  the  Mississippi  valleyt  in  fact,  one  of  the  grand  ob- 
jections urged  against  it  is,  that  it  will  invite  a  population 
from  the  North  and  from  Uie  East,  and  transfer  that  popu- 
lation to  the  West  and  Southwest.  Well,  sir;  is  it  not  ob- 
lious  that,  in  the  same  ratio  in  which  you  increase  the  po- 
pulation in  this  quarter,  you  open  here  new  and  additional 
markeU  for  the  aurplus'  produce  in  which  these  States 
abound?  Surely,  «r,  these  honotmble  gentlnnenare  fully 
as  unfixtunate  in  not  beiog  able  to  diMorer  their  own  in- 
terest, as  tbey  have  heretofore  imagined  we  were  destitute 
oE  the  forecast  sufficient  to  ^soover  the  blessings  we 
were  to  derive  from  their  favorite  and  most  sacred  mea- 
sure—4he  taiiif.  Mr.  Preudent,  it  will  not  be  denied  that 
much  of  the  surplus  produeUons  from  the  g^n-growiitg 
States  find  a  ready  market  among  my  constituentst  their 
horses,  mules,  pork,  bacon,  salt,  flour,  whiskey,  and  cot- 
ton b^^ng,  upon  which  we  are  compelled  to  pay  a  tax 
amounting  to  protection  am!  bounty.  But,  sir,  to  the  citi- 
aens  in  the  Missisuppt  valley,  where  they  have  water 
transportation  down  stream  all  the  way,  the  constituents 
of  these  honorable  Senators  are  indebted  not  only  for  a 
market  for  wich  articles  as  I  have  enumerated,  but  for 
every  thing  that  is  eatable,  even  potatoes,  chickem^  tur- 
keys, &e.|  and  yet  they  deprecate  a  mcasiue  calculated 
to  increase  the  population  m  this  quarter.  Surely,  sir, 
this  must  be  a  ritort-uffhted  policy. 

But  it  has  been  intimated  *'  that  our  system  will  apply 
with  as  much  propriety  to  a  flourseller  as  to  the  land  sys- 
tem." 

Well,  let  tia  try  the  case:  Suppose  one  of  the  honora- 
ble Senator's  constituents  owns  a  large  qusjitity  of  flour, 
lay  some  six  or  eight  boat  loadst  he  gets  on  board  of  one 
a  sapereargov  and  it  it  shipped  tomarketi  beimmediate- 
fyacus  out  all  of  the  first  quality  at  an  advanced  prioei  but 
having  told  this,  be  finds  he  cannot  sell  the  hiferior  at  the 
same  pricet  would  the  honorable  Senator  advise  his  con- 
■tituentsto  hold  this  up  for  "future geneTations,"because 
it  will  not  command  tiie  price  at  which  he  has  been  fortu- 
nate in  at^Vmg  that  of  the  first  quality?  I  presume  he 
would  not.  M,  in  tiUa  caaet  the  Government  is  a  large 
landboldert  has  sold  out  all  of  the  first  rate  Und  to  tbe 
most  wealthy  «laas  of  her  citizens;  these  will  not  purchase 
inferior  lKoa^,  because  tiiey  do  not  wish  to  cultivate  such, 
and  because  they  know  they  are  not  worth  tbe  same  price 
at  which  they  have  purchased  lands  of  the  first  quaUty. 
But  there  are  a  lar|;e  number  of  our  fellow-citizens,  who, 
though  poor  and  mdigent,  are  worthy  and  respectable; 
these  have  not  been  able  to  purchase  the  high  priced  lands, 
but  are  able  and  willing  to  purchase  the  inferior,  pro- 
vided you  vdll  put  the  land  at  a  price  correaponding  with 
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its  quality  and  value,  and  also  corresponding  with  their 
ability  to  pay.  Now,  I  am  of  opinion  it  is  both  tbe  inter* 
est  and  duty  of  the  Government  to  sell  its  inferior  lands  to 
its  citizens  of  this  description  upon  the  terms  proposed, 
and  tberebv  ^ve  them  a  permanent  interest  in  tbe  coun- 
try; as  much  asjt  was  the  interest  of  the  flour  merchant  to 
reduce  tbe  price  of  his  inferior  flour  in  onler  to  get  it  off 
hia  hands. 

But,  Mr.  President,  what  has  been  the  exaniple  of  other 
States  whohave  soldtheirpublicdomain?  Havethey  adopt- 
ed the  means  calculated  to  screw  from  their  citizens  the 
last  possible  cent  for  them,  or  have  they  not  pursued  a 
more  just  and  liberal  policy?  Kentucky,  nr,  so  much  ce- 
lebrated for  the  fertility  of  her  soil,(and  jurtly,  too,)  aold 
her  pubUc  landa  to  her  citixens  at  tmiy  ccnta  per  acre, 
and  I  am  now  told  even  lower  than  this.  Tennessee 
began  at  twenty-five  cents,  and  graduated  first  to  twelve 
and  a  half,  and  then  down  to  one  cent.  And  strange,  Mr. 
President,  to  tell,  sir,  even  the  State  of  Maine,  whose  citi- 
zens enjoy  all  the  rich  blessings  which  flow  from  the  pro- 
tecting pnnciple,  has  sold  her  public  domain  to  ber  own  citi- 
zens as  low  as  three  cents  per  acre,  notwithstanding  her 
representatives  think  the  pine  barrens,  marahes,  swamps, 
&c.  which  have  been  picked  and  culled  (or  twenty-two^ 
and  some  for  one  hundred  and  twenty-two  yean,  are 
worth  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents.  We  doubtleaa 
ought  to  acknowle^e  some  obligations'  to  gentlemen  for 
entertaining  so  exalted  an  opinioaofthe  value  ofour  land^ 
and  the  ability  of  our  citizens  to  pay  for  them. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  purely  an  agricultural  people, 
doomed  to  suffer  under  the  influence  of  that  system  im- 
posed upon  us  by  (1  will  not  aay  *'^a  mercenary  majori- 
ty," because  genUemen  take  exceptions  to  that  term,  but 
I  will  say  by)  an  unkind,  an  ungenerous,  and  a  tyrannical 
majority:  which  ^rstem  transfers  the  burdens  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment to  us,  and  all  its  favors  and  blesmngs  to  our  op- 
ponents, and  demands  of  us  to  pay  them  a  bounty,  a  pro- 
tection, for  every  thing  we  either  drink,  eat,  wear,  or 
use  in  our  agricultural  pursuits.  We  appeal  to  their  jus- 
tice, liberality,  and  magnanimity,  now  that  we  present  a 
fair  subject  lor  legislation,  when  they  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  mitigating  and  alleviatiitf-  our  burdena  somewhat 
"  to  do  unto  us  as  th^  would*  uu  otben  should  do  untv 
them." 

No  one  else  now  ri«ng  to  address  the  Senate, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  time  to  send  tbehm  coUewue 
befinre  the  question  was  taken. 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  that  the  Senate  now  aiUouni. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  ordered  on  tbe  cuL  of  Mr. 
CX^Y,  the  question  was  put,  and  decided  in  the  nttative 
—yeas  20,  nays  21. 

Mr.  MOOKE  asked  if  it  woul  1  be  in  order  o  move  e 
call  of  the  Senate. 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  he  had  never  known  an  instance 
of  a  call  of  the  Senate  when  there  was  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn, 
but  the  yeas  and  nays  were  asked  for  by  Mr.  CLAT,  wbea 
Mr.  CALHOUN  witiidrew  bis  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  if  there  was  a  general  understand- 
ing that  the  question  should  be  taken  to-tnom>w,  he  would 
himself  move  to  adjourn. 

And  tbe  Senate  adjourned. 

PUBUC  LANDS. 

Tbe  Senate  i^in  proceeded  to  tbe  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  apprppritte,  for  a  Kmited  time;  tbe  jmeeeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands,  &c.  The  question  briny  on  tbtt 
motion  of  Mr.  PonrnaxTxa  to  amend, 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  in  opposition  to  the  bill.  He  con- 
menced  by  asking  tn  the  reading  ot  tbe  fbUowity  pe^ 
sages  from  the  hut  annual  message  oftbe  Prendent  ofth* 
United  SMest 
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*<Among  the  interests  which  merit  the  conuderalion  of 
CimpreM  after  the  payment  of  the  pubUe  debt,  one  of  the 
most  important,  in  my  riew,  is  th»t  of  the  public  Unds. 
Prenous  to  the  fomation  of  our  present  constitution,  tt 
WAS  recommended  by  Congress  that  a  portion  of  thewute 
lands  owned  by  the  States  should  be  ceded  to  the  United 
States  for  the  purposes  of  ^neral  harmony,  and  as  a  fund 
to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  war.  The  recommendation 
was  adoptedt  and,  at  ^fiferent  periods  of  time,  the  States 
of  Hassaehnsetts,  New  York,  VirKima.  North  and  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia,  grantctl  intAr  vacant  stul  for  the 
uses  for  which  they  had  been  asked.  As  the  lands  may 
now  be  conf^erM  as  relicTed  from  thta  pledge,  the  ob- 
ject for  which  th?y  weT«  ceded  having  been  accomplish- 
ed, it  ia  in  the  cUacretion  of  Congress  to  tUspoae  of  them 
in  such  way  as  best  to  conduce  to  the  quiet,  harmon^iand 
jv-eneral  interest  of  the  American  people.  In  exanuning 
tliis  question,  alt  local  and  sectional  feelings  should  be  dis- 
carded, and  the  whole  United  States  regarded  as  one  peo- 
ple, interested  alike  in  the  prosperity  of  their  common 
country. 

M  Tt  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  speedy  settlement  of 
these  lands  constitutes  the  tnie  Interest  of  the  republic. 
The  wealth  and  strength  of  a  country  is  its  population, 
and  the  best  part  of  that  population  are  the  cultiTators  of 
the  soil.  Independent  fanners  are  ever}'  where  the  basis 
of  society,  and  true  friends  of  liberty. 

"  In  ad<lition  to  these  considerations,  questions  have  al- 
ready arisen,  and  may  be  expected  hereafter  to  grow  out 
of  the  public  lands,  which  involve  the  rights  of  the  new 
States  and  the  powers  of  the  General  Government;  and, 
unless  a  liberal  policy  be  nowadopted,thereiBdai^rtbat 
these  questions  may  speedily  assume  an  importance  not 
now  generally  anticipated.  The  influence  of  a  great  sec- 
tional interest,  when  brought  into  full  action,  will  be 
found  more  dangerous  to  the  harmony  and  union  of  the 
Btates  than  any  other  cause  of  discontent ;  and  it  is  the  part 
of  wisdom  and  sound  policy  to  foresee  its  approaches,  and 
endeavor,  if  posable,  to  eounteract  them. 

**Oftlie  various  aehenws  which  have  been  hitherto  pro- 

Eosed  in  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  public  lands,  none 
as  yet  received  the  entire  approbation  of  the  National  Le- 
gislature. Deeply  impressed  with  the  importance  of  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  arrangement  of  tlie  subject,  Ideem 
it  ray  duty,  on  this  occasion,  to  urge  it  upon  your  consid- 
erationi  and,  to  tlie  propositions  which  have  been  hereto- 
fore suggested  by  others,  to  contribut^those  reflections 
whiefa  have  occurred  to  me,  in  the  hope  that  they  may  as- 
sist you  in  your  future  deliberations. 

"  It  seom4  to  me  to  be  our  true  policy  that  the  public 
lands  shall  cease,  as  soon  as  practicable,  to  be  a  source  of 
revenue,  and  that  they  be  s^d  to  settlers,  in  limited  par- 
cels, at  a  price  barely  suflicient  to  reimburse  to  the  Uni- 
ted States  the  expense  of  the  present  system,  and  the  eost 
ariiing  under  our  Indian  coiApaots.  The  advantages  of 
accurate  surveys  and  undoubted  titles,  now  seearcd  to 
purchasers,  seem  to  fc»>bid  the  abolition  of  the  present 
system,  because  none  can  be  substituted  which  will  more 
perfectly  accomplish  these  important  ends.  It  is  desira- 
ble, however,  that,  in  convenient  time,  this  machinery  be 
withdrawn  from  the'State^  and  that  the  right  of  soil,  and 
the  future  disposition  of  it,  be  surrendered  to  the  States, 
respectively,  m  wluch  it  lies. 

"  The  adventurou*  and  hardy  population  of  tlte  West, 
besides  contributing  their  equal  share  of  taxation  under 
our  impost  system,  have,  in  the  propfrcss  of  our  Govern' 
meet,  for  the  lands  they  occupy,  paid  into  the  treasury  a 
hi^  proportion  of  foKy  millions  of  dolluv,  and,  of  the 
revenue  received  therefrom,  but  a  small  part  has  been  ex- 
pended amon^t  them.  When,  to  the  disadvantage  of 
their  situation  in  this  respect,  we  add  the  conuderation 
that  it  is  their  labor  alone  which  nvea  ml  value  to  tlie 
fatmls,  tnd  that  the  proceeds  arising  from  their  sale  are 
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distributed  chiefly  among  Btates  whicb  had  not  oripnallj 
any  claim  to  them,  and  wluch  tutve  eigf^red  the  unoiTided 
emolument  arinng  from  tlie  sale  of  their  own  lands,  it  can- 
not be  expected  that  the  new  States  will  remun  longer 
contented  with  the  present  policy,  after  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt.  To  avert  the  consequences  which  may 
be  apprehended  from  this  cause,  to  put  an  end  forever  to 
all  partial  and  interested  legislatitm  on  this  subject,  and  to 
afford  to  every  American  citieen  of  enterpriae  the  oppor- 
tunity of  securing  an  independent  freehold,  it  seems  to 
me,  therefore,  best  to  abandon  the  idea  of  rainng  a  future 
revenue  out  of  tlie  public  lands." 

The  reading  bemg  finished,  Mr.  B.  proceeded  to  ad< 
dresB  the  Senate  in  support  of  tlie  views  presented  by  the 
President,  and  in  opposition  to  the  scheme  of  distribution 
contained  in  the  committee's  bill.  He  should  commence 
his  speech,  he  said,  by  expoaing^nd  correcting  an  ernn- 
of  most  enormous  magnitude,  as  he  termed  it,  mto  which 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Hr.  CHkMBxas]  and  ttie  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  [Mr.  FotHsxxTu]  had  each  fallen 
witJi  respect  to  the  President's  plan  for  disposing  of  theae 
lands.  They  had  supposed  that  there  was  no  ^fferenoe 
between  the  plan  of  the  Pre»dent,  and  that  of  the  com- 
mittee, ao  ftr  as  the  amount  of  future  revenue  was  con- 
cerned; that  both  plaiu  uroposed  to  strike  Uie  lands  from 
the  revenue  system,  ana  that'  it  was  immotnia),  in  that 
point  of  view,  which  of  them  should  be  adopt^.  Mr.  B. 
undertook  to  alBnn,  and  would  quickly  prove,  that  this 
supposition  was  a  grand  mistake;  that  there  was  a  palpable 
ilinerenccin  the  words  ^f  the  two  plans,  and  an  immense 
difference  to  the  revenue  in  their  results.  He  stated  the 
worda  of  the  Prendent,  which,  he  awd,.  were  to  aell  the 
lands  at  pricea  which  would  rnmburse  the  treaaury  for 
the  expenses  of  manapng  them,  and  defray  the  coat  of 
purchanng  them  from  the  Indians;  the  committee's  plan 
was  to  divide  the  whole  proceeds  of  the  land  sales  wi^out 
first  deducting  the  amounts  expended  under  these  two  im- 
portant heads  of  expenditure;  tlie  difference  between  the 
two  plans  would  be  in  truth  and  reality  about  two  milliom^ 
but  in  practice  at  least  three  millions,  and  probably  six. 

Mr.  B.  took  up  the  printed  estimate  of  appropriations 
for  tiie  service  of  (he  year  1833,  andrcferredto  pageaand 
figures  to  justify  his  statement.  At  page  43,  ue  sum  of 
$350,000  was  estimated  for  surveying  the  public  lands;  at 
the  same  page  the  sum  of  $4S,654  for  surveyors  ge- 
neral, and  their  clerks;  at  pKRcs  7  and  B,  the  aum  of 
g62,658  for  the  general  land  office  in  thta  city.  The  com- 
pensation to  the  fegiiten  and  reeeirera^  about  one  hun- 
dred in  number,  was  not  taken  into  the  eatimate,  but  was 
easily  calculated.  Their  salaries,  at  $500  eacli,  would  be 
#50,000;  their  commission,  at  one  percent,  each  on  three 
millions  of  dollars,  would  be  #60,000;  and  their  per  diem 
attendance  on  the  public  sales,  at  $6  per  day  each,  would 

be  $  more;  in  all,  about  #480,000  for  lite  expenses 

of  administering  the  land  system  alooet  and  this  expenae 
on  the  ineirease,from  tbeannualestablidiment  of  ncwknd 
ofRcea.  l*he  other  bead  of  expenses  reUted  to  the  acqtn- 
sition  of  the  lands,  under  treaty  stipulations,  from  Indians; 
and  stood  thus:  For  annuities,  and  various  treaty  stipula- 
tions, #392,862;  for  removing  and  subnsting  the  Indians 
from  the  lands  tiiey  had  ceded  within  the  funiU  of  the 
States  to  tbtar  new  hones  west  of  the  Hissisaippi.  the 
sum  of 474,000  dollars.  These  two  itoms  make  B66,8fi2 
dollars,  and  are  found  at  page  45  (Mf*  the.eatimatet  but 
unce  that  was  drawn  up  noieaa  than  eleven  new  trea- 
ties had  come,  adding  #110,000  per  annum  to  the  anniu- 
ties  and  other  gtanoing  charges,  and  requiring  about 
#430,000  for  other  immediate  payments  to  be  mode  this 
year.  Theae  united  sums  would  be  about  #1,400,000, 
and  this  excluMve  of  the  expense  which  might  be  incurred 
during  die  year  in  holding  treaties  with  the  Indiana  for 
further  purchases  of  their  lands.  Mr.  B.  said  that  he  had 
shown  an  expenditiyv  of  about  two  millions  pqrable  on 
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the  numi^inent  and  icqutntion  of  the  public  lands  Tor 
the  preaent  year,  and  that  without  going  into  any  of  the 
far-fetched  charges  which  the  Senator  from  MiaaisMppi 
had  supposed  must  be  brought  in  to  make  up  this  amount, 
as  he  haid  mentioned  it  on  a  former  day.  He  had  not  in- 
cluded the  expense  of  the  Indian  Department,  an  item  of 
$145,300,  for  what  might  be  called  the  diplomatic  inter- 
course  of  the  United  States  with  the  Indiani^  in  keeping 
up  commissioners,  auperintcndenti,  agents,  sub-agents, 
interpreters,  making  presents  for  mod-will,  defrayingex- 
pensesof  visits  to  military  posts  and  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment. He  had  included  nothing  but  what  strictly  and  ri- 
gorously occurred  under  the  treaties  for  purchasing  the 
Unds  from  the  Indians,  and  managing  them;  this  amount- 
ed to  two  millions  of  dollars  for  the  present  year,  and 
could  not  be  much  leas  for  many  yeara  to  come,  as  many 
of  the  annuittea  were  permanent;  othera  had  fifteen  to 
thirty  years  to  run,  and  the  expense  of  new  treaties  was 
tiot  yet  done  with.  This  amount,  or  whatever  it  might  be, 
more  or  less,  the  President  intended  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  the  bill 
under  consideration  proposed  that  the  proceeds  of  the 
land  sales  ^oold  be  divided,  without  firtt  deductiog  these 
expenaei;  that  they  should  be  thrown  upon  the  custom* 
house.  And  here  resulted  a  real  dilTereDce  of  two  millions 
to  the  revenue  in  t^e  results  of  the  two  plans. 

Mr.  B.  held  two  miUions  to  be  the  difference  in  truth 
between  the  two  plans,  but  that  the  difference  in  fact  and 
practice  would  be  in6nite]y  greater;  and  he  went  into 
proofs  and  statements  to  show  that  this  practical  difference 
would  certunly  be  three  millions,  and  probably  nx.  That 
it  would  be  three  millions  at  least,  be  showed  to  be  ad- 
mitted and  declared  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
who  brought  in  the  distribution  bill,  and  made  the  report 
in  its  favor  at  the  last  sesnon.  That  committee  assumed 
three  milliona  of  dollars  to  be  the  annual  product  of  the 
lands;  and  going  upon  the  assumption,  whether  true  or 
false,  that  three  miuions  were  to  be  abstracted  from  the 
rerenue  for  distribution,  the  high  tarilF  party,  who  had 
itiU  the  federal  legislation  in  their  hanat,  would  take 
care  at  all  events  that  three  millions  of  duties  on  imposts 
should  be  retained  to  supply  its  place.  This  they  would 
do  upon  their  avowed  prindples,  without  concealment 
or  diwuise;  but  what  they  would  do  in  reality  may  well 
be  inferred  from  a  knowledge  of  their  policy,  and  from 
the  declarations  made  on  tola  floor,  in  the  diaeuasion  of 
this  bill,  that  the  proceeda  of  the  knda  in  a  few  years  will 
be  six  Hellions,  and  in  a  few  more  twelve  millions. 
These  six  millions  and  twelve  millions  are  then  the 
sums  which  the  high  tariff  gentlemen  will  fix  their  eyes 
upon  as  coming  from  the  lands,  and  conuder  as  the  mea- 
sure of  the  corretponding  amount  which  must  be  kept  up 
on  duties. 

Having  shown  that  upwards  of  two  millions  of  dollars 
would  be  pa]rable  this  year  on  account  of  the  manage- 
ment and  aeqtuiition  of  the  lands,  Mr.  B.  proceeded  to 
compare  it  with  the  amount  receiv>l>Ie  from  the  lands,  and 
argued  that  tlus  amount  would  not  be  sufficient  to  meet 
the  expenses  upon  them.  The  average  receipts  of  the 
public  lands,  from  the  opening  of  the  sales,  had  been 
about  a  million — say  forty  millions  in  as  many  years. 
Twice  in  that  time  tney  liad  risen  to  three  millions,  and 
bad  tnmediately  aftenvarda  declined.  In  1819  they  were 
at  three  millions,  and  in  three  years  afterwards  at  less  than 
one.  Two  years  ago  they  were  at  three  millions,  last 
year  at  two;  this  year  unknown,  but  estimated  at  two. 
The  average  of  the  last  ten  years  is  about  a  million  and 
three  quarters;  and  when  it  is  considered  that  there  are 
but  few  new  kinda  to  coroe  into  market,  that  the  mass  of 
what  is  now  upon  hand  is  the  refuse  often,  twenty,  fifty, 
and  even  a  hundred  years'  picking  under  the  sales  and 
entries  (rf'the  United  States  end  the  donations  of  the  KingK 
of  FrajKeandSpain,  it  cannot  be  expected  that  fubire 


sales,  unless  the  price  is  graduated  to  the  quality,  so  as  to 
biing  the  inferior  lands  Into  market,  will  equal  those  which 
are  past,  or  pay  the  expenses  fairly  chargeable  on  the 
lands.  A  reduction  of  the  price,  so  as  to  bring  the^nfe- 
rior  lands  into  market,  is  absolutely  necessary  to  make 
them  pay  their  expenses;  and  this  is  precisely  what  the 
President  lias  recommended.  He  proposes  to  sell  their 
lands  for  prices  which  will  reimburse  tlie  Go%-cmment  for 
its  expensea;  and  this  is  all  they  ever  did  do,  and  mors 
than  they  will-hcreafter  do  unless  the  price  is  reduced. 

To  put  this  question  in  a  still  more  convincing  pmnt  of 
view,  to  vanquish  all  opposition  to  the  President's  plan, 
to  show  the  enormity  of  the  policy  which  would  quarter 
the  lands  and  the  Indians  upon  the  custom-house,  and  to 
satisfy  every  candid  man  that  the  lands  ou^ht  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  treaty  stipulations  which  they  had 
created,  Mr.  B.  siud  he  would  take  an  inmde  view  of  a 
pair  of  those  treaties — one  from  the  South  and  one  from 
the  North — and  show  the  amount  of  the  chai^^  which 
they  had  brought  upon  the  Federal  Government,  and  the 
cause  for  which  these  charges  were  incurred .  He  allud- 
ed to  the  States  of  Missiswppi  and  Indiana — States  in 
which  recent  treaties  for  the  acquiRtlon  of  Indian  lands 
had  been  made,  and  from  each  of  which  States  there  was 
one  Senator  who  had  heretofore  advocated  the  p<diey  of 
throwing  the  expenses  of  these  acquisitions  upon  the 
custom-houte  revenue.  He  took  first  the  Choctaw  trea- 
ty, made  at  Dancinfp  Rabbit  creek,  in  September,  1830;  a 
treaty  made  exclusively  for  the  purchase  of  land,  and  for 
which  the  United  States  had  agreed  to  give:  1st  An 
annuity  of  $20,000  for  twenty  years,  whidi  was  $400,000: 
2.  To  pay  for  the  education  m  faityycnng  Choctawsfbr 
twenty  years,  which  was  now  costing  the  United  States 
$9,100  per  annum,  making  the  sum  of  $183,000  fbr  the 
whole  time:  3.  To  pay  0,500.  s  year  for  twen^  years 
for  schoolmasters  in  the  nation,  making  $30,000:  4.  To 
defray  the  expenses  of  removing  the  nation  (19,000  souls) 
to  their  new  homes  west  of  the  Hississippi,  $475,000: 
S .  To  furnbh  subsistence  to  the  nation  for  one  year  aftexy, 
removal,  at  an  expense  of  $608,000.  6.  To  fiitnish 
uniform  dresses  and  swords  to  nine^-nine  chiefi,  and  pen- 
sions to  the  principal  ones,  say  $40,000.  7-  To  furnish 
2,100  blankets,  400  looms,  a  rifle  and  hunting  equipmenta 
to  each  warrior;>3ay  |15,000:  B.  To  pay  for  Choctaw 
cattie,  $13,000  :  9.  To  furnish blacksmitlu,  ntillwii^t^ 
axes,  ploughs,  hoes,  wheels,  cards,  iron,  steel,  &c.  flee 
fin>axteenyear^  the  amount  notknowni  and,  in  addition 
to  all  this,  to  allow  about  1,400  reservations  to  be  selected 
out  of  the  ceded  lands,  and  sold  by  the  Indians  for  tbeir 
own  benefit.  This  treaty,  Mr.  B.  repeated,  waa  made  in 
tiie  fiill  of  1830;  the  Indians  were  to  commence  removing 
the  next  fkll,  and  complete  their  emigration  in  three  years. 
They  were,  therefore,  not  yet  out  of  the  ceded  country, 
and  almost  the  whole  of  the  stipulated  payments  remain- 
ed yet  to  bemadeby  the  United  States.  Wasitri^t — 
he  put  it  to  the  candor  of  the  Senator  from  Misrissippi 
[Mr,  PoiRDixTxsl  to  answer  the  question — waa  it  right 
to  throw  the  burden  of  this  expensive  treaty  upon  the 
custom-house  revenue,  and  take  the  money  wbicih  would 
be  received  for  thelandsto  bedividedamongthc  populous 
States  of  the  Atlantic  sea-board.>  He  {Mr.  B.]  appre- 
hended that  the  ceded  territory,  after  deducting  the  re- 
scrvation^  paying  the  treaty  stipulatiuns,and  the  expense* 
of  surveying  and  selling,  would  never  reimburse  its  cost; 
still  it  ought  to  be  bound  for  the  cost  as  far  as  it  would 
go,  and  was  actualljr  so  hound;  for  the  eigltteenth  article 
of  the  treaty  contained  a  lien  upon  the  land  for  its  pay- 
ment, and  a  stipulation  against  any  constructioa  of  the 
words  of  the  trea^  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Indians. 

The  treaty  of  ttie  last  summer  wiA  the  Pottawattamie 
Indiana  for  lands  in  Indiana  was  next  examined  by  Mr.  B- 
He  said  it  was  purely  and  simply  a  sale  of  land  from  that 
tribe  to  the  United  ■  Stalest  *nd,  in  eonuderation  of  that 
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«Hle,  the  Uiuied  Statn  became  bound  u  follows:  I.  For 
the  three  additional  annuitiea  to  the  different  bands  of  the 
tiibet  one  of  f20,000  for  twenty  ycan<  one  of  {15,000 
for  twenty  years,  rnwl  one  of  115,000  for  twelve  years, 
making  the  whole  sum  to  be  pud  in  annuities$933,0O0. 
2.  Anumption  of  debts  to  traders,  $117,000.  3.  De- 
livery of  merchandise  tu  the  value  of  f  247,000.  4.  Stipn- 
btums  for  education,  farming  implements,  mills,  pensions 
to  chiefs,  iron,  steel,  salt,  expenses  of  removal,  be.  Sec., 
toansmount  which  cannot  now  be  ascertuned;  and,  5. 
In  addition  to  all  tliis,  reservations  to  the  extent  of  two 
hundred  and  seventy  sections  oPiand,  (175,200  acres,) 
which  would  doubtless  be  taken  out  of  the  best  of  the 

-  ceded  territory,  »nd  neatly  diminish  the  value  of  the 
cession.  The  Senator  from  Indiana,  best  acquainted  with 
the  value  of  the  ceded  territory,  (Mr.  Tifto«,]  fhinkly 
declared  to  the  Senate,  when  the  treaty  was  under  consi' 
deration,  that  the  hind  was  not  worth  the  money  to  be 
given  for  it.  The  Committee  on  Indian  AfTairs  was  of  that 
opinion,  and  in  a  moneyed  point  of  view — aa  a  bai*gain 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Pottawattamiea — would 
have  advised  its  rejection.  But  the  State  of  Indiana  was 
concerned;  and  to  relieve  her  from  the  presence  of  an 
inconvenient  population,  to  allow  lull  scope  for  the  ex- 
tendon  of  her  laws  and  the  spread  of  her  own  popula- 
tion and  improvements,  the  treaty  was  reported  for  rati- 
fication. Here,  then,  was  another  acquisition  of  land 
which  can  never  pay  its  own  debt;  and  Mr.  B.  put  it  to 
the  candor  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  who  had  favored 
the  distribution  bill,  to  say  whether  it  was  right  that  this 
(tisadvantageous  treaty,  thus  solely  ratified  for  the  benefit 
of  own  State,  should  he  thrown  upon  the  cuitom- 
houae,  to  aid  in  keeping  up  a  high  tariff  to  inflame  and  ex- 
asperate the  South?  * 

Mr.  B.  went  on  to  say,  thai  these  two  treaties,  Uie  con 
tents  of  which  he  had  just  examined,  were  fair  specimens 
and  accurate  averages  of  the  treaties  which  had  been 
made  for  several  years  past  with  the  Indian  tribes  east  of 
the  llianssinpi.  The  time  had  gone  by  when  William 
Fenn  purcliased  domains  for  a  few  beads  and  blankets; 
the  time  had  gone  by  when  this  Federal  Government  in- 
structed if  8  commissioners  to  allow  but  a  cent  an  acre  for 
the  land  which  tliey  purchased  from  tlie  aborigines;  the 
time  had  gone  by  when  the  United  States  was  a  land 
speculator  upon  tike  Indian  tribes;  the  tables  were  turned, 
and  the  Indiuia  were  now  speculators  upon  the  United 
States.  Within  the  last  ten  or  a  dozen  years  a  new  state 
of  things  bad  sprung  up;  a  morbid  sensibility  to  Indian 
wrongs  had  been  excited;  missionarieii  had  gone  among 
them  to  stimulate  excessive  appropiiations  for  schools,  of 
which  they  would  have  the  application,  without  accounta- 
bility to  the  United  States;  politicians  bad  encouraged 
them  to  renst  the  jurisdiction  of  the  States;  and  then 
princely  revenues  must  be  given  to  them  to  induce  them 
to  go  cm  quietly  and  avoid  the  conflict.  These  causes 
had  enabled  the  Indians  to  have  what  they  pleased  for 
their  land;  and  they  liad  generally  pleasra  to  have  a 
great  deal  more  than  it  was  worth.  So  notorious  and  in- 
veterate bad  this  spirit  become,  tliat  tlie  present  adminis- 
tration had  found  it  cheaper  and  more  economical  to 
become  the  trustee  rather  than  the  purchaser  of  Indian 
lands;  to  receive  their  cessions  in  trust,  to  be  sold  for 
tlidr  benefit,  turning  over  the  whole  proceeds  to  them, 
with  the  deduction  cn  expenses,  rather  than  go  on  in  the 
old  way  of  buying  and  aelting  for  [irofit.  On  this  plan  a 
treaty  bad  just  been  concluded  with  the  Chicluisaw  In- 
dians; and  as  it  was  an  era  in  our  Indian  intercourse,  and 
exhibited  this  administration  in  the  high  character  of  re- 
nouncing the  character  of  land  speculator  on  Indians  or 
white  people,  and  had  been  communicated  to  Congressin 

the  reportof  the  Secretary  of  War,(Gov.  Cass,)  he  would' 

nsk  for  the  reading  of  so  much  of  the  Secretary's  report 

ma  rehted  to  it. 


The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  then  read  as  folfows: 
■<  General  Coffee  has  succeeded  in  concluding  a  treaty 
with  the  Chickasaws,  which  will  lead  to  their  location  in 
the  West.  The  bans  of  this  treaty  is  different  from  any 
heretofore  assumed  in  our  negotiations  with  the  Indians. 
The  whole  value  of  the  count^  ceded  b  asrigned  to  the 
Chickasaws,  and  the  United  States  become,  in  foct,  trustees 
to  make  the  necessary  arrangements  for  their  benefit. 

"  It  is  stipulated  that  the  ceded  territory  riiall  be 
surveyed  and  sold,  and  the  whole  proceeds,  deducting 
only  the  actual  expenses  applied  to  the  various  objects 
enumerated,  connected  with  the  .temporary  nibaistcnce. 
removal,  and  permanent  establishment  of  tlie  Indians.  A 
reriduary  fund  is  to  be  vested  in  some  productiv^stockj  and 
the  income  to  be  annually  appropriated  for  the  public  and 
private  objects  stipulated  in  the  treaty.  A  country  for 
the  rendenceof  the  tribe  is  to  be  procured  by  themselves, 
and  it  is  probable  they  will  be  able  to  make  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  for  that  purpose  with  the  Choctawa,  m  kin- 
dred people,  who  are  in  possession  of  a  much  larger  district 
than  is  required  by  their  numbers. 

"No  pecuiuary  benefit  will  result  to  the  United  States 
fi^nn  thia  trea^,  but,  should  it  be  ratified,  it  will  consti- 
tute an  important  era  in  our  Indian  rektions.  It  will  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  establishment  of  the  principle,  that,  in 
future  cessions  of  land,  the  full  value  shall  be  secured  to 
the  grantors,  with  such  deductions  only  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  into  effect  the  objects  of  the  treaties.  The 
advantages  to  be  derived  by  the  United  StatesfnMQ  these 
arrangements  will  be  lunited  to  the  removal  of  the  In- 
dians firom  tiieir  present  unsuitable  reudences,  and  to 
their  establishment  in  a  region  where  ve  may  hope  to 
see  them  prosperous,  contented,  and  improving.  And  it 
cannot  be  doubted  but  that  a  course  so  connslcnt  with  the 
dictates  of  justice,  and  so  honorable  to  the  national  cha- 
racter, would  be  approved  by  pubUc  sentiment.  Should 
we  hereafter  discard  all  expectation  of  pecuniair  advan- 
tage in  our  purchases  from  the  Indians,  and  confine  our- 
selves to  the  great  objects  of  their  removal  and  re-esta- 
blishment, and  take  care  that  the  proceeda  of  the 
cessions  are  appropriated  and  applied  to  their  benefit, 
and  in  the  most  salutary  manner,  we  should  go  far  towards 
discharging  the  great  moral  debt  which  has  come  down 
to  us,  as  an  inhentance,  from  the  earlier  periods  of  our 
history,  and  which  has  been  unfortunately  increased, 
during  successive  generations,  by  circumstances  beyond 
our  control.  The  policy  would  not  be  leas  wise  than  Just. 
The  time  has  passed  away,  if  it  ever  existed,  when  a  re- 
venue derived  from  such  a  source  was  necessary  to  the 
Government.  The  remnant  of  our  aboriginal  race  may 
well  look  for  the  full  value,  and  that  usefully  applied,  of 
the  remnant  of  those  immense  possessions  which  have 
passed  from  them  to  us,  and  left  few  substantial  evidences 
of  permanent  advantage.  One  great  objection  to  a  re- 
moval, which  has  been  ur^d  by  the  most  wscreet  Indians* 
and  by  many  of  our  dtixeni^  who  are  honestly  seekiif 
their  improvement,  is  the  prospect, -judging  by  the  past, 
that  their  location  west  or  the  Hiasmppi  Wotud  be  tem- 
porary, as  they  would  be  soon  pressed  for  new  cessions, 
and  would  yield,  as  they  have  heretofore  yielded,  to  suc- 
cessive applications  for  this  purpose.  Although  the  nature 
and  objects  of  their  removal,  and  the  spirit  of  the  act  of 
Congress  which  introduced  the  n'stem,  are  opposed  to 
such  attempts,  still  the  apprehension  is  entertained,  and 
has  proved  injurious.  Probably  no  course  would  better 
satisfy  them  upon  this  subject  than  the  introduction  of  a 
principle,  which  would  secure  to  them  the  full  value  of  the 
property,  under  all  circumstances;  thus  lessening  the  proba- 
bility, in  their  view,  of  any  wish  on  our  part  to  acq^uire  it, 
and  insuring  on  theirs,  if  not  the  power  and  ^n>oaition  to 
retain  it,  at  least tiie  means  ofeonvotingH  to  tnefreatest 
advantage.". 

Mr.  B.  resunml.  Ke  held  thi|  arruigement  with  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


215 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


216 


SXITATI.]- 


PvhKe  Lands. 


[J  Air.  34,  1833. 


CUicIuiuws  to  be  the  beat  for  the  United  States  wliicli 
had  been  made  for  years  past  with  Indiana  east  of  the 
Miaaisaippi.  He  held  it  better  for  the  State  of  Hias'iasippi 
itself  than  any  that  had  been  made,  or  could  be  nia<le, 
upon  the  old  principles;  that  it  would  promptly  give  to 
the  SUte  all  the  land  within  the  limits  of  tlie  treaXy  for 
taiation  and  settlement^  ami  that  at  graduated  prices, 
adapted  to  the  real  value  of  the  Tarious  qualities,  from 
lactieat  to  poorest.  But  thia  exposition  was  foreign  to  his 
purpose.  He  had  asked  the  reading  of  the  Secretary's 
report  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  that  there  were  to  be 
no  more  speculations  in  lands,  neither  by  the  Indians  on 
the  Government,  nor  by  the  Government  on  its  citizens. 
Formerly,  the  Gorernment  speculated  on  both;  of  late,  the 
Indiatts  have  got  the  upper  hand;  the  white  people  alone 
were  itill  the  victims  of  speculation  to  th«r  Government; 
but  this  trea^  with  the  Chickasaws,  and  the  new  line  of 
policy  which  it  opens,  will  save  the  citizens  from  specu- 
lation. The  Government  will  no  longer  have  any  interest 
in  the  salesi  the  Indiana  will  sell,  and  sell  quickly,  for 
what  the  land  is  worth — for  what  it  will  brinp— to  save 
the  pmyment  of  taxes,  to  acquire  a  fund  to  be  mveated  in 
^  itock  which  will  yield  an  annual  interesti  while  the  unaold 
lands  will  yield  nothhig,  would  rise  nothing  in  value,  and 
would  suffer  from  depredations  on  the  timber,  which  no 
laws,  courts,  or  agents  could  prevent. 

Mr.  B.  showed  how  vain  were  all  the  calculations  upon 
the  public  lands  as  a  source  of  revenue,  or  as  a  fund  for 
distribution.  He  reminded  the  elder  Senators  of  what 
they  had  heard  from  an  eminent  statesman  from  New 
York,  [tbe  late  Mr.  Ruroa  Kiire,1  that  the  public  Unds 
ever  had  yielded  any  revenue  to  the  Govemmentf  and  of 
the  dedanUbn of aiwUier eminent  stateamai^  [llr.Hicov, 
of  North  Carolina,]  that  the  public  lands  would  be  a  curse 
to  the  Government,  and  appealed  to  the  whole  body  of 
the  Senate  to  say  if  they  were  not,  at  that  moment,  feeling 
the  truth  of  both  sentiments.  No  revenue  had  been  de- 
rived  from  the  lands  in  the  forty  years  that  Indian  titles 
had  been  extinguished  for  a  trifle,  and  the  first  cbcnces 
of  the  lands  to  be  sold;  now  tbe  In^an  titles  cost  more 
than  the  lands  were  worth;  nearly  all  the  new  hinds  were 
gone;  the  refuse  of  innumerable  picking^  and  cullings 
remained  alone  to  be  sold;  and  the  extraction  of  revenue 
from  tliem  had  become  as  chimerical  and  ridiculous  as  the 
philoaopber's  attempt  to  extract  sun-beams  from  cucum- 
bers. The  thing  was  imposuble  before  the  new  system 
was  fallen  upon  of  receiving  the  lands  aa  trustee  for  the 
Indians,  and  adling  Uiem  Tor  their  benefit.  This  new 
system  put  an  end  to  the  idea  of  revenue  or  distribution. 
It  extinguished  tbe  bill  before  the  Senate.  It  lefl  nothing 
for  it  to  feed  upon.  It  cut  it  up  root  and  branch.  The 
President  was  nght  His  views  were  wise,  patriotic,  and 
statesman-hke.  He  was  for  settling  the  new  States.  He 
was  for  multiplying  the  yeomanry  of  the  country.  He 
was  for  elevating  every  culttrator  o£  the  mAl  to  the  noble 
and  independent  rank  of  a  freeboldeT.  He  considered 
freemen  as  the  greatest  riches  whidi  the  country  could 

EDssess.  He  was  for  using  the  public  land  paternally, 
eneficently,  wisely,  patriotically,  aa  every  Government 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth,  except  that  of  the  United 
States,  had  always  used  its  vacant  ami,  by  dealing  it  out 
cheaply  and  liberally  to  settlers  and  cultivators.  For  this 
he  was  denounced  by  tome,  but  he  would  be  blessed  by 
otben.  lUUions  of  voicM  irill  rise  from  the  forests  of  the 
West,  and  crown  him  with  honor  and  gralitaide,  while  the 
corses  of  those  who  want  to  wring  money  from  tbe  bard 
haivl  (tf  tbe  farmer,  to  divide  it  amon^  themselvea,  will  be 
lost  in  the  acclaim  of  universal  benedictions. 

The  view  of  the  case  which  be  had  taken,  Mr.  B. 
thought,  ot^bt  to  be  conclusive  of  the  fate  of  the  bill, 
and  cause  its  decisive  rgecUon.  He  had  made  it  clear, 
as  he  hoped  and  believed,  that  the  Freudent's  plan  was 
figUi  thataUMn'of  profit  frtnn  the  laade  ought  to  be 


given  upi  that  they  ought  to  be  add  to  settlers  for  re- 
imbursing their  cost  and  expenses  to  the  Government; 
tliat  it  would  take  all  they  were  realty  worth  to  do  this; 
that  reduced  prices,  so  as  to  bring  the  inferior  lands  into 
market,  were  necessary  to  enable  enough  to  be  sold  to 
pay  the  cost  and  chatves  upon  themt  and  that  it  was  tbe 
height  of  injustice  uid  nnpolicv  to  take  the  proceeds  of 
the  lands  for  distribution,  witnout  deducting  their  ex- 
penses, and  to  throw  the  lands  and  the  Indians  upon  the 
custom-bouse,  preventing  a  reduction  of  tlie  tariff*,  and 
inflaming  those  discontents  of  the  Union,  whidi  it  should 
be  the  aim  of  every  friAd  of  the  Union  to  allay.  Mr.  B . 
thought  these  views  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  put  an  end 
to  this  bill;  but.  lest  they  might  not  be,  he  would  go  on  • 
to  present  another  view  of  it,  which,  on  the  prinici|>ies  of 
its  authors,  on  the  ground  assumed  by  tfaemseWea  in  de- 
bate, ought  to  be  conclunve  of  its  hte. 

He  alluded  to  the  payment  of  the  public  debt.  The 
advocates  of  this  bill,  taking  their  position  upon  the  as- 
sumption that  the  debt  of  the  revolution  being  piud,  and 
the  lands  tvhich  had  been  granted  by  tlie  States,  and 
pledged  by  Congress  to  the  redemption  of  that  debt, 
being  released  from  their  pledge,  they  had  a  right  to  con- 
sider them  at  a  sort  of  surplus  fund,  and  to  Ao  what  tiiey 
pleased  with  them,  lliis  assumption  of  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  though  true  in  the  sense  understood  by 
the  donors  of  tlie  land,  and  by  the  body  of  the  American 
people,  was  untrue  in  tbe  sense  of  the  term  as  used  by 
the  friends  of  this  bill  in  the  support  of  other  bilb.  The 
funded  debt  of  the  revolution  is  indeed  paid;  but  another 
debt  of  the  revolution  has  been  'created  by  Coiwress 
which  had  not  yet  been  provided  for  by  the  levy  (Mr  un- 
ascertained miUions.  He  referred  to  the  revolutionary 
pensions.  Upwards  of  $5,000,000  will  be  payable  thia 
year  on  that  head;  namely,  94,417,655,  under  the  act  of 
the  hut  session,  and  $931,'00<)  under  former  acts;  making 
together  the  sum  of  $5,348,655.  This  enormous  penuon 
delit,  according  to  the  argument  of  all  those  who  created 
it,  is  a  debt  of  the  revolution;  and  it  can  be  no  offence  to 
any  person  to  say  that  the  authors  of  the  pennon  deb^ 
and  tlie  supporters  of  the  distribution  land  bill,  are  one 
and  the  same  parly,  known  to  all  persons  as  the  bi^ 
tariff  party.  The  period  of  paying  this  new  debt  cannot 
be  foreseen.  It  becomes  greater  instead  of  less.  Twelve 
months  ago,  the  number  of  pcnsoners  was  twelve  thou- 
sand; they  may  now  be  stated  at  thirty-ux  thousand,_and 
increaung  ev»y  day.  Upon  the  principles  <^  the  distri- 
bution bill,  andacccffdingtotlie  aivuments  of  Its  lupport- 
ers,  the  divisim  of  the  land  fund  shmihl  not  be  made 
until  this  new  debt  wss  paid.  But  a  new  and  a  strange 
system  of  logic  has  been  adopted.  Because  the  lands 
pud  nothing  towards  the  extinction  of  the  true  revolu- 
tionary debt,  they  shall  pay  nothing  towards  the  liquida- 
tion of  the  new  one!  Because  the  custom-house  baa  paid 
the  whole  of  the  old  debt,  and  has  supported  the  Govern- 
ment besides,  it  shall  now  pa^  tbe  whole  of  Uie  new  debt, 
and  be  saddled  in  the  bal!^^ln  with  tbe  expenses  of  ad- 
ministering the  lands,  and  purcbsfing  them  from  the 
Indians!  Could  anything  be  more  iniquitous  than  this? 
more  ftlse  to  its  own  profes8):d  principles^  more  at  war 
with  the  professions  of^its  supporters^  more  calculated  to 
exasperate  all  the  States  wnich  are  asking  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  tariff,  and  which  are  to  see  their  demands 
answered  by  throwing  an  additional  bvrden  of  three  mil- 
lions upon  the  ciutoma,  wMch  will  be  made  the  pretest 
for  keetnng  up  six  nullions  of  duties,  and  may  be  the 
cause  or  preventing  any  reduction  of  tht  tariff,  not  only 
at  this  sesKbn,  hut  for  years  to  corned 

Mr.  B.  had  hoped  that  this  bill  wouh}  not  have  been  re- 
newed at  this  time.  There  were  grave  reasons  why  it 
jbould  not  be.  Thik  was  an  expiring  Congress;  the  last 
■esaon  of  the  last  Congress  under  the  census  of  1820,  just 
rui^y  to  give  way  to  the  new  and  foU  representation  off 
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tlie  people,  founded  upon  the  census  of  1&30,  aiid  to 
whom  it  more  properly  belonged  to  talk  of  settling  a 
question  of  this  magiiltude.  The  new  States,  bo  vitally 
affected  by  Uus  bill,  bad  a  right  to  Expect  its  postpone- 
ment until  tbey  were  fully  represented;  and  could  not 
regard  this  proceediog  in  any  other  light  than  as  taking 
Ml  undue  advantage  of  thwn,  in  the  moment  of  their 
weakness,  and  betbre  their  new  strength  could  be 
brought  into  action.  The  Southern  States,  so  anxious 
for  a  reduction  of  the  tariff,  had  certainly  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that,  it'  there  was  no  reduction  of  duties,  there  cer- 
tainly should  be  no  act  to  fasten  and  perpetuate  their  bur- 
dens upon  them.  But  there  was  anotMr  reason  which 
he  cUefly  rctied  upon  to  keep  off  this  btU  at  the  present 
timet  it  was  the  aunn  whidi  it  created  among  our  red 
brethren  of  the  forest,  recently  translated  to  the  west 
of  the  Mississippi,  under  the  pledges  of  this  Government 
tltat  they  were  to  remain  furevcr  undisturbed  in  the  new 
homes  provided  for  them  in  that  remote  region.  These 
people  are  now  in  the  greatest  state  of  aUrof  jand  appre- 
hension. They  dread  a  new  encroachment  of  the  whites — 
a  fre^  demand  for  cessioiw  of  land.  Tb»  report  of  the 
Becretary  of  War,  just  read  at  the  table,  states  the  ex< 
isLence  of  this  alarm.  Whence  its  origin  ?  Whence  the 
dread  that  this  Govermnent  is  to  break  its  faith  in  the 
pledge  for  an  undisturbed  possession  in  the  very  moment 
of  giving  that  pledge It  is  in  this  bill,  and  in  that  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  of  the  last  scuion  of 
Congress,  in  which  every  acre  of  the  land  pledged  forever 
to  tiM  Imiiara  for  tber  permanent  home  m  dumedasthe 
proper^  the  United  Statesi  its  quantity  calculated  at 
near  a  billion  of  acres!  its  value  computed  at  a  biUion  and 
a  quarter  of  dollars!  and  the  whole  cbumed  as  a  fund  for 
distribution  among  the  whites!  in  the  diviuon  and  enjoy- 
ment of  which  they  were  to  be  employed  fur  five  hun- 
dred yean!  No  wonder  they  are  abirmed;  and  that 
alann  being  now  known  to  the  simportersof  tlie  bill,  also 
known  as  one  firtends  of  (he  Indiana  in  the  Georgia  con- 
troversy, it  might  have  been  expected  to  produce  that 
postp<Hiement  of  this  measure,  which  the  rights  of  the 
iiew  States,  and  the  sufferings  of  the  old  ones,  have  in 
▼ain  solicited.  But  the  expectation  is  vain.  The  bill  is 
not  delayed;  it  is  pressed;  it  is- pushed;  an  impatient  ma- 
jtvity  calls  for  its  enactment;  the  high  tariff  party  are 
umted  for  it,  and  as  ardent  for  Uie  spoils  of  the  West  as 
the^  have  been  for  those  of  the  South.  The  Wait  must 
defend  itself.  Ilie  rulea  of  debate  hare  not  yet  been  al- 
tered so  as  to  stifle  diseuanon,  though  attempted  to  be  so 
altered  at  the  last  sesfuon  in  behalf  of  the  Buik  of  the 
United  States.  The  minority  can  slill  speakt  the  Sena- 
tors &om  the  young  States  can  still  plead  the  cause  of 
titeir  constituents!  and  it  becomes  their  duty  to  procbum, 
from  this  elevated  theatre,  the  evUs  of  a  measure  which 
tli^  may  not  be  able  to  arrest  by  their  votes. 

Mr.  B.  then  went  over  many  prominent  objections  to 
the  bill,  briefly  touchif^  upon  those  which  had  been 
dwelt  upon  by  other  speakers,  and  enlarging  upon  those 
fmly  which  had  been  least  attended  to. 

He  first  looked  into  the  constitutional  power  of  Con- 
gnaa  to  do  what  this  bill  assumed  to  do,  namely,  to  ex- 
ercise unlimited  power  over  the  disposal  of  the  public 
laadi^  end  the  application  of  thar  prooeeds.  This  un- 
limited aodirreaponslble  claim  of  power  over  this  particu- 
lar spwies  of  property  he  exposed,  and  exploded  at  once, 
by  reciting  the  very  next  words  in  the  clause  relied  upon, 
llie  advocates  for  the  claim  rested  upon  the  clause  in  the 
constitution  which  authorized  Congress  to  dispose  of  the 
territory  of  the  United  States,  and  to  make  all  needful 
ivies  and  regulationa  concemir^  it.  Mr.  B.  showed  that 
die  very  next  words  after  territtuy  were  **  other  proper- 
ty i"  ao  that  allTthe  power  conferred  by  the  clause  over  the 
public  landi  was  um  eonforred  over  every  other  species 
of  prapcrfy.   Printe  land*  acqiured  from  indiriduab  in 


payment  of  debts,  forts,  ships,  arsenals,  navy  jrards,  tna- 
nitiona  of  war,  houses  for  the  public  service,  buildings  of 
every  kind — all  came  under  the  clause  of  **  other  proper- 
ty;" and,  according  to  this  new  version  of  the  power  of 
Congress,  mi^ht  be  divided  out,  g^ven  awa^,  or  sent  to  the 
black  colony  in  Africa,  accordingto  the  wdl  and  pleasure 
of  a  majority  in  any  Congress  for  the  time  being.  Bank 
stock  was  property;  the  United  States  held  seven  nulhona 
of  that  stock  in  the  Bank  United  SUtes.  Why  not  divide 
it  out*  Why  not  put  it  into  the  land  bill?  U  would  make 
a  division  worth  having:  a  million  of  dollars  for  New 
York;  six  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  Pennsylvania; 
four  hundred  thousand  dollan  for  Ohio;  and  a  fewAr- 
things  for  such  petty  corporations  as  Missouri  and  Dela- 
ware. Mimcy  was  property;  and  it  was  "  other  property," 
for  it  wassiotland;  then  why  not  assume  an  unlimited  and 
irrespoiiaible  power  over  all  the  money  in  the  treasury, 
and  deal  it  out  also  in  a  ^tribution  bill '  There  will  be 
six  or  seven  millions  of  surplus  this  year;  what  a  dazzling 
prize  it  would  make,  added  to  the  Bank  stock!  Two 
millions  for  New  York;  a  million  and  a  quarter  for  Penn- 
sylvania; eight  hundred  thousand  for  Ohio!  What 
Senator  could  venture  to  vole  against  such  munificence 
to  his  State,  to  his  empty-cofTered  State,  loaded  with  in- 
ternal improvement  debt,  and  grinding  her  people  with 
taxes  to  pay  tt?   It  would  acquire  a  bold  Senator  not  to 

Sive  tJte  vote;  and  a  population  of  heroic  virtue  not  to 
ismiss  him  if  he  did. 

Mr.  B.  scouted  this  doctrine  of  unlimited  power  over 
the  public  lands.  He  was  astonished  that  any  Senator 
from  the  West  shouM  broach  a  doctrine  so  turogatory 
and  so  insulting  to  tlie  new  Slates.  According  to  tliia 
unlimited  power,  not  only  the  proceeds  of  the  landa 
migfht  be  distributed,  but  the  lands'  tliemselves.  The 
entire  territory  of  the  new  States  might  be  bestowed  as 
fiefs  of  the  empire,  held  in  perpetuity  by  owners  in  fee, 
and  nothing  but  tenanU  admitted  to  reside  in  the  States. 
'I'liey  might  never  be  disposed  of  at  allt  Congress  nugbt 
hold  them  as  a  reserved  treasure^  too  precious  to  be  used 
by  the  present  generation;thUB  defrauding  the  State  of  its 
taxes  and  population.  Congress  was  the  trtistec,  and 
not  the  owner  of  the  lands.  It  was  her  duty  to  dispose 
of  them,  and  to  diapoae  of  them  for  objects  known  to  the 
constitution .  The  lands  ceded  by  the  States  were  given  not 
for  division,  but  for  the  payment  of  the  pubhc  debt;  and 
Congress  showed  this  to  be  its  seme  of  the  gift  by  inune- 
diately  pled^^  them  to  that  object;  those  acquired  fVom 
France  and  Spam  were  immediately  pledged  by  Congress 
to  the  same  object.  These  pledges  showed  the  sense  which 
successive  Congresses  entertained  of  their  duties,  as  welt 
as  their  powera  over  this  property.  The  grants  of  land 
to  the  new  States,  and  the  five  per  centum  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales,  so  ofVen  mentioned,  all  turned  upon  a 
different  principle-.-on  the  principle  that  the  Federal 
Government  being  a  great  landholacr  in  the  new  Statei^ 
and  paying  no  taxes,  working  on  no  roads,  free  from  all 
tlie  contributions  of  other  Undhohlers  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  country,  and  deriving  benefit  from  their  im- 
provements, was  bound  to  contribute,  in  proportion  to 
her  means,  to  the  same  objects.  The  expressions  caught 
at  in  the  President's  message,  to  justify  an  unlimited  as- 
sumption of  power  over  tM  lands,  would  justify  no  such 
thing.  Their  import  Is  ibown  by  the  context,  by  what 
immediately  follows,  and  recommends  them  to  be  sold 
for  tile  settlement  and  improvement  of  the  country,  and 
for  the  reimbursement  of  their  cost  and  charges. 

Mr.  B.  trusted  that  he  had  shown  the  blTacy  and  ab- 
Burdityof  thisassumptionof  unlimited  poweroverthe  dis- 
posal of  the  public  Unds;  be  next  undertook  to  show  the 
unconstitutionality  of  dividing  the  lands,  or  the  proceeds, 
among  the  States.  He  held  that  there  was  no  difference 
between  dividing  out  the  Unds  themselves,  and  the  monef 
which  was  reenved  from  them{  and  no  difTerence  be- 
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tween  divldinff  this  money,  and  any  other  money  that 
was  found  in  the  treasury'  He  knew  of  but  two  ways 
for  Congress  to  iind  its  powers  in  the  constitution:  first, 
by  an  express  granti  secondly,  by  an  iiapllcatiou  derived 
from  an  express  gnnt,  and  founded  in  neceni^  and  pro- 
priety for  the  execution  of  the  grant)  and  he  utterly 
dented  that  there  wai  an  express  grant  to  make  this  lUs- 
tribution,  or  any  grant  of  power  whatever  to  which  the 
distribution  could  be  necessary  and  proper. 

Sir,  Hud  Mr.  B..  the  primary  conception  of  this  bill — 
its  distributive  principle — is  unconstitutional;  its  specific 
enactments,  and  selection  of  objects  for  tlie  apphcation 
of  the  distribution,  are  so  many  separate,  distinct,  and  ac- 
cumulated instances  of  constitutional  violation.  The  as- 
sumption of  State  debts  was  a  new  and  portentous  attack 
upon  the  sanctity  of  that  instrument;  the  more  dangerous, 
because  it  carried  a  corrupt  temptation  along  with  it. 
States  in  debt  could  only  consult  their  neceswties,  not  the 
constitution)  when  the  means  of  pajring  their  debts  were 
exhibited  to  them  from  the  federal  treasury.  The  prac- 
tice once  begun,  it  would  be, immaterial  for  what  *Hirpose 
the  debt  was  created.  The  present  assumption'  is  for  a 
class  of  debts  which  the  wildest  latitudinarian  never  pre- 
tended could  come  under  the  federal  expenditure.  It  is 
internal  improvement,  not  national,  but  local,  to  the  State 
in  which  they  were  made;  such  as  a  State  L^^tare 
directs  for  the  benefit  of  counties,  parishes,  and  sectional 
divisions  of  its  territory.  The  appropriation  for  general 
education  was  a  new  attempt  to  violate  the  constitution 
»t  a  point  at  which  it  had  been  successfully  defended  for 
forty  years.  The  application  of  the  federal  funds  for  Uie 
support  of  a  free  neg^o  colony  on  the  coast  of  Africa  was 
now  for  the  first  time  seriously  attempted.  It  implied 
the  right  of  Congress  to  apply  tiiose  funds  in  the  emanci- 
pation of  alavesi  for  the  rigbt  to  remove,  and  provide  for 
the  free  blacks,  coukl  only  be  appurtenant  to  the  ri^it 
to  make  them  tree.  It  implied  the  rig^t  to  stretch  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States  over  the  cmtinent  of 
^fricB;  to  make  it  cover  two  continents,  and  two  dis- 
tinct races  of  people;  to  malce  it  what  the  enchanted  tent 
was  in  the  Arabian  Nights — a  thing  so  small  that  it  mig^t 
be  held  in  the  palm  of  the  band,  and  yet  so  expannble 
that  it  might  be  stretched  over  the  court  and  army  of  the 
Great  Mogul. 

Passing  from  tliese  constitutionil  injections,  which  lie 
barely  enumerated,  Mr.  B.  went  on  to  dilate  upon  those 
which  applied  to  ito  policy  and  expediency.  At  the  head 
<)f  this  list,  he  placed  the  peculiar  character,  or  compo- 
sition, of  the  bill  itself.  It  was  a  compound  of  ingredients, 
contwning  something  to  suit  every  palate.  Lands  and 
mone^,  mds  and  caiiala,  free  schools  and  high  schoola, 
relief  to  debtors,  emancipation  and  colonization  of  slaves! 
Such  was  the  cargo  witli  which  it  was  freighted!  It  came 
into  the  Senate  chamber,  with  money  in  every  clause,  to 
pay  its  way  through,  as  the  soultt  of  the  damned  arrived 
on  the  banks  of  Ae  river  Styx,  with  money  in  hand  to  pay 
their  passage  into  hell.  The  surly  Charon  never  refused 
nsoul  that  had  the  money;  in  this  ptdite  assembly,  so  mu- 
nificent a  bill  cannot  be  turned  out  of  doors.  Gentlemen 
mii^t  turn  tliemseivcs  out  of  doors  if  thqr  did.  A  hue 
and  cry  mi^t  be  raised  ngainst  them  if  they  deprived 
their  constituents  of  such  large  douceurs.  It  was  easy  to 
see  how  such  a  bill  must  operate  upon  the  imagination  of 
members;  seduction  on  one  Iiand,  terror  on  the  other. 
To  accept  the  allotted  portion  might  be  to  pierce  the 
constitution,  like  the  robe  of  Cxsar,  witli  the  stabs  of 
twenty  da^^ers;  to  reject  it,  m^t  be  to  jeopard  the 
occHiMtion  of  these  cunilc  chairs,  so  dear  to  the  poa- 
aessora,  and  so  hardly  regained  when  one  time  tost.  It 
was  wrong  to  put  members  to  choose,  bet  ween  such  alter- 
natives. It  was  legislative  duress.  Morality  condenon- 
•d  it;  purity  reciriled  from  it;  Senatorial  digi^  ibouM 
repel  it.  ' 


Mr.  B.  next  proceeded  to  lay  open  the  true  character 
of  the  bill,  which,  he  sud,  had  been  smuggled  into  the 
Senate  under  a  blse  name,  and  covered  with  a  val — a 
veil  too  thin  to  hide  its  woolly  head  and  iron  heart  It 
was  a  tariff  bill!  calculated  to  keep  up  the  scale  of  big^ 
duties,  and  to  inflame  the  discontents  of  the  countiy.  Its 
high  tariff  charvcter  was  proved  by  its  origin,  for  it  ema- 
nated from  the  Committee  on  ManufiKtures;  it  was  prov- 
ed by  its  supporters,  for  every  high  tariff  Senator  was 
fi>r  it;  it  was  proved  by  its  efleets,  fbr  its  paisa^  would 
put  an  end  to  the  bill  fbr  the  reduction  of  duties.  Far 
and  wide,  in  Congress  and  out  of  Congress,  it  is  boiled 
as  a  high  tariff  measure,as  a  part  of  the  American  system ! 
and  to  be  defended  and  supported  by  all  the  advocates 
tliat  system.  All  the  high  Uriff  States  are  for  it.  Their 
Le^slatures  have  adopted  it.  Their  memorials  to  Con- 
gress enforce  and  demand  it.  Listen  to  one  of  them. 
Let  the  Secretary  read  the  last  that  came  iu'— the  mano- 
rial from  the  Vermont  Lefpalature. 

The  Secretary  read: 

"  Whereas  there  exists  in  the  country  an  organized  and 
powerful  opposition  to  the  system  of  protection  to  domes- 
tic industry  and  enterprise,  usua%  denominated  the 
"American  system,"  which  has  heretofore  been  consi* 
dered  the  settled  pcdicy  of  the  Government:  and  whereat 
■  propontkm  fbr  the  reduction  oi  the  tariff  duties  to  u 
extent  destmetive  to  the  leading  interests  of  tUi  portion 
of  the  Union,  was  made  by  the  head  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, sanctioned  by^he  Executive  of  the  General 
Government  himself,  at  the  last  seirion  of  Congress  wluch 
proposition  may  be  renewed  under  the  Mine  auquees: 
Therefore— 

'<  Baolvtd,  The  Governor  and  Council  concurring 
herein.  That  our  Senators  in  Congress  be  instructed,  and 
our  Itepresentatives  be  requeited,  to  oppose  any  and 
every  modification  of  the  tariff  laws  which  shall  have  uty 
tendency  to  weaken  or  destroy  tiieirefllcieney  as  a  qr^em 
of  protecttoii  to  domestic  manufactures  in  thdr  virioua 
branches. 

"Betolced,  The  Governor  and  Council  concurring 
herein.  That  our  Senators  in  Congress  be  instructed,  and 
our  Representatives  be  requested,  to  aid  in  procuring 
propriations  for  such  works  of  internal  improvement  aa 
shall,  in  their  opinion,  be  of  general  and  national  un- 
portance . 

"lUsolsed,  The  Governor  and  Council  concurritv 
herein.  That  our  Senators  in  Congress  be  instructed,  and 
our  Kepresentatives  be  requested,  to  use  their  endeavors 
to  procure  a  re-cliarter  of  the  present  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  with  such  powers  and  provinons  as  they  shall 
deem  most  proper  for  the  attainment  of  the  objects  of  Us 
institution,  and  moat  conduinve  to  the  geoenU  wdfive. 

"  Raohed,  The  Governor  and  Council  concurring 
herein.  That  our  Senators  be  instructed,  and  our  Repre- 
sentatives be  requested,  to  use  their  influence  and  their 
votes  to  preserve  inviolate  tiie  integrity,  and  resist  all  en- 
croachments upon  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  ensure  the  independence  of  the 
Judiciary  in  every  departmenL 

**iUaob)edt  The  Governor  and  Council  concurring 
herein.  That  our  RepresenUtives  in  Congress  be  request- 
ed, and  our  Senators  instructed,  to  use  all  honorable  emhw- 
voTs  to  procure  the  passage  of  a  law  which  rtiall  efiec- 
tually  protect  our  citizens  en^^ed  in  the  manufitcture  of 
marble  from  fureign  competition. 

"Betobied,  The  Governor  and  Council  concurring 
herein.  That  our  Senators  in  Congress  be  instructed,  ana 
our  Representatives  requested,  to  sustain,  by  all  proper 
mean*,  a  division  of  the  moil'eys  ariring  from  the  sale  of 
the  public  lands,  in  accordance  with  the  principles  con- 
tained in  the  report  made  by  Mr.  Clay  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  SUtes,  at  tlie  Ust  session  of  Congress." 

Mr.  B.  resumed.  Here  it  is!  fiilland  complete  proof- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


221 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS 


222 


Jak.  24,  1833.] 


PubHe  Laadi. 


itH  the  va/  from  Vermont.  The  bnd  bill  fiurly  incorpo- 
nted  into  tiie  Americati  fystem!  Last,  biit  not  leut, 
youngest,  but  not  veakest,  of  the  &nuly  of  the  American 
■yitem!  Junior  brother  to  the  high  tarifT,  internal  im- 
provement, re-charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  UTtited  States, 
■opremaey  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  Georgia  misaion- 
arics  into  the  bargain,  if  they  had  not  played  out  their 
part  in  tlie  Presideottal  election,  and  gone  home,  with  the 
pardon  in  tbeir  hamls,  the  month  after  the  election,  which 
tbey  refused  to  <dce  a  year  before  it. 

Mr.  R.  next  objected  to  the  distribution  itself,  as  a  fal- 
lacy, an  illusion,  and  a  deception.  It  was  to  divide  out 
certMn  parcels  of  money  with  one  hand,  and  to  gather 
back  still  larger  parcels  with  the  other.  Fifty  or  one 
hundred  tbounnd  dollars  weretobe  distributed  to  a  State 
from  the  hind  fiind,  and  twice  or  thrice  that  amount  to  be 
tmken  from  that  same  Slate  in  taxes  upon  salt,  iron, 
blankets,  flannels,  cotton  and  woollens,  and  all  the  com- 
forts and  necessaries  of  life.  I'wo  millions  were  to  be  dis- 
tributed from  the  land  fund,  and  three  millions,  b^  tlie 
admission  of  ttie  high  tariff*  party,  to  be  retained  in  its 

Elace,  in  duties  upon  imports.  A  retention  of  three  mil' 
ons  of  duties  is  admitted,  but  every  body  knows  that  a 
pretext  will  be  found  in  this  retention  to  keep  up  the 
whole  flurplus  revenue.  To  the  high  tariff*  States,  then, 
tlus  distribution  is  a  double  bounty:  first,  in  giving  them 
the  proceeds  of  the  lands;  and,  secondly,  in  ^ving  them 
six  or  eight  millions  of  additional  bounties  on  manufac- 
tures. To  the  anti-tariff  States  it  u  deluaiYe  bait — 
inaidioaa  cheat — to  beguile  them  with  ftrtlvngs  while 
plundering  them  of  pounds. 

Mr.  B.  remarked  upcm  the  preliminary  distrUiation  of 
12^  per  cent,  to  the  new  Stat^  as  a  bUflcation  of  the 
whole  argument  on  which  the  bill  rested.  That  ar- 
gument was^  that  the  lands  belonged  to  all  the  States; 
tiiat  all  were-  equally  interesteu  in  them;  that  this 
wa>  a  broad-bottomed,  equal,  comprehenrive,  universal 
mton  of  exact  justice  to  every  one,  in  opposition  to  par- 
tud  and  interested  legidation  in  btrar  of  a  fewt  and  im- 
mense credit  was  arrogated  to  themaeWes,  by  the  authors 
of  the  bill,  for  the  impartiality  of  their  conduct  iii  this 
henrical  vindication  of  universal  rights,  iffis  was  the  ar- 
gument; and  what  is  the  fact?  Why,  a  preliminary  dis- 
tribution of  13^  per  centum  to  a  few  States,  and  then  an 
eqtml  distribution  of  the  remainder,  making',  as  these  very 
enammons  of  exact  and  universal  justice  themselves  de- 
chrea  on  this  floor,  a  dtviuon  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
amount  to  the  seven  new  States!  liius  the  argument  b 
ftlsified;  and  from  under  this  blsificatkm  the  truth  peeps 
out,  that  this  preliminary  ^stribution  is  a  bribe  to  the  new 
States  to  induce  them  to  take  the  bill — a  bribe  with  their 
own  money,  to  induce  them  to  submit  to  the  pillage  and 
devastation  of  the  hi^  lariffStates! 

Mr.  B.  denounced  the  bdl  as  unfiur,  partial,  and  ui\just, 
in  aeveral  partieulan.  First,  in  not  adutting  Georg^ 
and  Virginia,  the  two  great  donors  of  land  to  the  Federal 
Government,  to  the  pminunary  division  of  131  per  cent, 
on  the  sales  made  of  the  bods  which  they  had  bestowed 
upon  the  Federal  Government.  Secondly,  in  admitting 
Maine,  Haasachuselts,  and  Connecticut  to  come  in  for  an 
equal  share  with  other  States,  without  accounting  for  the 
proceeds  of  Uie  lands  which  they  had  retiuned,  and  were 
now  aelfing  for  th«rown  benefit— lands  tnm  which  Mune 
and  Masaachuwtts  were  now  deriving  at  the  rate  of  three 
hundred  thotisand  dollars  per  annum]  and  the  Western  itc- 
serve  in  Ohio,  from  which  Connecticut  created  her  school 
fund  of  near  two  millions  of  dollars.  Thirdly,  in  putting 
all  the  States  upon  an  equality  with  respect  to  internal  im- 
proTemeiit,  when  it  was  well  known  that  a  few  &vored 
SUtes  had  received  millions  for  that  object,  and  others 
iiotliingt  and  when  the  plainest  principles  of  justice  re- 
quired the  deficiency  to  be  made  up  to  tlie  nej^ected 
States  before  the  general  d'strUiution  should  commence 


This  hill,  so  fitr  from  roaldng  up  the  deficiencies,  in  fact, 
goes  ort  to  increase  the  inequality,  by  giving  the  most  to 
jmoat  which  have  had  must;  stuffing  and  cramming  the 
States  which  have  been  gorged,  and  dribbling  crumbs  to 
those  which  have  beep  famished. 

Ur.  n.  condemned  the  rule  of  distribution — that  of  po- 
pulation— as  false  and  unjust  in  its  application  to  a  system 
of  internal  improvement.  The  extent  of  the  roads  and 
canals,  and  not  the  number  of  people  in  the  State,  was 
the  true  rule  of  distribution  in  such  a  case.  A  large  State 
would  require  long  n>ad^  although  it  mi^t  have  but  a 
thin  population;  a  small  State  would  require  but  a  short 
road,  be  its  population  ever  so  great.  Population  he  ad- 
mitted to  be  the  true  rule  of  distribution  where  money 
was  to  be  divided  for  individual  benefit,  and  each  person 
was  to  have  his  own  share  for  his  own  purposes;  but  in 
the  case  of  roads  and  canals,  the  number  of  people  was 
not  only  not  the  tnie  rule,  but  was  the  reverse  of  the  true 
one;  for  dense  population  implied  a  rich  level  country, 
where  artificial  roads  were  least  w.inted,  and  earnest  nudet 
thin  population,  a  poor,  mountwnous  country,  wliere  such 
roads  are  most  wante<I,  and  least  means  for  making 
them.  A{^n:  roads  and  canals  will  last  forever;  they 
are  not  limited  in  their  use  to  people  of  this  day;  they  are 
for  distant  agea  and  remote  posterity.  If  wc  looked-to 
population  at  all,  it  should  be  to  the  fiiture,  and  not  to 
the  present;  it  should  be  to  the  States  as  they  would  be 
when  their  limits  were  full.  This  would  give  the  size  of 
the  State  as  the  rule  of  distribution,  and  would  substitute 
territorial  extent  for  populaticn— a  rnle  which  would  work 
peculiarly  right  in  this  case,  because  it  would  give  most  to 
the  States  which  had  beat  r'w^t  to  receive  most,  and  the 
grnteat  need  for  it,  tiame^,  to  Virginia  and  Geot^a, 
which  gave  five  of  the  new  States  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, and  to  tfie  new  States  themselves,  which  would 
be  so  cruelly  exhausted  to  raise  the  money  for  the  rest. 

Mr.  B.  argued  against  the  sufficiency  of  the  twelve 
and  a  half  per  cent,  allowed  to  the  new  States.  It  was  an 
allowance  for  the  damage  they  were  about  to  suffer  froril 
the  operation  of  tiie  bill,  and  was  a  most  inadequate  and 
insufncient  compensation  even  for  the  pecuniary  ^mage 
they  would  suffer.  Counting  the  pecuniary  damage  alone, 
it  would  require  fifly  percent,  to  make  it  good.  There 
was  fifty  per  cent.,  in  a  moneyed  point  of  view,  be- 
tween the  bill  and  the  amendment  which  was  proposed 
to  it;  which  amendment  passed  the  Senate  three  yeara 
1^,  and  would  psu  Congress  at  this  time  without  the 
least  diflicuhy,  had  it  not  been  for  this  bill.  The  bill 
keeps  up  the  price  of  the  bnd  to  one  dollar  and  twenty- 
five  cents;  the  amendment  reduces  the  price  to  one  dollar 
per  acre  to  general  purcliasers,  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  to 
actual  settlers.  Now,  observe  the  practical  operation  of 
the  two  pbns.  By  the  bill,  a  Slate  will  receive  twelve 
and  a  half  cents  in  the  dollar  upon  the  sales  within  her 
linuts;  by  the  bill  riie  will  save  twenty-five  cents  per  acre 
on  all  the  sales  to  genera)  purchaaen^  and  seventy-five 
cents  per  acre  on  all  the  sales  to  actual  settlers.  Upon  a 
sum  of  >100,000  the  State  would  receive  «12,500;  under 
the  amendment,  she  would  save  about  $50,000.  Mr.  B. 
was  astonished  that  Senators  from  the  new  States,  who 
voted  for  this  bill,  and  without  whose  votes  it  could  never 
pass,  shoukl  make  such  bad  bargains  for  their  si^tea. 
Tbey  were  entitled  to  fifty  per  cent .,  and  could  canly  gcC 
it  if  th^  held  back  for  that  amount.  The  high  tarifT 
party  would  take  the  other  fifty  with  thanks,  if  they  could 
^t  no  more.  They  would  take  what  they  could  get,  if 
it  was  but  five  per  cent.;  for  it  was  all  clear  gain  to 
them .  They  would  take  one  per  cent,  before  the^r  would 
miss  the  chance.  They  wanted  a  fiiwer  in  the  pie;  and 
that  finger  once  in,  they  knew  that  they  would  quickly 
have  the  whole  pic,  dish  and  all,  and  the  pot  in  wlrieh  it 
was  cooked.  If  these  Senators  really  thought  they  eould 
make  no  better  bargun,  yet  there  was  one  thing  tbey 
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could  doi  they  could  put  off  the  bugiin  until  the  new 
Stateiwere  fmly  represented  under  the  new  centuS}  and 
when  titty  could  have  a  fiiir  chance  for  their  own  money. 

But  Mr.  B.  utterly  denied  that  the  damacfe  to  the  new 
States,  from  the  operation  of  thii  bill,  coutd  be  estimated 
in  money.  They  were  to  receive  injuries  from  it  of  a 
kind  which  no  pecuniary  damag^es  could  compensate.  At 
the  head  of  these  mischiefs  stood  the  acknowledged  ftct 
Hut  the  passage  of  the  b!U  would  put  an  end  to  all  hope 
Jbr  any  reduction  in  the  ]>rice  of  the  nubltc  land.  Its 
bare  introduction  had  entirely  cbanrea  the  temper  of 
Congress^  and  converted  many  meinbers,  who  were  the 
advocates  of  reduced  prices  for  years  past,  into  decided 
enemies  of  that  measure,  and  open  advocates  for  the 
distribution  system.  So  &r  from  reduction,  an  increase 
of  the  price  was  certain  and  inevitable,  llie  clanse  put 
into  the  bill  to  reatnJn  future  Congresses  from  raising  the 
price  of  die  lands,  was  an  acknowledgment  of  the  dan- 
ger, and'  a  proof  of  the  futility  of  the  remedy.  It  waa 
adding  insult  to  injury.  It  implied  that  the  people  of  the 
new  States  were  silly  enough  to  believe  that  this  Congress 
could  bind  future  Congresses  by  its  laws;  that  this  Con- 
greM  could  tie  the  bands  of  its  aucceasora^  and  prevent 
uem  from  altering  the  price  of  the  public  lands.  This 
cunning  clanse  was  put  in  to  delude  the  Western  people, 
anA  blind  them  to  their  danger;  but  it  will  have  the  con- 
trary effect.  It  will  blind  no  man;  on  the  contrary,  it  will 
open  his  eyes.  He  will  see  that  there  is  such  a  violent 
disposition  just  broke  out  to  raise  the  price  of  the  lands, 
that  Congren,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  "of  the  Go- 
vernment, found  it  necessary  to  stipulate  against  it;  and 
he  will  know  that  the  stipulation  is  vmd;  that  any  subse- 
quent Congress  may  repeal  any  part  of  the  act  it  pleases, 
and  substitute  any  new  enactment  that  it  thinks  proper. 
That  the  price  of  the  lands  would  be  nused,  was  certain 
and  inevitable.  It  might  not  be  done  by  an  act  of  Con- 
greaa,  but  it  would  be  done  by  an  act  of  the  new  lords 
and  masters  of  the  West;  by  sending  out  agents  te  bid  at 
every  sale,  to  run  up  the  price  m  every  tracr,  to  sue 
•very  farmer  that  xook  a  ttiek  or  a  stone  firom  public  land, 
to  impound  the  cattle  and  hoga  that  eat  the  public  grass 
and  acorns,  and  to  pursue  the  women  and  children  who 
gathered  up  the  rotten  wood.  That  all  this  would  take 
place,  Mr.  B.  said,  could  well  be  known  from  looking  to 
the  laws  passed  by  Maine  and  Massachusetts  for  selling 
mia  and  rotten  tmiber,  and  prosecuting  trespasaers  on 
uieir  puUic  lands.  He  had  once  read  these  acts  in  the 
Senate,  and  had  htely  aeen  in  the  newspapers  an  instance 
of  the  rigorous  manner  in  which  they  were  executed,  in 
the  prosecution  of  a  man  fw  two  acorns!  It  could  not 
be  supposed  that  Hassachutetts  and  Mune,  when  they 
became  jiHnt  owners  of  the  federal  lands,  would  be  more 
lenient  to  )he  remote  settlers  of  the  West  than  to  their 
own  oitiaens;  and  thus  the  price  of  land  mi^it  be  raised 
double  as  high  as  it  was  at  present,  without  the  fbrmaltty 
of  an  act  of  Congress. 

As  a  fiirther  evidence  of  the  intention  of  the  advocates 
of  the  bill  to  raise  the  price  of  lands,  Mr.  B.  referred  to 
the  brilliant  prospects  of  future  lai^  dividends  held  out 
in  the  argument,  namely.tbat  in  twenty  years  they  should 
have  nx  millions  to  dividet  forty  years  hence,  twelve 
nullkm^  and  so  on;  the  sum  for  diitribation  beconiing 
grea^  instead  of  leia  for  five  hundred  years  to  come. 
Such  were  the  calculations  of  the  friends  of  the  bill ;  and 
how  arc  the  lands,  as  they  get  worse,  to  produce  more^ 
Hie  first  ehoices  of  the  land  for  forty  years  past  liave 
onlyaveraged  one  million  of  dollars  per  annum;  and  how 
could  the  refiue  produce  nx  and  twelve  times  as  much 

Eer  annum,  unless  it  waa  by  running  up  the  prices,  either 
y  an  act  of  Congress,  or  by  comlmiations  to  bid  against 
the  settlers'  That  the  price  ought  to  be  reduced,  every 
body  knew.  Nobody  opposes  it  in  the  new  States  but 
old  speculators  in  pwlic  laiw^  i^nd  new  apecuUtors  in  knd 


scrip,  and  aome  pditicians  who  have  taken  a  eroolced 
vieir  of  their  own  and  of  the  public  interest.  Reduction, 
so  as  to  adaptthe  price  to  the  quality,  is  the  voiceof  the 
West;  and  that  voice  has  been  heud  on  this  floor  by 
memorials  from  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  AUbamai  Mis- 
sissippi, and  Louisiana.  The  people  of  these  States  know 
that  a  reduction  and  graduation  of  the  prices  of  the  land 
ought  to  take  place;  and  they  lAiow  that  Congress  knows 
it;  fax  the  ofRcial  reports  of  the  registers  and  rectiver^ 
showing  the  inferior  quality  and  low  vdue  df  the  unsold 
lands,  is  known  by  the  people  of  those  States  to  be  in  the 

Kossession  of  Congress.  They  know,  beddea,  how  fresh 
inds  are  selling  in  the  State  of  Maine,  under  the  laws  of 
that  State,  and  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  at  the  one-half 
the  one-fourth,  and  the  one4enth  of  what  Congress  de- 
mands ftff  iter  refnae  lands  in  the  Wnt.  Here  is  a  list  itf 
actual  sales  in  the  Stateof  Mkine  in  the  year  1838,  which 
shows  the  price  at  which  that  State  disposes  of  her  own 
land  to  her  own  citizens,  and  contrasts  stroi^y  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Federal  Government  to  the  new  States  of 
the  West. 

SaUe  of  publie  land  at  Btrngott     Maiae,  1838. 
30,000  acres,  at  40  centa  per  acre. 
10,000      "      324  " 
16,000      "      30  ** 
22,000  "29 
20,000       "       26  " 
20,000       "      21  « 
20,000      "  20 
6,000      "  ,    19  " 
10,000      "      11  *' 
It  was  not  only  a  reduction  of  prices  winch  wu  cdkd 
for  by  the  West,  and  wlueh  tins  bill  would  Ibrererpre* 
vent,  but  donations  also.   Every  Government  upon  the 
face  of  the  earth,  ancient  and  modern,  repnblican  and 
monarchial,  Christian,  Mahometan,  and  Pagan,  had  made 
donations  of  hind  to  tlieir  poorer  citizens.    The  Roman 
republic  always  did  it,  pyin^  a  double  quantitv  to  fiidiers 
of  familieswho  had  three  children,  or  more;  the  Mexican 
and  South  American  repubHct  are  now  all  doing  it. 
Great  Britain^ough  a  monarchy,  is  now  doing  it  on  our 
borders,  in  Gviada.   She  makes  a  donation  of  one  hun- 
dred and  tlfly  acres  of  land  to  poor  settlers,  with  fanning 
implements  to  cultivate  it,  seed  grains  to  sow  it  the  first 
year,  and  a  cow  and  a  calf  to  commence  a  stock  of  cact- 
tie.  niia  is  the  conduct  of  a  monarchy— of  that  monarahy 
whose  dtminion  we  threw  off,  aaiigning  as  one  of  the 
reasons  for  our  doing  so,  as  may  be  seen  in  the  eighth 
clause  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  that  the  King 
had  raised  the  condititms  of  new  appropriationa  of  publiic 
landd.   How  sadly  the  conduct  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment contrasts  with  the  liberalKy,  wiadom,  and  justice  of 
all  these  nations!  -  How  much  wiser  to  imitate  their  ex- 
ample in  making  donations  to  poor  settlers!    How  much 
wiser  to  adopt  the  patriotic  reeomniendation  of  ftesident 
Jackson,  to  abandon  the  idea  of  deriving  revenue  fkwn 
these  landa,  and  look  to  the  freebolden  wlueh  mnr  be 
formed  upon  them  as  the  tme  wealth  and  riches  of  the 
country. 

The  next  great  injury  to  accrue  to  the  new  States  from 
the  paaaage  of  this  bill,  Mr.  B.  abowed  would  be  in  putting 
an  end  to  the  grant  of  preemption  rights  on  equitable 
termsi  He  stated  tiiat  an  immense  number  of  meritori- 
ous citizens,  generally  <^  smaU  property  and  young  fiuni- 
lies,  had  seated  themselves  on  the  infisrior  qnalities  of  the 
public  lands,  on  tracts  of  second  or  third  rate  land,  auch 
as  was  not  worth  the  Government  price,  and  had  made 
beneficial  improvements  with  a  view  to  purchase  the  land 
when  able  to  do  so.  The  Ubor  bestowed  upon  tlus  land 
frequently  gave  it  double  or  treble  the  value  whieh  it  had 
before;  and  it  had  been  tlie  equitable  policy  of  CongrN^ 
heretofore,  to  allow  preemption  rights  to  such  settlers, 
whereby  they  wed  their  own  labor  and  imprOTemeata. 
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The  whole  of  this  meritorious  claw  would  now  be  sacri- 
ficed)  no  pre-emption  rights  would  be  allowed  them; 
their  homes  would  be  put  up  to  the  hig^hest  bidder;  heart- 
less speculator*  and  the  weottof  the  old  States  would  bid 
a^nstthe  cultivator  of  ue  eartfa  fbr  Ms  own  sweat  and 
hia  own  labor,  and  would  turn  his  fttnily  out  of  the  house 
that  be  bad  buUt,  and  chase  himself  away  from  the  fields 
which  he  had  cleared.  A  clause  in  the  amendment  re- 
ported  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  {>roposed  to 
secure  these  settlers,  and  let  them  have  their  homes  at 
fifty  cents  per  acre.  That  clause  is  vehemently  opposed 
by  the  advocates  of  the  distributiop  bill.  Not  only  the 
cuuse^tself  is  oppned,  but  the  whole  class  of  citizens  for 
whose  benefit  it  is  inteiuied  are  personally  assailed,  and 
represented  as  knaves  who  would  defraud  the  Govern- 
ment, and  OS  vi^bonds  to  whom  lands  would  be  of  no 
value — men  who  would  get  their  lands  by  fraud  and  per- 
jury, and  then  part  with  them  for  nothing^.  Surely  it  was 
enoug^h  to  deprive  these  meritorious  settlers  of  their  labor, 
without  depriving'  them  also  of  their  characters.  It  was 
wrong",  on  this  elevated  ^atte,  to  defame  such  men  in 
(mler  to  deny  them  justice.  It  iaereased  the  bad  opinion 
wluch  our  Northeastern  brethren  entertained  of  the  West- 
em  population,  and  must  operate  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
West  in  all  time  to  come. 

Fret'cntion  of  emijfration  to  the  new  States  was  the  next 
great  evil  to  which  Mr.  B.  adverted,  and  he  found  in  the 
conduct  of  the  high  tarilT par^,  in  r»ard  to  Western  emi- 
gntion,  an  exact  parallel  to  that  of  the  King  of  Great  Bri- 
tain iif  preventing'  emigration  to  the  American  colonies 
before  the  revolution.  He  qiloted  the  words  of  the  De 
cloration  of  Independence:  *'  He  has  endeavored  to  pre- 
vent the  population  of  these  States;  for  that  purpose  

refusing  to  pass  laws  to  encourage  their  migration  thither, 
and  nuMngUie  conditions  of  new  appropriations  oflands;" 
and  held  that  they  were  just  as  true  of  the  high  tariflT 
party  at  this  time,  '(which  controlled  the  legislation  of 
Congress,)  as  th^  were  of  the  King  in  1776.    He  refer- 
red to  the  memorial  of  the  high  tariff  national  convention, 
presented  at  the  last  -senlon,  and  to  the  speeches  of  the 
advocates  of  the  dtslributiqn  bill,  for  proof  of  this  asser- 
tion.   They  were  all  united  in  the  idea  that  emigration  to 
the  new  States  was  too  rapid;  that  it  ought  to  be  checked; 
and  that  keeping  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  deny- 
ing- settlement  rights,  and  refusing  donations,  was  the 
moat  effectual  waj  to  check  it.    He  denounced  this  whtde 
scheme  of  eheckmg  emigration  as  contrary  to  the  rights  of 
freemen,  and  the  means  of  doing  it  as  unjust  and  oppres- 
sive to  the  West.    Tyranny  was  tyranny,  whether  it  came 
from  a  King  or  a  Congress;  prevention  of  emigration  was 
a  violation  of  the  rights  of  man,  whether  intended  to  check 
the  growth  of  colonies  or  of  States;  to  fumi^  old  Eng- 
land with  sukn  and  aoldieni  or  New  Ei^land  with  work- 
hands  in  Aetories;  and  the  withholding  land  from  the  hand 
of  the  cultivator  was  a  violation  of  the  beneficent  inten- 
tions of  God,  whether  withheld  by  titled  monarchs  or 
joint-stock-manufacturing  companies.    Two  othercUuses 
in  the  bill  he  pointed  out  as  insults  to  the  people  of  the 
new  States,  namely,  the  clause  which  forbids  future  Con- 
gresses to  appr<^nate  leas  than  960.000  per  annum  to  the 
surrey  of  the  public  lands,  and  the  cUuae  which  permit- 
ted the  said  future  Congresses  to  reduce  the  price  of  the 
lands.    Such  clauses,  like  that  against  raising  the  price, 
could  only  be  bottomed  on  the  supposed  ifpuirance  of  the 
Western  people— a  point  on  which  the  framers  of  the  bill 
would  find  themselves  wofuUy  mistaken.    Future  Con- 
gresses would  do  as  they  pleased,  without  regard  to  the 
restrictions  or  pernusaions  of  this  one.    Why  not  reduce 
the  price  of  lands  now,  instead  of  putting  in  a  numtcny 
pcrmisiion  fbr  a  future  Congress  to  da  so?   Why  insert 
such  an  idle  and  useless  provinon,  except  to  delude  the 
people  with  unfounded  hopes,  and  make  them  acquiesce 
m  thi*  ruinous  bilW 

Voi.  IX.— IS 


Indignity  to  the  States,  andassumed  authwityoter  their 
domestic  legislation,  was  another  point  dwelt  upon  by 
Hr.  B.  He  referred  to  that  part  of  the  bill  which  requir- 
ed the  States  to  use  the  dirtributed  fund  for  certain 
■pedfied  putpowib  ud  nooployed  the  unperative  word 
"shall"  with  mpeet  to  thid  use.  Itwai  the  language 
of  a  superior  to  an  inferior— of  an  empire  to  its  province 
—of  a  State  to  its  county— of  a  county  to  its  parish.  It 
was  the  language  of  the  ouster  to  his  servant;  and  if  any 
State  accepted  money  on  these  terms,  it  accepted  the 
price  of  its  own  degrwatioo — the  warn  of  its  own  sub- 
mission to  federal  cfictation.  If  ^stributkms  for  intenul 
improvement,  for  education,  for  St^  debt^  for  free 
negro  colonioation,  or  for  any  other  dengnated  object, 
ore  to  be  made,  it  is  not  by  acta  of  Congress,  but  by 
compacts  with  die  States,  that  it  would  be  done.  The 
obligation  of  the  new  States  to  apply  three  per  cent, 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  to  the  construction 
of  roads  and  canals,  was  an  obligation  voluntarily  assumed 
by  the  States  ib  compacts  with  the  Federal  Government 
and  were  not  regulations  imposed  upon  them  by  oeta  M 
Congress.  This  bill  proposes  to  add  thirtetn  and  a  iuM 
per  cent,  to  that  fund,  by  law,  and  to  order  its  appQca- 
tion  to  specified  objects.  Compacts  were  the  true  mode 
of  creating  that  fund;  they  are  still  the  true  mode  of  in- 
creasing  it.  It  is  the  only  mode  which  is  compatible  with 
the  independence  of  State  legislation — Mr.  B.  would  not 
say  State  sovereignty — that  phrase  is  the  watchword  of 
a  new  ailment;  and  he  would  put  it  to  all  who  contend- 
ed for  the  ri^ts  of  the  States  to  say,  if  this  attempt  to 
impose  obli^tions  upon  the  States  by  act  of  Congress, 
instead  of  inviting  them  to  assume  these  obligations  by 
voluntary  compacts,  is  not  the  most  dangerous  of  all  the 
attempts  ever  made  upon  those  rif^ts,  because  covered 
with  the  disguise  of  beneficence,  and  accompanied  by  ttw 
seductive  temptation  of  money? 

Mr.  B.  commented  upon  an  expression  often  used  in 
this  debate  by  the  friends  of  the  bill;  it  was  the  expression 
*'  settle;"  and  referred  to  the  land  question,  and  the  in- 
ternal improvement  question,  which  it  was  assumed  thin 
bill  would  adjust  and  regulate.  He  thought  it  a  very 
gratuitous  use  of  the  phrase.  With  respect  to  internal 
improvement,  it  proposed  no  settlement  of  the  question, 
and  could  make  none.  The  whole  question  «u  left 
open  to  Congress  to  go  (Hi  forever,  as  it  had  done  for 
numy  years  post,  sectional  and  partial  appropriations. 
A  compact  with  the  States,  b^  which  Congress  would  bind 
itself  to  make  no  appropriations  for  new  objects,  and  the 
States  would  bind  themselves  to  aoply  such  hmited  amount 
of  surplus  revenue  as  tliey  woula  consent  to  receive  to 
objects  of  internal  improvemint,  was  the  only  modeshOTt 
of  a  constitutional  amendment  which  could  setUe  it.  In 
anotberaense,  hesudtheword  ■'settle,"asitappliedtothe 
lands,  was  unfounded  in  fact;  for  it  only  proposed  an  ar- 
rangement which  was  to  last  for  five  years;  and,  so  far 
from  settling  any  thing,  would  actually  bring  up  the  whole 
ftubject  of  disposing  of  the  public  lands  with  the  next' 
periodical  approach  of  the  PrcMdential  election.  He  in- 
sisted that  this  was  not  the  Congress  to  settle  the  land 
question.  Tlie  next  Coi^reas  would  be  the  proper  oo^ 
when  the  new  States  would  be  fully  represented,  uid 
when  the  people  riiould  have  had  time  to  read  and  consi- 
der the  Prendent's  message. 

Mr.  B.  said,  it  seemed  to  be  taken  for  granted,  that 
this  bill  was  to  pass,  and  was  to  be  received  by  the  whole 
Union  with  unbounded  applause .  He  thought  otherwise, 
both  as  to  its  passing  and  as  to  its  fovorable  reception. 
No  distribution  bill  bad  ever  yet  got  through  Cmgress. 
Many  bad  been  attempted,  and  all  had  failed.  He  in- 
stanced tiife  repeated  attempts  tu  divide  the  public  lands 
for  education;  the  attempts  to  divide  five  millions  of  reve- 
nue among  the  States;  the  proposed  distribution  of  the 
bank  bonus  at  the  lost  session.    The  distributim  now 
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pnrpowd  wu  infinitely  more  obnoxious  thui  tiir,  or  «11 
put  ttwetber,  that  had  preceded  it^  and  nught  shkre  the 
■tme  fite.  The  nem  were  ftg»nst  it.  Few  voices,  and 
those  few  entirely  or  the  high  tarifT  school,  are  raised  for 
if  on  thn  floor.  All  the  Senators  who  opposed  it  last  year 
hare  met  the  approbation  of  their  constituents.  The 
great  State  of  New  Tork  did  not  condemn  her  late  Sena- 
tor, [Mr.  MAacr,]  now  her  Oorernor,  for  refusing  to  take 
the  immerae  distributive  portion  which  waa  proffered  to 
her;  flie  ScMtor  feom  New  Hamprtiire  [Mr.  Hitx.]  has 
not  been  condemned  for  rejecting  the  douceur  offered  to 
the  granite  State;  on  the  contrary,  his  Tote  has  been  sanc- 
tioned by  an  immense  majority  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State;  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  who  opposed  the  bill, 
[Mr.  TiPTOiT,]  has  been  re-elected,  mauBre  the  130,000 
acres  ^  land,  the  preliminary  diviuon  of  twelve  and  a 
half  per  cent and  the  subsequent  pro  rata  division  with 
the  other  States.  He  himself  [Mr.  B.]  had  i^n  been 
honored  witii  the  confidence  of  his  State,  althouvb  it  had 
been  earefbl^  spread  in  nil  directions  that  he  hsd  depriv- 
ed her-  of  a  gift  of  500,000  acres  of  land«  and  two  lar^pe 
cividmda  of  money.  Not  a  single  State  had  rused  its 
voice  in  favor  of  this  bill,  but  those  which  cried  out  at  the 
same  time  for  more  tariff,  and  which  saw  in  tiiis  bill  the 
threefold  gratification  of  keeping  up  at  least  three  mil- 
Uoni  of  unnecessary  import  duties,  checMne  emigration 
to  die  West,  and  laying  that  great  region  under  contribu- 
tion for  five  hundred  years  to  come. 

The  duration  of  this  bill  was  a  point  to  which  Mr.  B 
invoiced  the  attention  of  tiie  Senate.  It  had  upon  its 
titie  the  feature  of  limitation ;  it  was  to  divide  for  a  limit- 
ed time  the  proceeds  of  the  salest  and  a  section  in  the  bill 
specified  this  time  at  five  years.  But  what  was  the  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  it?  Why,  that  twenty  years  hence  this 
bill  will  produce  idxmilUont  of  doUan  for  dividont  and 
forty  years  hence  it  will  produce  twelve  millionst  and  five 
hundred  years  hence.  Congress  would  still  be  engaged  in 
levying  money  from  the  new  States  and  giving  it  to  the 


page  358,)  when  it  waa  laid  upon  the  table*  duefly  by 
the  votes  of  those  who  were  tn  &vor  of  the  diilribatum 
bin,  and  afterwards  taken  up  b^  the  fHends  of  that  bill, 
incorporated  with  it,  and  additional  grants  allowed  to 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  to  make  up  their  quantities  equal  to 
half  a  million  each.    The  distribution  bill,  thus  freighted 
with  tiie  Missouri  bill,  passed  the  Senate,  was  lost  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  brought  forward  agun  at 
this  session  with  the  Missouri  bill  in  It,  although  he  (Mr. 
B.)  had  tglin  introduced  it  as  a  aeparate  meaaore.  To 
an  tills  proceeding  Mr.  B.  expressed  his  strongest  con- 
demnation. Hia  bill  was  a  separate  measure,  resting  ujton 
its  own  merits,  no  way  dependent  upon  the  diatnbution 
bill,  and  entitled  to  its  separate  conuderation  and  deciuon, 
as  the  grants  to  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  had  been  sepa- 
rately decided.    To  put  it  into  tlie  distribution  bill,  was 
to  entangle  it  in  the  fate  of  a  bill  with  which  it  had  no 
connexion,  and  by  which  it  had  been  delayed  m  its 
passage  for  a  year,  and  might  be  delayed  aa  much  lon^. 
It  was  also  to  lay  him^inder  the  necenity  of  voting  against 
his  own  bill,  as  he  could  not  take  it  in  company  with  the 
distribution  bill;  and  thus  furnish  a  topic  for  electioneer- 
ing against  him  in  his  State — a  topic  which  had  been  freely 
used,  but  without  any  effect,  thanks  to  the  intelligence 
of  the  people  of  Missouri,  who  qtucklpr  comprehended 
the  manoeum,  and  thanks  to  their,  high  spirit,  which 
despised  it.   The  distribution  bill  is  now  again  depending 
with  all  these  grants  of  land  in  it,  and  must  have  an  effect 
upon  its  passage — perhaps  be  the  means  of  getting  it 
through.    One  Senator,  at  least,  the  gentleman  from 
Misussippi,  [Mr.  PoiRDixTan,]  who  advocates  the  distri- 
bution bitt,  lays  great  stress  upon  this  donation  of  half  a 
million  of  acres  to  his  own  State,  and  seems  to  dread  the 
censure  of  his  constituents  if  he  should  lose  the  chance 
of  securing  so  large  agiant,  tiiough  certainly  he  ought  to 
be  the  last  person  to  found  an  aigument  of  self-slarm  on 
that  circumstance,  as  it  was  on  nts  own  motion  that  thia 
grant  to  his  State,  and  the  other  Stated)  had  been  incor- 


old  ones.    Thus,  the  nominal  Umitation  waa  a  deception —  porated  in  the  distribution  bill.    Another  reason  why  that 


a  false  light,  and  a  deluuve  hope,  to  lure  the  new  States 
into  the  power  of  their  adversaries,  and  to  bind  them 
eternally,  wbra  pretending  to  make  a  mere  temporary 
airangement  for  five  years  only. 

Mr.  B.  had  examined  most  of  the  obnonous  features  of 
the  bill,  but  there  was  one  feature  which  could  not  be 
passed  with  the  incidental  notice  which  had  been  beatow- 
etf  upon  it   It  waa  that  provision  which  proposed  a  dona- 
tion of  land  to  Ax  of  the  new  States.    The  brief  history 
of  these  land  donations  was  in  the  knowledge  and  the 
memory  of  the  Senate.  Congress,  heretofore,  bad  granted 
one  miuioii  of  acres  of  hud  to  Ohio  for  roada  and  canals, 
and  nearly  half  a  million  each  to  the  States  of  Indiana, 
niinda.  Mid  Alabama,  for  the  same  purpose.    All  these 
grants  were  made  upon  the  univemlly  understood  prind- 
ple,  that  the  United  States,  as  a  great  landholder  in  these 
States,  pq^ing  no  taxes.  Working  on  no  roads,  and  luiving 
the  use  of  all  the  State  roada  for  her  mails  and  troops, 
waa  bound  to  contribute  to  the  general  improvement  irf 
theeoantry.   The  reason  which  applied  to  Ohio  and  the 
oAer  named  States,  applied  with  equal  or  greater  force 
in  behalf  of  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  LouiMana,  each  of 
which  had  immense  quantities  of  public  lands  within  its 
■Undt^  and  had  never  received  either  donations  of  land, 
or  appropriations  of  money,  for  objects  of  internal  im- 
provement.   To  put  these  States  somewhat  on  a  footing 
«^  the  others  he,  (Mr.  B.)  at  an  early  period  of  the 
kit  aeaion,  had  brought  in  a  bill  to  mnt  to  Missouri 
half  the  quantity  of  land  wtUeh  Ohio  had  recdvedi  the 
Senators  ftom  Louisiana  and  Mississippi  added  amend- 
ments to  make  equal  grants  to  their  respective  States; 
and  In  this  form  the  bill  received  the  fiivorable  considera- 
tion of  the  Senate;  was  ordered  to  its  third  reading;  was 
enfToased,  and  actually  read  a  third  lime,  (see  Journal, 


Senator  should  not  be  uoea^  is,  the  known  ftets,  ja»t 
mentioned,  that  these  separate  grants  bad  substantially 
once  passed  the  Senate,  when  the  bill  cmitaining  them 
was  ordered  to  be  engrosaed  for  a  third  rea^g;  that  thev 
bad  afterwarda  passed  as  a  part  of  the  distribution  bill; 
and  the  sense  of^  the  Senate  having  been  thus  sliown  in 
their  fiivor,  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  their  passage  in  a 
separate  bill;  unless,  indeed,  it  was  to  be  admitted  that 
they  were  put  into  tiie  distribution  bill  for  the  purpose 
of  creating  an  interest  to  carry  it  through — anadmisnon  so 
derogatory  to  the  Senate,tbatit  could  not  be  lielieved  until 
it  waa  recorded, 

Mr.  B-  made  an  anhnated  appeal  to  Ae  Senate  against 
the  corrupting  tendencies  of  the  distributive  sjratem.  He 
rapidly  traced  it*  ruinous  effect  upon  the  Rirnian  elections, 
from  the  small  beginning  when  can^dates  for  the  consul- 
ship would  procure  distribution  of  the  public  com  to  the 
poorer  class  of  voters,  down  to  the  time  when  tlie  aspi- 
ranta  to  the  imperial  diadem  openly  bid  against  each 
other  for  the  support  of  the  pnetorian  etHtorU,  and  pro- 
mised eadi  sddier  so  many  poun^  of  gdd  out  of^Ute 
pubUc  treamry  for  hia  vote.  He  warned  the  Senate  not 
to  commence  such  a  system  in  this  America.  Its  inevitable 
tendency  waa  to  run  into  the  gulf  of  corruption,  and  to 
put  up  the  highest  office  of  the  republic  at  auction  sale. 
If  the  voters  once  condescended  to  receive  distribuliona, 
whether  from  a  public  or  private  fund,  the  next  step 
would  inevitably  be  to  look  out  for  the  band  that  could, 
and  would,  distribute  most.  Private  fortunes,  in  this 
country,  could  not  furnish  the  means  of  laviahing  bene- 
ftctioni  on  millions  of  voters;  the  public  funds  could  alone 
do  iti  and  he  called  upon  all  considerate  men  to  say  where 
the  practice  would  atop,  if  it  once  began  > 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  B.  took  occasion  to  present  the  true 
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question  wluch  ww  now  at  inue.  It  wu  not  a  queation 
of  taking  the  landa  Trom  the  old  States  by  the  new  ooea. 
No  nich  iflea  existed  in  the  new  States.  It  took  no  root 
amour  the  people  when  brought  forward  by  MiBe  indivi- 
duablbur  or  five  years  ago.  It  was  then  discountenanced, 
as  unroonded  in  itself,  and  prejudicial  to  the  new  States. 
To  charge  the  new  States  with  a  'design  to  seiie  upon 
these  lands,  ir.  order  to  justify  the  old  States  in  seizing 
upon  them  themselves,  was  to  aggravate  injustice  by 
calumay.  The  true  queation  was  one  of  the  reduction  of 
the  price  of  the  landSf  and  a  |p!sduaticHi  of  the  price 
according  to  the  qa»Iitv.  Thisn  wtiat  the  new  States 
demand;  it  is  what  Preaident  Jackson  recommends;  and 
it  ia  what  the  Comnuttee  on  Public  LAnds  report  in  their 
amendment.  The  question  ties  between  the  plan  recom- 
mended by  the  President,  and  the  diftribution  plan  pro- 
posed the  Committee  on  Manufacturest  between  the 
plan  which  would  make  the  lands  p^y  tbeirown  expenses; 
which  woulddispose  of  them  to  the  people  on  equitable 
terms;  which  would  fill  the  new  StMes  with  freeholders, 
and  give  them  in  a  reasonable  time  the  use  of  all  the 
territory  within  their  limits  for  cultivation  and  taxation, 
and  prevent  them  from  being  forever  drained  of  their 
money  to  be  expended  in  anoUier  quarter;  the  questien 
lies  between  this  wise^  patriotic,  and  republican  plan  on 
onetide,  and  between  an  unwise,  unjust,  and  antt-renab- 
lican  plan  on  the  other  aide*  to  throw  the  expeoies  or  the 
lands  and  the  Indians  on  the  cuatom-house  revenue;  to 
keep  up  raan^  millions  of  unnecessary  revenue  on  im- 
ports, to  the  discontent  and  peril  of  the  Unioni  to  fill  the 
new  States  with  tenants,  and  the  old  ones  with  paupers; 
to  make  the  new  States  the  everlasting  tributaries  of 
countleM  milliona  to  the  old  ones;  and  to  gorge  the  high 
tarifF  States  with  the  spoib  of  tike  West  amrhaTing  long 
fattened  them  upon  the  spoils  of  the  South.  Ttntu  the 
question  now  siwmitted  to  the  Senate;  and  if  the  bill  is 
not  driven  through  at  this  session,  it  will  be  the  question 
before  the  oppressed  part  of  the  American  people — a 

auestion  in  which  the^  will  have  justice  and  Jackson  on 
leir  «de;  and  in  which  victory  will  be  true  to  them,  if 
tliey  are  not  fidse  to  themselves. 

The  question  beii^  on  the  fourth  and  last  section 
of  the  amendment  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, under  certain  ciromutancci^  to  ducontinue  and 
alter  land  districts — 

Mr.  BLACK  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as  to 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  (^the  Treasury 
to  discontinue  offices,  instead  of  making  it  a  duty  c4)liga- 
tory  upon  hira.  This  amcndioent  to  the  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  section  as  amend- 
ed, and  decided  as  follows; 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Black,  Chambers,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Claytpn,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Kwing,  Foot, 
Frcliaghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Naudam,  Poindcxter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Sey. 
mour,  Sil9bee,Bprague,  Tipton.Tomlinson, WiUrins.— 37 . 

NAVS.— Hesm.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Hangnm,  Miller,  Moore,  Ro- 
binson, Smith,  Trier,  Waggaman,  White,  Wright.— 17. 

The  question  then  recurred  upon  the  substitute  report' 
cd  by  the  Committee  on  the  Public  lAods,  (in  lieu  oi  the 
original  bill,)  providing  Ibr  a  reduction  of  the  price,  and 

Smnting  pre-emptions  to  actual  setUera  on  tte  public 
nds{  and  was  negatived,  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buckner, 
For^tb,  Gnindy,  Hendricks,  HUl,  Kane,  Kaiw,  Mangum, 
Monre,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White,  WrMit— 17. 

NAYS— Hesars.  Bell,  Calhoun,  Chawdmi^  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dudley,  Diokerson,  Kwiog,  Foo^  Frefiiwhuyscn, 
Hohses,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poutdcader, 
PrcntiM^  Eobbias,  Boggles,  Seymour,  SUtbce,  8pi*K<n* 
Tomliiwam  T>ler,  WagewHH  WHkii— 86. 


[Skjcatb. 


So  the  substitote  of  the  Comnuttee  on  Public  Lands 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the 
fifth  section,  by  atriking  out  the  mecific  quantities  of 
lands  granted  to  the  States  named,  and  insertii^  a  general 
proviso,  that  each  of  tiie  other  States  named  ahafl  have 
as  much  land  granted  ai  will  make  each  itaDd  oo  an  equal 
footing  with  Ohio. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  how  maiqr  milUoiiiof  acrea  tUa 
amendment  would  grant  away  ? 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  the  number  granted  to 
Oluo  was  one  millioii  nx  thousand  acres. 

Mr.  EWING  explained  the  particular  circumstance* 
under  which  Ohio  had  received  so  large  a  grant. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  n^gested  a  modification,  whidk  was 
accepted  by  the  mover,  and  made  a  few  rcmaifcB  in  fcvor 
of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLAY  expluned  bis  reasons  for  opporing  thia 
amendment 

Mr.  KANE  briefly  supported  the  amendment  when 
Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  (at  5  o'clock)  that  the  Scuta 
now  adjourn.   Negatived,  yeas  31 — nays  33. 
The  queation  ^n  rectOTed  on  the  amendmeiit  of  Mr. 

BsaToir. 

Mr.  MOORE  made  aome  remarki  in  deftnce  of  tfae 

proportion. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  tiien  q>oke  until  nxo'ckick.  In  fovor  gf 
the  amendment. 

AAer  Mr.  BUCKNER  bad  concluded, 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  thattbe  Senate  now  acyouro. 
yeas  16 — nays  30. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  addressed  the  Senate  in  support  of 
his  motion  to  amend;  after  which,the  question  waa  takel^ 
and  decided  as  fottowa: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  Moore,  Robinson,  Ru^ 
glee,  Tipton.— 12. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Calhoun,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsjrth,  Freliogh 
huysan.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Nattdnnk  Poin- 
dcxter, Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbe^  SptagiM^ 
Tomlioson,  WhKe,  Wilkioh  Wright — 36. 

So  Mr.  B.*a  waendmwit  wa*  rejected. 

Mr.  HOORB  moved  to  anead  the  bill  by  requiring  that 
tiieland  granted  to  Uw  State  of  Alibaaa  Aould  be  ap- 
plied in  aid  of  the  impiovcnml  of  tbemnrigatknof  Ac 
Tennessee  and  other  nvers. 

This  motion  was  aupporUdby  Mr.  MOORE,  andoppas* 
ed  by  Mevrs.  KING  and  CLAY,  and  aegattved. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  Ull.l»r  imnt- 
ing,  in  the  second  section,  a  pronahm,  Oat  befafe  aa^ 
division  of  the  proceeds,  there  should  be  a  deduction  or 
all  the  expenses  cX  Ibe  administration  of  the  public  landi^ 
of  contracts  made  with  the  Indians,  &c.  Rejected,  aa 
follows: 

YEAS- — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brawn,  Buckner, 
For^th,  Grundy,  Hill,  King,  Hai^um,  HiUer,  MooM^ 
Robinson,  White,  Wri^t— U. 

NAYS.— Mem.  Bdl,  CbaroberB,  Clay,  Cbnrton,  Dal- 
las, DickenoD,  Dudley,  Eiring,  Foo^  Frelu^myseo, 
Holmei,  Johnston,  Ktught,  NaudMO,  P(rindextor,Proirtia% 
Bobbtna,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  SpnqpM,  Tomlfai. 
son,  Waggaman,  Wiluos. — 24. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  if  it  was  the  widh  of  tbe  fiieada 
of  the  IhII  to  push  it  to  atfaird  reading; 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  was  their  wirii  to  do  tUa. 

Mr.  FOBSYTHthen  moved  to  amend  tbe  biHin  tbe 
second  section  by  striUng  out  die  words  "ookmiaation  of 
free  persons  of  color." 

Some  dtseuarion  lo^  place  on  this  qnesbon,  in  vUch 
Blr.  FOBSYTH,  M^CLAT,  and  Mr.  CBAllBMt  M 
part. 

Ifr.  oarannr  ■id.aUMagh  he  tad  bMB  MMh  In- 
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•trueted  by  the  arguments  which  he  had  listened  to  in  the 
coane  of  the  day,  atill  it  ihtmld  not  be  forgotten  that  man 
could  not  lire  on  speedies  alone,  and  he  would  dierefbre 
more  to  adjourn. 

Tho  motion  to  adjourn  was  lott. 

The  quertion  vm  then  taken  on  Mr.  Fobbttb's  amend- 
ment, and-detnded  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Beaton,  Black,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Dallas,  Dudley,  Fon^tti,  Grundy,  Ifill,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Moore,  Robinson,  Upton,  Waggunan,  "White, 
Wright.— 18. 

NAYS.~Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
ctson,  Eving,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Kni^t,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies, 
S^rmour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wilkina. — 21. 

Mr.  MANGUM  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  re- 
strictionB  on  the  States,  and  asked  for  the  ^eaa  and  nays, 
vMch  were  orderedi  and  the  question  being  taken,  was 
decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Moore,  Robinson,  Tipton,  White,  Wright. — 16. 

NAYS. — Meesri-  Bell,  Chambers,  Cuy,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bing Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson, 
WagguDaji,  Wilkins.— S3. 

!«  bill  being  then  reported  as  amended,  and  the 
amendments  concurred  in,  the  hill  was  ordered  to  be 
engroned,  and  read  a  third  time. 

At  a  quarter  before  eight  o'clock,  the  Senate  ad* 
joumed. 

FaiDAT,  J&nvAiT  35. 

CONSTITUTIONAL,  POWERS. 

Mr>  CLAYTON  rose  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  a 
rMoIution  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate.  The  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  nearliim,  [Mr.'  Cxlhour,] 
lud  on  Tiieadi^  offered  reacdutions  deumtory  of  the 
powers  of  the  Government,  and  the  States,  which  had 
Deen  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next.  To 
thtae  resolutions  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Oroir)t]  had  proposed  amendments,  which  were  printed, 
•nd  were  to  be  moved  sg^  whenever  the  original  reso- 
lutioos  should  be  considered.  These  amendments,  while 
dHqr  deehre  the  serenl  acts  of  Congress  Uying  duties  on 
iroporto  to  be  coostitutional,  and  deny  the  power  of  a 
State  to  annul  them,  or  any  wtssc  constitutiona] 
kw,  tacitly  yield  the  whole  doctrine  of  nullificstion,  by 
the  implied  admission  that  any  unconstitutional  law  may 
be  judged  of  by  the  State  in  the  last  resort,  and  annulled 
by  the  same  authoHty.  He  dissented  from  this  doctrinet 
and  if  he  had  rightly  considered  'the  proposed  amend- 
ments, it  became  bis  duty  to  place  on  record  his  own 
aentamenta  and  that  of  the  State  be,  in  part,  represented, 
on  this  most  important  subjeot,  a^ndng  the  just  powers 
of  this  Government,  and  repudiating  the  whole  doctrine 
contended  for  and  asserted  m  the  resolutions  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  CaroHna.  Differing  on  this  nibject, 
as  be  Jamerly  had  in  debate  here,  from  the  gentleman 
Jrom  'Tennessee,  he  knew  no  midtUe  ground  on  which 
ttcy  could  meet,  no  point  of  coneemioo  to  which  he 
■bouldlw  irillii^  to  go,  short  of  aAillrecogmfion  of  the 
true  principles  of  the  constiti^m,  as  aaimed  in  the  re- 
•okitna  be  was  about  to  offer.  He  then  submitted  the 
following  resolution,  wluch  wu  read,  laid  on  the  table, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate: 

Bmiitdt  Thet  the  power  to  annul  the  several  acU  of 
CowFMl  liapoiiiif  doUes  im  imports,  or  amy  other  law  of 
the  uuted  StatM,  when  assumed  by  a  single  Stat^  is 
"iWMWpitiblinrilh  the  enstsnce  of  the  Vnton,  contrt- 


dieted  expressly  b^  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  unau- 
thoriaed  by  its  spirit  inconustentwith  every  principle  on 
which  it  waslbunded,  and  destructive  of  the  great  object 
for  which  it  was  formed}*'  Uiatthe  people  of  these  United 
States  are,  for  the  purposes  enumerated  inthcir  constitu- 
tion, one  people  and  a  single  nation,  having  delegated 
flill  power  to  their  common  sgents  to  preserve  and  de- 
fend their  national  interests  for  the  purpose  of  attaining 
the  grett  end  of  all  government— the  safety  and  happiness 
of  the  governed;  that  while  the  constitution  does  provide 
for  the  mterest  and  safety  of  all  the  State^  it  does  not 
secure  all  the  rights  of  independent  sovereign^  to  any; 
that  the  allegiance  of  the  people  is  rightfully  due,  as  U 
has  been  freely  given,  to  the  General  Government,  to  the 
extent  of  all  the  sovereign  power  expressly  ceded  to  that 
Governmentby  the  constitution;  thsitthe  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  is  the  proper  and  only  tribunal  in 
the  last  resort  for  the  decision  of  all  cases  in  law  and 
equity  arising  under  the  constitution,  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  treaties  made  under  their  authorilyi 
that  resistance  to  the  laws,  founded  on  the  inherent  and 
inalienable  right  of  all  men  to  resist  oppresMon,  ia  in  its 
nature  revoIuUonary  and  extra-constitutional;  and  that, 
entertuning  these  views,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
while  willing  to  concede  every  thing  to  any  honest  differ- 
ence of  opmion  which  can  be  yielded  conststentljr  with 
the  honor  and  interest  of  the  nation,  will  not  fail,  m  the 
fititbful  discharge  of  its  most  solemn  duty,  to  support  the 
Executive  in  the  just  administration  of  the  Government, 
and  clothe  it  witn  all  ctfnstitutional  power  necessary  to 
the  faithful  execution  of  the  laws  and  the  preservation  of 
the  Union. 


PUBUC  LANDS. 

The  bill  appropriating,  for  a  limited  tine,  the  procecda 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  &c.  was  read  a  third 
time. 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  rose  and  stated,  that  last  evening, 
when  some  of  the  amendments  proposed  in  the  public 
lands  bill  were  under  conuderation,  several  of  the  Sena- 
tort  were  absent  He  was  wilfmg  that  in  reference  to 
oneof  ibeie  questions  a  fuller  expresnoa  ef  the  sense  of 
the  Senate  should  be  taken;  but  he  was  desirous  that  the 
motion  he  was  about  to  make  should  not  be  received  aa 
indicating  any  change  of  opinion  on  his  part.  He  then 
moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  of  last  evening,  by  which 
the  Senate  refused  to  strike  out  the  words  "colonization 
of  f^ee  persons  of  color." 

Some  conversation  took  place  on  the  point  of  order, 
and  then  on  the  propriety  ofihe  motion;  and  Uie  question 
being  finally  taken,  tiie  motion  wu  decided  as  fbOows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brawn,  Buckner, 
Calhoun,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Miller,  Moore,  Rives,  Robinson,  White,  WUkms,  Wright. 
—18. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers.  Clay,  Chiyton,  Dal- 
bu,  Dickei-son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, Pnndex- 
tcr,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tipt«i,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Weiwter. — 37. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with 
instructions  to  strike  out  the  words  "colonization  of  free 
people  of  color."  In  Hipport  of  his  motion,  he  said 
many  of  the  managers  of  the  Colonization  Society  are 
well  known  and  distinguished.  At  thdr  annual  meeting 
there  had  been  an  evident  wish  manifested  to  turn  the 
attention  of  the  poblio  to  the  society,  and  fcnlitt  the  Gov- 
ernment in  its  behalf  Two  of  our  most  distinguished 
dtizens,  Fi^^udent  Madison  and  Chief  Justice  Marshall, 
had  expressed  tiieir  views  in  relation  to  the  Society.  The 
former  had  suggested  an  appr(M>riation  of  the  public 
lands  to  the  mgeets  of  the  seoietyt  but  he  also  had 
doubted  the  power  of  Co^ppHl  to  dnke  It,  aodbBdpr»- 
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poMd  that  the  constitution  Aould  be  m  ahered  as  to  con- 
fer the  power.  Mr.  Maratull  was  both  in  fkrar  of  the 
appropnations,  and  deemed  it  now  constitutional.  ^But 
Mr.  F.  thoug'bt  there  was  a  general  itnpressiun  on  the 
minds  of  Congress  that  the  Government  does  not  possess 
the  power.  He  aaid  the  object  of  the  btU  was  to  do  indi- 
rectly what  Congress  felt  it  had  not  the  power  to  do 
directly.  If  theoill  pass,  what  will  follow?  The  Colo- 
nization Sodety  has  no  official  or  political  weight  or  im- 
portancei  and  what  mil  be  the  consequences  of  their 
sending  out  fifteen  hundred  or  two  thouund  colonists  to 
the  coast  of  AfKca^  Kvery  one  may  do  as  he  pleases 
with  regard  to  it  in  his  individual  capacity^  but  I  desire 
that  it  may  not  be  connected  with  the  Government. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  thinks  it  will  perform 
wonders.  The  original  object  was  to  get  rid  of  the  firee 
pet^le  of  eolorj  but  that  can  be  done  without  the  aid  of 
the  Government.  Xow,  nr,  there  is  another  project, 
and  a  veiy  great  pnei  one  that  is  to  cummaiid  the  approval 
of  all — the  civilization  of  Africa,  it  is  thouglit  thai  this 
can  best  be  done  by  means  of  colonies.  Butiook,  air,  at 
liberia.  'Here  I  have  a  map  of  the  territorial  property, 
of  the  sovereign  jurisdiction  of  the  Colonization  Sodety 
of  the  city  of  Washington,  by  the  Rev.  J.  Adimiin. 
[Here  he  read  some  remarks  from  the  map,  on  the  terri- 
torialjurisdiction  of  the  society.]  Sir,  this  society  goes 
beyond  thelEuropean  notion  of  acquiring  jurisdiction. 
European  sovereignties  obtained  it  by  discovery  »nd  jjur- 
chaaei  the  society  by  purchase  alonf  i  •*mI  on  this  sole 
ground  of  sovereiffnty  tbay  were  actually  exerting  their 
authority  over  twenty  thousand  people,  and  ekpect  soon 
to  exert  it  ove,r  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand — the  in- 
habitants of  the  territory  which  tliey  hold,  two  hundred 
and  eighty  miles  by  thirty,  over  wliich  their  jurisdiction 
extends.  Wars  have  been  waged,  and  blood  has  been 
ahed.  In  the  early  time  of  the  colony  it  was  attacked  by 
the  natives,  and  three  hundred  were  lulled.  The  agent 
of  the  society  has  waged  war ;  tribes  and  towns  have  been 
conquerediwd  the  Bptnls^Tkled  among  the  victors.  Sir, 
in  nwst  cases  of  this  kind,  a  claim  would  have  been  made 
on  this  Govemmeot  for  damages.  If  the  colony  were 
now  attacked  and  destroyed  by  the  resentment  wbidi  it 
has  provoked,  no  constitutional  power  of  this  Govern- 
ment could  hinder  its  destruction.  But  if  this  bill  pass, 
the  Government  will  be  involved  in  its  defence.  Europe 
will  not  allow  a  colony  in  Africa  thus  to  grow-u})  and 
extend,  unmtdested,  wnile  tuider  so  feeble  prohibition. 
Tliey  will  wrest  it  from  the  society,  unless  Government 
inte^oses.  This  bill  b  m  commitment  of  the  Government 
to  protect  the  colony  against  all  the  world.  The  powers 
of  Government  were  granted  for  no  such  purpose.  Mr. 
F.  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  would  dwell  no  longer  on 
the  subject,  and  that  he  would  not  believe  that  it  was  the 
wish  01  Government  to  do  indirccUy  what  it  could  not 
do  directly. 

Mr.  TTLER  remarked  that  there  were  two  other  pro- 
pontkms  quite  as  obnoxious  to  the  constitution  as  tlie  one 
which  bad  been  noticed.  Conferring  on  States  the  power 
and  the  means  of  internal  improvement,  and  an  appro- 
priation, through  States,  to  education,  he  considereu  as 
equdly  unconstitutional.  If  one  was  stricken  out,  he 
waa  in  favor  of  erasing  the  whole.  Ha  preferr^  that 
discretionary  power  of  appropriation  should  remun  in 
the  States.  He  moved  to  strike  out  the  vm:6a  designating 
the  three  specific  objects  of  appropriation. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  a  division  of  the  question,  to  as  first 
to  consider  tiie  general  question  of  recommitting  at  all. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  whether  it  could  bectivided, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ■ 

The  CBAIB  decided  tiiatit  could.  A  brief  diacuaiion 
emoed,  until  Mr.  CLAY  read  from  the  nilea  a  confinni^ 
tion  of  the  dednon  of  the  Prewdent. 


On  the  question  of  recommitment,  there  were  yeas  30, 
nays  33. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  sud  that  he  rose  to  move  the  post- 
ponement of  the  bill  until  tiie  first  Monday  in  December 
next.  In  making  this  motion,  he  felt  that  the  subject 
was  one  of  very  deep  interest.  In  propOMog  to  postpone 
it  until  tlie  next  session,  he  wished  to  be  understood  aa 
intending  to  intimate  a  desire  on  his  part  to  use  whatever 
influence  he  might  have  to  adjust  a  question  which  had 
already  produced  con^erable  agitation,  and  which  must 
continue  to  increase,  until  it  became  permanently  settled. 

He  could  not  yield  his  assent  to  the  mode  which  this 
bill  proposed  to  settle  the  agitated  question  of  the  public 
lands.  In  addition  to  several  objections  of  a  minor  cha- 
racter, he  had  an  insuperable  objection  to  the  leading 
principle  of  the  tnll,  which  proposed  to  (Ustribute  the 
proceeds  of  the  lands  among  the  States.  He  bdieved  it 
to  be  both  dangerous  and  unconstitutional .  He  could  not 
assent  to  the  principle,  that  Congress  had  a  right  to  dena- 
tionalize the  public  funds.  He  agreed  that  the  objection 
was  not  BO  decided  in  case  of  the  proceeds  of  land^  as  in 
that  of  revenue  collected  from  taxes  or'duties.  The 
Senator  fh>m  Ohio  had  adduced  evidence  from  the  deed 
of  cession,  which  certainly  countenanced  the  idea  that 
the  proceeds  of  the  lands  mielit  be  subject  to  the  distri- 
bution proposed  in  the  billt  but  he  Whs  far  from  being 
satiiifi*<i  that  the  argument  was  solid  or  conclusive.  If 
the  principle  of  distribution  could  be  confined  to  the 
proceeds  of  the  lands^  he  would  acknowledge  that  his 
objection  to  the  principle  would  be  weakened. 

He  dreaded  tne  force  of  precedei^t,  and  he  foresaw 
that  the  time  would  come  when  the  ezample'of  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  would  be 
urged  aa  a  reason  for  distributing  the  revenue  derived 
from  other  sources.  Nor  would  the  argument  be  devoid 
of  plausibility.  If  we,  of  the  Atlantic  States,  insist  that 
the  revenue  of  the  West,  derived  from,  lands,  should  be 
equally  distributed  among  all  the  States,  we  must  not  be 
surprised  if  the  interior  States  should,  in  Tike  manner, 
inMt  to  Attribute  the  proceeds  of  the  customs,  the  great 
source  of  revenue  in  the  Atlantic  States.  Should  such  a 
movement  be  successful,  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  one, 
who  is  the  least  acquainted  with  the  workings  of  the 
human  heart,  and  the  nature  of  Government,  that  nothing 
would  more  certainly  endanger  the  existence  of  the 
Union.  The  revenue  ii  the  power  of  the  State,  and  to 
distribute  its  revenue  is  to  duHlve  iti  power  into  Ks 
original  elements. 

All  must  see  and  deplore  the  conflict  of  interest  which 
had  grown  up  under  tne  system.  In  the  West,  there  is 
the  great  question  of  the  public  lands.  In  the  South,  that 
of  free  trade.  In  the  East,  the  tariff,  or  the  protection  of 
those  interests  which  have  grown  up  under  the  existing 
system  of  taxation .  So  there  must  be  added  a  question  of 
a  more  general  nature,  hut  not  much  less  important.  He 
referredto  the  currency.  The  most  unthinking  mutt  see 
that  these  great  distracting  questions  endangered  tite  ex- 
istence of  the  Union  itself.  He  knew  not  that  it  could 
survive  their  shocks,  but  waa  satisfied  that  its  security 
would  require  an  early  adjustment. 

As  to  the  particular  question  under  conatderation,  he, 
individually,  would  prefer  an  adjustment  founded  on  the 
application  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  to  opening  the 
great  arteries  of  inter-comniumcation  between  the  partsof 
the  country,  in  which  the  States  where  the  lands  are 
situated  are  more  particularly  interested.  But  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things,  that  would  be  impossible .  The  wnole 
South,  and  particularly  the  State  which  he  had  the  honor 
to  represent,  had  insuperable  constitutional  objections, 
which  ought  to  be  respected.  They  could  not  be  over- 
come but  by  an  amendment  of  the  constitution.  He  had 
boon  of  opinion,  for  several  years,  that  the  wiieat  course, 
under  our  existing  difficulties,  would  be  to  convene  the 
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■tockholdera— to  cill  a  meeting  of  the  Stmtes  in  conven- 
tion — the  very  power  which  formed  the  system,  uid  which, 
•lone  hftd  adequate  authority  to  terminate  these  dangerous 
conflicts.  He  feared,  however,  that  the  courte  was  too 
rational  to  be  adopted;  that  passions  and  prejudices  were 
too  strong,  at  tliis  moment,  to  act  delibeMtely  on  this  great 
■ubject.  Still,  he  did  not  deipur— time  and  reflection 
ni^t  do  muchi  and  as  there  could  not  be  much  danger 
from  a  deUy  of  a  few  months,  he  had  made  the  motion  to 
poitpoae  tlie  subject  until  the  commencement  of  the  next 
session,  when  he  would  be  prepared  to  use  bis  heai^ 
co-operation  to  bring  the  subjeet,  if  poinblei  to  a  satis- 
factory adjustment. 

Mr.  CLAY  objected  to  the  postpooement.  He  saw  no 
sufficient  reason  for  it  The  Senate  had  been  occupied 
for  weekji  in  carrying  the  bill  thus  iart  and  if  it  were  now 
postponed,  there  was  no  prospect  that  December  next 
would  present  circumstances  any  more  ftrorable  fur  its 
passage  than  those  of  the  present  time.  If  the  Senate 
should  wait  for  a  convention  of  the  Btates,  as  suggested 
by  the  Senator,  for  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of  the 
public  lands,  he  feared  it  wmUd  be  lon^  very  long,  be- 
fbre  this  bill  would  pa«.  [Mr.  Cautovv  aiseided.]  The 
Senator  Uiinks  that  the  Union  cannot  be  preserved  under 
such  evils  as  this  bill  is  calodated  to  bring  upon  the  eoun- 
trjr.  Sir,  I  believ  it  is  impomble  to  dntroy  the  Union. 
It  if  hound  together  by  every  coniideraLion  of  principle 
and  mutual  aBvantwe.  The  suggestion  of  the  Senaurr 
itself  requires  that  the  bill  should  go  on  this  session.  It 
is  felt  every  where  that  no  questkkn  is  of  more  importance 
than  the  public  hndst  and  it  is  becoming  every  day  more 
and  more  important.  Sir,  I  congratulate  you,  tbe'Senate, 
and  the  country,  that  an  amicable,  propitious,  and  just 
settlement  is  in  prospect,  of  this  great  question. 

Mr.  C>  inquired  how  tliis  question  would  be  settled 
next  December?  By  appropriating  the  whole  land  reve- 
nue to  the  purpose  of  inteiml  improvement }  But  the 
Senator  himself  had  said  that  such  an  adjustment  of  the 
question  would  never  be  acquiesced  In  by  the  South. 
What  new  mode  of  adjustment  does  he  propose  ?  Sir, 
let  us  take  these  ereat  and  important  questions  one  by 
one,  and  dispose  of  them  insuccesnon,  without  cenfuuon. 
The  subject  of  the  public  lands  is  now  before  us;  let  us 
settle  it  now.  This  bill  may  merge  itself  in  internal  im- 
provement; and  if  it  pass,  it  may  also  settle  that  other 
great  question.  Every  consideration  of  peace  and  harmo- 
ny urge  us  to  aUa^  divisions  now,  and*  above  all  others, 
the  passage  of  this  bill. 

The  Senator  says  the  biU  is  unjust.  1  should  like  to  bear 
from  him  in  what  respect  it  is  unjust.  He  says  it  is  dan- 
gerous. Sir,  we  wiu  endeavor  to  place  this  subject  on 
safe  ground.  Both  last  sesaon  and  thi^  particular  care 
was  taken  to  restrain  the  scope  of  the  bill.  It  cannot  be 
applied  to  a  distribution  of  the  general  revenue.  But 
even  if  it  could,  the  precedent  is  already  established-  The 
practice  of  such  dirtribution  of  the  general  revenue  has 
Deen  coeval  with  the  Government.  I  hope  there  will  be 
a  general  acquiescence  of  the  Senate  in  die  passage  of 
the  bill,  that  it  may  go  to  the  House  to  meet  its  fate.  I 
regret  any  dispuution  unnecessarily  to  retard  its  progress . 

The  question  of  postponement  resuItedasfoUows:  Yeas 
31— Nays  34. 

The  bill  was  then  passed  by  the  following  vote; 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell, Chambers^ Clay,  Clayton,  DalUs, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hend- 
ricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight*  Fandexter,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Rogues,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragoe*  TomUn- 
son,  Waggaman,  Wilkins— 24. 

NATS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buckner.Cal- 
houn,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Birek  Robinson,  Sotitfa,  Tiptoo,  Tyler, 
White,  Wright— 30. 

The  Senate  e^oumed. 
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The  Senate,  agreeably  to  the  order  of  the  day,  proceed- 
ed to  the  con^eimtion  of  the  resolutions  ofi<m{  by  Mr- 
CALflocx,  in  reference  to  the  powers  of  the  General 
Government  when  in  cenflict  with  those  of  the  States. 

The  resolutions  were  read,  and  also  the  resolutions 
moved  by  Mr.  GauiniT  by  way  of  amendment  or  substi- 
tute therefor.  When 

Mr.  MANGUM  rose  and  stated,  that  it  was  on  his  mo- 
tion, some  days  ago,  that  these  resolutions  bad  been 
postponed,  and  made  the  coder  for  to.day.  The  motives 
which  had  governed  him,  in  making  the  motion  at  that 
time,  operated  an  him  at  this  moment  to  make  a  further 
postponement.  He  could  not  perceive  that  there  wis  any 
good  which  was  likely  to  arise,  either  to  the  countrf,  or 
to  the  individual  State  which  was  immediately  eoncemed, 
from  the  present  discussion  of  the  momentous  principles 
which  were  involved  in  these  resolutions,  ana  the  only 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  create  an  exdtement  nusdue- 
vous  in  its  tendency,  and  the  issue  of  which  could  not  be 
anticipated.  It  had  been  his  hope  that  before  tUs  time 
there  would  have  been  a  salutary  action  of  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  which  would  have  dispensed 
with  the  necesrity  of  any  hasty  action  of  this  branch  on  a 
subject  of  such  vast  importance.  With  a  view  to  the  re- 
storation of  tranquilliW,  he  had  hoped  that  the  measure 
now  pending  in  the  other  House  would  have  been  by  this 
time  brought  to  a  hkppy  result;  and  that  by  thn  result  the 
discontents  which,  in  a  parGcular  manner,  eusted  in  one 
State  of  the  Union,  and  which,  in  a  less  degree,  prevuled 
in  many  others,  would  have  been  conciliated  and  soothed 
into  harmony.  He  was  aware  that,  in  a  certain  quarter, 
there  was  a  strong  disposition  to  pKss  upon  tlie  public 
mind,  and  to  bring  to  a  eonclution,the  vital  question  which 
now  i^^ed  the  people.  But  having,  as  he  befieved  he 
had,  accounts  of  the  movements  in  tiiat  quarter,  on  which 
he  could  pl*^  the  most  implitut  reliance,  he  entertained 
the  belief  that  there  was  no  ground  to  apprehend  any 
dangerous  movements.  He  still  continued  to  hope,  for 
he  ^et  preserved  his  confidence  in  the  good  feeling,  the 
justice,  and  the  conciliating  disposition  of  Congress,  that 
the  bill  now  pending  in  the  other  House  would  be  passed 
without  fbrtiier  deUy,  and  that  thus  tranquillity  would  be 
substituted  for  the  ^scontents  which  were  now  so  preva- 
lent; and  cherishing  this  hope,  he  intended  now  to  move 
to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  these  resolutions 
ana  the  amendment  until  Thursday  next,  and  to  make 
them  the  special  order  for  that  day.  He  would  state  at 
this  time,  that  if  there  sluKild  have  l>een  no  special  action 
in  the  House  upon  tiiissubject  before  tliat  time,  he  should 
then  be  iodueed  to  move  a  fiirther  postponement  of  the 
resolutions  for  a  few  days.  He  therefbre  expressed  his 
hope  that  they  who  were  understood  to  be  the  peisoiuJ 
friends  of  the  Executive  would  make  exertions  to  bring 
the  matter  to  a  peaceful  issue,  by  urging  the  progress  of 
the  bill  which  was  now  pending;  and  that  they  would  not, 
by^pressing,  at  this  moment,  topics  of  so  momentous  a 
character,  evince  a  disposition  to  prevent  the  other  branch 
from  liaving  ample  time  for  full  deliberation  and  discua* 
aion.  He  aid  not  intend,  by  bis  motion,  to  cut  off  debate, 
or  to  prevent  the  final  action  of  Congress  on  tiie  resohi- 
tions,  as  well  as  on  all  the  great  subjects  which  had  now 
been  submitted  for  lefpslative  dehberation.  He  would  now 
move  the  postponement  which  he  bad  indicated:  and  he 
appealed  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  to  accede 
to  nis  proposition,  and  still  to  evince  a  disposition  to  trust 
that  the  sense  of^  justice,  and  tfie  love  of  peace  and  of 
union,  would  operate  in  Cragress  with  such  fiirce,  that 
all  these  exdtin^  questions  would  be  settled  to  the  satts- 
frctittn  and  happiness  of  all.  He  then  moved  to  postpone 
tin  ftartber  oonnderation  of  the  resolutions  and  anieiid* 
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ments,  and  to  mke  them  the  specisl  wder  for  Thursday 
next. 

Mr.  FOOT  suggested  to  the  Chair  that  there  had  been 
offered  by  the  Benativftom  Delaware  [Mr.  CtArroir]  an- 
other set  of  resolutions,  as  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee*  which 
were  ajso  ordered  to  be  printed.  He  asked  for  the 
reading  of  tbese  resolutions. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  rose,  and  re<jueBted  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  withdraw  his  motion  to  postpone,  in 
order  to'alknr  Mm  the  opportunity  of  offering,  by  way  of 
amendment,  ttie  resolutions  wMeh  he  had  already  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  MANGUM  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment 
offered  by  Mr.  Gnvmr,  by  inserting  the  resolutions 
which  he  had  laid  before  the  Senate  on  Friday  last.  He 
expressed  hb  entire  acquiescence  m  the  motton  to  post- 
ponei  and  one  of  his  reasons  fbr  this  ae^iescence  was^ 
that,  standing  among  the  resolutltms,  if  this  subject  were 
now  to  be  tuen  up  for  discusnon,  it  must,  of  necesnty, 
give  way  at  one  o'clock  to  the  special  order  of  the  dsy^ 
and  he  wished  that  a  debate  so  important  in  its  diaracter 
should  be  uninterrupted . 

Mr.  MANOUM  now  renewed  bis  motion  to  postpone, 
in  doh^  this,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the  fentleman 
from  South  Carolina  would  not  suppose  that  be  had  any 
denre  to  give  the  go-by  to  his  resolutions,  or  to  prevent 
diem  from  being  submitted  for  the  solemn  deliberation  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  rose  and,  MS,  that,  fbr  one,  he 
was  disposed  to  allow  the  gentlemen  from  South'Csrol'ina 
to  select  dieir  own  time  for  the  conuderation  of  these  re- 
MriuUons;  and,  so  ftr  as  they  were  concerned,  he  would 
be  entirely  unwilling  to  interrupt  any  arrangement  which 
might  be  made  between  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
ana  tiie  gentleman  from  North  Carolina.  But  if  he  rightly 
undenrtootl  the  motives  by  which  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  had  avowed  himself  to  be  actuated,  the  very 
same  motives  which  now  operated  upon  him  to  move  the 
postponement  of  these  resolutions,  might,  In  ten  minutes 
more,  when  the  special  order  ^ould  be  taken  up,  induce 
Um  to  move  also  the  postponement  of  the  bill .   He  per- 
ceived tine  he  M  1UA  misunderstand  the  object  of  the 
hraorahle  Senator;  and  if  that  gentleman  should  make 
such  motion  in  reference  to  the  bill,  he,  for  one,  would 
be  found  voting  in  opposition  to  the  motion.    It  was  his 
wish  to  go  at  once  into  the  connderation  of  these  import- 
ant topics,  and  not  to  shun  or  to  postpone  the  discu^on. 
He  would  lumself  prefer  that  the  resolutions  and  amend- 
ments riuHild  be  made  the  special  order  of  the  day,  so 
that  they  nwht  be  taken  up  and  discussed  in  connexion 
wUb  the  bUfitself,  and  thus  the  widest  m'nge  of  debate 
would  be  opened.    But  in  that  view,  also,  he  had  the  ut- 
most diapontion  to  defer  to  the  wishes  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina.    Should  it  be  the  desire  of  thut 
gentleman  that  the  subjects  be  taken  up  for  conudemtion 
a^MTately,  and  apart,  be  would  at  once  yield  his  own  in- 
clinadms.    But  he  could  not  consent  to  pos^one  the 
^MHiBBioa  of  the  bill  until  Thursday.   If  ^e  gentleman 
from  Bouth  Carolina  de«rcd  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  resolutions,  and  to  go  at  once  into  deliberation  on 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  wat  gentleman  should  have  his 
vote  in  carrying  his  wishes  into  effect. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  suggested  that  perhaps  the  object  of 
all  might  be  accomplished,  were  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  so  to  modify  his  motion,  as  merely  to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  of  tiie  resolutions 
until  to-morrow.  He  understood  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  as  signifying  his  assent  to  this  suggestion. 

But  before  he  resumed  his  seat,  be  had  to  make  a  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  as  an  act  of  justice 
«  iheer  act  of  joitice— which  he  had  a  right  to  clahn  at  his 


hands,  that  he  would  withdraw  the  amendment  which  he 
bad  offered  as  a  substitute  for  his  resolutions.  ■  The  State 
of  South  Carolina,  acting  in  her  sovereign  capacity,  and 
in  defiance  of  ttie  r^^hts  reserved  to  her  by  the  constitu- 
tion, luid  found  it  necessary  to  annul  an  act  of  Congress. 
The  Prendent  of  the  United  States,  conadering  the  State 
as  a  mere  mass  oF  individuals,  assuming  tn  exercise  rights 
to  which  they  were  not  entitled,  had  recommended  to 
Congress  the  adoption  or  certain  messures;  and  to  this 
recommendation  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  had 
responded.  He,  standing  there  as  one  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  most  unworthy  to 
represent  her  at  tmelt  an  awful  crisis,  had  submitted  a 
series  of  propoutions,  with  a  view  to  bring  the  true  ques- 
tion at  once  before  the  world.  He  l\ad  drawn  up  these 
resolutions  with  the  utmost  care,  and  with  the  most  scru- 
pulous attention  to  the  meaning  of  the  language;  he  had 
not  admitted  a  proposition  whieh  was  not  true — he  did 
not  Intend  to  say  merely  which  he  did  not  think  to  be 
true,  but  which  was  not  actually  true.  This,  then,wasthe 
plea  in  bar  which  he  had  put  in  on  the'  part  of  South 
Carolina.  He  had  interposed  between  the  Prendent  of 
the  United  States  and  the  State  of  South  Carolina  this 
plea  in  bar. 

He  had  interposed  the  constitution  between  South 
Carolina  and  the  bill  which  had  been  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  at  the  recommendation  of  the 
Executive — a  bill  which  he  viewed  as  worse  than  an 
abominatioii— a  bill  to  create  a  dictator,  to  erect  a  military 
despotism,  and,  let  it  be  cU^ised  as  it  might,  to  make 
war  upon  a  sovereign  State.  As  the  plea  of  South  Caro- 
lina in  bar  agunst  tiiis  bill,he  had  interposed  that  sacred — 
did  be  say  sacred^ — No,  no,  that  despised  instrument,  the 
constitution,  in  the  hope  that  it  might  arrest  the  stra  tit 
unhallowed  power,  ana  brin^  back  the  measures  of  the 
General  Government  to  the  limits  of  constitutional  right. 
And  bow  had  he  been  met,  when  he  put  in  their  plea^ 
Instead  of  being  met  by  a  plain  and  manly  denial  or  the 
facts  stated  in  his  resolutions,  another  plea  had  been  put 
in,  in  opposition  to  his;  and  the  result  was,  that  they  must 
be  both  conndered  in  conjunction  with  each  other,  and 
that  thus  his  propontions  would  not  be  disposed  of  in  re- 
ference to  the  riogle  principles  which  they  declared. 

There  never  was  an  individual,  however  culpable, who, 
standing  in  the  situation  of  a  common  culprit,  whitever 
the  nature  of  his  crirao)  was  not  allowed,  as  a  matter 
of  right,  to  put  in  his  own  plea.  But,  in  this  case,  the 
plea  of  a  sovereign  State  of  the  Union  was  overlaid  by 
another  plea,  with  a  view  to  prevent  a  judgment  on  its 
merits.  He  demanded,  therefore,  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  to  withdraw  his  amendment,  in  order  that  the 
question  might  not  be  subjected  to  embarrassment  and 
mfficulty,  but  tliat  it  miglit  be  taken  on  the  facts  laid 
down  in  the  resolutions,  and  with  a  view  to  tiie  argument 
by  which  those  Acts  were  to  be  sustained — facts  and 
arguments  which  were  so  clear  that  no  one  could  enter- 
tain a.  doubt  respecting  them.  He  concluded  with  a  re- 
quest that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would  withdraw 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  GRUNDT  said  that  he  never  in  bis  life  had  felt  an 
unwillingness  to  do  an  act  of  justice;  but  that  the  conclu- 
sion as  to  what  wks  an  act  of  Justice,  must,  in  some  de- 
gree, be  decided  by  his  own  judgment.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  had  introduced  certain  resolutions 
which  coincided  with  the  particulsr  views  of  tlie  State 
which  he  represented. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  explained— which  sUted  the  views  on 
which  tiie  State  of  South  Carolina  had  acted;  and  which, 
if  true,  must  be  received  as  a  complete  b.ar  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  resumed,  suting  that  he  had  introduced 
bis  views,  differing  from  those  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  in  the  shape  of  ^^  amendment  to  the 
original  resolution*.   He  conndered^this  course  as  strictly 
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parliamentaiyi  notintfaitanding  tiie  objection  which  hftd 
uen  urged  kgftintt  it  on  the  nvund  of  Juftice;  and  on 
this  ground  a  demand  vas  tnue  upon  him  to  withdraw 
Ilia  amendment.  He  could  not  comply  with  this  demand 
at  the  moment,  but  he  was  wilting  to  take  the  subject 
into  connderatton;  and  if  the  debate  on  the  reaoluUons 
were  postponed,  he  should  then  have  more  time  allowed 
him  for  reflection.  While  he  was  up,  be  begged  leave  to 
mj  a  word  upon  uiothcr  subject.  ThU  meaaore,  which 
bad  emanated  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judtciaiv,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Preudent,  had  been  called  a 
repeal  of  the  constitution,  as  tending  to  the  destruction  of 
our  confederacy,  and  erecting  a  military  despotiam  on  its 
ruins.  Such  was  not  the  fact.  The  bill  was  a  pacific 
measure;  its  object  was  to  prevent  anjr  mischievous cotli- 
irions,  to  prevent  brothers  from  sheddmg  their  brothers' 
blood,  and  engaging  in  hostile  strife  to  the  dismember- 
Bientof  the  Union.  Instead  of  denouncing  this  bill  as 
waging  war  with  South  Carolina,  it  would  be  much  wiser 
to'go  at  once  into  deliberation  upon  the  bill,  and  to  ex- 
amme  what  its  provisions  were.  The  committee  who  had 
reported  it  were  of  the  opinion  that  they  could  demon- 
strate that,  instead  of  having  any  of  the  injurious  conse- 

auences  which  had  been  charged  against  it,  it  would  have 
le  effect  of  preventing  tbe  collinons  which  were  appre- 
hended, and  of  preventing  the  citizens  of  tbe  State  of 
Soutii  Carolina  from  coming  into  hostile  conflict  with  the 
dtizens  of  any  other  State.  He  thought  it  would  be 
much  better  to  go  at  once  into  the  consideration  of  the 
subject,  and  determine  whether  or  not  the  committee 
had  mistaken  tiieir  course,  and  had  adopted  measures 
vluch  would  lead  them  frtHn  th«r  object.  This  would* 
in  his  opinion,  be  tbe  proper  mode  of  action  for  tlie  Se- 
nate. He  would  widi  to  see  the  resolutions  made  the 
order  of  the  daj  fbr  this  day;  they  would  then  be  taken 
up  in  conjunction  with  the  -bill,  and  both  the  subjects 
would  be  discussed  together.  Such  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  most  correct  course.  But  he  would  not  be  drawn 
further  into  the  debate,  but  would  avoid,  y  healwmythad 
avoided)  premature  diacuanon.  ' 

Mr.  CALHOUN  replied.  He  stated  that  he  was  aware 
that  the  course  of  the  Senates  from  Tenneawe  vu  a 
parliamenUry  course,  but  he  was  compelled  to  withhold 
nia  assent  to  its  justice.  When  the  original  resolutions 
and  the  amendment  were  under  consideration  together,  it 
would  be  out  of  order  to  separate  the  motion  to  strike 
out  and  insert  That  motion  was  indinuble;  and  it  was 
lus  wish  to  have  th«  propoHtions  distinctly  and  separately 
conndcred.  As  to  the  provinons  of  the  bill,  he  wouU 
only  say — God  deliver  him  from  the  operation  of  such  a 
bni!  It  offered  peace,  while  all  its  provisions  looked  to  a 
state  of  conflict.  It  proposed  to  arm  the  President  with 
all  the  military  and  naval  power;  and  it  further  proposed 
to  close  the  courts  of  justice  oftbeState.  It  thus  trampled 
the  State  of  South  Carolina  in  the  dust.  The  peace 
which  the  bill  offered  was  peac^  coerced  by  power.  If 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  was  really  desirous  of 
peace,  if  he  was  sincere  in  his  wish  to  allajr  the  prevailing 
discontent,  the  way  to  h»  inject  was  a  plain  and  an  open 
one.  In  his  message;  at  the  commencement  of  the  session, 
the  President  had  declared  the  existing  tariff  law  to  be 
unjust  and  oppressive,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  modified  to~ 
the  scale  of  the  necessary  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment The  State  of  SouUi  Carolina  had  asked  nothing 
beyond  this.  If  Congress  should  repeal  the  existing  law, 
and  reduce  the  scale  of  duties,  or  if  they  were  to  separate 
the  principle  of  protection  from  that  of  revenue,  and 
adopt  the  latter,  then  he  believed  that  there  would  no 
longer  be  iieard  any  complaint  from  South  Carolinat  but 
that  she  would  cheerfully  acquiesce,  and  bear  her  share 
of  tiie  public  burdens.  These  'were  the  two  modes  by 
which  the  existing  discontents  could  be  allayed,  and 
harmony  and  security  might  be  restored.   He  hoped  that. 


on  reflection,  the  gentleman  fmn  Tennesiee  would  with- 
draw his  amendment  But  if  be  would  not  consent  to  do 
this,  he(Mr.C.)  should,  at  a  proper  time,  move  an  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  mntleinan  from  Tennes- 
see, of  which  he  would  now  ask  the  reading. 

The  amendment  was  then  read;  after  which,  it  was  laid 
on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  be  desired  to  ask  perroisnon  of  the 
Senate  to  makit  one  declandion  now,,  which  be  hoped 
would  be  remembered  here  and  elsewhere.  The  gen- 
tieman  from  South  Carolina  had  said  to<lay,  and  the  col- 
league of  that  gentleman  bad  made  a  similar  declaration 
some  days  before,  in  a  way  which  he  was  sure  they  had 
not  intended,  that  if  Congress  would  repeal  the  existing 
tariff  law,  there  would  'no  longer  be  any  discontent  io 
South  Caitdina.  Kow,  be  wished  to  say,  that  he  had 
never  given  the  least  Md  in  passing  the  tariff  law,  and  be 
was  perfectiy  ready  now  to  go  into  an  examination  of  the 
law,  and  to  make  almost  any  modifications  in  the  scale  of 
duties,  although  he  might  not,  perhaps,  be  able  to  goquite 
so  far  as  tbe  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would  go. 
And  be  wished  now  distinctly  to  say,  that  when  he  raised 
his  voice  for  the  measures  which  had  been  recommended 
and  reported,  it  would  not  be  because  he  was  in  &ror  of 
the  tanff.  Mo,  he  abhorred  the  tariff.  But  it  was  in  be- 
half of  the  Union,  and  to  perpetuate  the  peace  and  hap- 
piness of  all  the  States,  that  he  should  desire  to  be  beard 
advocating  these  measures.  Whenever,  therefore,  it 
should  be  uived  against  him  that  be  was  not  laboring  to 
bring  down  uie  tanff  to  tbe  scale  which  was  recommend- 
ed by  the  President,  and  to  remove  the  oppression  of  Its 
proviKons  from  the  shoulders  of  any  State  of  tbe  Union, 
It  would  be  an  unjust  charge.  It  bad  been  remarked  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  the  bill  reported 
by  tne  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  closed  the  ports  of 
South  Carolina.  To  that  remark  he  would  answer,  by. 
asking  if  South  Carolina  had  not  le^slated  the  United 
States  out  of  the  limits  of  that  State?  The  object  of  the 
bill  was  to  bring  back  the  United  States  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  State  by  a  constitutional  process  only.  The 
comn^ttee  might  have  gone,  perhaps,  too  far;  hut  such 
was  thnr  object. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see had  asked,  '<  H«d  not  the  State  of-South  Carolina  le- 
gislated the  United  States  out  of  her  limits.'"  He  would 
answer,  No!  not  in  the  lightest  degree.  The  State  of 
South  Carolina  had  done  nothing  more  thair  to  resort  to 
the  exercise  of  her  delegated  powers  for  the  purpose  of 
preserving  her  reserved  rights.  She  had  looked  to  no 
object  beyond  the  defence  of  her  reserved  rights;  and 
what  were  the  means  which  she  bad  resorted  to  for  the 
protection  of  these  rights?  Did  she  resort  to  force?  No. 
She  had  done  nothing  more  than  to  meet  process  by  pro- 
ce^  and  in  this  peaceful  mode  to  offer  the  renstance 
which  it  was  her  duly  to  make.  And  afler  she  bad  done 
this,  up  rose  the  monstrous  giant  of  th'e  United  St^s, 
with  his  hundred  arms,  and.  stepping  fbrwardt  declared 
that  he  would  put  down  that  resistance  by  the  iftteipo< 
ntion  of  his  superior  strength. 

Mr.  WEBST£R  then  obtsinedthe  floor.  Nothing,  he 
said,  could  have  been  mure  irregular  than  the  whole  of 
this  debate,  ai>d  he  could  not  avoid  the  expresnon  of  hia 
surprise  that  the  Senators  should  have  gone  so  far  from 
the  question.  The  question  before  Senate  was  umply 
as  to  the  time  to  which  the  resolution  should  be  postpon- 
ed, and  on  this  unimportant  question  gentlemen  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  rush  at  once  into  the  discusuoo  of 
the  general  subject,  if  Senators  were  disposed  to  act, 
as  there  seemed  to  be  some  indications  that  they  would, 
on  a  notion  of  policy,  that  the  first  and  most  effectual 
mode  of  injuring  a  measure  was  to  give  it  a  bad  name) 
that  tbe  first  principle  of  attack  was  to  controvert  before- 
hand, and  to  ruse,  previous  to  the  dtscusnoo  of  tbe  Inll, 
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a  cry  which  might  opente  on  iU  pnigres8»  and  afterwards 
provoke  its  echo  tliroughout  the  country;  then  they  had 
a  right  to  pursue  the  course  wiuch  was  tbui  indicated. 
But  he,  as  a  member  of  the  ConmiiUee  on  the  JudiciarV] 
who  had  reported  the  bill  which  was  the  special  order  for 
this  day,  could  .Qot  remain  silent  in  his  seat  while  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  chaivcd  him  with  having 
■iMSted,  and  been  art  and  part  in  malclnp  a  bill,  which  he 
had  designated  as  worse  than  an  abomination — a  bill  to 
create  a  dictator,  to  establish  a  military  despotism,  and 
the  like.  He  denied  that  such  was  the  fact,  and  he  pro- 
posed, at  a  proper  time,  to  try  conclusions  with  the  gen- 
tleman on  this  point.  H«  wtuied  in  no  degree  to  avmd 
such  a  conflict.  Nor  tUd  he  intend  to  utter  any  denun- 
ciations agunstoppodtioa  to  the  bill.  Whenever  it  should 
become  necessary,  be  would  be  ready  to  assign  the  rea- 
sons which  had  induced  him  to  give  his  assent  to  the  bill. 
But  be  would  ask,  why  was  this  discussion  to  be  precipi- 
tated^ Why  was  it  not  postponed  until  the  proper  time 
for  brining  it  on?  A  bill  to  create  a  dictator,  to  esta- 
blish a  militiuy  despotiym,  reported  by  one  of  the  ftuid- 
tog  commhteea  of  the  Ifenatt^  and  he  a  member  of  that 
comnutteel  He  called  on  (he  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina to  proTe  the  situations  he  bad  made.  He  called 
on  bim  to  sustain  the  grave  charge  which  he  has  thus 
thrown  out  in  the  face  or  the  count^. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  laid  it  down, 
and  with  an  air  of  sincerity  which  he  did  not  intend  to 
depreciate,  that  the  res(dutions  which  he  had  ofTered 
ctmtained  indubitable  &cts.  Now  he  (Mr.  W.)  ^nuted 
these  fiicta,  and  be  would  take  issue  with  the  gentleman 
from  Soudi  Candina  on  that  p(»nt.  [Mr.  CALBocir: — 
I  will  meet  iL]  He  denied  that  they  were  facta,  and  he 
should  be  happy  to  meet  Uie  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina on  thaX  head.  But  when  that  gentleman  threw  out 
the  klea  that  no  one  could  deny  bia  propositions,  be  took 
a  ver][  bold  ground,  and  narrowed  down  the  power  of  de- 
nial iritlua  very  confined  Units.  To  asKTt  such  a  position 
was,  in  fact,  a  declaration  of  bis  own  infallibility.  The 
autborofHudibrasmadehisheroseetruth.  Hc(Hr.W.) 
did  not  pretend  to  hare  bad  this  personal  acquaintance  with 
truth;  out,  if  to  a  mind  as  humble  as  his,  the  features  of 
truth  were  ever  exhibited,  he  was*  not  able  to  identify 
thera  in  the  propontions  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina.  But  there  wobld  be  a  proper  time  io  go  into 
this  discuBHon.  He  wished  to  see  tmtt  time  arrive,  end 
be  was  prepared  to  proceed  immediately  with  the  discos' 
sion  of  the  bill,  whenever  the  discoasion  should  come 
on,  he  should  fieel  it  incumbent  on  him  to  show  that  there 
was  no  provision,  no  principle  contained  in  this  bill,  which 
was  not  in  strict  coniormi^  with  the  constitution,  and  in 
harmony  with  other  measures  which  had  been  adopted 
by  the  Government.  And  if  it  were  proper  on  this  oc- 
casion to  use  what  was  called  Hi^argumenium  adhominem, 
be  should  abo  b«  ready  to  show  tbit  there  was  not  a  pro- 
raion  contained  in  this  bill,  mth  the  exception  of  part  of 
the  first  section,  wtuoh  had  not,  at  some  time,  received 
the  sanction  of  South  Carolina  herself.  But  of  that  be 
should  have  something  to  sav  at  a  proper  time.  He  had 
risen,  intending  only  to  say  that  these  pmnts  ought  not  to 
be  discussed  beforehand,  and  that  this  bill  ou|^t  not  to 
be  placed  hi  a  worse  ^iMtkw  than  a  common  criminal. 
The  right  of  the  Criminal  it  was,  to  be  heard  first,  then 
tried,  then  judged  of  He  clumed  for  tbis  bill  that  it 
should  be  first  heard,  then  tried,  and  then  Judged  oft  and 
not  that  it  should  be  judged  of  without  tnal  or  heanng. 
He  repelled  the  charge  Aat  the  bill  was  to  create  a  dicta- 
tor, to  establish  a  mnitary  despotism,  and  to  repeal  the 
GOQstitutKm,  and  cnuii  a  sovereign  State.  This  was, 
indeed,  a  l^;b  sounding  indictmentt  but  be  called  on  the 
Senate  to  t^  it,  and  not  to  reoehre  it  as  proved  without 
atrial. 

XT.  CALHOUN  said  thkt  if  he  poacMd  the  wit  of  the 
VOK.  1X^16 


author-of  Hudibraa,  he  wotdd  not  tlunfc  of, employing  it 
on  so  solemn  an  occasion.  It  was  no  part  of  hu  poU^, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  give  to  the  bill  a  bad  name  m 
advance  for  the  purpose  of  enlistinsc  prejudices  against  it. 
While  acting  in  defence  of  her  rig^Ja,  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  badbeen  cruelly  denounced  as  setting  herself  up 
in  wanton  hoirtility  against  the  General  Govemment,  a* 
eiciting  rebellion,  and  intendii^  to  break  down  the 
Union;  and  her  sons  Itad  been  stigmatized  as  traitors.  It 
was  not  so.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  said 
Uiat,  saving  tlie  first  section  (a  prudent  reservation)  aU 
the  provisions  in  the  bill  had  at  some  time  received  the 
sanction  of  South  Carolina.  It  was  not  so.  To  the  pe. 
coliar  perceptions  of  that  gentleman  sudi  mi^  *fP^  to 
have  been  the  Gut,  inasmuch  as  he  regarded  the  State  as 
merely  a  mass  of  individiuds — a  body -of  smugglers,  per- 
haps; but  he  would  be  unable  to  discover,  in  any  one  of 
the  acts  of  the  State  of  South  CamUna,  a  lanetfon  of  the 
right  which  was  now  aawmed,  to  put  down  a  Bovcragii 
State  by  force.  • 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  mbred  to  lay  the  resolutions  and 
amendments  on  the  table,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding 
to  the  special  order  of  the  dayi  but  having*  wiudrawn  h£ 
motion, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose  to  ask  the  Chair  whether  it 
would  he  in  order  to  move  an  amendment  to  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  include  in  the  motion  to  postpone  the  various  re- 
solutions! a  motion  also  to  postpone  the  conaidaation  of 
the  bill  itseUl  If  such  an  amenilinent  would  be  in  order, 
he  would  now  moveit. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion  would  not  be  in 
order. 

Mr.  POINSEXTER  tiiensaid  tbathewonldnotgointo 
the  consideration  of  the  principles  which  were  involved 
in  the  resolutions.  Such  cxanunatioa  would  be  now  out 
of  place,  and  would  be  calculated  to  produce  a  premature 
excitement  Ihroachout  ibit  country.  Wbenerer  the  biU 
Aould  come  up  for  discusnon,  he  Aould  hxAA  bimsdf 
prepared  to  austaki  the  opinions  he  had  advanced — that 
the  hill,  as  it  had  been  reported,  was  a  repeal  of  the  coo^ 
stitutioo,  and  an  investment  of  deipatic  power  in  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  United  States. 

But  this  was  not  tiie  question  before  the  Senate.  What 
was  the  question?  A  string  of  resolutions  were  before 
the  Senate,  wludi  went  to  the  fundamental  priacipbx  ttf 
the eonstittition,  and  to  ttidrpnctical  optniaim.  A  dis- 
cusnon  upon  these  unportant  potnta  would  therefore  be, 
in  ita  character,  a  debate  tendmg  to  the  settlement  of  first 
principles.  Then  tbfere  was  a  hiH  which,  although  ge- 
neral in  its  features,  was  repented  with  a  mental  reser- 
vation, that  ita  openUionwas  to  be  confined  to  one  State 
only.  He  asked  the  gentleman  f^om  Massachusetts,  why 
it  was,  that,  asamenmerof  the  Ju^ciary  Conimittee,  he 
had  not  looked  the  mischief  Ibll  in  the  fiice,  and  reported 
a  measure  simply  to  pomsh  the  refractory  State?  Why 
was  the  bill  so  constructed  as  to  pervade  the  whole  Union, 
with  such  a  reservation,  when  no  one  would  deny  that 
the  sole  intention  was  to  operate  agunst  South  Carcdioa? 
He  asked,  if  on  ita  face  it  was  a  biU  the  provisions  of 
which  were  liouted  to  South  Caroline?  Certunly  not. 
It  is  a  measure  of  a  permaDcnt  duneter,  co-extensiM 
wid)  the  ecmfederacy;  and  as  sneh  he  intended  to  ooonder 
it.  Every  gentlemen  ought  to  see  the  ezcttenwnt  which 
prevailed  throughout  the  country,  and  that  Ae  Union  of 
the  States  was  endai^red.  To  prevent  such  a  catastro- 
phe, he  would  direct  all  hb  efforta  and  bis  vote.  What 
was  the  bet?  The  Premdent  had,  in  his  opeiuog  mes. 
sage,  tokl  Congress  that  the  duties,  as  they  wen  bud  in 
the  existing  tariff  Uw,  were  onerous  and  opprearive,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  reduced  to  the  standard  of  the  ne- 
cessary reremie^ 

The  Secretary  of  tixe  Treasury  had  carried  out  tlM^ 
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of  the  VreMeot,  and  had  recomtnendMl  a  reduction  prin- 
apally  on  the  protected  articles.  In  the  Hoiue  oi  Ke- 
preaentativeB  there  wu  a  bill  pending,  which  had  been 
KHinded  on  these  views,  and  it  was  hoped  that  this  bill 
wouM  be  speedily  passed.  Thus,  then,  there  was  an  in- 
termediate and  an  alternate  course  which  offered  them- 
selves for  selection.  The  intennediate  course  was  to  mo- 
.  dify  the  existing  tariff,  according  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Freudent)  and  to  effect  which  a  hill  was  now  on 
its  pasnge.  The  ultimate  measure  was  to  arm  the  Presi- 
dent with  the  power  to  coerce  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina into  obedience  to  the  existing  law.  Was  it  not  wrong 
to  discuss  the  ultimate  measure  while  the  intermediate 
measure  was  before  the  House?  Suppose  that  the  House 
were  to  pass  the  hill,  would  there  theoi  he  asked,  be  any 
ream  for  the  pamage  of  this  bUIf  Certunly  not.  But 
■uppoie  that  the  Senate  were  to  psas  this  bill,  and  the  bill 
oftne  House  were  also  to  be  passed,  this  bill  would  then 
bU  to  the  ground  as  of  no  effect. 

It  appeared  fo  him  that  the  wisest  course  of  legislstion 
would  be  to  wut  and  see  the  conclusion  of  the  measure 
which  was  before  the  Houset  and  if  it  riiould  be  conclud- 
ed not  to  cmry  out  the  recommendation  made  by  the  Pre- 
ndent  at  die  commencement  of  the  aesiion,  then  it  would 
be  time  enough  to  take  up  the  biU.  But  the  discusnon 
of  Ihii  bill  now  would  be  pr^piature,  and  only  calculated 
to  put  the  country  in  a  blaze,  and  would  destroy  all  pros* 
pect  to  the  end  of  the  sesaon  of  effecting  any  modifica- 
tions in  the  provision  of  the  tariff.  What,  then,  would  be 
tberesullF  The  result  would  be  strife  and  confouon.  It 
would  result  in  the  «hedding  the  blood  of  brethren  by 
brethren,  in  the  marclung  of  troops  from  the  East  and 
the  North,  and  in  what  ought  emphatically  to  be  called  a 
ttnniung-Jenny  war.  What  reason  could  be  assigned  why 
the  Senate  should  not  pause,  and  see  what  would  be  the 
action  of  the  House  >  Would  the^  urge  the  ulterior  be- 
fore thev  had  discovered  that  the  intermediate  measure 
would  ftil,  and*  while  the  other  branch  was  engaged  in 
iho  mo^ficatioa  of  the  tariffj  clothe  the  Executive  with 
authority  to  execute  the  hdstile  provisitns  of  this  IhU?  It 
would,  in  hisopifuon,  be  a  salutary  course  to  postpone  the 
fhrther  consideration  of  the  whole  subj  ect  until  Thursday, 
or  CTcn  Monday;  and  by  that  time  it  mi^t  be  known 
what  had  been  ^ne  with  the  bill  by  the  House,  and  wliat 
was  the  prospect  of  a  settlement  of  this  question  without 
further  distraction  of  the  countir. 

Mr.  MANGUM  aud  that,  at  the  instance  of  the  gcntle- 
man  firom  South  CaroKnat  he  would  modiiy  his  moUon  so 
as  to  stand  a  motion  to  make  the  resolotioni  and  amend- 
ments the  order  for  Thursday.  They  could  then  be  dis- 
cussed in  coigunction  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  should  wish  to  uoderstend  the 
motion  and  its  effect— which  subject  would  stand  the 
ftrst  for  discusnon  on  the  special  order? 

Mr.  WEBSTER^The  biD. 

Mr.  FORSYTH— Hien  I  am  satiaSed. 

The  CHAIR  then  dedded  that  titm  bill  would  have  pre- 
cedence on  the  special  orders,  and  come  up  the  first  for! 
discussion. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  remarked,  that  the  effect  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  bill  would  be  the  destruction  of  the  resolutions . 

Mr.  WILKINS  said,  if  there  was  any  doubt  on  the  sub- 
ject of  precedence,  he  would  move  to  by  the  resolutions 
and  aoieiidnients  on  the  table. 

Hw  CHAIB  repeated,  that  there  could  not  be  any 
doubt  but  that,  in  pnnt  of  fact,  there  was  but  one  spe- 
cial order,  and  that  was  the  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said,  that  if  he  had  any  control  over 
tiie  resolutions,  be  would  wi^  that  th^  ahould  be  laid  on 
tiie  table,  ao  that  they  might  be  subject  to  a  motion  to 
take  them  up  at  anjr  time.  He  would  merely  add  that 
be  foH  aa  deep  a  cwtvictioo,  in  his  own  mind,  of  the  truth 
«f  On  propMittow  eoirtabied  in  tail  rcaolMtimi^  as  of  the 


&et  tiut  the  ^ntleman  fhun  Massachusetts  was  now  Mt- 

ting  in  his  chair. 

Mr.  WEBSTER^!  do  not  doubt  it. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  th6  resolutions  were  then 
laid  on  the  table,  together  with  the  various  propontiims 
of  amendment. 

REVENUE  COLLECI^ION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  following  bill,  reported 
by  Mr.  Witxiirs,  from  the  Commiflee  on  tlie  Judiciary, 
on  the  31st  instant. 

Be  it  enaded,  (Je.  Ttut  whenever,  by  reason  of  unlaw- 
ful obstnictions,  combinations,  or  assemblages  of  persons, 
or  unlawful  threats  and  menaces  agunst  officers  of  the 
United  States,  it  sliall  become  impracticable,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  President,  to  execute  the  revenue  luws,  and 
collect  the  duties  on  imports  In  the  ordinary  way,  in  any 
collection  district,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  the  Pre- 
sident to  direct  that  the  custom-honse  for  such  district  be 
established  and  kept  in  any  secure  place  within  some  port 
or  harbor  of  such  district,  either  upon  land  or  on  board 
any  vesselt  and,  in  that  case,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
emlector  to  reade  at  such  place,  and  tiiere  to  Mtain  all 
vessels  and  cargoes  arriving  within  the  asid  district  until 
the  dallies  imposed  on  said  caivoes,  by  law,  be  paid,  in 
cash,  deducting  interest  aceording  to  existing  laws;  and 
in  such  cases  it  shall  be  unlawful  to  take  the  vessel  or  car- 
go from  the  custody  of  the  proper  officer  of  the  customti, 
unless  by  process  from  some  court  of  the  United  States; 
and  in  case  of  any  attempt  otherwise  to  take  any  veasel  or 
cargo'  by  any  force,  or  combination,  or  assemblage  of 
persons,too  {great  to'  be  overcome  bv  the  officers  in  the 
customs,  it  ^all  and  may  be  bwfiil  for  the  Preadent,  vi 
the  United  States^  or  such  person  or  persons  as  he  shall 
have  empowered  for  that  purpose,  to  employ  such  part  of 
the  land  or  naval  forces,  or  militia  of  the  United  Statei, 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing the  removal  of  auch  vessel  or  cargo,  and  protecting 
the  officers  of  the  customs  in  retaining  the  custody  there- 
of; and  also  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  and  suppressing 
any  armed  or  riotous  assemblage  of  persons  resisting  thp 
custom-bouse  officers  in  the  exercise  of  Ihdr  duties  or  in 
any  manner  opponng  the  execution  of  the  revenue  laws  of 
the  United  States,  or  otherwise  violating',  or  amisting  and 
abetting  violations  of  the  same. 

Sec.  3.  MdbeU  further  enacted.  Tint  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States  shall  extend  to 
all  eaaes^  in  law  w  equity,  ariMng  under  the  revenue  laws 
of  the  United  States,  for  which  other  proviiiona  are  not 
already  made  by  law;  and  if  any  person  sliall  receive  any 
injury  to  his  person  or  property  for  or  on  account  of  any 
act  by  him  done,  under  any  law  of  the  United  Stales,  ftn- 
the  protection  of  the  revenue  or  the  collection  of  duties 
on  imports,  be  diall  be  entiUed  to  maintain  suit  for  dam- 
age therefor  in  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  in  the 
district  wherein  the  parly  d(»ug  the  injury  may  rende,  or 
shall  be  found.  And  aU  property  taken  or  detuned  by 
any  officer  or  other  person  uimer  authority  of  any  law  oi 
the  United  States  shall  be  irrepleviable,  and  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  in  the  custody  of  the  law,  and  subject  only 
to  the  orders  and  decrees  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  having  jurisdiction  thereof.  And  if  any  person 
shall  di^MBsess  or  rescue,  or  attempt  to  ^qKMsess  or  rea- 
cue,  any  property  ao  tsken  or  det^ied  as  afbreiaid,  or 
shall  ud  or  aanst  theran,  such  peraon  abidl  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  shall  be  Gable  to  such  pun* 
ishment  aa  is  provided  by  the  twenty-second  aection  of 
the  set  fbr  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes  against  the 
United  States,  approved  the  thirtieth  day  of  April,  anno 
Doouni  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety,  for  the 
wilful  obstruction  or  reriatence  of  oAcera  in  the  service  of 
process. 

Sec  3.  JM  bt  U  Jwtiur  maebd,  That  in  any  case 
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where  luit  or  proKcution  shall  be  eommenced  in  a  court 
of  any  State  uaimt  any  offitxr  of  the  United  States,  or 
other  person,  fer  or  on  account  of  any  act  done  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  color  thereof,  or  for 
or  on  account  of  any  rif^t,  authority,  or  title  set  up  or 
claimed  by  auch  officer,  or  other  person,  under  any  law 
of  the  Uiuted  States,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  defendant 
in  such  suitor  proaecution,  at  any  time  before  trial,  upon 
a  petition  to  said  oourt,  setting  forth  the  nature  of  said 
auit  or  proaecution,  and  Tcrifyine  the  stud  petition  by 
affidavit  wUch  sidd  petition  and  affida?it  shall  be  present- 
ed to  said  court,  or  to  the  clerk  thereof,  or  lefi  at  the 
office  of  the  aaid  clerk,  to  remdve  the  sud  suit  or  prose> 
cution  to  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  then  next 
to  be  hidden  in  the  district  where  the  said  suit  or  prose- 
cution ia  commencedi  and,  thereupon*  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  said  State  court  to  stay  all  further  proceed- 
ings therein}  and  the  said  suit,  or  prosecution,  upm  pre- 
sentment of  said  petition  or  affidant,  on  leaving  the  same 
as  aforesaid,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  removed 
into  the  said  circuit  court;  and  any  further  proceedings, 
trial,  or  judgment  therein,  in  the  sud  State  court,  shall 
be  wholly  niul  and  vndi  and  on  proof  being  made  to  the 
■aid  circiut  court  of  the  presentment  of  said  petition  and 
affidavit,  or  of  the  leaving  of  the  same  as  aforesaid,  the 
ai^  drcuit  court  shall  have  authority  to  entertain  juris- 
diction of  sMd  suit  or  nrosecution,  and  to  proceed  therein, 
and  to  hear,  try,  and  determine  the  same,  in  like  manner 
as  if  the  same  had  been  originally  cognizable  and  institut- 
ed in  such  circuit  court.   And  aJl  attachments  made,  and 
«U  bail  and  other  security  given  upon  such  suit  or  prose- 
cutioi^  shall  be  and  continue  in  like  force  and  effect,  as  if 
tlw  same  auit      proaecution  had  proceeded  to  final 
judgment  and  execution  in  the  State  court.    And  il; 
upon  the  removal  of  any  such  suit  or  prosecution,  it  sliall 
be  made  to  appear  to  the  said  circuit  court  that  no  copy 
of  the  recora  and  proceedings  therein  in  the  State  court 
can  be  obtained,  it  shall  be  hwful  for  said  circuit  court 
to  allow  and  icqiiire  the  pluntiff'  to  proceed  de  novo,  and 
to  file  a  declafatun  of  his  cause  ofactioni  and  the  parties 
may  thereupfm  proceed  as  In  actions  originally  brought  in 
said  circuit  eourtf  and  on  failure  of  so  proceeding,  judg- 
ment of  non  pne.  may  be  rendered  against  the  ^aintin, 
with  costs  for  the  defendant. 

Sec.  4.  .dnd  be  it  Jurtiur  tnadedt  That  in  any  case  in 
which  any  party  is,  or  may  be,  by  law,  entiUed  to  copies 
of  the  rectm  md  proceedings  in  any  suit  or  prosecution 
in  any  State  court,  to  be  used  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States,  if  the  derk  of  said  State  court  shall,  upon  de- 
mand, and  the  payment  and  tender  of  the  leg^I  feei^ 
refuse  or  neglect  to  deliver  to  such  party  certified  copies 
of  such  record  and  proceedings,  the  court  of  the  United 
States  in  which  such  record  and  proceedings  may  be 
needed,  on  proof,  by  affidavit,  that  tiie  clerk  of  such 
State  court  naa  refused  or  neglected  to  deliver  copies 
thereof,  on  demand,  as  albresaid,  ma^  dire<d  and  allow 
such  record  to  be  supplied  by  affidavit,  or  otherwise,  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  may  require  and  allow;  and 
thereupon,  such  proceeding,  trial,  and  judgment  may  be 
had  io  the  said  court  of  tlie  United  States,  and  all  such 
process  awarded,  as  if  certified  copies  of  such  records  and 
proceedings  had  been  regularly  before  the  sud  court. 

Stc.  S.  Aid  he  it  fwrthet  tnadedt  That,  whenever  the 
Prendent  of  the  United  States  shall  be  ofBcially  informed 
by  the  authorities  of  any  State,  or  by  the  circuit  and  one 
of  the  district  judges  of  the  United  States,  in  the  State, 
that,  within  the  limits  of  such  State,  any  law  or  laws  of 
the  United  States,  pr  the  execution  thereof,  or  of  any 
proceaa  ftom  .the  courts  of  the  United  States,  will,  in  any 
event,  be  obstructed  by  the  employment  of  military  force, 
w  by  any  other  unlawful  means,  too  great  to  be  overcome 
by  the  ordinary  course  of  judicial  proceeding,  or  by  the 
powers  vested  in  the  manual  by  .existing  laws,  it  sliall  be 


hwfiil  for  him,  the  Prendent  of  the  United  States,  fiwth- 
with  to  issue  his  prochmation,  declaring,  such  fact  or  in- 
formation, and  requiring  all  such  military  and  other  force 
forthwith  to  disperse;  and,  if,  at  way  time  after  issuing 
such  proclamation,  any  such  opposition  or  obstruction 
shall  be  made,  in  the  manner  or  by  the  means  aforesaid, 
the  Preudent  shall  be,  and  hereby  is,  authorized  prompt- 
ly to  employ  such  means  to  mist  and  suppress  the  sain^ 
and  to  cause  thesMdlawsor  process  to  be  duly  executed, 
aa  are  authorized  and  provided  in  the  caaeatherdn  men- 
tioned by  the  act  of  the  twenty-eighth  of  Februair,  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety<five,  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  tbb 
laws  of  tile  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  repel  invasicms^ 
and  to  repeal  the  act  now  in  force  for  that  purpose.-"  and, 
also,  by  the  act  of  the  third  of  March,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  seven,  entitled,  "An  act  authc^li^  the  em* 
ployment  of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
in  cases  of  insurrection." 

Sec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enadtxi.  That  in  any  State 
where  the  jails  are  not  allowed  to  beused  for  the  impri- 
sonment of  persoqa  arrested  or.  nvnnutted  under  tiw  laws 
of  the  United  St^es,  or  where  houses  are  not  alhnred  to 
be  so  used,  it  shall  and  tra^  be  lawful  for  any  marshsJ, 
under  tiie  direction  of  the  judge  of  the  United  States  fttr 
the  proper  district,  to  use  other  convenient  places,  and  to 
make  such  other  provisions,  as  be  may  deem  expedient  and 
necessa^  for  that  purpose. 

Sec.  7.  ^nd  bt  it  further  eruuiedt  Tliat  either  of  the 
justices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  or  a  judge  of  any  district 
court  of  the  United  States,  in  addition  to  the  authority 
already  conferred  by  law,  diall  have  power  to  ^nt  writs 
of  haieaa  ecijnu  in  all  cases  of  a  prisoner  or  prisoners,  In 
jul  or  confinement,  where  he  or  they  ^all  be  committed 
or  confined  on  or  by  any  authority  or  law,  for  any  act 
done,  or  omitted  to  be  done,  in  pursuance  of  a  law  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  order,  process,  or  decree  of  any 
judge  or  court  thereof;  any  thing  in  anv  act  of  Congresa 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  And  if  any  person  or 
persons  to  whom  auch  writ  of  uietu  eerptu  may  be  ^- 
rected  shall  refuse  to  obey  the  same,  or  shall  neglect  or 
refuse  to  make  return,  or  shall  make  a  &lse  return  there- 
to, tn  addition  to  the  remedies  already  given  by  laiw,  he 
or  they  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor, and  shall,  on  conviction  before  any  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction,  be  puni^ed  by  fine,  not  exceed- 
ing dollars,  and  by  imprisonment,  not  exceeding 

or  by  either,  according  to  the  nature  and 


a^ravation  of  the  case. 

Mr.  HAN6UM  moved  that  the  further  conuderaUon  of 
the  bill  be  postponed  to  and  made  the  special  order  of  the 
day  for  lliursday  next;  and  upon  this  motion  asked  the 
yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  itegar 
tive,  aa  follows : 

TEAS.—Mcsars.  Bibb,  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  King, 
Hangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  lUves,  Smith,Troup, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  White— 15. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Kane,  Kni^t,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies^ 
Seymour,  Sdsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomltnscm,  WeMter, 
Wilkins,  Wright— 30. 

Mr.  WILKINS  rose  in  support  of  the  bill.  The  pow- 
tion,  Nud  he,  in  which  you,  Mr.  President,  have  placed 
me  in  relation  to  this  body,  imposes  on  me  the  duty  of 
introducing  the  present  bill  to  the  Senate,  and  of  exphun- 
ing  iU  provisions.  In  my  mode  of  discharging  this  duty, 
I  do  not  consider  myself  as  the  representative  of  other 
gentlemen  on  the  committee;  those  gentlemen  possess  a 
competence,  far  beyond  mine,  to  explun  and  defend  the 
power  of  the  General  Oov^oment  to  carry  into  effect 
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its  oonttitwConal  Um.  The  bill  is  founded  upon  a  nie»- 
«gc  from  the  Prerident,  communicftted  on  the  16th  inst., 
and  propose*  to  sustain  the  constitutionality  of  the  doc< 
trmes  lud  down  in  that  admired  state  paper.  In  the 
outset  of  the  discussion,  it  is  admitted  that  the  bill  points 
to  an  afflicting  sute  of  things  existing  in  a  Southern  State 
of  the  Uniont  it  is  not  to  be  di^ised  that  it  points  to  the 
State  of  South  Carolina.  It  ia  not  in  the  contemplation  of 
ttK  comndttee  vho  reported  this  kull  to  aakc  it  assume, 
in  any  way,  an  invidiooa  chamter.  When  the  gentleman 
from  South  OaroUna  threw  out  tiie  suggestion  that  the 
bill  was  invitUous,  he  certainly  did  not  intend  to  impute  to 
the  committee  a  desi^  to  give  it  such  a  character.  So 
fcr  from  being  invidious,  Uie  bill  was  mhde  general  and 
airceping,  in  its  terms  and  application,  for  the  reason  that 
lUi  eouTK  WH  tbottght  to  he  more  delicate'in  regard  to 
the  State  eoncemedT  Hie  provinoiis  of  the  bin  vere 
made  general,  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  evety  where 
the  collection  laws  of  the  Union. 

■  The  Wll  presents  three  very  imjiortant  and  momentous 
considerations:  Is  there  any  thing  in  the  circumstanees  of 
the  country  calUng  for  legidation  on  the  subject  of  the 
revenue  laws.'  Is  the  due  administration  of  those  laws 
threatened  with  impediments?  and  is  this  bill  suited  to 
such  an  emergency^  He  propoaed  to  con^der  those 
points,  hot  in  a  desuRoiy  manner.  He  never  shrunk 
from  any  moral  or  political  responsibility,  but  he  had  no 
disposition  (to  use  the  words  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Car(dina)to  '*drum  on  public  sensibility."  Neither  he. 
nor  the  State  which  he  represented  had  any  influence  in 
bringii«  up  these  questions^  Iwt  he  was  prepared  to  meet 
the  crlitt  by  hii  vote. 

It  ii  time  (continued  Mr.  W.)  that  the  principles  on 
which  the  Onion  depends  were  discussed.  It  u  time 
tiiat  Congress  expressed  an  opinion  upon  them.  It  u 
time  that  the  people  should  bring  their  judgment  to  bear 
on  this  subject,  and  settle  it  forever.  The  authority  of 
Congress  and  of  the  people  must  settle  this  question  one 
day  or  other.  There  were  many  enlightened  men  in  the 
country,  men  whose  integrity  and  patriotism  nobody 
doubti^  who  had  arrived  at  opinions  in  this  matter  very 
Afferent  from  bis  own.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
knows  (sud  Mr.  W.)  the  respect  in  which  I  hold  himt  but 
I  am  unwilling  to  take  his  judgment  on  this  question  as 
the  guide  of  minct  and  I  will  not  agree  that  the  Union 
depends  on  the  principles  which  he  has  advanced.  He 
has  offered  a  document  as  a  plea  in  barj  if  it  be  estidit'lsh- 
cd«  then  a  bar  is  interposed  between  the  powera  of  the 
Government  and  the  acts  of  South  Carolina. 

The  biU  Is  of  great  importance,  not  on  account  of  its 
particular  provisions,  but  of  their  application  to  a  rapidty 
ftpproaebtng  crins,  which  they  were  intended  to  meet. 
Iliat  crins  was  in  the  control  of  this  body,  not  of  any 
branch  of  the  Government.  He  would  ask  the  Senator 
from  MisHSsippi  {Hr.  PotirDSXTn]  what  authority  he 
had  to  say  that  the  passage  of  any  bill  reducing  the  tariff 
would  avert  the  enftn^ement  of  the  ordinance  of  South 
CaroTina?  He  was  unwilling  to  consider  that  Senator  as 
the  representative  of  the  unlimited  authority  and  sove- 
reignty claimed  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  He  would 
now  pr^nt  to  the  Senate  a  view  of  the  pontion  in  which 
South  Cartdina  had  placed  herself,  in  order  to  justify  the 
comnuttee  in  reporting  the  bill  under  conrideration.  It 
was  not,  sir,  for  the  purpose  of  establisfaing  a  military  des- 
potism, nor  of  creating  an  armed  dictator,  nor  of  sending 
into  South  Carolina  nulitary  bands  to  *'  cut  the  throats  of 
women  and  children,**  tiiat  the  committee  framed  the  bill . 
If  any  thing  can  ever  establish  a  military  despotism  in  this 
country,  it  is  the  anarchy  and  confusion  which  the  princi- 
ples contended  for  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
will  produce.  If  we  keep  together,  not  "ten  years," 
nor  tens  of  thousands  of  yeam,  will  ever  bring  the  country 
under  tiK  donMon  of  m^ry  despotism.    But  adopt  the 


principles  of  South  CaraUna-«-break  the  Uiuon  into  frag- 
ments— some  chieftain  nwy  brinr  the  ftagments  to- 
gether, but  it  will  be  under  a  nuTitary  denratism.  He 
would  not  say  that  South  Carolina  contemplated  this  re- 
sult, but  he  did  say  that  her  principles  would  lead  to  it. 
South  CaroUna,  not  being  able  .longer  to  bear  tlie  burden  ^ 
of  an  oppressive  law,  had  determined  on  rcnatance.  ' 

The  excitement  raised  in  the  State  gave  to  the  par^  a 
majoritv  in  the  Legislature  of  the  State,  and  a  convention 
was  called,  under  tile  providon  of  the  State  eonstitution 
authorizing  its  amendment  The  convention  met,  and 
passed  what  is  called  the  orcUnance,  eatablisbtng  new  and 
fundamental  principles.  Witltont  repeating  it,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  some  few  of  its  provi- 
sions. It  overtiirew  the  whole  revenue  system.  Itwa* 
not  limited  to  the  acta  of  1838  or  1833,  bat  ended  with 
a  solemn  deolaratibn  tha^  in  that  Stitte,  no  taxes  should 
beccMeeted.  The  addresses  oftheconvention  to  the  peo* 
pie  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  State  of  South  Ca- 
rolina used  a  tone  and  language  not  to  be  misunderstood. 
They  tell  you  it  is  necessary  lor  some  one  State  to  bring 
the  question  to  issue — tiiat  Carolina  will  do  it — that  Caro- 
lina had  thrown  herself  into  the  breach,  and  would  stand 
foremost  in  reastance  to  the  laws  of  the  Uiuon;  and  they 
solemnly  call  upon  the  citizens  of  the  State  to  stMid  1^ 
the  principles  of  the  ordinance^  for  it  is  determined  Aat 
no  taxes  shall  be  collected  in  that  State.  The  ordinance 
gives  the  Legislature  the  power  to  carry  into  execution 
this  determination.  It  contains  within  itself  no  seeds  of 
dissolution;  it  is  unlinuted  as  to  timet  contains  no  re- 
strictions as  to  application!  provides  no  means  tor  its 
amendment,  modiftcation,  ve  repeat  In  their  private,  in- 
dividual capacity,  some  members  of  the  convention  held 
out  the  idea  which  had  been  advanced  by  some  mambcra 
of  tins  House,  that  if  the  tariff  law  was  made  leas  op- 
presuve,  the  ordinance  would  not  be  enforced. 

[Mr  POINDEXTEBhere  remarked,  that  he  sud  that  any 
new  tariff  Uw,  even  if  more  oppresnve  than  the  law  of 
1833  were  passed,  the  ordinance  would  not  apply  to  iL] 
IfthetermsoftheOTdinance  are  considered,  (contimed 
Mr.  W.)  there  is  no  posnble  mode  of  arresting  it;  so  sure 
as  time  rolls  on,  and  four  days  pass  over  our  heads,  the 
ordinance,  and  the  laws  emanating  from  it,  will  lead  to 
the  employment  -  of  pbyn<^  force,  by  the  ^zens  of 
South  Carolina,  against  the  enforcement  of  the  revenue 
laws.  Altiiough  many  of  the  most  influential  citizens  of 
CaroUna  protested  against  the  idea  that  any  but  moral 
force  would  be  resorted  to,  yet  tho  excitement  and  de- 
termined spirit  of  the  people  would,  in  Us  opiidon,  lead 
speedily  to  the  employment  of  phyncal  force.  He  iSd 
not  doubt  that  the  Senator  fVom  South  Cardina  abhorred 
the  idea  of  force;  no  doubt  his  excellent  heart  would 
bleed  at  the  scene  which  it  would  produce;  but  he  would 
refer  to  a  passage  in  the  ordinance  to  prove  tbal  it  wu 
the  intentitm  of  its  fVamers  to  resort  to  force.  Mr.  W. 
here  read  the  third  paragraph    the  orflnanoe. 

*'  And  it  is  furiher  ordained,  fliat  it  riiall  not  be  lawlid 
for  any  of  the  constituted  authorities,  whether  of  this 
State  or  of  the  United  States  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
duties  imposed  by  the  said  acts  within  the  Kmits  of  tbfai 
State;  but  it  slisll  be  the  du^  of  the  L^lature  to  adopt 
such  measures  and  pass  such  acts  as  may  be  necesaary  to 
give  full  effect  to  tbts  (ndinance,  and  to  prevent  the  en- 
torcement  and  arrest  the  operation  of  the  sud  acts  and 
parts  of  acts  of  the  Congress  of  the  Uirited  States  within 
the  limits  of  this  State,  Trom  and  after  the  1st  of  Feb. 
ruary  next;  and  the  du^  of  all  other  constituted  authori- 
ties, and  of  persons  residing  or  being  within  the  limits  of 
this  State,  and  th<^  are  hereby  required  and  enjoined,  to 
obey  and  give  effect  to  this  ordinance,  and  sitcn  acts  and 
measures  of  the  Legislature  as  may  be  passed  or  adopted 
in  obe^cnoe  thereto." 

Does  the  shadow  foOow  the  aun^   Even  so  surely  wiU 
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force  fbtlow  the  Bttempt  to  dbobey  the  hw«  of  Booth  Ca- 
rcdina.  In  the  lut  pgn^nph  wtiw  orAnMce  te  this 

"  Determined  to  support  this  onTiMnee  at  ereiy  faax- 
ard," — and  this  decUntion  is  made  by  a  courageous  and 
chiralrous  people — "  we  do  Further  declare  that  we  will 
not  submit  to  the  appFication  of  force,  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government,  to  reduce  thia  State  to  obedience." 
This  attempt,  said  Mr.  W.  is  not  made  by  Uiis  bill,  or  by 
any  one.  <*  But  that  we  will  consider  the  passage, 
ConpvflB,  <tf  anjr  act  authtxizii^  the  enjoyment  cna  mi- 
litary or  naval  force  a^unst  the  State  w  South  CtroUna, 
her  constituted  authorities  or  citizens^  or  any  act  abdish- 
ing  or  cloring  the  porta  of  this  State,  or  any  of  them,  or 
otherwise  obstructlnj;  tiie  free  in^^ress  and  egress  of  ves- 
sels to  and  from  the  said  ports,  or  any  other  act  on  the 
part  of  theT^eral  Government  to  coerce  the  State,  shut 
np  her  pattBt  destroy  or  harraii  her  eommerce,  or  to  en- 
fiiree  the  acts  hereby  declared  to  he  nuH  and  v^d*  other- 
wise than  throuFh  the  civil  trihunab  the  eountnr,  as 
Inconsistent  with  the  longer  oontimanoe  of  South  Caro- 
lina in  the  Union." 

Force  must  inevit^ly  be  used  in  case  any  attempt  is 
made  by  th«  Federal  Goremment  to  enforce  the  acts 
wludi  have  been  declared  nail  and  void.    The  ordinance 
dearly  eslahUshes  nullification  as  the  lav  <^tlie  land. 
(Mr.  MILLER:  Will  the  Senator  read  a  litde  further?] 
Mr.  W.  finished  ttie  paragraph,  as  fellows: 
"And  that  the  people  of  tnifl  State  will  thenceforth 
hold  thenueives  absolved  from  all  further  obligation  to 
maintun  or  preserve  their  political  connexion  with  the 
people  of  the  other  States,  and  will  forthwith  proceed  to 
organiie  a  snwrate  Government*  and  do  all  other  acts 
and  things  wudi  sovereign  and  independent  States  may 
of  right  do." 

They  stop  wtth  nulUfteatloni  but  one  step  fiirther  on 
the  part  of  the  Govmiment  brings  down  secession  and 

revolution. 

Mr  CALHOUN— It  is  not  intended  to  use  any  force, 
except  against  force.  We  riall  not  stop  the  proceedings 
of  the  United  Sutes*  courts*  bnt  naintain  the  aiithori^  of 
our  ownjudidary. 

Mr.  WfLKINS — How  can  the  ordinance  refer  to  any 
laws  of  the  United  States,  when  they  are  excluded  f^am 
any  operation  within  the  limits  of  the  Stated  Why  do 
the  laws  and  ordinance  of  South  Candina  shut  out  the 
United  States'  courts  from  appellate  jurisdigtioo?  Why 
do  tfiey  abut  the  doori  of  the  State  courts  aninst  any  in- 
mushton  from  the  United  States'  courts.'  They  intend 
that  there  shall  be  no  jurisdiction  over  this  subject,  ex- 
cept 4irowh  their  own  courts.  They  cut  ofi*  the  federal 
judiciary  from  ^1  authoriQr  in  that  State,  and  bring  back 
the  stete  of  things  which  existed  prior  to  tile  finimtion  of 
the  federal  constitution. 

Here  nullifieatton  is  disclaimed,  on  one  hand,  unless 
wc  abolish  onr  revenue  system.  We  consenting  to  do 
this,  they  remain  quiet.  But  if  we  go  a  hair's  breadth  to- 
WaMsenfbrcingthat-nrstem,  they  present  secession.  We 
have  secession  on  one  hand,  and  nullification  on  the  other. 
The  Senator  fhm  South  Carolina  admitted  the  other  day 
that  no  such  thing  as  constitutional  secession  could  exist. 
Then  civil  war,  disunion,  and  anarchy  murt  accompany 
secesHon.  No  one  denies  the  right  of  rerohition.  That 
k  a  natural,  indefeasible,  inherent  right — a  right  which 
we  have  exercised  and  held  out,  by  our  example,  to  the 
dvilizcd  worid.  Who  denies  ft?  nien  we  have  revolu- 
tion by  fiirce,  not  constitntional  aecession.  That  violence 
must  come  bv  secession  is  certsin.  Another  law  psssed 
by  the  Legishture  of  South  Carolina,  is  entitled  A  bill  to 
provide  for  the  safety  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina.  It 
advises  them  to  put  on  their  armor.  It  puts  them  in 
military  array;  and  for  what  puniase  but  for  the  use  of 
force'   The  provisions  of  these  laws  are  infinitely  worse 


than  those  of  tiie  feudal  aystetn,  so  fiir  as  they  apply  to 
the  chiiens  of  Carolina.  Bnt  with  its  opetations  on  their 
own  citizens,  he  had  nottiing  to  do.  Reaiitance  was 
just  as  inevitable  as  the  srrival  of  the  day  on  tlie  calendar. 
In  adiUtion  to  these  documents,  what  did  runxtr  say — 
rumor,  which  often  fUsifles,  but  sometimes  utters  truth. 
If  we  judge  by  newspaper  and  other  reports,  more  men 
were  now  ready  to  take  up  arms  in  Carolina  than  there 
were  during  the  revolutionary  stm^le.  The  whi^ 
State  was  at  this  moment  in  arms,  snd  Its  citisens  sre 
ready  to  be  embattled  tiie  moment  any  attempt  was  made 
to  enfiirce  the  revenue  laws.  Hie  eity  of  Cl»rleston  wore 
the  appearance  of  a  milita^  depot.  As  a  further  proof  of 
the  necesrity  of  this  bill,  he  would  read  a  printed  p^>er, 
which  might  pan  for  what  it  was  worth. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  What  paper  is  it ^  Has  it  a  signature  ^ 
Mr.  WILK1NS.   It  is  a  circular,  but  not  signed.  Mr. 
W.  tiien  read  the  paper  as  follows: 


"CuaxssToir,  ^muary,  1833. 
•«  Bia You  will,  on  receii^ng  this  letter,  immediately 
take  the  proper  measures  for  the  purpose  of  sscertuning 
at  what  poinu  depots  of  proviuons,  say  of  com,  fbdder, 
and  bacon,  can  be  established  on  the  mdn  nwda  leading 
through  your  district,  at  sgitriile  stations,  say  from  thirty 
to  fiuly  miles  apart.  Looking  to  thc-event  of  a  posuble 
call  m  troops  of  every  description,  and  especially  of 
mounted  men,  in  a  sudden  emergency,  you  will  ascertain 
the  routes  by  which  they  could  most  conveniently  pasa 
through  your  respective  districts,  and  the  proper  points 
at  which  they  may  put  up  after  the  usual  duy't  march. 
Having  settled  this,  the  next  p<Mnt  will  be  to  inquire 
whether  there  are  any  persons  at  or  near  those  points^ 
who  would  undertake,  on  terms  to  be  stipulated,  to  Rir- 
nish  corn,  fodder,  and  meat,  in  what  quantities,  and  at 
what  notice?  It  is  deurable  that  this  arrangement  should 
be  effected,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  command  an  adequate 
supply  in  the  event  of  its  bring  wanted,  without  actually 
nu^ng  purchases  at  present.  If  this  be  impracticable, 
howerer,  you  must  then  aee  on  what  ternui  purebaaea  can 
be  effected,  where,  and  on  what  manner  the  articles  can 
be  deposited  and  taken  care  of?  I  will  here  give  you  a 
general  outline  of  my  scheme.  1  will  suppose  three  great 
routes  to  be  marked  out  from  the  mountains  towards  the 
sea:  one  leading  from  Laurenceville,  through  Newberry, 
to  Columbia;  another  fVom  YorkVille  and|Union,  by  Wins- 
boro'  and  Chesterville,  to  Columbia}  ond  the  third  from 
Pendleton,  through  Abbeville  and  Edgefield,  Bumwell, 
and  Colleton,  to  Charieston.  Along  these  routes  deptits 
would  hare  to  be  established  at  intervals  of  thirty  ,or 
forty  miles,  besdes  separate  depots  at  Camden  and  some 
other  places.  From  Columbia  these  stations  would  be 
necessary  along  ttie  State  road  to  Charieston.  But  one 
other  rente  would  then,  perhaps,  be  necessary  to  be 
provided  for,  beginning  at  Darlington  Court-house  ,and 
ending  at  Geotgetownf  one  station  to  i>e  at  Kngs^ve, 
and  another  at  Lynche's  Creek.  Fran  all  other  placet 
some  one  of  these  stations  might  be  struck.  I  present 
this  imperfect  outline  merely  to  give  you  some  idea  of 
my  general  scheme.  Tour  particular  attention  will,  of 
course,  be  directed  to  your  own  district)  and,  if  you  find  h 
necessary,  you  may  call  in  my  aids  from  the  adjoining  dis- 
tricts, and  such  staff  officers  as  you  may  think  proper, 
and  consult  with  them  as  to  the  best  method  of  connect- 
ing the  districts  by  some  genend  phm,  snd  favor  me  with 
the  result. 

"  Another  object  to  which  1  would  call  your  early  and 
particular  attention,  is  the  state  of  the  arms,  public  and 
private,  in  the  hands  of  the  men.  Great  numbers  have 
been  issued  from  time  to  time,  especially  within  a  few 
years  past.  I  wish  to  know  how  many  nf  them  may  be 
refied  on  in  the  event  of  actual  service.  For  this  pnrpoae. 
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it  mult  be  Mceitahied,fron)  actual  inspection  or  otherwiie, 
how  many  men  in  each  company  have  rausketa,  rifles, 
or  other  arms  fit  for  ubo)  and  any  unfit  for  use  must  be 
repaired.  The  latter  must  be  collected  toeether  and  re- 
paired,  if  it  can  be  effected  in  your  neigboorhood;  and, 
if  not,  they  must  be  boxed  up  and  sent  to  Charleston] 
when,  alter  beinr  repiured  at  the  publie  expense,  thty 
Hill  be  retumeato  the  companies  to  which  they  may 
belong.  To  execute  the  arduous,  responsible,  and  dif- 
ficult duties  imposed  by  this  order,  you  are  authorized 
to  call  to  your  asnstance  all  tbe  oflicers  of  the  staff  within 
your  district;  and,  if  further  assistance  is  wanted,  addi- 
tional officers  will  be  appointed.  The  travelling  ex- 
pentea  of  yourself,  and  Mich  oflfteera  aa  you  may  employ 
in  this  buKness,  will  be  paid.    You  will  issue  the  neces- 

Sf  orders  in  mv  name,  eounterngned  by  yourself  as 
■de-camp,  to  aU  officers  within  your  ^strict,  ufpnff 
them  to  do  whatever  you  may  find  necessary  to  the 
prompt  and  effectual  execution  of  this  order.  You  will, 
when  convenient,  call  upon  the  brigadier  or  major  ge- 
nerals,  within  your  diatrict,  for  their  co.operation  and 
assistance,  and,  generally,  adopt  all  proper  measures  fbr 
the  accomplishment  of  the  inqmlwit  olgeets  which  I  have 
in  view,  which  may  be  stated  in  a  few  words  to  be,  to 
secure  the  means  of  subsistence,  so  as  to  be  enabled  to 


bring  troops  to  any  given  point  in  the  shortest  possible 
time — to  ascertain  Uie  state  of  the  anna  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  men — and  to  have  those  unfit  for  use  put  in  com- 
plete order.  If  any  other  means  occur  to  you  of  accom- 
plishing, in  the  promptest  manner,  these -vitally  important 
-  objects,  you  iriU  be  so  good  as  to  suggest  them. 
"I  am,  very  respectfully,  8cc. 

-  N.  B.  I  annex  the  form  of  three  orders,  which  you 
may  find  it  necessary  to  extend,  to  enable  you  to  accom- 
pUsh  the  (Ejects  we  nave  in  view.  You  may  modify  them 
as  you  think  proper,  and  then  have  copies  served  on  each 
of  the  officers,  who  may  be  required  to  execute  them 
within  your  district.  They  are  not  to  be  pubUshed  in 
the  papers.  Copies  of  sU  such  orders  as  you  may  issue 
must  be  sent  to  me." 

Adverting  to  another  circumstance,  as  tending  to  show 
the  excitement  prevailing-  in  South  Carolina  against  the 
General Govnnment,  Mr.  W.said.thatinevenrpartofthe 
State,  the  blue  cockade,  with  the  Pidmetto  button,  was 
generally  worn.  That  bit  of  ribbon,  and  the  button,  were 
no  trifling  «gn  of  the  nuUtary  spirit  prevalent  among  the 
people. 

It  seemed  to  him,  indeed,  from  all  tliese  facta,  known 
to  us,  officially  and  by  rumor,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
avmd  a  collision  with  South  Carolina,  while  her  ordi- 
nance ronained  in  force;  and  tiiat  thos*  gentlemen  who 
represented  that  the  passage  of  any  bill  by  us  would  de- 
feat the  ordinance,  and  prevent  a  coIUaion,  had  mistaken 
Uie  sense  of  the  ordnance,  and  the  intention  of  the  peo- 
ple of  SouthCaroKna. 

[Mr.  MILLER  here  interposed,  and  sud  he  had  not 
expressed  the  opinion  that  nullification  would  be  aban- 
doned upon  the  passage  of  a  bill  of  any  character  in  refer- 
ence to  the  tariff.  If  Congress  passed  a  bill  altering  the 
tariff  acu  of  1838  and  1833.  he  was  of  opinion  that  such 
act  would  set  aside  the  «dinance,  which  was  specific  in 
its  application  to  the  tariff  acts  f<1838  and  1833.  Even 
if  a  bill  more  oppressive  than  the  existing  acts  should 
pass,  the  ordnance  now  existing  would  thereby  be  de- 
Rated,  and  South  Can^na  would  be  under  the  iwcessity 
of  assembling  another  conventioni  and  paasii^  another 
ordinance.  ] 

Hp.  WILKINS  found,  he  said,  that  he  was  not  &r  from 
right.  What  prospect,  then,  was  there  of  an  abandon- 
ment, by  Souui  Cuolina,  of  her  present  position?  She 
offers  us  but  two  modes  of  adjusting  the  matter  in  dispute. 
The  first  is  by  the  totsl  abandonment  of  the  protective 


system;  by  tbe  admission  of  the  whole  Ust  of  protected 
articles  ftee  of  all  duty,  and  raising  the  whole  revenue 
derived  from  duties  on  imports  exclusively  from  the 
unprotected  articles.  The  consequence  of  the  adoption 
of  this  policy  would  be  most  &tal  and  disastrous  to  the 
industry  of  the  Northern  States.  It  would  put  the  labor- 
ing chwei  of  Pennsylvania  on  a  footing  with  tbe  paupers 
of^ ^e  old  world.  It  would  prostrate  at  once  and  forever 
the  policy  which  Pennsylvanut  had  long  cherished,  which 
South  Carolina  had  united  with  her  m  esUblishing  and 
muntwning,  and  under  which  ahe  was  pro^>erous  and 
happy.  The  admirable  speech  mode  by  toe  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  in  1816,  tn  favor  of  the  protective  policy, 
was  engraved  on  the  heturts  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania. 
In  the  dwelling  of  the  ftrmer,  the  mechanic,  and  the 
manufacturer,  it  hung  upon  the  wall,  by  the  side  of 
Waslungton*s  Farewell  Address.  He  well  remembered 
that  speech,  for  it  had  a  powerful  influence  on  hia  own 
mind  in  relation  to  the  policy  of  the  protective  system. 

[Mr.  CALHOUN  here  said,  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
alli^ng  to  that  speech.  H  has  been  much  and  very  often 
imsrepresentcd.  Mid  I  shall  take  an  early  opportunity  to 
explain  it] 

itr.  WILKINS— I  shall  be  happy  to  witness  the  exhi- 
bition of  the  Senator's  ingenuity  in  explaining  the  qieech 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  it  accord  with  his  present 
views,  t  should  not  have  alhided  to  it,  had  not  the  Sen-" 
ator  remarked  upon  the  bill  from  our  committee  u  a  ImU 
*of  abominations ." 
Mr.  CALHOUN — ^It  requires  no  apology. 
Mr.  WILKINS  proceeded  to  sUte  the  considentions 
which  rendered  a  compliance  vrith  the  terms  proposed  by 
South  Carolina  improbable,  if  not  imposMble.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  free  to  say  that  he  could  not  bring  his 
mind  to  assent  to  so  destructive  a  measure.  He  spoke 
onlr  for  himself.  What  were  the  views  of  otiiera  of  this 
body  on  this  subject  he  did  not  know,  for  he  was  not  in 
the  habit  of  making  inquiries  as  to  the  o^nions  of  others 
onsucb  topics.  Uuch as  he  Imred tbe Umoo— moeh as  be 
deprecated  any  coUidon  between  the  State  and  Federal 
Governments — much  as  he  was  disposed  to  respect  the 
opinions  and  wishes  of  a  mster  State — he  would  not  tumself 
assent  to  a  total  destruction  even  of  incidental  protection 
to  our  domestic  Industry.  He  would,  however,  go  far, 
very  &r,  even  to  the  sacrifice  of  much  of  that  protection 
which  we  chum  aa  just  and  necesHaryt  but  to  the  point 
proposed  by  South  Carolina  as  her  umauUum,  he  could 
not  go. 

He  did  not  believe  that  there  was  any  probabifit;^  of  the 
assent,  on  the  part  of  Congress,  to  the  first  proposition  of 
South  Carolina.  There  was  but  one  other  proposition 
made  by  South  Carolina  for  the  adjustment  of  this  con- 
troversy, and  that  was  even  less  hopefiil  than  the  former. 
It  was  by  the  call  of  a  general  conventifm  of  the  States^ 
and  the  submission  to  them  oS  an  nlthnate  arlntnunent  on 
the  disputed  powers.  Mf .  W .  was  of  ttie  opinion  that  the 
divinon  of  the  State  representation  assembled  in  conven- 
tion on  the  matters  in  controversy  would  not  differ  from 
the  judgment  of  the  representatives  assembled  in  Con- 
gress.  He  ^d  not  think  it  at  all  probable  tliat  the  con- 
vention would  either  alter  the  constitution  in  respect  to 
the  powers  of  the  Government  over  the  subject  of  revenue 
or  that  the  protective  laws  would  be  pronounced  by  them 
unconstitutional,  and  null  and  vnd.  But  it  waa  not  at  bB 
probable  that  two-thirds  of  Congress  and  thrce4burths  of 
the  States  would  agree  to  the  call  of  a  general  conven- 
tion. The  people  were  averse  to  any  change  in  tbe 
constitution,  and  were  of  opinion  that  it  could  not  be 
amended  for  the  better.  For  his  own  part,  it  was  his 
earnest  hope,  and  confident  belief  that  no  change  would 
ever  be  made  in  the  terms  of  our  adndrable  compact. 

Here  Mr.  W.  yielded  to  a  motion  fbr  adjoummoit,  and 
the  Senate  a^oumcd. 
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THE  COLLECTION  BILL. 
The  subject  Again  caauag  up — 

Mr.  WILKINS  KMimed  his  rcmarkt  on  it.  Hi  com- 
menced by  sUtit^  that,  on  a  proper  occuioOf  he  should 
move  one  or  two  amendments  to  the  bill,  one  of  which 
would  be  to  limit  some  of  its  prorinona  to  the  end  of  the 
next  session  of  CcKigroH:  the  provinons  which  it  contained 
for  amending  the  judicial  system,  he  presumed,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  leaTing,  as  they  are  in  the  bill, 
unlimited. 

When  Uie  Senate  a4joumed  yesterday,  (Ur.  Vf .  contiit- 
ued,)  I  wasspcaUngof  the  tariff  system— of  tins  system 
for  the  protection  of  American  industry,  which  a  vast 
portion  of  the  American  people  believe  to  be  intimateljr 
connected  with  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  As  a  jusb- 
fication  of  the  adherence,  aa  Ar  as  practicable,  to  this 
system,  he  had  had  reference  to  the  conduct  of  gentlemen 
from  the  South  in  recard  to  it.  At  one  period,  he  now 
added,  Uurland  bad  Men  eonndered  a  Southern  State,  u 
Ae  WW  adlUabre  JuA^ing  State:  fiom  the  chief  ei^  of  that 
State,  dirccUr  Bfter  the  meetiiw  of  Congress  under  the 
constitution  or  1787,  a  memorial  was  transnutted  to  Con- 
grea,  reciting  the  weakness  and  inefficiency  of  the  old 
confederacy,  and  its  inadequacy  to  protect  the  nianu&c- 
turing  interests,  and  rejucing  that  we  had  now  a  Govern- 
ment possesnng  all  the  necessary  power  to  ^>oteet 
domestic  indus^,  and  praying  the  mterposition  of  Con- 
gTCM  fbr  that  purpose.  Another  inddent  he  mentioned, 
wUcb,  be  said,  many  members  would  recollect,  of  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress  from  South  Carotina  having,  in  the  year 
1809,  offered  a  resolution  proposing  that  all  Uie  members 
of  Congress  should  appear,  at  the  commencement  of  the 
next  ensuing  session,  clad  entirely  in  clotlung  of  American 
manufacture .  He  had  already  adverted  to  the  agency  of 
the  South  in  passing  the  tariff  law  of  181G,  and  now,  SMd 
he,  let  me  make  a  pmonal  TeiWenee*  in  connezkm  with 
it.  to  another  gentlemkn  from  Sooth  Carolina,  now  a 
member  of  thisoody,  [Mr.  Miusat]  which  reference  1 
make  with  all  posnble  respect  for  that  gentleman.  When 
the  bill  of  1816  was  under  discussion,  that  j^ntleman, 
then  a  member  of  the  other  House,  made  a  motion,  deeply 
interestii^  to  Peonsylvania;  and  for  which  I,  m  one  of  mt 
sons,  feel  grateful  to  him,  to  nuae  the  duties  «i  hammer- 
ed bar  m>n  (which  the  bill  proposed  to  ruse  from  nuieto 
sixteen  dollara  per  ton,}  to  twen^  dollars  per  ton.  Thus 
amended,  the  bill  passed  the  House,  but  the  duty  was  re- 
duced in  the  Senate  to  uxteen.  On  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill,  including  that  and  other  duties,  three  members 
only  from  Sooth  Carolina  were  present,  and  they  all  voted 
for  the  bill.  Strange  revolution  of  opinion  !  It  is  now 
contended  by  the  Mme  gentleman  thatftdutyofe^teen 
dollars  upon  the  same  article,  (two  dollar!  behnr  her  own 
propoation, )  as  fixed  by  the  tariff  of  1832,  b  so  onerous, 
oppresmve,  and  tyrannical,  that  the  whole  country  is  to 
be  involved  in  a  aril  war,  if  not  only  that,  but  every  other 
protective  du^  be  not  abolished  ! 

Mr.  W.  said  be  had  also  spoken,  yesterday,  in  justifi- 
catioa  of  the  strongest  provisions  of  thia  bill,  oi  the  wked* 
of  reastaoce  to  the  laws  in  South  Candina.  He  had  un- 
derstood the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Caihouv,] 
the  other  day,  a>  acknowle<^ng  that  there  was  miUtary 
array  in  South  Carolina,  but  contencUng  that  it  followed 
and  did  not  precede  the  array  of  force  by  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  had  admitted  that  there  was 
military  preparation,  not  array. 

Mr.  WULKINS  said,  if  we  examine  the  meisurea  taken 
by  the  admiiHitration  m  reference  to  the  preaent  criui^  it 
would  be  found  that  they  were  not  at  all  of  that  miKtary 
character  to  justify  the  measures  of  South  Cardba  which 
it  was  alleged  had  followed  them. 

Jlr.  CALHOUN  nid  that  South  CaroKna  was  undoubt- 


edly preparing  to  re^st  force  by  force.  But,  let  the  United 
States  withdraw  its  forces  from  her  borders,  and  lay  this 
bill  upon  the  table,  and  her  preparations  would  cease. 

Mr.  WILKINS  resumed.  That  is,  sir,  if  we  do  not  op- 
pose any  of  lier  movements,  all  will  be  right.  If  we  fold 
our  arms,  and  exhibit  a  perfect  indiflrerence  whether  the 
laws  of  the  Union  are  obeyed  or  not,  all  will  be  quiet  T 
This,  I  admit,  would  be  an  admirable  mode  to  avoid  coUI- 
«on  and  prevent  disturbance  ;  but  is  it  one  that  we  can 
submit  to)  The  moment  we  fail  to  counteract  the  nul- 
lification proceeding  of  South  Carolina,  the  Union  is 
dissolved!  for,  in  this  Government  of  laws,  union  is  obe- 
dience, and  obedience  is  union.  The  moment  South 
Carolina- 
Mr.  CALHOUN— Who  relies  upon  force  in  this  con- 
troversy? I  have  insisted  upon  it  that  South  Carolina 
relied  altc^ether  on  civil  process,  and  that,  if  the  General 
Government  resorts  to  force,  then  only  will  South  Carolina 
rely  upon  force.  If  force  be  introduced  by  rither  party, 
upon  that  party  will  fall  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  WILKINS— The  General  Government  will  not 
appeal,  in  the  first  instancy  to  force.  It  will  appeal  to 
the  patriotism  of  South  Caro^na— to  that  magnamnuty  of 
which  she  boasts  so  much. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.— I  am  sorry  that  South  Carolina 
cannot  appeal  to  the  sense  of  Justice  of  the  General  Go- 
vernment. [Order  !  Order  !  from  one  or  two  members.} 
Mr.  WILKINS.— The  Government  will  appeal  to  that 
pcilitieal  sense  which  exhorts  obedience  to  the  laws  of  the 
country,  as  the  first  duty  oi  the  citizen.  It  will  appeal  to 
the  moral  force  in  the  community.  If  that  aj^neal  be  in 
vain,  it  will  appeal  to  the  jutUciary.  If  the  mild  arm  of 
the  judiciary  be  not  sufficient  to  execute  the  bws,  it  will 
call  out  the  civil  force  to  sustun  the  laws.  If  that  be  in- 
sufficient, God  save  and  protect  ua  from  the  last  resort! 
But  if  the  evil  does  come  upon  the  country,  who  is  re> 
spon^tle  for  it !  If  force  be  Drought  in  to  the  ud  of  law, 
who,  I  ask  of  gentlemen,  is  responwble  for  it  to  the  peo* 
pie  ofthe  United  States?  That  is  the  question.  Talk  of 
It  as  you  please,  mjnrtify  matters  as  you  will,  theorize  as 
you  may,  pile  up  abstract  propositions  to  any  extent,  at 
last  the  question  resolves  itself  into  one  of  obedience  or 
resistance  of  the  laws— in  other  words,  of  union  or 
unton.  Wherein  (sud  Mr.  W.)GonaisU  our  liberty?  What 
ia  the  fbundation  of  our  ptditical  institutions  which  we 
boast  of,  which  we  hold  up  to  the  world  for  imitation, 
and  for  the  enjoyment  of  which  the  votary  of  freedom 
pants  in  every  country  of  the  globe — what  is  tt?  It  is  that 
of  a  Government  where  the  people  make  the  laws,  and 
where  the  people  obey  the  laws  which  they  themselres 
have  made,  Tuat  is  mir  system  of  Government,  and  by  a 
latge  majori^  of  the  people  it  is  respected  accordingly. 
Why,  ar,<said  Mr.  W.)  if  you  were  to  carry  into  effect  the 
ultra  doctrine  ot  Soutti  Carofina  at  this  roomen^  repeal 
your  whole  protective  system,  shut  up  our  factories,  stop 
our  wheels  extinguish  our  fires,  Su:. — nay,  ruin  us  b^ 
your  legislation — ^yet  would  the  people  of  Pennsylvania 
obey  the  laws,  and  abide  your  decision.  But  then  tbey 
would  ^peal  to  the  peoplei  they  would  endeavor  to  brine 
public  opuiion  to  act  upon  Congress,  and  bear  them  back 
into  the  right  course,  lley  would  q>peal  to  moril  influ- 
ence, and  to  that  alone. 

I  know  (sud  Mr.  W.)  that  the  gentleman  from  South 
CaroUq^  cannot  anticipate  the  application  of  force  in  the 
case  now  presented  ;  but  I  pray  him,  a«un  and  again,  to 
advert  to  one  particular  parsBTaph  of  the  ordinance. 
There  were  several  cases  in  which  the  use  of  force  is  re- 
ferred to  in  the  ordinance,  in  which  Mr.  W.  admitted  the 
right  to  use  it.  If,  fbr  example,  as  in  a  case  supposed. 
Congress  intended  to  ovemtn  and  subdue  the  State 
SouUi  Carolina,  and  overturn  their  libertiea,  be  admitted 
the  right  of  resistance  by  force.  But,  come  down  to  the 
Gonth^en^  in  wUch  the  ordnance  dcdara  that  fi»«e 
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ahull  he  UBcd,  and  it  is  in  the  event  of  the  attempt  by 
the  United  StatM  to  enforce  the  execution  of  the  reve- 
nue 1bw«.  "Enforced  ii  the  word  employed  by  the 
oidinance.  For  the  meaning  of  thii  word  it  wu  not  ne- 
cessary to  resort  to  Johnson  or  Webster  :  the  law  may  be 
"  enforced"  by  execution,  by  judicial  process,  by  a  simple 
demand  of  payment  of  duties  bya  United  States'  ofRcer. 
It  needs  not  the  iron  grasp  of  power*  the  naked  sword,  or 
the  fixed  bayonet,  to  constitute  enforcement  of  the  laws. 
You  enforce  ths  laws  every  day,  and  every  hour  of  emy 
day,  in  the  most  tranquil  state  of  society.  This  enforce- 
ment of  the  laws  it  is  which  i%  after  the  1st  of  February, 
to  he  construed  into  an  attempt  to  put  down  the  people 
of  South  Carolina,  and  to  justify  the  calling  forth  of  thou- 
sands upon  thousands  of  armed  men  to  resist  it. 

Ur.W-  here  referred  to  the  Charleston  Mercury, which 
be  held  in  his  hands,  containing  tbe  proceedings  of  a 
creat  meeting  held  at  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  on  the 
31st  instant,  UBoiw  which  were  anumber  of  reiohitioiu, 
adopting  the  cockule  to  which  he  had  refisrence  yesterday, 
intermingled  with  notices  of  "Call  to  arma!"  ''Attention, 
vdunteers!"  &c.;  and  one  of  these  resolutions  ([which  he 
■read)  declares  that  the  persons  assembled  at  this  meeting 
not  only  affirm  the  right  of  the  State  peaceably  to  secede 
from  'Cbn  Unioo,  but  are  prepared,  if  needs  be,  to  peril 
th^UTCtin  the  aisertionoftbudaiint  be.  Tei,Hr,  sud 
Mr.  W.,  if  not  prevented,  seeeirion  is  it  handi  fat  the 
Tery  moment  that  the  marsbsl  of  the  district  caUi  out  the 
jwsss  eomiiatutt  and  heads  that  posse  to  enforce  a  judg- 
ment of  the  federal  court  to  ctHnpel  the  payment  of 
duties  on  imp«ts,  (after  thelst  of  February, )  then  has  the 
eontingency  occurred  of  an  attempt  to  enforce  the  lawsg 
then  has  secesuon  become  the  alternative.  With  regard 
to  secesHon,  Mr.  W.  went  on  to  cite  cases  to  show  the 
consequeoeei  to  vhich  the  adminion  of  tlua  right  in  any 
State  would  iMd,  should  otiier  StatM  adopt  oie  heresy 
affirmed  by  tbe  meeting  whose  proceedings  ne  bad  read. 
This  view  of  the  subject  he  followed  1^  nyiog*  that  nul- 
Mcation,  unless  merged  in  revolution,  was  not  to  be 
stopped.  The  honorable  member  had  told  the  House, 
that  laying  this  bill  on  the  table,  and  pairing  the  tnll  de> 
pcndmg  in  the  other  House,  wouldput  astro  to  nuUifiea- 
tion.  But  what  mve^  was  there  even  (K  this?  After 
tiie  1st  of  February,  tiuUification,  with  all  its  attributes 
and  incidents,  was  to  be  in  full  operation  in  South  Caror 
lina.  What  would  be  its  political  operation^  Where 
would  it  end?  He  put  this  question  plauUy  to  the  .gentle' 
man  from  South  Carolina.  A  convention  of  the  States 
was  out  of  the  questioni  sn  amendment  of  the  cwistitu- 
tion  was  out  of  tbe  question — where  was  the  contest  to 
end?  Why,  the  laws  must  be  w^iended.  Sooth  Caro- 
lina, whilst  represented  on  this  floor,  (ably  as  she  is,  md 
he  hoped  long  would  b^)  participating  in  tbe  maldng  of 
law^  would  be  ob^ng  just  such  of  them  as  she  pleased, 
and  no  more — cutting  and  carving  with  her  own  sword 
to  suit  herselfl    What  a  state  of  tmngs  was  this! 

[Ur.  CALHOUN  here  said,  that  South  Cardina  would 
be  content  td  mtuntain  this  contest  upon  tbe  prindple  of 
protection,  paying,  without  objection,  whatever  taxes 
mij^t  be  required  to  be  levied  for  the  purposes  of  re- 
venue.] 

Mr.  WILKINS— If  South  Carolina  appeals  to  tiie 
federal  judiciary,  she  can  bring  up  the  question  of  the 
validly  of  any  part  of  tbe  revenue  laws  tar  decirion,  by 
the  federal  courts.  Mr.  W.  had  no  doubt  of  the  influence 
of  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna  over  tbe  people  of 
that  State,  but  no  one  had  power  to  wi^  what  ooune  that 
State  would  take  if  the  suggestion  of  tiie  Senatw  should 
be  adopted.  We  must  take  this  matter  as  we  unfortu- 
nately find  it.  The  merchants  of  Charleston  may  import 
gofidsfree  of  duty,  and  the  merchants  of  Baltimore,  New 
York,  8ic  must  pay  duties.  The  people  of  South  Caro- 
lina are  exempt  from  all  taxation  by  duties  <ni  imports^ 


which  is  the  only  taxation  known  to  our  laws;  and  the 
people  of  tiie  test  of  the  Union  are  compelled  to  pay 
taxes.  South  Carolina  participates  in  the  benefits,  bitt 
not  in  the  burdens  of  the  Oovcrnment  The  ofdinance, 
to  this  effect  Soudi  Carolina  is  pledged  to  munfaln;  and 
it  declares  that  no  power  shall  prevent  free  ingress  and 
egress  into  and  from  her  ports.  Every  stream  of  water 
in  the  limits  of  the  State,  accesuble  from  the  ocean,  is 
made  a  free  p<vt.  Wherever  goods  are  introduced  and 
landed,  all  obligation  to  piy  the  dutieavanisbeabeibrc  the 
maf^cal  influence  of  nulufication. 

The  State  of  South  Carolina  is,  quoad  the  revenue  lawi^ 
out  of  the  Union.  As  to  the  revenue  qrstem,  our  fellow- 
dtizens  of  South  Carolina  are  gone  from  us.  What, 
then,  is  to  prevent  the  goods  imported  into  the  State  irom 
being  distributed  into  every  part  of  the  interior'and  aloi^ 
the  coast?  A  legalized  system  would  be  introduced — be 
would  not  say  oTsnugghng,  for  he  would  not  impute  so 
opprobrious  a  crime  to  the  authorities  of  that  Statei  but 
free  ports  make  free  goods*  and  mdUfieation  midns  free 
ports.  Well,  sir,  what  will  prevent  the  goods  from 
being  sent  to  other  States?  Take  the  marks  ofi*  from  the 
goo(u^  and  they  may  be  sent  any  where.  If  nullificatiwi 
exempts  goods  from  duties  in  South  Carolina,  it  exempts 
them  every  where.  They  ue  marked  "  State  r^ta^** 
and  the  vesKlU  called  "State  MTcr^tgr."  Tbeyi^ 
not  be  imptwted  under  the  i^orious  flag  of  the  Unimi* 
bnt  under  the  flag  of  South  Carolina.  South  Carolina 
has  got  her  ordinance.  Now  we  shall  see  how  she  will 
put  it  in  execution,  bow  it  wwks  practicalljr.  It  mil  make 
general  confumon,  defeat  equality  in  public  burden^  and 
demoralize  the  community. 

As  nullification  is  no*  about  to  go  into  fiill  operation, 
what  is  to  stay  the  hands  of  South  Carolina,  ana  prevent 
her  from  exeeutiiqf  her  present  purpose?  He  ms  aware 
of  the  wide  nuwe  of  discussion  which  the  question  con- 
nected wth  this  subject  would  lead  to.  But  this  was 
the  time  fbr  bringing  those  questions  before  Congress 
for  decision.  Tliey  should  derade  now,  in  one  way  cr 
other.  I  am  young  and  stout,  said  Mr.  W.,  and  am  wil- 
ling  to  see  the  question  tried,  and  to  abide  the'  end  of 
it.  The  whole  question  comes  to  a  point  What 
is  the  constitutional  relation  of  a  sit^le  State  to  the  Umted 
States?  If  the  Government  is  merely  an  **  alliance  of 
States,  a  federal  league  between  several  distinct  and  in- 
dependent sovereignties,  from  which  any  one  may  widk< 
draw,  there  is  an  end  of  the  question  and  of  our  bill. 
For  South  Carolina,  leaning  upon  her  sovereignty  and 
reserved  rights,  tuu  exercisea  the  power  which  she 
cbims  of  obeying  and  disobeying  a  law  of  tbe  Union, 
just  u  die  may  comtme  it  tobecoMtitutkmalaruncoB* 
stitutional. 

An  attempt  on  his  part  to  throw  any  ad^tional  l^t 
on  this  subjef^  would  be  as  unnecessary  aa  to  contribute 
a  drop  of  water  to  the  ocean.  It  was  enough  for  bun  that 
be  had  a  few  weU  settled  principles  on  this  point,  which 
_  he  had  always  entertained,  and  which  had  been  acted  on 
oftfivm  the  foundation  of  the  Government  to  the  pieient 
time.  Hie  conatitotion  was  fiirmed  by  the  people.  It 
was  adopted  by 'tiie  States  which,  like  individual^  sur^ 
rendered  a  portion  of  tfeleir  soverngnty  for  the  securiW 
of  the  rest.  Those  powers  which  are  thus  surrendered, 
however  limited  in  number,  are  supreme  in  extent  and 
application.  The  second  paragraph  in  the  6th  article  <tf 
the  constitotion  was,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  framed  to 
meet  this  very  case — to  meet  State  lepslation.  State  nul- 
lification— to  meet  the  eaae  of  State  tagidBtioa  which  at- 
tempts to  overthrow  national  Iseislation. 

"  This  constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
which  shall  be  made  in  pursuance  thereof  and  all  trea- 
ties made  or  which  shall  be  made  under  the  authority  of 
tbe  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  lud, 
and  the  judges  in  every  State  shaU  be  bound  Ukere>y. 
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Miy  thing  in  the  constitution  or  lawi  of  any  State  to  the 
contrary  notwithBtRndin; ." 

Thii  supremacy  of  power  was  necessary  for  the  general 
wel&re,  because  it  consists  in  the  use  of  powers  which 
coaki  not  be  confined  to,  nor  exercised  by,  any  one  State. 
We  idwmys  had  a  Union,  l^e  great  object  of  the  peo- 
ple, from  one  period  to  another,  hat  been  to  render  the 
Union  "  more  perfect."  Vir^nia  took  the  lead  in  the 
Ust  attempt,  and  her  statesmen  were  among  its  foremost 
champions.  Experience  had  manifested  the  want  of  a 
supreme  power  to  bear  immediately  upon  the  peoi^e  of 
the  States.  The  laws  of  the  old  confederation  bore  on 
the  States  alone.  Hence  the  constitation  begins,  ' '  We, 
tbe  peoplet*^  and  the  eondutton  of  the  8th  aeclion  of  the 
1st  article,  giving  power  to  Congress  **  to  make  all  laws 
which  shkir  be  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  into 
execution  the  foregoing  powers,  and  all  other  powers 
vested  by  this  constitution  in  the  Govemment  of  the 
United  States,  ur  in  any  department  or  officer  thereof" 
&nd  the  emphatio  conclusion  declaring  such  laws  to  be  the 
aapreme  law  of  the  bmd,  in  theaggrwate  tense  of tbetenn. 

We  OW4  jilegUnee  both  lo  Ue  United  States  and  to 
the  State  of  which  we  are  citizens.  Are  there,  sir,  any 
citizens  who  owe  no  allegiance  to  the  United  States? 
Hare  the  people  of  South  Carolina  abandoned  the  proud 
title  of  citizens  of  the  United  States^  Has  tbe  General 
Government  any  power  or  quality  of  political  sovereign^ 
at  all^  If  it  has,  that  power  must  be  brought  to  bear  di- 
rectly upon  the  people  of  tbe  States,  and  of  each  State. 

The  Goverpmant  of  the  United  States  forms  a  part  of 
Ae  Ooreniment  of  each  State,  enters  into  it,  and  sup- 
plies whatever  may  be  wanting  in  State  powers.  Tou 
cannot  bring  about  obedience  to  the  laws,  if  their  obtira. 
tions  and  binding  force  are  not  directly  on  the  people. 
If  the  laws  are  broUght  to  bear  on  the  States,  they  may 
wrap  themselves  up  in  thur  sovereignty  and  their  re- 
served rights,  retort  to  nullification,  and,  ckiming  the 
power  to  put  their  veto  on  the  acts  of  Congress,  they 
may  overthrow  your  whole  system  of  legisktion.  This 
doctrine  in^rsnot  the  sovere^nty  of  the  people.  Tlie 
people  retain  their  sovereignty  in  reference  to  the  United 
States  as  well  as  to  their  respective  States.  They  act 
here  as  well  as  in  tbeir  State  Leg^tures.  Whenever  you 
exercise  one  of  your  great  constitutional  powers,  the 
people  act  here,  and  are  therefore  bound  by  the  law 
which  they  tbeinaelvea  made.  This  is  the  pemetion  of 
political  institutiont.  The  people  make  ttie  lawi^  and 
the  laws  govern.  The  State»  are  secure  in  their  rights, 
and  always  were  secure.  He  admitted  their  ori^nal  ab- 
solute sovereignty;  but,  as  he  had  said  before,  they  yield- 
ed up  a  portion  of  that  sovereignty  for  the  geiierd  good. 

This  is  a  constitution  of  power  "  grAnteo,"  aa  a  law- 
yer would  say,  *«fw  a  valuable  eonsideratton."  By  the 
grant  of  these  powers,  you  created  the  constitution  of  the 
Union.  Tou  cannot  take  them  back  at  pleasure.  Here 
are  we  asked — can  the  creature  be  greater  than  the 
creator  >  No.  But  the  creator  may  be  bound  by  the  act 
of  the  creature;  the  principid  may  be  bound  by  the  act 
of  tbe  agen^  if  the  agent  acts  in  pursuance  of  delegated 
power,  particularly  when  the  interests  of  third,  persons 
are  concerned .  We  say  to  South  Carolina,  our  prosperi^ 
flepends  ttpon  tiie  permanence  of  a  ^item  which  you 
ereetedt  and  you  cannot  take  back  die  power  which  you 
gave  to  your  agents  to  exerdse. 

On  the  subject  of  practical  nullification,  Mr.  W.  said 
he  had  made  some  notes,  and  the  very  circumstances 
which  he  had  anticipated  had  happened.  From  a  late 
number  of  the  Charleston  Mercury,  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  he  read  an  account  of  a  great  State  rights  meeting 
at  Cbarieaton,  whereat  resolutions  were  adopted  for  form- 
ing companies  to  import  goods  free  of  da^.  The  mer- 
cfitnta  «  South  Carolina  would,  iUwai  thooriit,  be  reluc- 
tant to  bastrd  their  commercial  credit  and  convenience 
Voa.  IZ.— 17 


by  availing  themselves  of  the  replevin  law;  and  it  had 
been  doubted  whether  the  force  of  the  ordinance  would 
be  tried.  But,  as  he  had  expected,  the  politinans,  not 
the  merchants,  bad  formed  a  plan  trpng  the  experi- 
ment. Prepanrtiontbaid  been  made^to  bring  the  queatlon 
to  an  tsfue  as  soon,  as  tbe  Itt  of*  Fehraaiy  arrived. 
He  had  made  a  note  of  the  qtwstaonB  n^eh  would  ante 
out  of  these  connderstiona,  but  he  would  n^t  detain  tbe 
Senate  by  noticing  them. 

He  would  pass  to  tbe  consideration  of  the  provisions 
in  the  bill.  The  first  section  of  the  bDl  contains  provi- 
nons  which  are  preventive  and  peacefuL  Hr.  W.  tfwn 
read  from  the  first  section  of  tbe  bill,  aa  foDowt: 

"Beit  eaaettd,  Uc  Hurt  whenever,  by  reason  of  un- 
lawfid  obstructions,  combinationsb  w  aasemblages  of  per- 
sons, or  unlawful  threats  or  menaces  against  ofiicos  of 
the  United  States,  it  shall  become  impracticable,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  President,  to  execute  the  revenue  lawi^ 
and  collect  the  duties  on  imports  in  the  ordinary  way  in 
any  collection  district,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawftii  for'tbe 
Prendent  to  direct  that  the  custom-hoose  for  sneh  Patriot 
be  ettabfiahed  and  kept  in  any  secure  place  within  wvmit 
port  or  harbor  of  such  district,  either  upon  land  or  on 
board  any  vcttel,"  8tc. 

It  ei^oins  forbearance  on  the  Executive,  and  g^ves  him 
power  to  remove  tbe  custom4iouse  to  a  secure  place,  . 
where  tbe  duties  may  be  collected.  It  leaves  tbe  polls 
and  districts  as  tbey  now  are,  open  for  the  commercial 
convenience  of  tbe  good  people  of  the  Statet  and  even 
the  ciut«n-houte  would  not  be  taken  from  the  port  or 
harbor  where  it  now  it.  Our  object  in  remo^ng  the 
ouBtom-bouse  is  to  prevent  all  collision,  if  possible.  The 
words  "threats  and  menaces"  do  not  run  throut^  the 
residue  of  the  section.  The  power  given  in  this  ^uise  is 
not  new)  the  clause  is  umply  declaratory  of  the  existing 
law,  as  it  has  been  held  by  our  courts;  for  it  baa  been  de* 
cided,  diat  where  it  is  impossible  to  edleet  the  dntictk  the 
officers  of  theeustonia  may  remove  the  custoohbouie. 

The  next  pan^ph  providet  for  the  cash  payment  of 
duties  under  circumstaneea  wUch  rend^  it  hnpoaaible  to 
collect  the  duties  in  the  ordinary  way.  This  is  no  great 
matter.  We  have  already  abolished  the  credits  on  duties 
to  some  extent,  and  this  law  carries  Wt  the  system  (artlur. 
Why  shoidd  the  practice  of  taktiw  bonds  be  perristed  in 
when  they  say  they  are  not  bound  to  pay  the  bonds.  It 
is  a  mockery  to  take  bonds  when  the  constitution  and  the 
law  release  the  pecmle  bound  from  tite  obligation  of  the 
bonds.  Suits  must  be  brought  to  enforce  the  payment  id 
the  bonds,  and  the  authority  oi  the  State  and  federal  tri- 
bunals would  thereby  be  brought  into  conflict,  wluch 
conflict  the  bill  sought  to  avoid.  The  63d  section  of  the 
act  of  the  2d  March,  1799,  refoaea  cre^t  to  mercbanta 
who  have  refoaed  to  pay  their  bonds.  The  same  prinm- 
ple  is  applied  to  tiie  present  case,  where  people  are 
combined  toiprevent  tbe  payment  of  bonds. 

The  third  and  remuning  exigency  provided  for  in  thia 
first  section  is  the  authority  to  emploj|  Uie  land  or  naval 
forces,  or  militia.  This  provi«on  is  entirely  defennve.  It 
merely  confirms  the  authority  for  the  protection  of  the 
custom-house  and  revenue  officers.  The  simple  question 
is — do  you  require  obe^ence  to  the  laws?  How  can  you 
make  ue  people  of  South  Can^napi^  tbe  dntieaf  Hie 
custom^iouse  officers  are  not  tnmmently  numeroot  to 
enforce  obedience  to  the  laws;  pains,  penalties,  indict- 
ments, all  hang  over  the  head  of  that  man  who  is  bold 
enough  to  exact  payment.  The  Legislature  forbids  the 
enforcement  of  the  law;  and  he  who  attempts  to  enfiwce 
it  must  suffer  the  penal^of  the  law  at  surel^  aa  he  is  con- 
victed of  the  offence.  The  marshal,  in  this  rtnge  of  the 
biwness,  cannot  interpose.  The  miUtia  cannot  be  caHed 
out,  for  tbe  best  reason  in  the  world— that  the^  are  eom- 
nutted  in  support  of  the  other  nde  of  the  question .  Now 
what  It  to  be  done  ^  It  la  tbedu^oftbe  President  to  take 
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cue  that  the  kwi  ihall  be  executed.  He  ii  iiiTefted  wHb 
ttie  pover  by  the  eontitiititni,  and  the  public  bold  him 
rtflponsUile  war  ita  exercise.  T<mi  can  veat  the  power  no 
where  dae.  The  first  sectiop  of  the  second  article  of  the 
constitution  inveats  the  President  mth  the  "executive 
pover,"  and  he  is  required  to  take  ao  oath  fiuthfuUy  to 
execute  the  office  and  preserve  the  constitution.  The, 
■econd  section  of  the  same  article  makes  him  the  com- 
mander-in-chief of  the  army  and  navy  of  the  United 
States,  aB4  of  th«  lailitia,  when  called  into  actual  service. 
The  only  question  ia— is  it  necessary  to  give  these  means 
to  enforce  the  laws?  If  we  intend  to  enforce  obedience 
-to  the  laws,  tiMse  powers  must  be  givoni  and  no  where 
can  they  be  constitutionally  lodged  but  in  the  Preudent. 
We  give  Andrew  Jackson  power  simply  to  execute,  for  a 
fimited  time,  the  revenue  ^ws  of  the  comitty.  Well,  we 
confide  this  power  to  a  man  who  has  never  abused  any 
power  reposed  in  bim.  He  said  diat  these  ]»oeee£ngs 
were  long  anticipKled.  Tb^  were  the  subject  of  discus- 
rion  during  the  late  Prendential  contest.  Every  vote  had 
an  eye  to  the  South.  He  spoke  this  with  respect  to  the 
other  candidates,  all  of  whom  he  knew  would  have  sup- 
ported the  constitution.  He  made  no  invidious  distinctions. 

Why  did  South  Carolina  throw  away  her  rote  on  a  dis- 
tinguished imUvidual,  who  was  not  a  candidate?  With  an 
eye  to  thu  question.  Why  &d  the  people  of  the  United 
States  vote  nr  Andrew  Jackaon?  With  a  view  to  thn 
auDe  question.  For  this  provision  in  the  law  there  was 
a  pre^^edent.  to  which  he  would  refer.  The  act  of  9th 
January,  1809,  sec.  11-18,  vol.  4,  p.  194-5,  to  enforce 
the  embargo,  See.  The  2d- section  of  the  bill  extends  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  courts  in  revenue  cases.  It 
^ves  the  right  to  sue  in  these  courts  for  any  injury 
incurred  by  officers,  whilst  engaged  under  the  laws  of 
Congress  in  the  collection  of  duties  on  .imports.  It  de- 
clares that  property  taken  under  the  authority  of  the  laws 
of  the  Uruted  states  shall  be  irrepleviable,  and  only  JKib- 
ject  to  the  order  and  decrees  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
Statesf  and  it  gives  the  penalty  for  the  rescue  of  the  pro- 
perty as  is  prescribed  by  the  act  of  30tb  April,  1790,  sec . 
32,  vol.  3,  p.  95.  The  provisions  of  that  law  make  the 
penalty  not  to  exceed  three  hundred  dollars,  and  impri 
sonmeot  for  diree  months.  Tlus  section  has  two  objects 
in  view:  first,  tt  gives  power  to  the  officers  to  »ie  in  the 
federal  courts)  and  second,  it  provides  that  they  dull 
not  be  ^ipossessed  of  property  seized  by  them  under  the 
laws  of  the  General  Government,  without  the  authority  of 
the  courts  ^f  the  United  States.  The  object  of  this  sec- 
tion is  to  meet  legislation  by  legislation.  There  ii  nothing 
ia  this  provitton  shocking  or  harsh. 

The  laws  of  South  Carolina,  made  to  enforce  the  ordi- 
nuBce,  are  harsh  and  oppressive  beyond  any  of  the  feudal 
laws.  Under  the  replevin  act  of  South  Carolina,  the 
fOoi»  are  first  seized;  if  thev  are  not  given  up,  the  return 
H  made,  and  a  eeptot  tn  ujithonam  issues  i  there  ia  then  a 
suit  to  recover  back  the  duties)  the  custom-house  officer 
cannot  remove  the  suit  to  any  other  court,  and  the  -judgei 
and  jorors  who  are  to  decide  tiie  case  are  under  oath  to 
nqipart  the  ordnance.  For  this  misdemeanor  the  officers 
are  ai^ject  to  a  fine  of  five  hundred  dollars  and  two  years 
inprisonment.  And  Aey  are  liable  to  have  their  own 
property,  todouble  the  amountofthe  goods  seized,  taken 
and  carried  away.  Every  professional  man  knows  to  what 
eases  a  replevin  law  is  usually  confined.  It  views  the 
costom-bouse  officer.while  discharging  hisduty,  as  a  trea- 
passer.  If  the  replevy  is  not  obeyed,  the  intermediate 
inquiry  whidi  the  common  law  pro^dea  is  diaorded, 
and  a  writ  of  reprisal  issues.  It  ia  not  left  ^seretionaty 
with  the  sheriff  to  take  enough  to  satisfy  the  demandi 
but  be  is  bound  to  take  double  the  amount.  Inhere  is  n? 
danger  tlut  lliis  part  of  the  law  can  ever  be  executed,  for 
no  one  person  will  have  property  enou^  for  so  tremen- 
dous agrnsp.  The  goods  are  taken  finally  from  tbecustom 


bouse  officer  and  eanied  off*  and  if  be  attempt  to  recMp- 
ture  them,  he  is  liable  to  a  fine  of  ten  diousand  dollars, 
and  two  years  imprisonmrnt.  No  such  indictment  is  sub- 
ject to  traveraei  that  is,  the  accused  shall  not  cross  itt  he 
shall  not  deny  the  fiicts  allegedi  he  shall  not  plead  "  not 
guilty."  This  is  the  techniad  effect  of  refiinng  a  traverse. 
But  <kn  the  word  be  taken  in  that  sense  in  South  Cardinal 
Perhaps  the  word,  as  used  in  the  ordinanee,  has  a  mean- 
ing peculiar  to  the  South. 

Mr.  MILLEB  exphuned.  The  word  had  a  peouUsr 
meaiung  in  South  Carolina.  At  the  first  court  the  ac- 
cused eoidd  traverse,  but  he  had  no  ri^t  to  continue  the 
action.  The  ordinance  denied  the  ngiA  to  the  accused 
to  continue  the  ease  after  the  first  term,  except  for  cause 
shown.  The  ordinance,  in  creating  this  tniBdenieanca-, 
inerely  applies  to  it  the  legal  forms  wtuch  in  that  Stid* 
apply  to  allmisdemeanora. 

Mr.  WILKINS.— It  wss  apparent  that  the  eooatitulKM 
of  the  courts  in  South  Carolina  makes  it  neeesaty  to  gin 
the  revenueofficers  the  right  to  sue  in  the  federal  couiti. 
It  was  not  intended  to  restrict  this  right  to  any  amount  in 
controversy,  nor  to  citizens  of  other  States.  It  UU  under 
the  clause  of  the  constitution  which  gives  jurisdiction  to 
the  United  States'  courts  in  all  cases  arising  under  the 
constitution,  treaties,  and  laws  of  the  United  States.  He 
would  put  a  case  in  a  few  words:  Suppose  the  collector 
of  the  portof  South  Carolina  is  prosecuted'.  He  is  carried 
to  prison,  or  the  ee^uit  tn  wUkemam  is  issuetl  against 
him.  His  property  is  carried  off  and  sold.  The  case 
cornea  before  the  State  court.  He  sets  forth  that,  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  he  was  obliged  to  do  bia 
duty.  On  the  other  side,  it  is  sud.  that  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  had  been  nullified;  and  the  State  laws  had 
taken  their  place.  Out  of  this  issue  firings  a  case  provi- 
ded fw  by  the  bill.  But  it  is  objected  that  the  case  will 
arise  under  the  State  law.  But,  shape  it  which  wa^  you 
may,  the  case  arises  out  of  the  laws  and  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  judicial  power  extends  to  all 
cases  in  law  and  equity.  It  ought  to  be  so.  There  ought 
to  be  a  Judicial  power  co-extensive  with  t)w  power  of  le- 

S'llation,  andaco-extennve  executive  power.  Without 
is  eo^xteiuive  power,  lepslation  would  be  useless  in  a 
free  Government.  Neither  domeatie  tranquillity,  nor  uni- 
fbrmity  of  rules  and  decisions,  can  be  secured  without  it. 

It  may  be  said,  (continued  Mr.  W .)  that  in  this  way  you 
overturn  the  State  legislation,  «id  that  they  ought  to  give 
their  own  direction  to  State-controvernes.  So  they  mayi 
but  let  them  not  come  in  collision  with  the  ctHistitution 
and  laws  of  the  Union.  In  every  controversy  witliin  any 
State,  arising  under  a  State  law,  coming  in  collision  with 
the  constitution,  or  with  a  law  of  Uie  Umted  States,  the 
federal  courts  have  appellate  jurisdiction.  He  felt  him- 
self too  much  exhausted  to  tttil  a  case  or  two  to  which 
he  desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  But  be 
meant  to  content  htmkelf  with  a  mere  reference  to  the 
case  of  Martin  vs.  Hunter's  leasee,  in  1st  Wheaton,  p. 
30^  and  the  case  of  Cohens  es.  the  State  of  Virgiiua,  6th 
Wheaton,  p.  534,  where  titia  p«at  had  been  decided,  tf 
appellate  jurisdiction  be  given,  the  original  could  not  be 
desired.  All  the  reridnum  of  jurisdiction  remaining^  after 
the  (Hipnal  jurisdic^on  given  in  specified  cases  to  tlie 
Supreme  Court,  might  be  exercised  in  any  way  by  the 
inferior  courts  that  Congress  migbt  ilirect.  These  ob- 
servations were  applicalile  to  the  third  section  of  the  bill, 
which  also  provides  for  the  extension  of  judicial  jurisdic- 
tion, by  allowing  the  party  ot  officer  of  the  United  States 
sued  in  the  State  courts  far  eseeuting  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  to  remove  the  case  to  the  encnit  court  It  ipres 
the  right  to  remove  at  any  time  before  trial,  but  not  after 
judgment  had  been  givent  and  thus  affects  in  no  way  the 
dignity  of  the  State  tribunala.  Whether  in  criminal  or  in 
civil  cases,  it  gives  this  right  of  removal.  Has  Congress 
this  power  in  craninal  cases?  He  would  answv  ilie  quet* 
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tion  in  the  •ffirtmtive.  ConffKM  had  the  power  to  give 
this  riglit  m  criminal  u  well  u  in  eiril  cases,  because  the 
•eeond  aeetton  of  the  third  article  of  the  constitution 
apealu  of  <*all  cases  in  law  and  equityt"  and  these  com- 
prehenuve  terms  corer  all.  He  referred  to  the  case  of 
Matthewa  to.  Zane,  4th  Cranchf  pi^  383,  which  decides 
tha^  if  two  eitiacM  of  the  Mine  State,  in  a  suit  in  their 
State  eour^  dum  title  under  the  aafne  act  of  Congress, 
tte  Supreme  Covrt  has  an  appellate  juriadlction  to  rerise 
mnd  correct  the  dectaion  of  that  court. 

The  dednon  was  founded  upon  the  principle  that  the 
3d  act  of  the  constitution,  considered  in  connexion  with 
the  judiciary  act  of  1789,  wouU  not  aire  it  a  more  exten- 
■re  contraction  tiian  it  meritedi  aiM  that  the  grot  ob< 
ject  was,  to  render  luuftirm  the  eonstrudion  of  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  and  deeistons  under  them  upon  the 
rights  of  individualsi  and  in  such  case  it  was  entirely 
■mnuterial  that  both  parties  were  citizens  of  the  -same 
State. 

It  was  admitted  by  Hr.  Harper,  counsel  for  defendant 
in  error,  that  the  exercise  or  juriscUctioii  in  such  case 
wfHild  be  undoubted,  if  it  was  to  maint^n  the  authority 
of  the  laws  of  tiie  United  States  agwnst  encroaehmenti 
of  the  State  autiwritiea.  Hie  elanse  in  the  conititntion 
to  which^e  had  adverted  refers  to  the  character  of  the 
controversy,  without  regard  to  the  parties,  or  the  par- 
ticular form  of  the  action.  The  object  of  the  suit,  and  not 
the  tribunal,  determined  the  jurisdiction.  Was  it  to  try 
the  validity  of  an  act  of  Congreas^  That  question  deter- 
illined  the  iuriadiction.  Was  it  to  trj  aiqr  indictment 
fcr  treaaonr  That  question  determined  the  jurisdic- 
tion. It  was  more  neccssaiT  that  this  jurisdiction  should 
be  extended  over  criminal  than  over  civil  cases.  If 
it  was  not  admitted  that  the  federal  judiciary  bad  ju. 
risdiction  over  criminal  cases,  then  was  nullification 
ratified  and  sealed  forever:  for  a  State  would  have  nothing 
more  to  do  than  to  declare  an  act  a  felony  or  a  misdemea- 
nor to  nullify  all  the  laws  of  the  Union.  There  were  nu- 
meroai  nrdudiees— prejudices  peculiar  to  partiealar 
Stnte^  wnicn,  under  any  other  view,  would  dittnr  all  ju- 
risdiction into  the  State  Mbauls. 

Mr.  W.  would  pat  a  case  to  the  Soothern  gentlemen, 
way  of  illustration .  It  was  one  which  they  would  feel 
dtspoaed  to  resent,  and  one  to  which  he  feh  a  repugnance 
to  referi  but  he  would  take  it  as  illustrative  of  the  opin- 
ions he  had  thrown  oat.  There  was  to  be  found  in  the 
conititntion  a  chuie -which  gives  the  to  the  owner 
of  a  slave  to  pursue  him  from  one  State  to  another,  and 
to  take  him  wherever  he  mi^  find  him.  Kow  it  ms 
known  that  there  was  in  some  States  a  strong  feeling  on 
this  subject,  and  that  particultfly  was  this  sennbility  to 
be  found  in  the  State  of  Penn^lvania,  where  it  was  car-' 
ried  to  a  very  great  extent.  In  great  party  times,  he 
would  suppose  that  a  party  in  Pennsylvania  rallied  on  this 
great  prindple.  Pennsjdvana  was  covered  ow  with 
scalous  and  highly  respectable  abolition  soeieties.  He 
would  suppose  that  Pennsylvania  carried  Oiese  f^np 
to  such  an  extent,  as  to  pass  a  law  to  nalUly  this  clause  in 
the  constitution.  He  stated  that  he  had,  in  the  judicial 
station  which  he  had  occupied,  had  cases  brought  before 
him  for  decinon,  in  which  he  had  felt  it  to  be  extremely 
Afleult  to  keep  down  this  feeling.  It  had  been  even 
contended^  before  him  that  the  pursuit  of  the  slave  by 
hia  owner  into  that  Steto  was  an  unconstituUonal  act  He 
would  suppose  that  Pennsylvania  was  to  pass  a  law,  de- 
claring that  the  moment  a  dave  seta  foot  on  her  soil,  he 
shall  be  at  once  elevated  to  the  rank  and  privileges  of  a 
freeman,  and  that  thus  riie  ^ould  nullify  the  clause  in  the 
constitution  on  this  point. 

It  would  be  deemed  very  berd  by  the  Southern  gentle- 
men that  they  could  not  try  the  question  of  tin  conititn- 
tionaGty  of  that  bw  bcfera  the  Supreme  Court.  And  if 
the  StntAif  Pcnn^lvMiia  were  to  pea  a  law  tmporing  a 


fine  often  tiiouiand  dollars  and  five  years*  imprisonment 
on  any  owner  of  a  slave  found  in  pursuit  of  him,  and  that 
her  jurors  and  judges  are  sll  sworn  to  regard  this  law,  be 
would  ask  whether  the  United  States'  courts  could  not 
have  jurisdiction  in  tt^ii  matter.  The  power  of  the  Ju- 
diciary would  be  entirely  nugatory  if  it  could  be  evaded 
by  throwing  Uie  eaae  into  the  fbrm  of  a  laiminal  proceed- 
ing. He  referred  the  Senate  to  tbe  eaiea  of  the  United 
States  M.  Moore,  8d  Crmnch  p.  159,  where  it  was  adt^t- 
ted  that  Congress  miriit  give  tbe  powert  and  to  that  eif 
Uartin  m.  Hunter's  lessee,  1  Wheaton,  p.  350-1,  where 
it  was  admitted  that  criminal  are  the  strongest  caaes. 

Tbe  fourth  section  of  the  bill  was  merely  matter  of 
form.  There  was  no  constitutional  prindple  lovdved  io 
it.  It  only  authorised  the  eourta  of  the  Urdted  State*  to 
mpply  the  want  of  a  copy  of  the  record.  It  was  intended 
to  obviate  the  difiiculty  which  was  likely  to  arise  ftom 
the  novel  provinon  contained  in  the  8th  section  of  the 
replevin  law  of  South  Carolina,  which  makes  it  penal  in 
the  clerk  to  furnish  such  record.  This  provision  did  not 
meddle  with  the  penslty  of  the  clerk  of  the  State  court, 
but  contented  itself  with  providing  means  to  supply  tbe 
defieiencw. 

The  flfth  section  autlHMizee  the  employment  of  miUtny 
force  under  extraordinary  cireumstanees  too  powerftil  to 
be  overcome  without  such  agency,  and  to  be  preceded  by 
the  proclamation  of  the  Preudent  What  he  had  already 
said  had  reference  also  to  thb  section  of  the  bill.  He 
would  now  merely  refer  the  Senate  to  some  preoedenti. 

Tbe  firrt  preeedent  which  he  would  notice  was  to  be 
bund  in  the  act  of  Hay  3d,  1793,  vol.  3,  p.  384»  repeal- 
ed by  the  act  of  February  38, 1795,  renewing  the  power 
to  call  forth  the  miUtia,  which  act  was  still  in  force.  This 
law  grew  out  of  the  Western  Insurrection  in  Pemwylva* 
nia.  Like  the  present  bill,  iJthoug^  it  was  merely  in- 
tended to  meet  tnat  exigency,  it  was  so  fhuned  as  to  con- 
tinue in  force.  So  the  bill  under  oonnderation,  althoagb 
it  had  special  reference  to  South  Oandlna,  pitted  not 
to  her  alone.  If  the  opposition  to  the  laws  dionld  ex- 
lend  itself  and.  tbe  spint  of  disobedience  should  cxhiUt 
itself,  whether  in  the  South  or  the  North,  the  general 
principles  of  the  bill  would  be  equally  applicable.  It  was 
an  amendment  of  our  code  of  laws  to  which  the  attention 
of  CtHigress  had  now  been  called,  and  which  was  render^ 
ed  immediately  necessary  by  the  pecuBari^  of  our  pre- 
sent rituatian. 

Tbe  second  precedent  to  wt^eh  he  would  Invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  was  the  aet  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1807,  vol.  4,  p.  115,  **  to  suppress  insurrectidns  and  ob- 
structions to  tne  laws,"  and  "to  cause  tbe  laws  to  be  duly 
executed."  That  aet  authoriied  the  President  to  eaU 
out  the  land  and  naval  forces  to  suppress  insorrcctions, 
8cc.  These  were  the  objects  for  whidi  tben,  as  in  the 
present  bill,  this  extraordinary  power  had  been  conferred. 

Another  precedent  would  be  found  in  the  act  of  Jami- 
ary  9,  1809,  sec.  11,  vcd.  4,  p.  19^  to  enforce  the  e» 
bargo,  and  which  gives  the  power  to  employ  the  land  and 
naial  forces,  in  general  terms,  to  assirt  the  eustom-house 
oflicers.  There  was  at  that  moment  a  great  excitement 
although  nothing  like  the  solemn  position  in  which  South 
Carolina  has  now  placed  herself.  Tet  it  was  deemed  ex- 
pedient to  coakr  on  tiie  Frendent  this  power. 

He  would  now  refisr  to  the  last  preeedent  with  wlucb 
he  should  trouble  the  Senate.  It  so  happened  in  the 
history  of  Pennsylvania,  that  that  SUte  took  ttma  Vit' 
ginia  a  strip  of  land  bordering  on  the  Alle^uny  and  Otuo 
rivers.  On  this  strip  of  land,  where  Virginia  had  been 
accustomed  to  exercise  jurisdiction,  for  which  ttit  bad 
opened  the  tities,  and  where  she  l»d  held  ber  eourti, 
there  arose  an  insurrection.  This  had  been  called  the 
Western  Insurrection,  but  it  was  a  nngular  &et  that  it 
waa  eoi^ned  to  this  narrow  strip  of  land  which  Fenuyt 
mwa  (odE  from  Virgiua.  Tbe  Preddent  was  then  author^ 
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ized  to  call  out  the  militia  of  the  State,  becauM  they 
were  not  committetl  against  the  United  States,  but  were 
wilKne  to  obey  the  call.  The  man  to  whose  name  his- 
twy  has  no  parallel  put  himself  at  the  head  of  these 
troops  to  queu  the  insurrection .  AM  power  was  placed  in 
his  hands  by  the  act  of  November  S4»  1794,  toI.  3,  p.  451, 
and  the  Presdent  was  authorised  to  plai»  in  West  Penn- 
sylTania  a  corps  of 3, 500  men,  eitherdraughted  or  enlisted. 

The  sixth  section  of  the  bill  had  reference  to  the  re- 
plevin law  of  South  Carolina,  and  was  Justified  and  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  12th  section  of  that  act,  which 
prohibited  any  person  from  hiring  or  pemuttiiv;  to  be 
used  any  building-,  to  serve  as  a  jail  for  the  confniement 
of  any  person  committed  for  a  violation  of  the  revenue 
laws,  under  penalty  of  being  adjudged  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanbr,  and  fined  1000  doltars,  and  imprisoned  for  one 
year.  The  State  law,  therefore,  closes  all  the  jails  and 
buildings  of  South  Carolina  against  prisoners  helti  by  pro- 
cess from  the  United  States  for  a  refusal  to  yield  obe- 
dience to  their  laws.  It  was  necessary,  therefore,  thsit 
something  should  be  done.  I'he  case  might  not  be  fully 
met  bjr  the  resolution  of  3d  March,  1791,  vol.  2.  p.  336| 
and  this  section  merely  incorporatea  thai  proviuon,  with* 
out  the  introductton  of  any  novel  prindple. 

The  seventh  and  remaining  section  of  the  bill  extends 
the  writ  of  habctu  earput  to  a  case  not  covered  by  ex- 
isting laws.  These  Uws  do  not  extend  to  any  other  than 
cases  of  confinement  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  and  when  committed  for  trial  before  the  United 
Stated  Qonx\Mt  or  are  necessary  to  testify.  He  referred 
the  Senate  to  yt<A.  3,  p.  63,  to  the  14th  section  of  the 
judiciary  act.  The  present  sectitm  merely  extended  the 
privileges  of  that  act,  which  was  so  essential  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  liberties  of  our  citizens.  It  extended  the 
act  to-eases  of  imprisonment  for  executing  the  laws  of  the 
United  States.  There  would  be  nothing  objectionable 
in  this  sectiont  it  came  in  conflict  with  no  code  of  law. 
If  a  dtizen  were  confined  under  the  provisions  of  the  or- 
dinance of  the  24th  November,  1833,  he  could  have  no 
remedy  under  the  laws  as  tbev  now  eust  As  all  such 
cases  arose  under  the  lawa  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, this  sectkm  only  extended  the  privileges  of  the  writ 
of  habeat  eorpuM  to  meet  those  particular  cases  which 
had  originated  in  the  present  state  of  things. 

He  haul  now  done,  .having  fully  attempted  to  explain 
the  reasons  wlUeh  had  indoced  him  to  give  bis  sanction 
to  the  bill.  He  riMuld  only  say,  hi  addition,  that  if  it 
were  the  pleasure  of  Congreas  to  enact  this  bill  into  a 
law,  he  should  most  fervently  pray  that  no  ocearion  m%ht 
ever  occur  to  reqiure  a  resort  to  lu  provirions.  It  was 
bis  denre  that  the  present  bill,  when  it  should  become  a 
law,  might  be  rendered  unnecessary  by  a  return  of  the 
state  of  haffpy  tranquilli^  which  would  renew  the  cement 
of  our  Umon,  and  ought  lie  for  ages  to  come,  without 
the  necesri^  of  reference  to  its  provhtons,  dnmberinr  in 
tiw  libraries  (rfAe  lawyer  and  anmur  the  arcbhres  tif  le- 
gialation. 

WunSAAT,  SiXVAMX  30. 

THE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  provide  further  for  the  collection  of  the  duties  on 
import*— 

llr.  GRUNDT  asked  leave  to  restate  what  had  been 
already  stated  by  the  cluunnan  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Judieiary,  as  to  the  amendments  which  the  committee 
proposed  to  move  in  the  bill.  The  first  amendment  was 
to  strilce  out,  in  the  39th  dause  of  the  l«t  section,  the 
words  "  prevent  or,"  (the  effect  of  which  is  to  exclude 
the  power  proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the  Prendent  of 
the  ITidted  States  to  use  military  fbrce  to  prevent,  as  well 
as  to  nppresi^  any  riotous  asseroblafe,  flw.)  The  second 


was  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  bill  to  the  close  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  As  the  amendments  were  of 
much  importance,  he  had  felt  desirous  to. present  them 
more  distinctly  to  the  conwdcration  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  rose  to  address  the  Senate.  My 
voice,  said  he,  is  still  for  peace.  Thinking  it  expe- 
dient, I  derire  to  secure  it  by  meana  most  sore  and 
ptacticable.  I  did  wish  that  the  discusrion  mig^t  have 
been  delayed  yet  longer,  to  have  advantage  of  all 
circumstances  that  mirat  occur,  as  well  those  which 
mi^t  result  from  the  legislative  action  of  the  Congress, 
as  from  the  action  of  the  Legislatures  of  the  States,  and 
also  from  the  friends  of  conciliation  and  fraternal  concord 
generally. 

His  wishes  on  this  subject  bad  to  yield  to  those  who 
differed  from  him,  and  he  was  now  compelled  to  enter 
into  this  discussion,  and  to  deliver  such  views  as  appeared 
to  himjust,  upon  the  question  at  issue.  In  doing  Oiii^  he 
hoped  no  should  observe  that  decorum  which  became  him 
as  a  member  of  that  distinguished  body  t  and  that  he  should 
in  no  instance  be  found  transcending  that  respect  which 
be  had  ever  felt  for  those  with  whom  he  had  the  honor 
there  to  he  associated.  He  sincerely  hoped  that,  even  in 
the  heat  of  argument,  not  a  nngle  expression  might  escape 
his  lips,  calculated  to  add  to  tut  excitement,  which,  both 
in  doors  and  out  of  dqors,  was,  he  feared,  already  great 
enough,  if  not  too  great.  But  it  was  necessary,  from  the 
natore  of  the  subject,  to  touch  on  the  conflicting  opiniona 
of  two  great  parties  which  bad  been  distinguisoed  in  the 
United  States,  and  had  alternately  held  the  reins  of  Gov- 
ernment. He  had,  from  early  ufe,  belong  to  one  of 
Uine  putieai  he  had  never  swerved  from  its  doctrinest 
and,  in  his  old  age,  he  still  saw  reason  to  abide  by  them, 
it  was  his  wish,  therefore,  on  the  present  occason,  to  put 
bis  opinions  fairly  before  the  public,  that  he  might  not 
be  understood  or  thought  to  advocate  doctrines  which  he 
did  not  advocate. 

He  would  tell  tbem,  then,  in  the  outset,  that  he  loved 
tbelTiuon.  It  was  becante  he  did  love  the  Union  that  be 
fielt  tumself  then  compelled  to  jmn  m  that  debate.  He 
wished  to  cherish  the  Union.  He  would  cherish  it  as  a 
saf^uard  against  foreign  invauon.  He  would  cherish  it 
as  a  bond  of  peace  and  concord  at  home.  Hei^ould 
cherish  it  as  the  roost  Ukely  means  of  protecting  the 
couDtty  from  the  enis  which  history  XxM  tbem  had  be&l- 
len  other  Governments,  who  had,  at  one  time,  enjoyed  a 
conuderable  share  of  liber^;  the  horrors  which  had  be- 
fidlen  revolutionary  Francci  and  the  cvib  wbidi  had 
been  acted  almost  befiwe  tbdrevesin  South  America. 
He  would  not  go  into  a  detail  of  the  honors  <^  civil  war. 
He  would  leave  them  to  the  mind  of  evei^  Senator  to 
imagine)  but  he  must  believe  that  the  most  vivid  imagiosr 
tion  would  fall  far  short  of  anticipating  the  horrors  of  a 
civU  war  like  that  Whicb  appeared  atwut  to  be  brought  on 
this  country.  When  he  looked  al  the  proapeets  befiwo 
tbem,  promiung  np  alleviation  of  the  burdens  <tf  the  pro- 
tective tariff,  and  at  the  hill  under  conrideraiion,he  eoold 
not  but  fear  that  those  awful  consequences,  eivil  war  and 
disunion,  must  follow  its  passi^. 

A  messsge  had  been  sent  to  tbem  tuxa  the  PreMdeatof 
the  United  Statea,  together  with  a  procbimation  addressed 
by  him  to  the  people  of  the  United  States.  They  bad 
bceh  told  by  the  honorable  Senator,  who  was  the  chair- 
man of  the  comn^ttee  by  which  this  bill  was  r^KBte^ 
and  who  opened  the  debate,  that  tiiis  bill  was  reaponaive 
to  the  message  of  tiie  Executive)  that  it  was  calculated 
and  dengned  to  meet  the  state  of  things  there  portrayed, 
the  fiu:t8  and  the  circumstances  alluded  to  in  the  procla- 
mation and  message.  Whilst  it  was  admitted  that  this 
wss  an  act  of  li^  legislation,  it  wss  justified  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  necesaaiy.  He  dMuld,  then,  treat  tlM 
bill  as  thourii  the  amendniwitB  oftred  tiiat  ncndng  Iqr 

alrendy  in  thcMUi  they 
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proposed  to  nuke  it  not  a  permanent  lav,  but  to  limit  its 
duration  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Conrreot.  He 
diould  treat  its  provisions,  therefore,  as  intended  to  ope- 
nte  directly  on  South  Carolina — he  meant  the  state  of 
thingt  in  South  Can^m  h  declared  and  portrayed  in  the 
meangc  of  (he  PreMdent,  in  the  ordinance  ef  South  Caro- 
Kna,  in  the  test  oath,  and  in  all  the  other  public  acts 
aUuded  to  in  the  message — the  procIaniation,and  the  train 
of  reasoninr  in  the  proclamalion  and  the  meisagc*  as  ap- 
plicable to  the  state  of  things  in  South  Carofina— -of  things 
expected,  not  done. 

Pumiing  this  object,  he  said  that,  lo  Imr  as  South  Caro- 
lina was  concerned,  the  ordinance  was  made  by  the  peo- 
ple of  that  State  in  their  highest  sovereign  character, 
organized  in  convention.  It  was  done  by  South  Carolina 
in  Tier  character  of  a  State.  So  were;  kIso  her  legislative 
acts.  The  whole  proceedings  in  South  Carolina,  to  whieh 
the  proclamation  and  message  allude,  are  facts  done  upon 
paper,  committed  by  wordt,  not  an  overt  act  of  re^stance 
■n  Hie  country:  not  any  blow  struck  t  no  violence  acted  t 
no  plan  executed  lorce  t  no  act  done,  or  threatened, 
bv  a  htwleH  banditti,  or  by  a  liotoos  assemblage  of  indi- 
Tiduals  convened  without  authority,  «■  in  contempt  of 
the  State  authority,  is  communicated.  But  every  fact  in 
South  Carolina  complained  of  relates  to  things  transacted 
by  the  people  of  South  Carolina  acting  in  their  high  sove. 
reign  character  in  ccmvention,  and  through  the  legislative 
and  executive  departments  of  their  organixed  jgevern- 
ment.  Every  thing  which  has  been  eompluned  of  s  done 
by  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Here,  once  ftH*  all,  he  desired  it  to  be  remembered,  that, 
when  he  spoke  of  a  State,  he  did  not  mean  an  intangible 
being,  a  mere  abstraction,  without  body,  soul,  intelligence, 
or  moral  responsibility)  but  of  a  State,  in  the  sense  in 
which  the  term  was  understood  in  international  law,  and 
in  our  own  codes,  as  people  within  a  defined  territory, 
bound  together  \tr  aocm  compact  ba^ng  a  Government 
and  laws  to  whicn  they  look  fin-  justice  and  protection, 
and  to  which  thqr  owe  the  eorrespomUng  obligations  of 
allegianoe  and  suppmt. 

In  the  argument  he  was  about  to  make,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  justify  the  extremities  to  whieh  South  Carolina  had 
gme.  nor  to  defend  all  the  pontions  she  had  assumed. 
He  meant  to  examine  the  constitution  of  the  eoontiyt  its 
eonstituent  |Mrts;  its  checks  and  bafauicest  fer  tiie  pur- 
poae  of  testing  the  soundness  of  the  doctrines  in  the  pro- 
clamation and  the  meas^fe.  and  proposed  by  the  bill  to  be 
established  by  force  of  aAns. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  subjects  embraced  by  the  pro- 
ceedings of  South  Carolina  afford  ample  field  for  the  exer- 
dse  orintellect  with  intellectt  sufBcient  room  for  the  ex- 
ercise of  a  mutual  spirit  of  amity,  coacession,  and  condlia- 
tion,  without  resofrting  to  the  sword  and  tfae  bayonet,  to 
pat  up  or  to  put  down  tiie  political  creed  of  the  one  or  the 
other  party. 

I  have  witnessed  the  raj^ngs  of  the  natural  elements, 
when  the  blackening  clouds  gathered.  I  have  seen  the 
forked  flashes  blaze  upon  the  mountain,  and  yet  the  rock 
that  decked  the  mountwn's  brow,  and  defied  the  storm, 
remained  unscathed  by  the  lig^itninga  of  heaven.  I  have 
heard  the  damoring  of  tbe  winds,  and  seen  the  proud 
forest  bmd  before  Uie  majesty  of  nature.  In  the  fury  of 
the  atom  I  have  seen  the  HHid  ntother  press  her  infimt  to 
her  besom,  and  sigh  with  fearfiil  apprehension  that  her 
husband  might  be  exposed,  houseless,  '<  to  bide  the  pelt- 
ings  of  the  pitiless  storm."  But,  in  the  darkest  gloom  of 
elemental  strife,  there  was  a  consolation;  for  there  was  an 
assurance  that  the  storm  would  ceasc)  that  the  sun  would 
again  shed  his  ffbtdde^ing  rays  on  herb,  tree,  fruit,  and 
flower,  displaying  the  charms  of  nature  in  renovated  health 
and  lefreshened  verdure.  But  when,  in  the  storm  now  ga- 
thering in  tbe  political  horizon,  I  shall  hear  the  blast  of  k 
trumpet  tfie  neigfaiiq'  ot  the  steeds,  the  noiqr  drum,  tbe 


resoundings  of  the  heavy.toned  fiery-mouthed  cannoni 
when  I  shall  see  the  glittering  of  small  arms;  when  I  shaS 
read  the  proclamation  preparatory  to  mortal  strife  between 
States  and  State,  and  know  that  tbe  strife  is  in  foot  begun 
*'  in  all  the  piUe,  andporop.  and  drcumrtance  of  war,"  I 
dull  then  despair.  Tbete  will  be  no  assurance  that  tbe 
constitution  will  erect  its  proud  crest  above  the  struggling 
hosts,  and  come  out  unscathed  from  the  contest.  1  nave 
no  assurance  that  tbe  Union  will  survive  the  carnage  and 
embittered  feelings  engendered  in  the  impious  war  of 
child  against  parent,  brother  against  brother.  I  have  no 
assurance  that  the  rays  of  dril  liberty  will  again  gladden 
with  their  mild  beneficence  this  once  happy  Und.  These 
aremy  apprehensions.  The  union  of  tiieve  States  is  too 
pretious  to  be  set  at  hazard,  or  sported  with  by  tilts  and 
tournaments.  He  said  the  provisions  of  the  finh  section 
of  the  bill  appeared  to  him  to  lead,  by  a  direct  road,  to 
civil  war  and  a  severance  of  the  States. 

Mr.  B.  sud,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  false  issue  was 
presented.  The  question  of  war  agwnst  South  Carohna 
Is  presented  as  tbe  only  alternative.  This  issue  was  folse. 
The  first  cjuestion  is  between  justice  and  ii^ustice.  Shall 
we  do  justice  to  the  States  wno  have  united  witii  South 
Carolina  io  complaint  and  remonstrance  against  the  injus- 
tice and  oppresnon  of  the  tariff^  Shall  we  cancel  the 
obligations  of  justice  to  five  other  States,  because  of  the 
impetuonty  and  impatience  of  South  Carolina  under  wrong 
andoppresnbn?  Tbe  question  ought  not  to  be  whether 
we  have  the  phyucal  power  to  crura  South  Carolinai  but 
whether  it  is  not  our  duty  to  heal  her  diacontents;  to  con- 
ciliate a  member  of  the  Union  t  to  give  peace  and  happi- 
ness to  the  adjoining  States  which  have  made  common 
cause  with  South  Carolina,  so  far  as  complaint  and  remon- 
strance go.  Are  we  to  rush  into  a  war  with  South  Caro- 
lina to  compel  her  to  remain  in  the  Union  *  Shall  we  keep 
her  in  the  Union  by  force  of  arms,  for  the  purpose  of 
compelling  her  subnusMon  to  the  tariff  laws  of  which  she 
complains?  How  shall  we  do  this^  By  the  naval  and 
mllitaiy  force  of  tbe  United  States,  combined  with  ^ 
militiaf  Where  will  the  miUtia  come  from?  Will  Vir- 
ginia,  will  North  Carolina,  will  Georgia,  Misussippi,  or 
Alabama,  assist  to  enforce  submission  to  the  tarifflaws,  tbe 


i'ustice  and  constitutionality  of  which  they  have,  by  reso- 
■it!an«  nn  vmir  AIm.  <1*nSw1  numr»nAnw»v  aMin'  Will 


lotions  on  your  files,  denied  over  and  over  again? 
those  States  asast  to  forge  chains  by  which  they  them- 
selves are  to  be  bound?  Is  Uiis  to  be  expected  in  tbe  or- 
dinary course  of  chance  and  probability^ 

He  earnestiy  entreated  the  Senators  to  reflect  on  the 
probable  consequences  of  the  measures  proposed  by  the 
bill.  Are  we  not  approaching  too  near  to  the  condition 
of  Great  Britun,  when  the  colonies  were  petitioning  for  a 
redress  of  grievances?  when  the  ministry,  armed  with  her 
militarv  and  naval  forces,  looked  on  the  remonstrances  of 
her  colonies  with  contempt?  Their  compUnts  could  not 
reach  the  tiironei  their  reasonings  could  only  awaken  the 
liberals  of  the  kingdom,  but  could  not  quench  the  ttiius- 
terial  thirst  for  money  and  for  power. 

Has  not  South  Carolina  been  treated  by  the  proclama- 
tion pretty  much  in  the  style  in  wlilch  Lord  Hillsboroueh 
treated  the  colony  of  Massachusetts,  requiring  that  certain 
resolutions  should  be  rescinded.'— (Here  Mr.  Biia  read 
from  Holmes's  America,  the  following:] 

"On  the  9Sd  of  April,  1768.  Lord  Hillsborougli  wrote 
to  Governor  Barnan^  of  Massachusetts,  statinr  that  tbe 
proceeding  which  gave  rise  to  the  circular  letter  was 
'  unfair,  contrary  to  the  real  sense  of  tbe  assembly,  and 
procured  by  surprise;*  and  instructing  him,  '  so  soon  as 
the  General  Court  is  i^;ain  assembled,  to  require  of  the 
Houseof  Representatives,  in  his  Majesty's  nunc,  to  reacuid 
tbe  resolution  which  gave  bb^  to  the  circular  letter  fhim 
tiie  Speaker,  to  declare  their  disapprobation  of,  and  dis- 
sent to,  that  rash  and  hasty  proceeding." 

Mr.  B.  prooeedcd  toaUode  to  the  obnoxious  acts  which 
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gaTe  rise  to  the  reiistance  of  Masnchiuetti  to  tlie  British 

Sower— the  Boston  port  bill,  the  te»  tax,  &c.  Great 
ritain  sent  her  armies  in  the  confident  expectation  that 
the  proTince  would  be  immediately  orecrun.^  But  what 
had  aggrieved  and  injured  the  interests  of  Massschusetts, 
toucbM  the  riglits  and  interests  of  all;  and  all  united  in 
one  common  cause,  united  to  resist  what  they  all  believed 
to  be  oppressive  and  unjust. 

He  would  here  notice  objections  which  he  had  heard 
(he  would  not  say  oa  that  floor)  to  redudnff  the  tariff* 
according  to  the  reconunendation  of  the  Presideafs  mca- 

It  it  said,  '*  South  Carolina  has  put  herself  in  battle 
array  agiunst  the  Government  j  she  has  assumed  a  miUtary 
attitude)  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  must  not 
be  dictated  to  by  a  member  of  the  Union."  She  must 
submit.  In  like  manner  Lord  North  reasoned  in  bis  day. 
[Here  llr.  B.  read  from  Mr.  Hohnes's  History,  as  follows:] 

"Ootiiel3tb  of  April,  1770,  the  Kinggave  his  consent 
to  ths  act  of  repealing  the  doties,  with  tiie  exception  of  the 
duty  on  tea.  When  the  stamp  act  was  repeaira,  the  Par- 
liament took  care  to  pass  an  act  '  fhr  securing  the  depen- 
dence of  America  on  Great  Dritain.*  That  decUratory 
act,  and  this  reservation  of  the  duty  on  tea,  left  the  cause 
of  contention  between  the  two  countries  in  its  entire  force. 
Lord  North,  who  had  moved  the  repeal  of  the  obnoxious 
port  duties  of  1776,  excepting  the  duty  on  tea,  being 
strongly  urged  by  the  member*  in  oppoAtion  not  to 
persevere  in  the  eontention,  when  he  relinquished  the 
revenue,  replied:  '  Has  the  repeal  of  the  stamp  act 
taught  the  Americans  obedience  i  Has  our  lenity  inspired 
them  with  moderation?  Can  it  be  proper,  while  they  de- 
ny our  legal  power  to  tax  them,  to  acquiesce  in  the  argu- 
ment of  illegalify,  and,  by  the  repeal  of  the  whole  law,  to 
give  11^  that  power?  No:  the  properest  time  to  exert  our 
ngfati  of  taxation  it  when  the  ri^t  if  refused.  To  tem- 
porize is  to  yieUi  and  the  authority  of  the  motlier  coun- 
try, if  it  is  now  unsupported,  will,  in  reality,  b^  relin- 
quished  forever.  A  total  repeal  cannot  be  thought  of  till 
America  is  prostrate  at  our  feet' " 

Lord  North's  pompous  idea  of  prostrating  America  be- 
fore the  British  lion  proved  to  be  but  a  phuitasma  which 
tickled  the  bnun  of  a  haughty  aristocracy,  in  the  confi- 
deace  of  poweri  fbrgetting  right:  a  project  of  oppresuon 
and  ii^ustice  which  the  Omnipotent  Dispenser  of  Justice 
would  not  suffer  to  be  carried  into  execution.  Let  us 
take  warning  from  our  experience^  let  us  profit  by  the 
examplei  let  us  avoid  a  nmilsr  catastrophe.  If  we  turn 
a  deaf  ^  to  the  complaints  and  remonstrances  of  the 
South}  if  we  attempt  to  silence  and  put  down,  by  foroeof 
•rmi,  the  TiHce  ofreasonMid  justice^  mi^  not  the  attempt 
be  followed  by  sinular  misfortunce— by  a  like  &tal  catai- 
trophe?  May  we  not  see  a  union  of  common  resistance, 
established  1^  common  interest,  among  those  who  suffer 
n  common  with  South  Carolina?  May  we  not  seeanotber 
union  arise,  on  tbe  ruins  of  the  present  constitution,  in 
that  section  of  the  country  which  is  now  complaining  and 
suffering  under  tbe  system  of  protective  duties?  Let  us 
pKUse  before  we  foUow  the  example  of  Great  Britain  j  let 
ui  not  rashly  rush  into  civil  vari  let  usexaminethe  foun- 
dations of  ourinstitiilionsi  let  us  look  at  the  past  and.tbe 
future,  and  see  if  it  be  wise,  pnident,  or  just,  to  make  war 
upon  a  sovereign  pet^Ie^  State— a  constituent  member 
of  this  union  of  States.  It  is  not  a  mob,  a  parcel  of  tiat- 
ers  a  lawless  pack  of  banditti  and  iiwurgents,  that  this 
bill  proposeato  "suppress"  by  military  force.  It  is  not 
a  *<riotous  assemblage  of  persons  resisting  the  custom- 
house officers,"  **  or  in  any  other  manner''  oppoung  the 
execution  of  Uierevenue  laws,  "or  otherwise  assisting  and 
abetting  violations  of  the  same."  Not  it  is  the  State  of 
South  Carolina:  tbe  people  acting  in  convention  by  ordi- 
naneei  tbe  Legislature  and  tiie  Executive  of  South  Caro- 
lina, untruly  called  by  this  bill  a  "  riotous  assemblage. 


Her  firdinance  and  her  laws  are  alluded  to  under  tbe 
warAs,  "or  in  an^  other  manner  opposing  or  otherwise 
as^ting  and  abetting."  Disguise  it  as  they  niay,  by  u- 
plying  nicknames,  contrary  to  the  usage  of  language,  tu 
Government,  andauthoritiesandpeopw  of  South  Carolina, 
acting  in  obedience  to  her  ordinance  and  laws,  are  aimed 
at,  and  intended  to  be  included  in  the  provisions  of  this 
bill.  Mr.  B.  said  he  could  not  be  under  a  mistake  in  this. 
The  chumian  of  tbe  committee  has  told  us  the  bill  was 
respontive  to  the  mcisget  that  amies  upon  die  wfinano* 
and  laws  of  South  Carolinat  and  so  uu  die  kogorabk 
chairman.. 

This  bill  proposes  to  treat  the  people  of  South  Carolina, 
who  shall  act  in  obedience  to  the  State  onUnsnee  and 
laws,  as  rioters  and  insurgents.  It  proposes  to  plaec  the 
alle^ance  of  the  people  of  the  State  to  their  immediate 
State  Government  in  direct  collision  with  their  fidelity  to 
the  Federal  Government;  to  place  the  citiseaaof  South 
Cardina  in  an  attitude  in  whidi  they  must  be  eompelled 
to  take  part  in  arms  with  the  federal  authorities,  or  widi 
the  State  authorities.  Both  Governments  have  tbe  power 
to  define  and  punish  treason,  and  other  offences;  botk 
Governments  nave  the  power  to  call  tbe  militia  into  ser- 
vice. The  plain,  peaceable,  sober,  industrious,  unsopbia- 
ticatcd  citizens,  .are  to  be  pUced  in  tlie  sad  alternative  of 
committing  treason  and  crime,  either  against  thcar  Slate 
Government,  or  agunst  the  Federal  Goveminent.  Iftbi^ 
refuse  to  obey  the  call  of  their  8t^,  they  are  subject  to 
punishmenti  if  they  do  obey,  and  appear  in  arms  agunat 
tbe  military  of  tbe  Federal  Governraent,  they  are  to  ha 
treated  as  enenues,  and  to  be  shot  down.  Take  which 
ride  they  may,  if  they  survive  the  conflict,  tbey  arc  liable 
to  be  punished  as  offenders  and  traitors  by  the  power 
which  shall  ultimately  prevul  in  the  contest.  From  traa- 
SMI,  and  crime*  and  oisgnic^  there  is  to  be  riorsAigebvt 
in  death. 

There  is  an  important  distinction  runnii^  throughout, 
between  the  cases  for  which  the  acts  of  Congress  were 
heretofore  made,  and  ^ted  as  military  precedents^  and 
the  cases  to  which  this  bill  is  intended  to  apply.  In  the 
former,  all  the  persons  against  whom  the  militaty  force 
was  authorized,  were  truly  insui^nt  individuals,  rioten^ 
disturbers  of  the  peace,  not  having  the  countenance,  com- 
mand, or  panoply  of  State  law  and  State  auttHviqr-* 
offenders  agunst  all  autbmty,  both  State  and  fcderaL  In 
the  Utter,  the  persons  are  countenanced,  commanded, 
and  autiiorized,  and  have  the  protection  of  the  St^. 
The  former  were  literally  and  truly  insurgents,  babditrit 
rioters,  and  lawless:  the  latter  are  a  natioa,  a  Slnte^  a 
component  m«nber  of  thia  Union. 

(Tne  biU  proposes  to  invest  the  Prendent  with  power  fee 
march  the  troops  of  one  State  into  tbe  boaom  anodiert 
to  put  tbe  Union  at  war  with  itself)  to  wage  a  war  vriiieh 
must  involve  the  innocent  with  the  giulty.  Is  not  diss 
consideration  weighty  enough  of  itself  to  turn  our  thoqghla 
from  such  a  measure,  and  to  search  iorsoM  odwr  flMnna 
of  securing  peace  and  good  order? 

Hr.  President:  If  we  make  war  upon  the  radinanoe, 
and  Government,  and  lawi^  and  peopW  of  SonthiCarolian 
—conquer  her,  prostrate  her  in  the  dns^  what  are  wn  to 
do?  Govern  tbe  people  and  territory  as  a  copqMred 
colony?  South  Carolina  b  a  membn  of  the  Union,  md 
the  constitution  guaranties  to  her  a  republican  fbrin  of 
Government    It  we  extinguirii  her  the  fedmd 

escutcheon,  we  violate  the  constitution.  If  we  gover* 
her  by  a  peculiar  law,  different  from  the  rule  applic^Ie 
to  tbe  other  States,  we  break  the  constitution.  Viewed 
in  every  light  in  which  it  is  presented  to  my  mind,  tbe  bitt 
seems  to  me  to  be  in  c«wict  irith  the  constitution,  snd 
tends  to  drive  South  Can^na  from  tbe  Umon  by  the  pow- 
er of  tbe  sword. 

That  I  may  not  i4ipear  to  have  spoken  too  strongly,  I 
will  call  die  attention  of  die  Senate  to  th*  fint  andfifth 
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■eoUoiu  of  the  bill.  As  to  tbe  otheza,  «Itbouf  h  unguard- 
•d  and  objectionablei  tbey  may  be  amended.  So  long  as 
ttic  contest  ia  between  judidary  and  judiciary,,  so  lung  as 
it  is  waged  by  opinions  aod  couotw-opinionst  with  presa 
and  paMTfOT  pen  aad  pap«v  <■  crapintiTely  hamlesa. 
U  i*  when  ibtM  ia  to  be  employed  that  I  am  i^prebeBan 
of  danger.  - 

[Here  Mr.  B.  read  from  the  bill  the  proriaion  wlucb 
•otboriMd  the  renoTsl  of  the  custoiu-houaai»  and  even 
to  keep  them  on  board  a  veaw],  where  the  collection 
tA  the  reTMHM  is  oiutnicted  or  threatened:  "and  it 
■ball  Im  the  ^ty  ^  ttie  collector  to  raida  ait  loch  place, 
wad  there  to  detain  aM  veiMk  and  cai^oes  arrinng  within 
the  said  diitrtot,  until  the  duties  imposed  on  laid  cargoes 
by  b,w  be  paid  in  cash,  deducting  interest,  acooiding  to 
axisting  lawa^  and*  in  such  cases,  it  ahaU  be  unlawful  to 
take  the  vessel  or  cargo  Crom  tbe  custody  of  the  proper 
oiBcer  of  tbe  custoHW,  unless  by  process  irom  some  court 
of  Ute  United  State*."] 

Or  thispart  of  t&e  section  he  would  reaoarlc,  that,as  i( 
«a»  ap^ad  to  the  State  of  Soitfh  Carolina  alone,  it  ia  a 
vioJation  of  tbe  coDstUation,  vUcb  requires  that  "  no 
preArenee  ahall  be  g^ren,  by  any  reguUtion  of  WHDmerce 
or  rereaue,  to  the  ports  of  one  SUte  over  another."  The 
distinction  between  one  port  and  another  ia  apparent  and 
t^pressive,  which  makes  dutiea  payable  at  one  port  it)  cash, 
anainoUiersin  bonds.  As  to  so  much  of  the  section  as  di- 
recU  that  the  goods  abidl  be  kept  till  the  moBe^  is  paid,  he 
would  my  notbii^,  as  he  would  not  dwell  on  mmute  points 
while  others  of  great  importance  demanded  attention. 

The  section  goes  on  to  pronda  that  <*in  case  of  any 
attempt  otherwise  to  take  any  vessel  or  cargo  by  any  force 
or  comlHnation,  or  assemblage  of  persons  too  great  to  be 
overcome  by  the  officers  of  tbe  castoms,  it  riuU  and  may 
be  lawfiil  far  the  Prei^nt  of  the  United  States,  or  such 
person  or  peraona  aa  he  shall  have  empowered  for  that 
purpose,  t»  empkqr  auoh  put  of  the  land  w  naval  G^roes, 
or  m^a  «r  tbe  United  States,  as  ma?  be  deemied  neoes- 
cary,  fivtbe  purpose  of  preventing  the  removal  of  such 
TCsael  orcargo,  and  protecting  tbe  officers  of  the  customs 
in  retaining  unt  custody  thereof;  and  also  for  the  purpose 
of  suppressing  any-arased  or  riotous  assemblage  of  per- 
sona reusting  tbe  cuatem'house  officers  in  the  exercise  of 
their  duties,  or  in  any  hianner  opptfung  the  execution  of 
the  revenue  laws  of  tbe  United  States,  or  otherwise  vio- 
.  latiiwor  Siusting  and  abetting  violationaof  the  same." 
The  offeacea  included  under  tbe  wiwds  ■*  or  in  any 
Banner  oppoung  the  execution  of  the  revraiue  laws,  or 
otherwise  awsting  and  abetting,"  are  too  general  and  un- 
defined. Thej[  do  not  go  sufficiently  into  detail,  to  secure 
the  rif^ts  of  citizens  in  a  free  tiovemment.  Such  general 
termain  creating  oSisnccs,  conferring  powers  on  military 
effieera  to  riioot  down  the  supposed  offenderit  auit  only 
dc^Httie  GovemianitSf  where  Uie  subject  is  eonsiderea 
but  a  Uiing,  the  propoty  of  the  autocrat    l*hey  do  not 
eompoft  with  the  genius  of  our  institutions.    If  tlie  mili- 
tary is  to  supplant  the  civil  authori^' )  if,  instead  of  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial  by  jury,  the  supposed  ofilcnder  is  to  be 
executed  at  once  by  the  soWery,  shot  down  as  a  wild 
beast,  the  o6ence  sboukl  be  clearly  defined  snd  fiagnuit. 
Mow,  air,  I  do  object  to  conferring  on  tbe  Chief  Hag^ 
tnlB  and  hia  aubiwdinata  military  olBcera  tbe  power  to 
dadtre  and  punish  f^enees,  included  under  such  vague 
•imresneias.   The  power  which  t  would  give  to  the  Pre- 
sident of  my  choice,  I  would  ^ve  to  any  other  President; 
bat  I  Would  not  trust  any  President  with  such  power.  1 
vonkl  not  aet  so  bad  an  example,  to  exert  its  dangerous 
infiuence  on  future  genetations.    If  one  President  is  in 
Tested  mth  such  aunority,  it  becomes  a  precedent  for 
future  Legislatures  to  imitate  and  enlarge,    liy  objections 
are  net  Mated  at  the  man  who  is  in  the  Executive  cbur, 
bvC  tiiey  aUude  to  general  prindptei'-to  the  safeguards 
of  ciril  Bber^. 


Hr.  B.  then  passed  to  the  coaMderatioa  of  tin  UUl 
section,  which  be  read  aa  follows: 

Sec  5.  Jind  bt  it  furtiur  eaaUedt  That  whenever  the 
Presiduit  of  the  United  State*  ahall  be  ofiiciaDjr  infbnaed 
by  the  authoiitiea  of  any  State,  or  by  tiie  eiroait  and  ona 
ta  the  diatriet  judgea  of  the  United  States  In  the  State, 
that,  within  the  limttB  of  sudi  State,  any  hw  or  lawa  of 
tb*  United  States,  or  the  execution  thereof,  at  of  any 
process  from  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  will,  in  any 
event,  be  obstructed  by  the  employment  of  military  forc^ 
or  by  any  oAer  unlawful  me*as,too  fgrtaX  to  be  ovarcema 
by  the  ordinary  course  of  judioal  procce^ng,  or  by  tha 

Eower  vested  in  tbe  marshal  by  existing  laws,  it  tbaU  bv 
Lwfiil  for  him,  the  President  of  tbe  United  States,  forth- 
with to  issue  his  proclamation,  declaring  such  &ct  w  in- 
formation,  and  requiring  all  such  military  and  other  force 
forthwith  to  disperse  I  and  if,  at  an^  time  after  iaauing 
such  proclamation,  any  such  opposition  or  obstruction 
sliall  be  made,  in  the  manner  or  by  the  means  aforesaid, 
the  President  shall  be,  and  hereby  is^  Mithorized  prompt- 
ly to  employ  such  means  to  resist  and  san>resa  the  same, 
and  to  cause  the  sud  law*  or  prooess  to  be  duly  executed, 
aa  are  autiiorized  and  provid^  in  the  cases  therein  men- 
tioned by  the  act  of  the  twenly-ei^th  of  February, 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninet^.five,  entitled 
"  An  act  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute 
tbe  lawa  of  the  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  repel  inva- 
sions, and  to  repeal  the  act  now  in  force  for  that  pur- 
pose;" and,  also,  by  the  act  of  the  third  of  March,  <mc 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seven,  entitled  '*  An  act 
autborisin|rtbe''cmplo;jrment  of  the  land  and  naval  fiwees 
of  the  United  States,  in  cases  of  insurrection." 

Mark  the  words;  when  the  Preudent  is  officially  in- 
formied  that  tbe  operation  of  the  law  "will,  in  any 
event,  be  obstructed  by  military  force,"  or  "by  any 
other  unlawful  means,"  be.,  he  may  issue  his  pro- 
clamation, and  thereafter  employ  military  force.  Now^ 
sir,  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the  meaning  of  < '  any  other  anlawfol 
means." 

Are  tliey  not  intended  to  include  the  state  of  things  in 
South  Carolina^  Do  they  not  mean  that,  if  tbe  State 
shall  not  rescind  the  ordnance  and  her  laws,  the  Presi- 
dent may  employ  tbe  army,  navy,  and  militia,  to  compel 
her?  They  are  intended  to  oppose  South  Carolina  by 
force  <^  arms— by  war.  Yes,  «r,  it  is  war  against  a  State: 
it  autboriaei  a  declaration  of  war  against  the  State  of 
Sooth  Carolina,  to  be  made  by  proclamation  of  tbe  Pre- 
sident, in  his  di*cretion,upon  aner,  not  upon  existing  facts. 

The  power  to  declare  war  is,  b^  the  constitution,  vest- 
ed  in  the  Congress.  They  are  to  jqdge  and  decide  on  tbe 
policy  and  expediency  of  so  calamituus  a  measure,  before 
the  honest  industrious  yeomanry  of  the  country  are 
called  ftam  their  peaceful  homes  to  partake  of  tbe  toil% 
privations,  and  miierlea  of  war.  But  in  defence  of  the 
constitution,  which  ha  will  violate  by  this  very  act,  we 
are  to 'confer  upon  a  aingle  Executive  M^istrate  the 
power  vested  in  Congren  by  the  constitution.  Yes,  sir, 
it  is  giving  power  to  tbe  President  to  declare  war,  and  to 
make  such  declsration  effectual  by  the  naval  and  miUlary 
forces.  Sir,  1  am  not  in  favor  of  this.  **Ithaaao  awfiu 
squinting  towards  monarchy." 

While  on  thia  part  of  the  subject,  my  mind  leads  mo 
to  thoae  times  when  the  colonies  mtintained,  as  rightful, 
resistance  to  unjust  and  oppreasive  usurpatiom  when  the 
spirit  of  freedom  and  patrtotism  animated  tiie  breasts  of 
our  ancestors.  Great  Britain  attempted  to  introduce  mi- 
litary force  to  overawe  and  bumble  the  crfony  of  Hsssa- 
cliusetts.  A  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  Massachu- 
setts wna  passed  in  1769,  declaring  "  that  the  establish- 
ment of  a  standing  army  in  this  colony,  in  time  of  peace, 
is  an  invasion  of  natural  rights;  that  a  standing  army  ia 
not  known  ss  a  part  of  the  British  constitutioni  uat 
sending  an  armed  fbroe  into  the  col<my,  under  pretence 
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of  uaiiting  the  ciril  authority,  is  highly  dangeroua  to 
herty,  unprecedented,  and  unconstitutional." 

This  bill  proposes  to  send  the  army  and  nary  against 
South  Carohna,  under  pretence  of  aansting  the  civil  au- 
thori^  of  the  United  States.  Instead  of  hearing  the  com- 
piiunta  of  South  Carolina,  and  leeiflating  on  the  tariff,  the 
source  of  her  comphunt,  we  autliorize  the  President  to 
declare  war.  By  an  act  of  conciliaUon,  we  may  heal  the 
unhappy  discontents.  Because  public  sentiment  defies 
our  law,  we  are  invited  to  send  a  standing  army  to  sup- 
press the  authorities  of  a  sorereign  State.  Sir,  is  it  not 
monstrous,  when  the  very  message  of  the  Prendent  de- 
clares that  the  system  complained  ^  is  .unjust  ai}d  op< 

CreMive,  to  seixe  upon  this  bill,  and  bring  into  effect  the 
w  of  force,  instead  of  the  Uv  of  justice,  reaion,  and 
conciliation?  Instead  of  turning  a  listening  ear  to  the 
complaints  of  South  Carolina,  we  are  to  turn  upon  her 
our  cannon.  Should  we  not  first  try  to  appease  these 
discontents,  by  legislating  on  the  subjectsofher  grievance, 
in  a  spirit  of  justice,  attempted  by  a  spirit  of  mutual  con- 
cession and  conciliation^  Is  it  not  wanton,  when  we  have 
at  hand  a  remedy  so  easy  and  peaceAiI,  to  have  recourse 
to  the  ^'uUimaraHo,"  the  law  of  force? 

Nature  has  established  diversity  of  climates.  Interests, 
and  habits,  in  the  extensive  territories  embraced  by  this 
Union.  We  cannot  assimilate  these  differences  by  legis- 
latiouo  We  cannot  conquer  nature.  Other  differences 
have  been  introduced  by  human  laws  and  adventitious 
circumstances,  veiy  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  be  ad- 
justed by  one  Genend  Legidature.  Hence  the  necessity 
of  local  Government  with  their  appropriate  powers,  and 
a  General  Government  with  its  appropriate  powers. 
Therefore,  the  respective  States,  in  making  up  the  pre- 
sent system  of  Federal  Government,  reserved  to  them- 
selves all  the  powers  which  were  local  in  their  nature, 
and  which,  if  exercised  by  any  other  than  themselves, 
were  likely  to  lead  to  the  most  prejudicial  consequences. 

It  seemed  to  him,  that  the  proclamation  and  message 
Mser^  in  substance,  that,  by  the  declaration  of  indepen- 
dence, these  United  States  were  one  nnrie  consolidated 
nation;  tbat  the  constitution  was  made  oy  the  United 
States  as  one  single  nationt  adopted  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  as  one  peoplet  or,  in  otiier  words,  that  it 
was  adopted  by  a  consolidated  mass  of  the  whole  people, 
in  contradistinction  to  the  views  of  many  of  our  most  dis- 
tinguiriied  statesmen,  that  it  was  adopted  by  the  people 
.  of  the  States,  respectively.  It  is  important,  to  sustain  the 
first  and  fifth  sections  of  this  bill,  that  the  grounds  taken 
in  the  prodanuition  and  message  should  be  adopted;  that 
is  to  say,  that  the  constitution  be  made  to  spring  from  the 
whole  u  a  mass,  and  not  from  the  people  in  States,  acting 
as  separate  and  distinct  Governments.  It  is  in  the  for- 
mer view  only  that  the  people  of  South  Carolina,  acting 
in  obediefice  to  State  authorities,  can  be  treated  as  rioters 
and  lawlev  ban^tti.  If  the  other  new  of  the  constitu- 
tion he  correct,  then  we  cannot  treat  the  people  of  Sooth 
Carolina  as  rioters  and  lawless  banditti,  but  regard  them 
as  a  State,  and  war  with  them  as  a  State. 

My  creed  is,  that,  by  the  declaration  of  independence," 
the  States  were  declared  to  be  free  and  independent 
States  thirteen  in  number,  not  one  nation;  that  the  old 
articles  of  confederation  united  them  as  distinct  States, 
not  as  one  peoplei  that  the  trea^  of  peace  of  1783,  ac- 
knowledged their  independence  aa  States^  not  as  a  single 
nationt  raat  the  fodenu  constitution  was  framed  by  States, 
submitted  to  theStates,  and  adopted  hy  the  States,  aa  dis- 
tinct  nations  or  States,  not  as  a  single  nation  or  people. 

By  canvassing  these  conflicting  opinions,  we  shall  the 
better  understand  bow  far  South  Carolina  has  transcend- 
ed her  reserved  powers  u  a  soverrign  State  i  how  Sa 
we  can  lawfully  make  war  upon  beri  and  whether  we,  or 
South  Carolina,  are  likely  to  transcend  the  barriers  pro- 
vided in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States. 


To  view  these  questions  correctly,  let  us  look  to  the 
condition  of  the  colonies  before  they  threw  off  the  yoke 
of  the  mother  countn*.  As  colonies,  they  were  separata 
and  distinct  communitiesi  each  had  its  separate  Legidi^ 
ture  (by  some  termed  General  Conrt,)  its  Exemtire,  and 
JutUciary.  They  were  settled  under  distinct  chartert 
granted  by  the  crown.  They  were  planted  at  Afferent 
periods^  and  were  emphatically  distinct  Governments. 
In  that  condition  they  were  when  the  arbitrary  measures 
of  the  British  Government  roused  them  to  renstance. 
In  this  they  hsd  a  common  interest)  a  common  feelings 
common  burdens  to  complun  of;  and  held,  in  common,  a 
spirit  of  freedom,  which  ■  determined  them  to  unite  in  de- 
fence of  their  riolated  ririits.  When  renstance  was  the 
question,  they  deKberatod,  separately  at  first:  a  comnon 
cause  induced  them  to  interchange  communications,  and 
a  general  Congress  of  the  colonies  was  proposed  and 
adopted.  In  the  general  Congress  the  votes  were  taken 
by  colonies.  The  very  declaration  of  independence  waa 
voted  by  colonies.  Some  of  the  SUtes  had  declared 
themselves  independent  before  the  declaration  promuU 
gated  by  Congress.  North  Carolina  was  the  firstj  and  I 
have  seen  an  exemplification  of  the-oriffinat  document  in 
which  that  State  had  declared  herself  free,  aovereign, 
and  independent,  long  prior  to  the  declaraticm  by  pon- 
gress.  The  State  of  Virginia,  too,  preceded  Coi^rress  in 
her  declaration  of  independence- 

But  it  was  in  vain  to  go  into  details;  for,  before  the  4th 
of  July,  1776,  each  of  the  States,  by  its  acts  of  revstance 
to  granny  and  oppreanon,  had  thrown  off  its  alleginnca 
to  Uie  crown  of  Great  Britidn,  aasumed  to  itself  a  sove- 
reignty, and  claimed  the  right  to  consult  with  co-State^ 
and  to  form  a  league  for  common  defencej  and,  in  virtue 
of  such  riglit,  lUasend  delegates  to  the  General  Congress) 
did  there  assume  the  right  to  t&ke  their  stand  among  the 
nations  of  the  world.  The  first  meeting  of  delegates  waa 
held  in  September,  1774,  and  from  that  time  until  July, 
1776,  continued  to  consult  without  any  plan  or  league  to 
bind  them. — [Here  Mr.  B.  read  from  1  vol.  Laws  U.  8. 
chap.  1.  and  p.  1.]  I^nally,  in  July,  177fl»  the  dechrA- 
tion  of  independence  was  agreed  on;  and  it  is  called  the 
unanimous  declaration  of  the  thirteen  United  States  of 
America.    But  this  is  not  all.    The  instrument,  after 

S'ving  a  history  of  their  grievances,  and  speaking  of  the 
ilure  of  Great  Britain  to  hear  their  compUnts  and  re- 
dress titem,  concludes  witii  thia  em^iatic  langaagei 
"We,  therefore,the  Repreaentativea  oftheUiuted States 
of  America,  in  General  Coi^ress  assembled,  appealii^  to 
the  Supreme  Judge  of  the  world  for  the  rectitude  of  our 
intentions,  do,  in  the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  the 
good  people  of  these  colonies,  solemnly  publish  and  de- 
clare tiiat  these  United  Colonies  are,  and  of  ri^t  ought  to 
be,  free  and  independent  States."  Not  an  indepMident 
nation,  but,  in  the  language  of  the  declaration,  free  and 
independent  States.  And  the  instniment  nea  liirther. 
It  declares  that  they  (the  States)  are  absolved  fhrn  nil 
allegiance  to  the  British  crOwn,  and  that  all  poUtical 
connexion  between  them  and  the  State  of  Great  Britain 
:is,  and  ought  to  be,  totally  dissolved;  and  that,  as  fi«e 
and  independent  States,  they  have  full  power  to  levy  war, 
conclude  peace,  contract  alhances,  estattliah  commerce, 
and  do  all  other  acts  and  things  which  independent  States 
may  of  right  do.  And,  for  the  support  this  declaration* 
witb  a  firm  reliance  on  the  protection  of  Dinne  ProvW 
dence,  we  mutually  pledge  to  each  other  our  livea^  our 
fortunes,  and  our  sacred  honor."  The  very  declfcration 
proehuming  to  the  world  that  thirteen  atars  had  risen  in 
the  firmanent  of  nations— not  a  nngte  nsition,buttbirteea— 
ought  to  have  arrested  the  statement  advanced  in  the 
pro^amation. 

On' the  11th  June,  1776,  it  had  been  reaolved  that  a 
committee  be  appointed  to  prmre  and  difest  a  Ann 
of  e(mfeder«ti9n,  to  be  entered  into  b^ween  the  c«- 
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lonies.  Upon  the  13th  July,  1776,  (Secret  Journi],  p. 
290,)  thai  committee  reported  a  draught  of  artictet,  which 
were  from  time  to  time  debated,  uanl  the  15th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1777. — (1  vol.  Secret  Journal,  p.  349.) 

Kov,  bearingin  mind  the  date*  of  these  respective  trans- 
actions,  wluch  viU  be  found  'n  the  first  volume  of  the 
Lavs  United  States,  p.  I  to  30,  it  mU  be  seen  that  at  the 
time  these  colonies  were  actioe  m  ^tinct  sovereignties, 
and  made  their  declaration  of  independence,  these  articles 
were  then  tn  Jieri^  and  were  not  even  reported  by  the 
committee.  But  ^cr  the  declaration  they  were  reported, 
agreed  on,  and  sent  to  the  several  States  for  ratincation. 
The  ratifications  were  adopted  by  the  remiective  Sttfes,  at 
different  limes,  and  s^ed  by  their  delegates  at  various 

?eriods  between  the  21st  July,  1778,  and  the  1st  of  March, 
761.  [Here  Mr.  Bibb  read  from  1  vol.  Laws  United 
Sutes,  p.  12  and  p.  30;  the  dates  of  the  signatores  by  the 
respective  States.] 

These  facts  sliow,  concluKvely,  ibat  so  far  from  the 
States  forming  themselves  into  a  single  nation  by  tbe  de- 
claration of  independence,  they  never  came  finally  into 
a  confederacy  until  the  delegates  from  Hatyland  sub- 
acribedthe  articles  in  1781.  The  preamble  itself,  said 
Mr.  B.,  is  a  refutation  of  any  idea  that  the  United  States 
is  one  nngle  nation.    It  is  as  followa: 

"Whereas  the  delegatesof  the  United  States  of  America, 
in  Congress  assembled,  did,  on  tbe  fifteenth  day  of^ovem- 
ber,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  seventy-aeven*  and  in  the  second  year  of  the  inde- 
pendence  of  America,  agree  to  certain  articles  of  confe- 
deration and  perpetual  union  between  tbe  Stales  of  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts  Bay,  Rhode  Island  and  Pro- 
vidence Plantations,  Connecticut,  New  ¥ork.  New  Jer- 
aey,  Penn^lvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  NtHth 
Carolina,  South  Qarolino,  and  Georgia,  in  the  words  fol- 
lowing, via: 

**  Articles  of  confederation  and  perpetual  union  be- 
tween the  States  of,"  Etc.  (naming  them.) 

Tbe  first  article  declares  that  the  style  of  this  confede- 
racy dial]  be  *■  The  United  States  of  America." 

The  second  article  declares  "  Utat  each  State  retains 
its  sovereignty,  freedom,  and  independence,  and  every 
power,  jurisdiction,  and  right,  which  is  not  by  this  con- 
federation expressly  delegated  to  the  Uniteo  States  in 
Congress  assembled.*'  So  far,  then,  from  being^  made  one 
nation  by  the  confederation,  and  aequiriiw  the  rights  of  na- 
tionality aa  such,  the  independence  tMT  the  several  States 
preceded  both  it  and  the  declaration. 

Again:  the  third  article  declares  that  *'4he  said  States 
hereby  severally  enter  into  a  firm  league  of  friendship 
with  each  other  for  their  common  defence,  the  security 
cf  th^r  liberties,  and  their  mutual  and  general  welfare; 
bindine  themselves  to  assist  each  uther  agmiiut  sU  fijrce 
ofifered  to,  or  attacks  made  upon  them,  or  any  of  them, 
on  account  td  religion,  sovereignty,  trade,  or  any  other 
pretence  whatever." 

And  again:  the  articles  of  confederation,  after  giving 
various  powers  to  tbe  GovernmHi^  in  the  thirteenth  ar- 
ticle, declare  that — 

**  Every  State  shall  abide  by  the  determination  of 
the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled,  on  all  questions 
wlucb  by  this  confederation  are  submitted  to  them.  And 
tbe  articlea  of  this  confi^ration  shall  be  inviolably  ob- 
served by  every  State,  and  the  Union  sludi  be  perpetual: 
nor  dwll  any  alteration,  at  any  time  hereafter,  be  made  in 
any  of  them,  unless  such  alteration  be  ^reedto  in  a  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  and  be  aflerwards  confirmed 
by  tbe  Legislature  of  every  State." 

But  tbe  proof  doc*  not  stop  here.  By  the  proviaonal 
articles  of  peace  of  tbe  30th  November,  1783,  and  by  the 
definitive  treaty  of  the  8d  of  September,  1783,  made  be- 
tween tbe  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  mutually 
rigned  and  accepted, -the  first  article  in  each  contuns  the 
Vol.  IX— 18. 


stipulation  that  "  His  Britannic  Majesty  acknowledges 
tbe  said  United  States,  viz:  New  Hampshire  Masnchu- 
setts  Bay,  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  plantations, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Vimnia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Georgia,  to  oe  free,  sovereign,  and  inde- 
pendent States;  that  he  treats  with  them  as  such 

Hie  fifHi  article  of  the  definitive  treaty  stipulates  <■  that 
the  Congress  shall  earnestly  recommend  it  to  the  Legisla- 
tures of  the  respective  States  to  provide  for  the  restitution 
of  all  estates,  rights,  and  properties,  which  have  been  con- 
fiscated," &c. 

The  sovereignty  of  the  States,  and  their  power  to  re- 
•tore,or  not,  the  confiscated  estates^  are  distinctly  acknow- 
ledged by  both  parties  to  the  defiidtive  treaty  of  peace. 
'  1  shall  not  stop  to  tnttie  the  watch  about  unqualified 
and  qualified  sovereignt^r-  ^  monarchy  may  be  limited 
or  unlimited.  A  republican  Government  may  confer  li- 
mited powers  to  the  agents  of  tbe  people,  or  unhmited 
powers.  A  quaUfied  or  unqualified  aovereignty  may 
eidstin  monarcniea  and  in  republics.  In  our  Oovemmenia 
tbe  sovereignty  is  in  the  people  of  each  State.  Tbe  State 
Governments  do  not  confer  unlimited  powera  over  the  do- 
mestic afiain  of  the  State.  But  yet  the  people  of  a  States 
united  under  a  State  Government,  constitate  a  sovereign- 
ty. A  portion  of  sovereign  power  is  ezpready  mtbheld 
by  the  Stale  constitutions. 

But  sovereigns  may  be  united  with  sovereigns,  and 
may  divide  delegated  powers  between  the  local  sove- 
reignties and  the  united  sovereigns.  The  United  Statei 
are  united  sovereignties.  The  people  have  delegated  a 
portion  of  their  powera  as  State  sovereignties  to  their 
particular  State  Government,  and  another  portion  to  the 
Government  of  the  united  sovereignties.  Neither  Gov- 
ernment is  an  unqualified  sovereignty.  The  State  and 
Federal  Governments  are  limited  qualified  sovereigntiest 
all  bound  to  keep  within  tiieir  reflective  spherest  each 
a  usurper  and  a  disturber  of  order  when  transcending  the 
limits  prescribed. 

Such  is  tbe  history  of  the  old  confederation  which 
brought  us  so  gloriously  through  the  war  of  the  revolu- 
tion. The  idea  that  it  was  a  «ngle  consolidated  nation, 
is  repelled  by  the  archives  of  the  SUtes,  by  the  journals 
of  Congress,  and  by  the  definitive  trea^  of  peace. 

I  win  next  proceed  to  examine  wheUier  this  idea  of  a' 
single  nation,  this  Government  made  by  the  people  in 
mass,  as  contradistinguished  from  the  people  of  toe  re- 
spective States,  is  sustained  by  the  history  and  context  of 
the  existing  constitution. 

On  the  2lBt  of  February,  1787,  Congress,  reciting  in  h 
preamble  "  that  there  is  a  provision  in  Uie  artictes  of 
confednmtion  and  perpetual  anion  for  making  alterations 
therein,"  by  assent  of  Congress  and  of  the  Legislatures 
of  the  several  States,  passed  a  resolution,  which  will  be 
found  in  the  first  volume  of  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States 
p.  59,  in  tiiese  words:— AesD&w^  That  in  the  opinion  of 
Congress,  it  is  expedient  that,  on  the  second  Monday  in 
May  next,  s  convention  of  delegates,  who  idtall  have  been 
appmnted  by  the  several  States,  be  held  at  Pbiladelpbis, 
for  the  sole  and  express  purpose  of  reviiiivflM  articles  oT 
confederation,  and  reporting  to  Congress  and  tbe  several 
Legislatures  such  alterations  and  provivons  therein  as 
sh^l,  when  agreed  to  in  Congress,  and  confirmed  by  tbe 
States,  render  the  federal  constitution  adequate  to  the 
exigencies  of  the  Government,  and  the  preservation  tg 
the  Union." 

In  purtuance  of  tiiia  resolution,  delegates,  appmnted 
by  the  several  SUtes,  met  in  convention.  On  the  ITUi  of 
September,  1787;  Congress  received  the  report  of  tbe 
convention  lately  held  m  Philadelphia,  in  the  foDowing 
words:  [Here  tbe  constitution  was  set  forth,  vCrbabm.— 
1st  vol.  Laws  U.  8.  p.  59,  fiO.] 

To  tlus  constitution  were  sppended  two  resolves  of  the 
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conTention,  (none  vol.  p.  70.)  Th«  first  »,  th*t  the  re- 
ported eoMtitutioii  be  laid  before  CongrcHi  '*tbat  it 
■hould  kftemrds  be  submitted  to  a  convention  of  dele- 

Stes  chotMi  in  each  State,  by  the  people  thereof  under 
B  recommendation  of  iti  Legiilature,  for  their  assent 
and  ratification,"  8ic. 

The  second  resolution  recommcndB,  that,  as  soon  as 
;iine  States  had  ratified,  the  Congress  "  aliould  fix  a  day 
on  which  the  electun  riiould  be  appointed  by  the  States 
which  shall  have  ratified  the  same,''  a  day  for  assembling' 
the  electors  to  vote  for  Frendent  and  Vice  Preudent, 
and  the  time  and  place  for  commencing  proceedings  un- 
der this  constitution,  Elc. 

To  the  reports  of  the  constitution  was  also  appended 
an  address  agreed  upon,  by  the  unanimous  order  of  the 
convention,  to  the  President  of  ConKTess.  In  this  letter 
these  sentiments  are  conveyed:  the  deure  long  felt, 
*<  that  the  power  of  making  war,  peace,  and  treaties,  that 
of  levying  money  and  regulating^  commerce,  and  the 
correspomlent  executive  and  judicial  authorities^  Aould 
be  fully  and  effectually  vested  in  the  General  Government 
of  the  Union.** 

"  It  is  obviously  impracticable  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment vX  these  States  to  secure  all  the  ri|^ts  of  indepen- 
dent aororngnty  to  each,  andyet  provide  for  the  interest 
'  and  safety  3t  alL"  The  difflculW  which  had  arisen  in 
fixing  the  rights  to  be  surrendered,  and  those  to  be  re- 
served, because  of  the  difference  among  the  several 
States  as  to  their  situation,  extent,  habits^  and  particular 
interests;,  the  great  importance  which  they  had  kept  in 
new,  *'tbe  consolidation  of  our  Union,  in  which  is  in- 
volved our  provpeii^,  felidty,  safety,  perhaps  our  national 
existehce." 

That  *'  the  constitution  we  now  present  is  the  tesuU  of 
a  spirit  of  amity,  and  of  that  mutual  deRrrence  and  con- 
cession which  ttie  peculiarity  of  our  political  situation 
rendered  indispensiJile/' 

That  each  State  should  consider  '<  that  had  her  interest 
been  alone  consulted,  the  consequences  might  have  been 
particularljr  disagreeable  or  injuriousto  others." 

Upon  this  report,  the  Coitness,1m  the  28th  Septem- 
ber, 1787,  came  to  the  ftdlowing  residve :  (p .  60. ) 

**  Retotoedt  uHmifnoiufy,  That  the  aud  repeat,  with  the 
'  resolutions  and  letter  accompanying  the  same,  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  aeveml  Legislatures,  m  order  to  be  submit- 
ted to  a  convention  of  delegates,  chosen  in  each  State,  by 
the  people  thereof,  in  conformity  to  the  resolves  of  the 
conveDtKn  made  and  provided  tn  that  case." 

The  constitution,  so  tniMnittol  to  the  Legiaktares, 
was  by  them  respectively  anbmitted  to  State  conven- 
tions, elected  in  each  State,  and  assembled  under  the  hw 
of  each  several  State. 

On  the  13th  September,  1788,  nine  States  unanimously 
in  Congress  adopted  a  preamble  and  resolution,  reciting 
the  resolve  of  Februaiy  Slat,  1787,  flJr  revising  the  arti- 
f;Iea  of  confederation;  Uie  report  of  the  convention  of  the 
17th  September,  1787|  the  reacdve  of  Congress  of  the 
36th  of  September,  1787,  for  transmitting  the  report, 
resolutions,  and  letter  to  the  several  Lertslatures;  and 
that  the  said  constitution  had  been  ratified  By  a  suffideiit 
number,  which  ratifications  had  been  received  by  Con- 
gress. Therefore  they  appointed  the  first  Wednesday  in 
January,  1789,  for  choosing  the  electors  in  the  several 
States  which  before  that  tdiould  have  ratified)  the  first 
Wednesdxy  in  February,  1789,  for  die  electors  to  assem- 
ble to  vote  for  President  and  Vice  President;  sndthe  first 
Wednesday  in  March,  1789,  for  commencing  proceedlnga 
un^er  aaid  constitution  at  New  York.  (See  preamble  and 
resolution  of  Uth  September,  1788.  Laws  U.  fl.  vol.  i. 
p.  60.) 

The  ratifications  were  at  the  following  times: 
1.  Dehvare,  December  13,  1787. 
3.  Fcnnsjrlvanif,  December  13, 1787. 


3.  New  Jersey,  December  18,  1787. 

4.  Connecticut  January  9,  1788. 

5.  Hassachusetto,  February  6,  1768. 

6.  Georgia,  January  2,  1788. 

7.  MaryUnd,  AprilS,  1788. 

8.  South  Carolina,  May  23,  1788. 

9.  New  Hampshire,  June  21,  1788. 

10.  Virginia,  June  S6,  1788. 

11.  New  York,  July  26.  1788. 

It  would  appear  that,  Cungress  having  appointed  the 
first  Wednesday  in  January,  1789,  for  choosing  electors, 
and  the  first  Wednesday  in  March,  1789,  for  proceedings 
under  the  constitution,  it  went  into  nperation  without 
North  Carolina  and  Rhode  bland.  North  Carolina  difl 
not  rati^  the  new  constitution  until  the  31st  November, 
1789;  Rhode  Island  not  until  the  29th  May,  1790.  Of 
the  two  Carolinas,  the  North  State  was  the  first  to  throw 
off  the  colonial  subjection  to  the  British  crown,  and  to 
encounter  boldly  the  consequences  of  those  awfhl  words, 
rebel  and  traitor, with  which  kings  never  Aiil  to  denounce 
those  who  defy  their  power  and  struggle  for  Bberty. 
She  was  quick  to  risk  all  in  war  against  a  foreign  power, 
for  liberty  and  independeuce,  but  slow  to  come  into  the 
compact,  until  she  believed  the  principles  of  civil  and 
political  liberty  were  sufiuently  guarded  from  contro- 
versy at  home. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  constitution  was  made  and 
adopted  by  the  States,  severally  and  distinctly;  for,  until 
it  was  ratified  by  a  State  for  herself,  and  by  her  own 
consent,  it  bad  no  obligation  on  her.  The  ratification  of 
eleven  States  could  not  impose  it  upon  North  Can^na 
and  Rhode  Island;  and  the  vote  of  twelve  States,  whidi 
itwluded  more  than  twelve-thirteenths  of  the  population 
at  the  United  States^  could  not  impose  it  upon  the  small 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  until  accepted  by  Iter.  There 
was  not  one  single  State  that  did  not  ratify  in  the  name  of 
the  State,  in  the  name  of  the  people  who  were  bound  to- 
gether in  the  State  Government.  Mr.  B .  referred  to  the  ra- 
tification by  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  quoted  from  it 
the  following  words:  «Be  it  known  unto  all  men,  that  we, 
the  delegates  of  the  people  uf  the  coumonwealth  ctf 
Fennnrlvania  in  general  convention  assembled,  have  w- 
sfinted  to  and  ratified,  and  do,  in  the  name  and  by 
the  authority  of  the  same  people,  and  for  ourselves,  assent 
to  and  ratify  the  foregoing  constitution,"  fcc.  Further, 
in  the  ratification  by  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  is  to  be 
found  the  following  language:  **In  convention  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,"  (then  the  act  of  the  Legi^ture 
of  New  Jersey,  authorizing  the  convention,  is  recited.) 
''Now  be  it  known,  that  we,  the  delegates  of  the  State 
of  New  Jersey,  chosen  by  the  people  thereof  for  the 
purpose  aforesaid,  having  maturely  deliberated  on  and 
considered  the  aforesaid  constitution,  do  hereby,  for  and 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  said  State  of  New  Jersey, 
ratify  and  confirm  ■  the  same,  and  eXerjr  part  thereof." 

These  two  r«tificationsare  fair  specimens  of  the  residue, 
and  seem  to  show  tife  sense  and  understanding  of  thoaa 
who  did  the  acta;  that  they  did  it  for  the  State,  tn  the 
people  of  the  State,  acting  in  pursuance  of  an  tetvt  the 
Legislature,  as  binding  that  State,  butnotast^ratingbe> 
yond  the  limits  and  jurisdiction  of  the  State. 

Thus  I  have  given  an  authentic  histoty  of  the  rise,  pro- 
gress, and  ratification  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States.  It  ^rew  out  of  the  league  of  friendship  and 
perpetual  union  contained  in  the  articles  of  conredeTB- 
tion. 

It  was  proposed  by  virtue  of  a  proviidon  for  imendment 
contained  in  these  articles. 

The  resolution  of  Congres^  proposing  to  the  States  the 
convention,  recited  the  provision  in  the  articles  of  confe- 
deration as  the  cause. 

The  convention  was  appointed  by  States,  and  voted  by 
SUtei. 
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TIm  report  of  the  convention  wu  approved  by  the 
CoDgrM^  Totinp  hy  States. 
It  WM  tnuunrittcd  to  the  LegiiUtiires  oCtbe  Mveral  States. 

The  MTeral  Legwlaturea  authorized  the  elections  of 
the  co,Dvention^  and  defined  the  object,  and  their  powen. 

It  waa  ratified  by  Suteat  and.  being  so  ratified,  it  be- 
came obligaton',  according  to  the  Kventb  article,  which 
is  in  tbeae  words; 

"  The  ratificatioaa  of  the  conveDtions  of  nne  States 
shaH  be  auffident  for  the  eatabliahment  of  this  eonsdtu- 
tion,  between  tbe-atatesio  ratifying  the  same." 

Aye,  sir,  between  the  Statesf"  not  over  the  people, 
but  between  the  States  aontifying;.  How  ratifying^  By 
conventiona  of  the  people  in  each  State.  If  these  con- 
ventions were  not  the  representatives  and  delegates  of 
States,  why  did  the  constitution  provide  that,  upon  the 
ratification  of  nine  Stales,  it  should  be  estabrished  "be- 
tween the  States  so  ratifying  the  same?"  To  say  that 
these  conventions  were  not  the  representatives  of  States; 
to  say  that  the  constitution  was  ratified  by  and  over'  a 
mass  of  people,  independent  of  the  authorities  and  juris- 
Actions  which  distinguish  and  divide  them  into  States, 
contradicts  the  language  of  the  constitution,  and  the  bet. 

The  ezpresnon,  "  we,  the  people  of  the  United 
States,**  in  the  preamble  of  the  constitution,  ought  not  to 
be  detached  from  the  seventh  article,  requiring  the  rati- 
fication of  nine  States,  and  from  all  other  puts  of  the 
instrument,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  meaning  false  m 
fact,  and  contradictory  to  its  history.  They  are  explained 
by  the  resolution  for  transmitting  it  to  the  State  Legisla- 
tures; by  the  fiu:t  that  each  SUte  deliberated  and  ratified 
for  itself;  and  by  the  seventh  article,  which  declared  it 
obligatory  "between  the  States  so  ratifying!"  by  the 
known  truth  that  no  State  was  bound,  unless  by  its  own 
assent.  The  ratification  of  twelve  States  did  not  make  it 
obligatory  on  the  State  or  people  of  Rhode  Island.  "We, 
the  people  of  the  tTnited  States."  What  is  the  meaniiw 
here  of  the  word  *•  united?"  Does  it  mean  a  united 
people,  consolidated  into  one  mass,  without  reference  to 
the  respective  sovereignties  into  which  they  had  been 
dinded  under  separate  State  OoTemments.^  Mo,  siri  it  is 
States  unitedi  not  anited  people  mthout  their  States. 
People  may  exist  without  States,  but  States  cannot  exist 
without  people.  "United  States,"  by  the  force  of  ex- 
presnon,  means  a  plurali^  of  States,  a  plurality  of  sove- 
reignties or  Oovemments  united.  Tne  resolution  of 
Congress,  of  February  21,  1787,  recommending  the  con- 
vention under  which  the  delegates  were  appointed  and 
acted,  declared  tlie  objects  to  be  "for  the  sole  and  ex- 
press purpose  of  revising  the  articles  of  confederation," 
Mid  reporting  **  such  alterations  and  provimons  therein, 
sj  shall,  when  agreed  to  in  Congress  and  confirmed  by 
the  States,  render  the  federal  constitution  adequate  to  the 
exigencies  of  Government,  and  the  preservation  of  the 
Union."  What  Union?  That  which  had  been  formed, 
and  then  existing— the  union  of  Statea — ngnified  on  their 
CBsqpi  amorial  by  the  Uiirteen  stripes  and  thirteen  stars, 
fomng  a  new  conateUationt  and  yet  i^piifled  on  oar 
escutcheon  by  the  stars,  the  bundle  of  arrows  in  the  talon 
of  the  eagfo,  and  the  motto  **  Bplur^ut  iifUMi*'~out  of 
mamr  Governments,  one. 

The  reapective  State  conventions,  (called  to  deliberate 
on  the  proposed  alterations  in  the  old  "  federal  constitu- 
ticm,"  by  tne  new  constitution,)  represented  the  respect- 
ive State  Governments.  The  assent  of  the  State  hw»- 
lattoe  waa  a  prereqtuate  to  the  assemblage  of  iu«  a 
(Hmveatkm.  The  Legialatore  prescribed  the  time  and 
manner  of  the  election,  and  limited  the  purpose  and 
power  of  the  convention.  The  convention,  so  elected 
and  assembled,  did  not  dissolve  the  State  Government} 
they  had  no  power  to  dissolve  or  revise  the  State  constitu- 
Uont  their  dekcattons  of  power  from  tlie  people  were 
confined,  by  the  law  for^  electioot  to  deliberawms  and 


sction  on  the  proposed  constitution.  Each  convention 
acted  as  the  agents  and  delegatea  of  a  people  knit  toge- 
tlier  by  the  particular  State  Gorenunent  under  whose  au- 
thority it  was  elected  and  assembled,  not  as  the  agents  of 
people  who  had  nb  Government  or  who  intended  *b 
dissolve  their  existing  State  Government 

That  the  State  Governments  are  the  first4)om,the  elder; 
that  Uiev  were  endowed  with  the  rights  of  "free  and 
independent  States;"  in  possesaiim  of  the  poweri«  privi> 
leges,  attribute^  and  prerogatives  of  soveicign  Statesf 
that  the  Federal  Government  is  the  younger;  that  it 
sprang  from  the  States;  that  it  owes  its  beu^  and  powers 
to  the  concessions  of  the  State  Governments;  that  its 
powers  are  delegated  and  limited;  derivative,  not  inher- 
ent; that  the  powers  not  delegated  to  it  are  reserved  to 
the  States — are  solemn  truths,  attested  by  the  memory  of 
witneaaea;  by  the  journals;  by  public  rec«ds(  by  auAentic 
testimonials  deposited  in  our  archives,  and  in  those  of 
foreign  nations;  by  the  constituticm  itself.  Neither  the 
breaUi  of  sophists,  nor  the  denials  of  po^tidans,  nor  the 
dictums  of  courts^  nor  the  proclamation  of  a  President, 
can  obliterate  the  past,  demolish  the  fiu:ta,  nor  bide  these 
truths  from  the  common  sense  of  mankind. 

The  federal  constitution  was  not  only  created  by  ^ 
States,  but  is  a  eot^MCt  between  the  St^ea.  The  aeventh 
article  is  a  testimony  to  this.  Hie  ratificathm  of  nine 
States  shall  make  it  "obligatory  between  the  States  so 
ratifying."  The  instrument  abounds  with  compacta  be- 
tween tbe  States.  The  ratifications  of  the  States  of  New 
Hamp^re  and  Hassachuaetts  treat  the  instniment  ac- 
cording to  truth,  as  a  compact  between  the  States.  [Mr. 
B.  read  the  ratification  of  the  State  of  Itossadiusetts^  as 
follows:]  ^ 

**  In  convention  of  the  delegates  of  the  petals  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, February  6th,  1778."  **  The  convention  hav- 
ing impartially  discussed  and  fully  considered  the  consti- 
tution for  the  United  States  of  America,  reported  to 
Congress  by  the  convention  of  delegates  from  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  submitted  to  us  by  a  resolution  of 
the  general  court  of  the  said  commonwealth,  pused  the 
35th  dw  of  October  Ust  past,  and  acknowleaging,  mth 
gratefiif  bearti^  the  goodness  of  the  Supreme  Ruler  of 
the  universe  in  aflbrdiiig  the  people  of  toeUnited  States, 
in  the  coune  of  his  providence,  an  opportunity,  delibe- 
rately and  peaceably,  without  fraud  or  surprise,  of  enter- 
ing into  an  explicit  and  solemn  compact  with  each  other, 
by  assenting  to  and  ratifying  a  new  constitution,  in  order 
to  form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish  justice,  insure 
domestic  tranquilify,  provide  for  the  ccnnmon  defence, 

firomote  the  genenu  welAre,  and  aecurethe  bleanngsc^ 
iberty  to  themselves  and  their  posterity,  do,  in  the  name 
and  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  commonwealth  of  Mas- 
sachusetta,  assent  to  snd  ratify  the  said  constitution  for 
the  United  States  of  America." 

Mark  the  expressions,  "  in  aflTording  the  people  of  the 
United  Statea"  "  an  opportunity"  "  of  enteriMf  into  an 
explicit  and  Bolenm  compact  with  each  otlwr,"  "do,  In 
the  name  and  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  comnHHivealtti 
of  Miiwrhnirttn  assent  to  and  ratify,"  Sic.  •  Th^  people 
of  the  "  commonwealUi  of  Maasachusetts"  ratify  "  a 
compact."  With  whom?  Between  the  sud  people  of 
the  "comoionwealth  of  Massachusetts,"  and  tne  people 
of  the  other  United  States.  The  assent  of  the  n^'drity 
of  delegates  of  the  people  of  the  commonwealth  oT  Mas- 
sachusetts bound  the  whole  commonweslth  to  the  com- 
pact -mA  tiie  people  of  the  other  commonwealths,  who, 
oy  the  assent  of  the  majority  in  each  commonwealth, 
bound  the  dissenting  nunorities.  But  the  dissenting  mi- 
nori^  in  each  commonwealth  could  not  be  bound  to  a 
compact,  but  by  force  of  the  power  of  the  majority  of  a 
commonwealth  to  bind  the  minority,  according  to  the 
provinona  of  the  Slate  constitution.  Dissenting  minori- 
ties coald  not  contract  «tth  diasenting  minorities,  but  by 
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fbrce  of  the  Stete  Gorernment,  which  made  the  will  of 
the  imjority  bind  the  minority. 

The  ntification  of  New  HamiMbire,  like  that  of  Hum- 
chuaetta,  containa  a  grateful  acknowledgment  for  the  op- 


sovereign  partiea.  Notii'mg  but  good  &ilb  can  preaerre 
the  Goremraent.  Ito  life^  hlood  and  Titalit7  can  b«  tir^ 
cubted  only  bjr  the  inrtrumentaUbr  of  the  State  Legnla- 
tnies.  Hie  powen  delegated  to  the  Federal  Gorernment 


portunity  affbrded  to  the  people  of  the  United  SUtea  of  extend  to  making  bwa  to  operate  on  indinduab  through- 
entering  into  a  solemn  compact  with  each  otter.  —•■  «"-*—  o*-*—  k™  — •  .-^ 

A  majority  of  the  whole  people  thronf^out  the  Union 
£d  not,  and  could  not,  make  the  constitution  obligatory. 
The  assent  of  each  particular  State  was  necessary  tb  bind 
the  peonle  of  tte  State.  The  assent  of  tweke  States  did 
not  bind  the  people  of  New  Hampshire:  they  were  not 
bound  by  the  constitution  until  the  State  itself  assented. 

Mr  B.  continued  bis  argument  by  asking  the  mAobers 
of  the  Senate  how  that  body  itself  was  constitated>  By 
tte  action,  the  separate  action,  of  the  State  Leg^latures, 
and  not  by  tte  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  pri- 
mary assembly,  or  as  a  body.  It  was,  aa  one  of  the  co- 
ordinate branches  of  the  Government,  dependent  for  its 
very  existence  upon  the  States  separately.  If  a  minority 
of  UK  States  should  refuse  to  elect  Senators,  such  a  re- 
fusal or  oimsMon  would  mvolre  a  cUssoIutim  of  the  Unum . 
In  the  event  of  nich  a  refusal,  there  could  be  do  alterna- 
tive, for  there  waa  no  conopubory  power  in  reUtion  to  the 
elections.  There  was  no  power  in  the  constitution  to 
change  or  conipel  the  elections.  The  States,  great  or 
smal^  as  they  might  be,  however  wide  or  limited  in  ex- 
tent, were  there  all  represented  on  terms  of  the  most 
perfect  equality.  This  was  a  plain,  evident,  and  abaolute 
principle,  which  could  not,  by  any  sophistry',  be  evaded. 
Recollect  that  £rect  taxes,  and  the  apporti(mment  of  re- 
preaenUtives  amonp  the  several  States,  according  to  their 
respective  populations,  in  federal  numbers,  is  another 
fixed  principle  of  the  compact;  that  is  to  say,  according 
to  the  numoer  in  each,  "  determined  by  adding  to  the 
whole  numbler  of  ft-ee  persona,  including  those  boand  to 
service  for  ft  term  of  year^  and  exclnalng  Indiana  not 
taxed,  three-fifths  all  other  persons."  Are  the  re- 
presentatives elected  as  by  or  for  a  single  nation?  No: 
according  to  States  and  State  popubtion.  On  this  sub- 
ject a  gl'eat  struggle  took  place  at  the  last  seauon  in  the 
debate  on  the  bill  to  6z  the  ratio  of  representation  under 
the  fifth  census.  No  Senator,  who  had  attended  the  dis- 
CQsrion  of  thb  interesting  subjMt,  could  fail  to  recollect 
the  numerous  arguments  advanced,  and  ingenious  propo- 
rtions for  transferring  and  disposing  the  fractions  produc- 
ed in  each  State,  when  the  number  proposed  for  tne  ratio 
of  representation  was  applied  to  the  federal  number  in 
each  State. 

That  the  constitutipn  ia  not  based  upon  the  idea  of  a 
single  nation,  may  be  illustrated  by  other  parts.  "  New 
States  may  be  admitted  by  the  Congress  into  this  Union," 
(art.  4t  see.  3.)  Not  new  pei^le,  but  new  States.  The 
new  people  must  be  united  under  a  republican  form  of 

Sivemmeni,  and  compose  a  State,  before  admission  into 
e  Union.  "  The  United  States  shall  guaranty  to  every 
State  in  this  Union  a  republican  form  of  government;'' 
(art.  4,  sect.  4. )  In  this  section  of  the  constitution  the 
truth  ia  decbred,  that  **  this  Union"  is  of  States;  and  the 
States,  united,  are  to  "  guamnty  to  every  State  a  repub- 
lican form  of  government."  Every  State  is  a  party  to 
thu  compact  for  guaranty.  The  word  <*  guaranty*' 
me^na,  according  to  use  and  definition,  to  unMrtake  to 
secure  the  performance  of  a  treaty  or  stipubtion.  The 
constitution  ia  founded  on  and  composed  of  compacts 
and  stipubtions  between  the  States  aa  parties.  What  is 
this  fourth  section  of  the  fourth  article,  but  a  compact 
entered  into  by  all  the  States,  with  each  and  every  one, 
respectively?  ^ 

Away,  then,  witt  uis  idea  of  a  dngle  nation— a  umt. 
The  Government  of  thn  Union  is  based  upon  a  union  of 
States,  as  parties  to  a  compact.  Its  fulfilment  depends 
upon  the  observance  of  good  fidth  among  the  States  who 
are  parties  to  the  compnct,  as  in  all  compacts  between 


out  the  United  States.  But  the  States  have  not  delegated 
the  power  to  coerce  the  State  aovercignties,  to  compel 
the  State  Goremmenta.  The  States  are  yet  free  and 
sovereign  States.  1  mean  no  cavil  about  qoafified  or  un- 
quaUfied  sovereignties.  What  1  have  before  said  on  that 
subject  will,  I  hope,  prevent  misconstruction. 
[Here  Mr.  B.  gave  way  for  adjournment.] 

TaVBSDAT,  Jawakt  31. 

MERCHANTS'  BONDS. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  postpoBC  the  prertonsonieMw 
and  to  take  up  the  bill  to  expudn  and  amend  the  18th 
section  of  the  bill  of  July,  1833,  to  amend  the  various 
laws  imposing  duties  on  imports. 

It  was  stated  by  him  that  this  bill  must  pass  before  the 
15th  February,  u  at  all,  to  be  of  any  avail;  and  thw  was 
urged  as  a  reason  for  the  motion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  objected  to  giving  thia  bill  a  pre- 
ference over  other  bilb  preceding  it  in  the  orders  of  the 
day. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  aived  tte  necessity  of  an  Immedbte  ac- 
tion on  the  hill,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  great  incon- 
venience to  tte  merchants.  He  did  not  anticipate  any 
objections  to  tte  principles  of  tte  bill. 

The  motion  to  postpone  having  been  agreed  to.  and 
the  bill  being  taken  up, 

An  amendment  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Com* 
merce,  requiring  the  collectors  to  give  the  merchants 
credit  on  tteir  bonds  for  the  difference  between  the  high 
and  low  duties,  and  to  cancel  the  bonds  on  |nyment  of 
the  balance,  (in  lieu  of  issuing  debenture  certificates  for 
tte  amount  of  excess  of  duty,)  waaagreedto. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  turn,  eon- 

THE  REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 
The  Senate  tlien  resumed  tte  consideration  of  the  bill 
ftirther  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  tte  dutiies  on  im- 
ports. 

Mr.  BIBB  resumed  the  argument  whieh  he  yesterday 
began  upon  the  bill.  He  felt  very  sensibly,  he  aud,  tte 
weight  which  devolved  upon  him  in  sustaining  his  views 
of  this  subject  against  an  authority  so  highly  respectable, 
and  so  deeply  seated  irt  the  affections  of  the  people,  as  tte 
author  of  the  proclamation,  to  the  doctrines  or  which  it 
bad  become  his  duty  to  advert.  But  whilst  he  stood  on 
the  principles  of  the  constitution)  whilst  he  bad  on  lus 
ride  the  opinions  of  patriots,  of  lovers  i^  liberty;  opinhma 
which  were  delivered  by  some  of  the  moat  eminent  ofthe 
men  who  framed  the  constitution,  which  opintons'were 
promulgated  throughout  tte  United  States  for  tlie  pur- 
pose of  inducing  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  he 
felt  himself  cbd  m  armor  impenetrable  to  adverse  argu- 
ment, the  hig^  auttority  of  the  proclamation  notwith- 
standing. 

He  had  bfl  off  yesterday,  he  SMd,  at  that  point  of  bk 
argument  in  whim  he  had  maintuned  tliat  the  federal 
constitution  is  a  compact  between  the  States.  He  now 
sud,  in  addition,  that  he  conridered  every  Government 
instituted  by  consent,  and  reduced  to  tte  form  of  a  writ- 
ten constitution,  to  be  a  compact;  and  that  ttey  who  hoW 
tte  power  to  alter  and  amend,  and  have  a  sovereign 
power  over  the  Government*  are  partiea  to  thatconntact. 
The  5ttarUc1e  of  tte  federal  constitution,  he  sMd,  pbced 
tte  power  of  amending  the  constitution  in  the  Legbla- 
tures  of  the  respective  States,  or  in  their  respective  eon- 
ventions.  They  create,  and thev  can  destroy.  The  eon> 
stitution,  he  said,  abounds  witt  cq^pacts.   Article  I, 
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■ection  9,  contains  compacts  by  all  the  States  jointly, 
with  each  sereraUy.  Artkde  1,  secdon  10^  eoAtiuns  com- 
pacts by  the  sereral  States  not  to  exercfiet  and  to  qttilify 
the  eierebe  of  cettun  powera  which  might  be  infuriouB. 
Hie  4th  article  contains  compacts  by  the  sevenl  States 
with  each  other,  and  by  the  whole  with  each.  The  pro- 
viso in  the  5th  article  is  a  j<Mnt  compact  by  all,  and  \^tb 
each  otber^  sererally.  The  rariouB  stipulations  in  the 
cooslttation,  and  espedsl^  the  eqa^it^  of  representation 
in  tbe  Senate,  and  the  majOTitv  required  to  aod  new  pow- 
ers or  to  amend,  exhibit  sedalous  care  to  preserre  to 
thrir  respective  local  Oovemments  their  tocal  interests. 

In  prosecutian  of  this  jealous  care  for  the  preservation 
of  the  powers  and  rigfata  of  sovereignty  not  mrrendered 
by  the  States,  a  number  of  States,  at  the  time  of  their 
adopting  tbe  constitution,  expressed  a  denre,  tn  order  to 
prevent  misconstruction,  that  further  decUntory  and 
restrictive  chases  should  be  added.  Accordii^^,  tbe 
first  Congress  held  under  the  new  constitution  proposed 
amendments,  ten  of  which  were  adopted  by  tbe  States. 
Tbe  tenth  of  which  is  as  follows:  **  Tbe  powers  not  dele- 

fated  to  the  United  States  by  thn  eomlitulioii,  nor  pro- 
ibitetl  by  it  to  the  States,  are  raenrcd  to  Hie  States 
respectively,  or  to  the  people." 

**  To  the  States  tenectively  or  to  the  people"  ia 
here  introdueed,  out  ofaDundant  caution,  to  prevent  tbe 

EosribiHty  of  a  construction  tfiat  the  rtg^ita  not  delegated 
y  the  people  to  tbe  State  Governments,  but  reserved, 
had  been,  by  the  federal  constitution,  taken  away  from 
the  people,  and  transferred  to  the  State  Governments. 

It  is  clear  that  the  Federal  Government  was  made  by 
the  States;  that  it  is  a  compact  between  States;  that  the 
States  are  coiutitucnt  and  essential  parties  to  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Federal  Govemmentt  that  the  States  sur- 
rendered only  a  portion  of  their  powers  and  authoritiest 
that  all  powers  not  delegated  nor  prohibited  are  retained; 
that  they  have  retained  the  ultimate  sovereignty  over  the 
Federal  Government;  that  special  care  has  been  taken 
in  the  compact  to  protect  against  the  addition  of  new 
powers,  unless  three-fourths  M  the  States  shall  concur. 

Thu  brings  us  to  the  question,  hov  the  several  States 
m  to  be  protected  i^nst  an  irregular,  uocoMtitntional 
action  of  the  Federal  Government,  in  evadhig  a  propon- 
tion  for  a  grant  of  new  powers  by  amendment,  and  sub- 
stituting therefor  a  palpable  usurpation  of  powers  not 
delegated. 

The  abuse  of  delegated  powen  is  one  case.  The  pal- 
pable usurpation  of  powers  not  delegated,  but  reserved, 
IS  another  case. 

How  are  the  several  States  to  be  protected  against  the 
nsurpation  of  their  reapective  resMYed  powers  >  How 
are  nunorities  of  the  States  to  be  protected  against  a 
breach  of  tbe  constitutional  compact,  requiring  the  con- 
currence of  three-fourths  to  sanction  a  further  abridge- 
ment of  their  reserved  powers?  For  it  is  clear  that,  oy 
the  compact,  a  minority  of  seven  States  are  intended  to 
be  protected  agwnst  the  concurrence  of  seventeen  States^ 
ia  any  regular  proposition  to  delegate  to  the  Federal 
Government  any  portion  of  their  reserved  powers.  Does 
that  security  connst  solely  in  the  good  fiuth  and  unambi- 
tious temper  of  tbe  Federal  Government.'  Docs  the  se- 
curity of  the  nunority  of  the  States  against  tbe  usurpation 
of  their  reserved  powers  by  tbe  dewgates  of  a  majorihr 
of  States  not  sufficient  to  carry  a  constitutional  amend- 
ment, oragunst  the  usurpation  of  tbeir  reserved  powera 
1^  any  one  of  the  department^  rest  adely  upon  me  ma- 
emnery  and  regulating  diecka  the  Federal  Gorernment 
hselP 


It  is  conceded  by  me,  that,  genenlly,  the  security 
against  abuses  of  the  delegated  powera  lies  in  the  nature 
and  omnization  of  the  Government  itselft  tbe  distribu-  , 

tion  ofita  powers  into  several  departroentat  tbe  tenure  of|  contrary  notwitbstoidmg.^'  ^ 
attecf  the  mode  and  frcqoeney  of  dections,  Sec  When 


acting  within  the  pale  of  delegated  powers,  the  majority 
must  be  obeyed  for  the  tJne.  Amiiei  or  mabdii^ 
istration  ef  aelegftted  powen  must  he  corrected  through 
the  instrumentanty  of  elections.  Tbe  securify  in  such 
cases  resta  upon  the  regulating  checks  contained  within 
the  Government  itself,  the  responnbili^  of  the  rulers  to 
those  who  elected  them.  To  abuae  and  maladminister 
delegated  powers,  and  to  usurp  powers  not  delegated, 
but  reserved,  are  subjecta  entirdy  ^fiffennt. 

Tbe  question  is,  whether  or  no,  '*  in  cases  vf  a  ddi- 
berate,  palpable,  and  dangerous  exercise  of  powers  not 
granted  by  the  said  compact,  the  States  who  are  partiea 
thereto  have  tbe  right  to  interpose,  for  arresting  the 
progress  of  the  evil,  and  for  muntaintng  within  tbeir  re- 
spective limtta  the  authorities,  rights,  and  HbertieB  apper- 
taining to  them." 

Tbe  question  is  not  whether  the  State  Qftvenunenta 
shall  £rect  and  control  the  Federal  Government  in  the 
exercise  of  ita  delejj;ated  power^  but  wlwther  they  sImII 
interpose  for  arresting  tbe  exercise  of  powers  not  delc- 
gatea,  but  usurped.  The  question  is  not  whether  the 
Federal  Government  is  the  servant  of  twentv-four  master* 
of  different  wills,  yet  bound  to  obey  all,  in  tne  exercise  of 
ita  granted  powers,  but  wdiether  the  Federal  Government 
abatt  be  tbe  sole  and  exclusive  judge  of  the  Kmita  of  ita 
own  powerst  an  autocrat  tbe  sole  Erector  of  Ui  own 
will,  and  tbe  unbridled  usurper  of  the  righta  and  liberties 
appertaining  to  the  States. 

That  there  are  powers,  authorities,  and  liberties,  ap- 
pertuning  to  the  States,  which  belonged  to  them  as 
States,  and  which  th^  have  not  surrendered,  but  reserv- 
ed, is  undeniable.  The  general  principle  is  clesr,  that 
in  all  compacts,  leagues,  conventions,  and  treaties  be- 
tween sovereign  States,  powers,  and  potentates,  each 
party  has  the  right  to  juoge  whether  a  breach  has  been 
committed  by  the  other  party;  and  in  case  of  a  wiUul,  deli- 
berate breach,  to  take  such  measures  for  redress  as  pru- 
dence and  the  discretion  of  the  injured  party  ahall  dictate. 

Is  the  compact  between  these  States  an  exception  to 
this  general  rule?  If  it  is,  then  tbe  States  must,  by  some 
action  of  tbetr^  have  surrendered  this  jpoition  «  tbrir 
sovereignly.  What  past  of  the  constitution  declares  such 
a  surrender?  There  is  no  such  express  declaration  of 
surrender.  In  the  various  enumerations  of  powers  pro- 
hibited to  the  States,  and  agreed  not  to  be  exercisea  by 
them,  there  is  no  declaration  that  they  shall  not  exerdie 
the  right,  appertaining  to  them  as  parties  to  tbe  compact 
to  judge  of  an  excessive,  alarming,  and  dangerous  stretch 
of  power  by  the  Feder^  Government.  Tbe  abridg- 
ment of  the  powera  of  the  State*  In  this  particular,  not 
being  expresied,  cannot  be  m*de  out  by  implication  or 
by  construction.  The  powers  not  delegated  by  the  State* 
to  the  United  States,  nor  prohibited  to  the  States  by  the 
constitution,  are  reserved  to  tbe  States.  So  says  the  con- 
stitution. What  clause  in  the  constitution  delegates  to 
the  Federal  Government  the  sole  power  of  decidmg  tbe 
extent  of  the  grant  d  power*  to  itself,  a*  well  u  the  ex- 
tent of  the  power*  reserved  to  the  State*? 

It  ia  s*td  tbtt  tU*  power  ■*  vested  by  the  cMutilntion  in 
tbe  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  State*.  Tbe  provWons 
are, 

"Tbe  judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law 
and  equity,  ariung  under  this  constitution,  the  laws  the 
United  States,  and  treaties  made,  or  wUeh  shall  be  made^ 
under  their  authority." 

Tfai*  conatitution,  and  the  laws  of  tbe  Umted  State* 
which  shall  be  made  in  pursuance  thereof  and  ail  treaties 
made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under  the  authority  of 
the  United  States,  shall  b«  the  supreme  law  of  the  land; 
and  tbe  judges  in  every  State' shall  be  bound  thereby, 
any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  lavs  of  any  State  to  the 


These  are  the  two  proriMon*  ot  the  etmstitution  wUeh 
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we  referred  to  m  delegation  die  power  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  to  be  the  sole  ju^e  of  the  extent  of  the  powers 
moted  aod  of  the  powers  reaerved,  and  as  denTine  to 
tte  States  the  Bovoreign  power  of  protecting  thenuelrei 
^MDit  the  luurp^on  of  their  reserved  powers,  authori- 
ties, and  privileges.  If  the  delegation  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  prohibition  to  the  States,  are  not  contained  in 
these  two  cbuises,  then  they  are  not  to  be  faund  in  the 
federal  constitutian. 

The  httter  clause  cannot  touch  the  qnestioD  in  debate, 
fbr  that  only  declares  the  supremacy  of  the  constitution, 
and  the  treaties  "and  law* made  in  pursuance  thereof." 
Powers  exercised  contrary  to  the  constitution,  acta  done 
contrary  to  the  constitution,  by  the  exercise  of  authorities 
not  under  but  in  violation  of  the  constitution,  and  by 
urarpation  of  State  raht^  State  authorities,  and  State 
privileges,  are  the  subjects  under  consideration. 

I^et  us  examine  the  former  clause:  **The  judidal 
power  shall  extend  to  all  cases,  in  law  and  equity,  ariniw 
under  this  constitution."  The  case  must  be  of  "  judiciu 
power;"  it  must  be  a  case,  **  in  law  or  equity,"  arinw 
under  the  constitutioT).  The  expression  is  not  "to  all 
eases  arising  under  the  constitution,  treaties,  and  laws 
of  the  United  States)"  but  it  is  '*to  all  cases  in  Uw  and 
•qtut|r.'* 

*<  Use  is  the  bw  and  rule  of  neech."  By  this  law 
and  this  rule  we  moat  examine  the  language  of  the  consti- 
tution. 

A  judicial  power  is  one  subject)  a  political  power  is 
another  and  a  difiierent  subject.  A  case  in  law,  or  a  esse 
in  equi^,  is  one  subject)  a  political  case  is  aaottier  and  a 
diffmat  aubjecL 

Judicial  csMS  in  law  and  equity,  arising  under  the  re< 
^ular  exercise  of  constitutional  powers,  by  laws  and  trea- 
ties made  by  authori^,  are  different  from  political 
questions  of  luurpation,  surmounting  the  constitution, 
and  involving  the  hi^  prerogatives,  authorities,  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  sovereign  parties  who  made  the  constitu- 
tion. 

Injudicial  eases  arising  undera  treaty,  the  court  may 
construe  the  treaty,  and  admituater  the  rights  rinng 
under  it  to  the  parties  who  submit  themselves  to 
the  juris^ction  of  the  court  in  that  case.  But  the 
court  must  confine  itself  within  Uie  |M]e  of  ju^dal 
thority.  It  csnnot  rightfully  exercise  the  political  pow- 
er of  the  (Sovemment  in  declaring  the  treaty  null, 
because  the  one  or  the  other  party  to  the  treaty  has 
broken  this  or  that  article;  and,  therefore,  that  the  whtde 
treaty  is  abrogxted.  To  judge  of  the  breach  of  the  arti- 
cles of  the  treaty  by  the  sovereign  contracting  parties, 
Ukd  in  case  of  breach  to  dissolve  that  treaty,  uid  to  de- 
clare it  no  longer  obligatory,  is  a  pdhical  power  bdong- 
in^  not  to  the  judiciary.  It  belongs  to  otMr  departments 
ofthe  Government,  who  will  judge  of  the  extent  of  the 
injury  resulting  from  the  Violation,  and  whether  the  re- 
paration diall  be  soudht  by  amicable  negotiation,  or  whe- 
ther the  treaty  shall  oe  declared  no  longer  obligatory  on 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  the  injured  party. 
Yet,  by  the  law  of  nations,  the  wilful  and  deliberate 
breach  of  one  article  of  a  treaty  is  a  breach  of  all  the  ar- 
ticles,' each  being  the  consideration  of  the  others;  and  the 
injured  party  has  the  right  so  to  treat  it. 
By  the  act  wproved  on  the  7th  of  July,  1798,  the  Con- 
of  the  united  States  declared  themselves  of  right 
and  exonerated  from  the  stipulations  of  the  treaues 
and  of  tiie  consulv  convention  theretofore  concluded 
between  the  United  States  and  France,  and  that  they 
should  not  thenceforth  be  r^pvded  as  ler^y  obligatory 
on  the  Government  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  be- 
cause of  the  repeated  violations  on  the  part  ofthe  French 
Government,  he. 

Before  this  declaration,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  was  bound,  in  cases  of  ju^dal  cognisance 
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coming  before  tbem,  to  take  the  treatiea  as  obHgatoiy, 
and  to  administer  the  rights  growing  out  of  the  treaties 
between  France  and  the  Umted  States.  After  that  de- 
clamtioQ,  the  court  was  bound  to  consider  the  treaties  ae 
abrogated.  The  courts  had  do  power,  before  the  act  of 
July,  1796,  'to  inqiure  into  violations,  and  therefore  to 
declare  the  treaties  not  obli^tory.  After  that  act,  they 
bad  no  power  to  demand  evidence  of  the  violations  re- 
nted. Mod  revise  the  political  dcciwn  of  the  Govcn- 
nent. 

To  declare  these  treaties  no  longer  obUgatot^  was  a 
political  power,  not  a  judicial  power.  Yet  uie  nolatioafe 
of  these  treaties,  committed  under  the  authority  of  the 
French  Government,  and  the  coasei^uent  injuries  to  the 
citizens  and  Government  of  the  United  States  aad  the 
right!  <^  the  United  States  cmsequent  therefrom,  before 
ttie  act  of  Julf ,  1798,  were  **  eases  ariring  onder  the 
constitution"  and  treaties  of  the  United  States.  But  the 
judicial  power  did  not  extend  to  those  cases  of  violation* 
so  as  to  declare  the  treaties  no  longi^  obli^rtory.  The 
question  whether  those  vidations  should  or  should  not 
abrc^fate  the  treaties,  did  not  make  a  case  in  law  or  equity 
for  the  dccirion  of  a  judicial  tribunal.  Tet  they  were 
cases  arising  under  the  constitution.  The  power  to  de- 
dde  tbem  bdonged  to  tlie  Government  of  the  Umted 
States  as  a  ptditicaLaovereign)  butthejudiual  power  did 
not  extend  to  them;  those  esses  belonged  to  the  poKticat 
powers,  not  to  the  judicial  powers  of  tneGovenimenL 

The  British  courts  of  admiralty  executed  upon  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  the  British  orders  in 
coundl,  disdaimii^  the  power  to  deckle  whether  those 
orders  in  council  wen  confivmable  to  the  general  lav  of 
nations,  which  every  nation  is  bound  to  reject  and  ob* 
serve.  In  like  manner,  the  French  court*  ^  admiralty' 
executed  upon  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees. 

The  British  and  French  courts  had  not  eognizance  to 
judge  the  sovereign  powers  of  the  nations,  and  to  declare 
those  orders  and  Screes  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations; 
thatwaanota  judicialpower.  So  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  evra  the  Suprenie  Court,  bad  not  the  power  to 
declarethe  treatiesbetween  the  United StatesMid  France^ 
and  Great  Britain,  no  longer  obUgatwy  upon  the  citiceoa 
and  Government  of  the  United  States,  because  of  the 
multiplied  wrongs  and  injuries  committed  upon  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  under  coltst  of  those  orders  in 
council  and  decree^  infracting  the  law  of  nations  and 
treaties,  and  hostile  to  the  ri|^  of  the  Ooremment  of 
the  United  States.  Those  cases,  in  their  effects  upon  the 
treaties  and  anuoable  relation^  between  the  United  States 
and  those  Governments  did  not  &11  within  the  judicial 
power  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  Those  qoes- 
Uuns  did  not  fall  within  the  description  of  cases  in  law 
and  equity,"  as  used  in  the  constitution  ofthe  United 
States,  in  conferring,  vesting,  and  defining  the  powers  of 
the  judicial  department.  Those  political  powers  belong 
to  Mhcr  departments  of  the  Government  According  to 
the  law  and  rule  of  speedi  e^ablished  by  use,  audi 
powers  are  dsiscd  under  the  denomination  of  political 
powers,  prerogative  powns^  not  under  the  head  of  judi- 
cial powers. 

Before  I  proceed  to  illustrate  by  other  examples  the 
distinctions  which  I  luve  tsken  between  political  powers 
and  judidal  powns^  between  political  questions  or  cases 
and  ju^dal  questions  or  case^  I  will  refer  to  die  decUus- 
tion  of  one  whose  opinions  on  constitutional  questions  I 
know  will  command  respect)  a  man  to  whose  opinions  I 
willingly  ^eld  my  respect,  irithout,  however,  submitting 
with  mat  implicit  bith  which  belong*  to  fbcja.  On  the 
resolutions  of  Mr.  livin^on,  touching  the  conduct  of 
President  Adams,  in  causing  "niomas  Nash,  a£a*  Jonathan 
RobbioB,  to  be  arrested  and  delivered  over  to  a  British 
naval  officer,  without  any  accuistiop,  or  trisl,  or  invseti- 
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gatkm  hi  a  ctmrt  of  juitice,  Mr.  Hinball,  then  arepreaen- 
tative  of  Virginia,  now  chief  Jtutice  of  tiie  United  Btatei, 
in  defending  the  conduct  or  the  Preudent^  thui  delirer- 

cd  his  opinion  in  that  debate. — (AppentUx  5,  Wfaeaton, 

p.  17.) 

"By  exteniUng  the  judicial  power  to  all  cases  in  kw 
and  eqiuty,  the  constitution  had  never  been  understood  to 
confer  on  that  department  any  political  power  whatever. 
To  COOK  whUn  this  dcteription,  a  question  must  asnime  a 
Iml  form  tat  tnvimc  migation  and  judicial  decision. 
There  must  be  parties  to  come  into  court,  who  can  be 
reached  by  its  process,  and  bound  by  its  power;  whose 
rights  admit  of  ultimate  deanon  hy  a  tribunal  to  which 
they  are  bound  to  submit.  A  case  in  law  or  equity  may 
arise  under  a  trea^»  where  rights  of  in^vidttals  acquired 
or  secured  by  a  trca^,  are  to  be  aMerted  or  defended  in 
courts."  ■■Bat  the  judicial  power  cannot  extend  to 
political  compacts."   This  distinction  between  a  political 

Kwer  and  a  judicial  power  is  recognised  and  acted  upon 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case 
oi*  Williams  t>f.  Armrtwd,  7  Cranch,  433,433. 

Again,  in  the  case  of  Harbury  m.  Madison,  (1  Cranch 
137t  lit  Peters's  Condensed  Beparts,3r90  tUa  distinction 
between  ttie  political  powers  of  Qovemment  and  the 
jutUi^  power  is  most  explidtly  avowed  and  recognised 
by  ttie  Stq>reme  Court.  The  supremacy  of  that  court  is 
a  judicial  supremacy  only.  It  is  supreme  in  reference  to 
the  other  courts,  in  questions  of  a  judicial  character, 
brought  within  the  sphere  of  judicial  cognizance  by  con- 
troversies which  shall  have  assumed  a  legal  form  for 
forensic  litigation  and  judicial  decinon.  There  must  be 
partiea  amenable  to  its  process,  bound  by  Ita  power, 
whose  rigfata  admit  of  ulbmate  dedmon  by  a  tribunal  to 
which  Act  are  bound  to  subnet.  "Questions  in  their 
nature  political,  or  which  are  by  the  constitution  and  laws 
submitled  to  Uw  Executive^  can  never  be  made  in  this 
court." 

Thededrionof  the  Executive,  upon  political  questions 
Bubmitted  to  ha  discretkHi^  is  as  loprenie  as  the  decinon  of 
the  court  within  its  jurisdiction.  Neidier  department 
ought  to  invade  the  jiunsdiction  of  the  other;  so  said  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Umted  States,  in  Marbury  iw.  Ma- 
dison. A  judicial  decision  binds  the  parties  litigant  in 
that  particular  case,  not  others  who  are  neither  parties 
nor  privies,  whose  rights  and  privileges  are  separate  and 
distmct.  Not  even  toe  court  itself  is  bound  to  give  the 
like  dedsion  between  other  partiei,  where  a  aminr  ques- 
tion leay  be  involved.  Prudence  will  dictate  that  a  former 
dedsion  be  not  GgbUy  disregarded,  but  adhered  to  in  a 
subsequent  case,  unless  the  judges  see  an  error  in  the 
former  dedsion.  But  hones^  requires  that  an  erroneous 
opinion  be  not  carried  into  doctrine,  and  error  perpetuat- 
ed, merely  because  of  the  first  error.  Errors  should  be 
corrected,  not  perpetoated.  To  err  ii  the  lot  of  mani 
to  correct  ancrrorianoble  and  praiseworthy.  Nodednon 
binds  in  law  or  in  morality,  beyond  the  rights  of  the 
parties  litigant,  and  those  claiming  under  them  as  privies; 
and  even  there,  not  until  the  time  for  a  new  hearing  or 
re-trial  has  expired.  But  as  to  all  other  persons,  it  binds 
not.  It  is  contrary  to  the  first  prindples  of  justice,  that 
the  ri^iti^  interests,  and  privileges  of  any  person  should 
be  deeided,  neptfived,  and  abrogated,  before  he  ia  heard 
to  make  good  bis  thle  and  hit  elum,  his  rights  and  his 
justification.  God  in  his  infinite  wisdom  did  not  condemn 
Adam  unheard.  And  this  example  of  divine  wisdom  and 
justice  is  fit  to  be  imitated  by  human  tribunals. 

When  parties  present  themselves  before  tlie  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  Htigate  the  judicial  question 
involved  in  that  controversy,  the  decision  of  the  court 
binds  the  rijg^ts  and  interests  therein  represented  and  liti* 
gated;  it  bmds  no  others. 

The  public  ri^ts,  privileges,  autboritiea,  and  preroga- 
tira  or  the  tt»te«i  are  not  th«  prop«tty  of  indtvidualB, 


and  cannot  be  represented  and  brought  up  fbrdediMm  bj 

individuals. 

In  a  case  between  two  citizens,  parties  to  an  ejectment, 
claiming  luids,  the  one  party  under  a  grant  from  the  State 
of  New  York,  the  other  under  a  grant  from  the  State 
Connecticut,  in  the  gore  which  was  claimed  by  both 
Stales,  the  court  was  competent  to  decide  the  private 
ri^ts  and  interests  of  the  parties.  But  that  dedaon  could 
have  no  controlling  influence  orar  the  line  of  juradictibn 
between  the  two  States;  because  theae-  States  were  not 
parties.  So  said  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  the  cases  of  Fowler  vt.  Miller,  and  Fowler  ra.  Lindsay, 
(3  Dallas,  p.  411.)  And  one  of  the  judges,  in  delivering 
his  opinion,with  whom  all  concurred,  asked  emphatically, 
*'  On  what  principle  can  private  citiaens,  in  the  litigation 
of  their  private  claims,  be  competent  to  fix  the  important 
rights  of  sovereignty?" 

The  twelfth  amendment  to  the  constitution  takes  away 
the  jurisdiction  which  bad  been  given  to  the  Supreme 
CouH  to  hold  jurisdiction  of  a  suit  agunst  one  of  the 
United  States  by  a  citizen  of  another  State,  or  by  citizena 
or  subjects  of  any  foreign  States;  but  leaves  the  juris- 
diction conferred  over  cwitroveraica  between  two  or  more 
States.  If  two  States,  therefiffc,  have  a  controversy, 
which,  in  its  character,  makes  a  ease  in  law  or  equt^  pro- 
per for  judicial  ci^izance,  it  may  be  brought  before  ti)e 
Supreme  Court.  Controvenues  between  two  or  more 
States,  about  territory  or  limits,  may  be  litigated  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States .  But  then  each 
State  must  hare  an  opportunity,  as  a  part]-,  to  prosecute 
or  defend  her  right  before  the  decinon  can  bind  her. 
Those  are  questiona  mmrn  eftoum/ rights  of  propar^ 
which  one  State  daimsto^  exdnrion  ^  the  other;  not 
political  rights  belonging  to  all  the  States  respectively, 
where  the  righu  and  powers  of  one  State  does  not  ex- 
clude but  establishes  the  rights  of  each  and  every  other. 
Such  rights  claimed  for  all,  as  belonging  equally  to  each 
and  ever^  of  tiie  Statea  respectively,  cannot  mue  a  con- 
troversjr  in  hiw  or  eqm^  between  two  States. 

Political  powers  not  delegated  to  Ae  Federal  Govern- 
ment, pcditica]  powers  reserved  to  the  States,  constitute 
the  subjects  of  the  proportions  which  are  affirmed  on  the 
one  M(fe,  and  denied  on  the  other.  The  propontiona 
affirmed  are,  tiiat  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Goremment 
result  from  the  compact  to  which  the  States  are  parties; 
that  these  powers  are  limited  by  tlie  pldn  sense  and  in- 
tention of  tfie  instrument  constitutiag  that  compact,  and 
no  fiirther  valid  tiian  they  are  authorized  bv  toe  granta 
enumerated  in  that  comDut;  **  wA  that,  in  case  of  a 
deliberate,  palpable,  ana  dangerous  exercise  of  other 
powers,  notgrvited  by  tiie  said  compact,  the  States,  who 
are  parties  thereto,  have  the  right,  and  are  in  duW 
bound,  to  interpose  for  arresting  the  progress  of  the  evil, 
and  for  maintaining,  within  their  respective  liduts,  the 
authorities,  rights,  and  liberties  apperUuning  to  them." 

If  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  usurp  and  exer- 
cise a  power  not  delegated,  but  reserved,  it  is  evident 
that  the  controversy  i£out  this  exercise  of  power  must 
be  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
tiie  States.  How  is  this  controversy  to  get  into  the  courts^ 
snd  finally  to  the  Supreme  Court,  so  as  to  bind  the  State 
as  one  party,  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  aa 
tiie  other  party  ?  For  on  no  principle  can  private  citizens, 
in  the  litigation  of  tiieir  private  claims,  be  competent  to 
fix  the  important  rights  of  lovereignty.  A  decision  in  a 
case  to  which  a  State  is  not  a  party  cannot  bind  the  StatCf 
It  is  re>  inier  alios  acta.  So  siud  this  court,  to  whom  these 
litigated  questions  of  tlie  limiu  of  sovereign  power  are 
supposed  to  be  referred,  by  Uiose  who  deny  the  right  of 
the  States  to  interpose.— Fowler  tw.  Miller  and  Lindsey, 
3  Da11.41S. 

Mr.  Callender  was  tried,  convicted,  and  sentenced  to 
fine  and  impritonawnt  in  the  State  of  Virginia  by  the 
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federal  court,  under  the  ledition  lav.  Now,  it  it  dear 
that  Hr.  Callender  waa  not  in  his  itjdlvidual  person  the 
representative  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  bo  as  to  bind  that 
State  by  the  dedsion,  and  fix  her  sovereign  rights.  Mr. 
Lyon  wju  tried  and  sentenced  in  Vermont  under  the  sedi- 
tion law  by  the  federal  courtj  yet  that  decision  did  not 
bind  the  State  of  Vermont.  Mr.  Cooper  was  sentenced 
foe  sedition  by  the  federal  court  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, yet  that  did  not  bind  that  State;  neither  cUd  all 
these  decisions  bind  the  States,  nor  settle  the  point  that 
^e  sedition  act  was  valid  and  constitutionalf  nor  would  the 
-deciuon  of  the  Supreme  Court  have  bad  that  effect  if 
•ucb  cases  could  by  law  have  been  carried  to  the  Supreme 
Court. 

To  bind  a  State,  and  command  obedience  to  the  ds- 
cision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  a  question  relating  to  a 
dangerous  usurpation  of  powers  not  delegated,  but  re- 
tuned  by  the  States,  it  is  necessary  that  a  case  should  be 
brought  before  that  court  between  the  United  States  and 
a  State,  as  parties  litigant;  because,  according  to  the  first 
principles  of  jurisprudence,  none  but  the  rights  of  par- 
ties are  bound  by  toe  decision. 

Where  is  the  mnt  of  power  to  the  judicial  department 
'  to  hold  a  plea  w  controvert  between  the  United  States 
and  a  State,  as  parties  in  a  controveny  touching  the  poli- 
tical powers  alleged  to  be  reserved  to  the  States,  respec- 
tively, and  not  delegated  to  the  Federal  Government  ?  Is 
there  any  thing  in  the  constitution  which  gives  color  to 
the  idea  that  a  suit  can  l^e  muntained  in  the  Supreme 
Courts  or  in  any  of  the  inferior  courts,  between  the 
United  States  as  plaintiffs  and  a  State  as  defendant,  or 
between  a  State  as  plaintiff  agunst  the  United  States  as 
defendant,  to  settle  a  controverted  question  of  delegation 
and  reservation  of  political  powersr  Would  such  a  suit 
be  a  ease  in  law  or  eqiuty  according  to  any  usage  of 
speech^  Let  us  try  to  frame  the  cqmplaint  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  defence  on  the  other,  and  come  td  the 
judgment,  upon  the  alien  and  sedition  laws.  What  sen- 
tence is  to  be  passed  upon  tiie  State?  I  suppose  that  her 
resolutions  were  seditious  and  unconstitutional;  that  she 
should  forever  thereafter  acknowledge  that  the  aUen  and 
•edition  laws  were  constitutional;  that  she  repeal  her  fiJse 
and  seditious  resolutions.  Itidiculous! 

Let  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  try  to 
frame  a  bill  in  equity,  or  an  indictment  for  the  United 
Stateaagainit  a  St^  or  Statcst  or  the  Attorney  General 
of  a  State  to  ihune  a  dedantion  at  hw,  or  bill  m  equity, 
or  indictment,  for  a  State  agunst  the  United  States,  to  try 
the  controverted  questions  of  political  powers  delegated 
and  retained  by  the  States;  draw  out  the  plaint,  and  it 
will  appear  at  first  blush  to  be  an  anomaly,  not  known  in 
the  vocabulary  of  "cases  of  law  and  equt^,"  not  to  be 
classed  under  the  judicial  power  over  cases  in  law  and 
equity,  according  to  any  law  or  rule  of  speech.  There 
is  no  grant  of  power  to  the  Supreme  Court  to  hold  juriS' 
diction  of  any  such  plunt  or  bdl.  Such  a  plaint  in  law 
or  in  equity  would  be  a  novelty  in  the  history  of  judicial 
powers.  The  portentous  consequences  of  such  a  juris- 
diction in  the  court  would  strike  with  terror  and  amaze- 
ment as  soon  as  such  a  process  should  be  instituted. 

llie  alien  act  of  June,  1798,  was  enacted  when  the 
Ututed  States  were  at  peaee  witii  all  the  world.  By  this 
it  was  declared  that  it  shall  be  lawftil  forthe  Preridentof 
the  United  States  «'  to  order  all  such  aliens  as  he  shall 
judge  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  United 
States,  or  shall  have  reasonable  grounds  to  suspect  are 
concerned  in  any  treasonable  or  secret  machinations 
sf^ainst  the  Government  thereof,  to  depart  out  of  the  ter- 
nUxy  of  the  United  Statea  within  sutih  time  as  shall  be 
expKssed  in  such  order.**  Any  alien,  so  ordered  to  de* 
par^  found  at  large  within  the  United  States,  after  the 
time  linuted  in  such  order,  aiid  not  having  obtained  a 
license  fron  the  Presideot  to  reuin,  was  subject  to  be 


imprisoned,  on  conviction  of  such  disolMdienee,  and  never 
admitted  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  To 
obtain  a  license,  such  alien  was  to  prove  his  innocence, 
and  to  g^ve  bond  and  security  for  his  good  behavior,  and 
for  not  violating  his  license;  which  the  President,  howev- 
er, might  revoke  at  his  pleasure.  All  aliens  ordned  to 
depart,  who  did  not  obtun  license  to  remun,  were  Uable 
to  be  arrested  and  sent  out  of  the  United  States  at  the 
discretion  of  the  President, 

This  act  was  not  levelled  against  the  citizens  of  any 
power.  State,  or  potentate,  at  war  with  the  United 
States,  for  there  was  then  no  declaration  of  war  by  the 
United  States  against  any  foreign  power.  There  waa 
another  act  passed  in  July,  1798,  « respecting  afien 
enemies,"  providing  for  a  case  of  war,  and  operatit^  only 
upon  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  hostile  nation  or  Gov- 
ernment. This  act  of  June,  1798,  was  levelled  at  slien 
friends;  agunst  those  who  had  been  invited  by  the  policy 
of  the  States,  and  the  genius  and  spirit  of  our  free  insti- 
tutions, to  fly  from  the  oppressions  and  convuluons  of  the 
old  world,  and  seek  an  asylum  in  the  States;  against  op- 
pressed buToanity,  aeekingabome  on  our  peaceful  shores. 
AU  Uiis  numerous  class  of  aliens,  not  then  having  com- 
pleted thrir  naturalization,  were  placed  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Prenden^  to  be  removed  upon  suspicion,  without 
the  form  of  atrial,  except  in  the  mind  and  judgment  of 
the  Prendent.  The  setUtion  law  operated  upon  citizens 
as  well  as  aliens. 

These  two  acts,  when  made  to  bear  agunst  particular 
individujtls,  might  have  been  tbe  snbjecta  of  judicial  in* 
vestigationin  eachpartlcular  case;  bat  the  decision  ibsoch 
case  would  have  affected  only  the  personal  righta  ^  the 
individuals,  parties  to  the  jumdal  proceeding,  butcould 
not  fix  and  bind  tbe  important  rights  of  the  State  sove- 
reignfy  involved  in  those  two  acts  of  Congress.  Those 
acb^  uthough  they  had  never  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
a  single  person,  did  invade  the  political  rights  and  powen 
of  the  States,  violated  that  securi^  forUberty  of  speech, 
of  the  press,  of  the  person,  which  tbe  States  respectively 
bad  a  righ^  and  were  in  duty  bound,  to  maintun  within 
their  respective  jurisdictions;  and  counteracted  tbe  policy 
and  interests  of  the  States,  by  driving  from  their  sborea 
alien  friends, whom  their  laws  bad  encouraged  and  invited 
to  settle  their  vast  tracts  of  wild,  uncultivated  lands;  the 
fiuth  of  a  sovereign  State  was  pledged;  tliat  sovereign 
was  bound  to  take  care  that  its  plighted  fiuth  was  not 
violated  by  the  usurpation  of  another  potentate.  The 
private  rights  and  personal  security  of  individuals,  and 
the  politiatl  rights,  authorities,  and  powers  of  tbe  State 
Governments,  were  both  invaded  and  violated  by  these 
two  acts. '  An  individual  might  be  indicted  for  sedition, 
and  sentenced,  or  be  arrest^  for  refusing  to  depart  ac- 
cording to  the  order  of  the  President,  and  the  court  might 
refuse  to  disdiai^  turn  uponAuAeas  oorptw.  Hie  private 
righta  of  the  individual,  when  violated  under  color  of  the 
alien  or  sedition  law,  miriit  be  submitted  to  tlie  joiUdal 
powers.  But  the  poUticu  powers,  authorities,  and  liber- 
ties of  a  State,  violated  by  those  laws,  cannot  be  subject- 
ed to  the  judicial  power  of  a  federal  court,  supreme  or 
inferior;  they  cannot  be  arrested,  tried,  condemned,  re- 
moved, or  extinguished.  Such  cases  as  do  not  fcU  pro- 
perlyuoder  the  denomination  of  judidal  poweB%  of  caaea 

law  and  equity,  according  to  common  usage  and  aecep- 
tation  antecedent  to  the  constitution,  required  an  enume- 
ration and  express  delegation  to  the  juaidal  department 
to  hold  cognizance  of  such  classes,  of  which  were  are 
examples  in  the  constitution;  such  as  controverues  be- 
tween two  Of  more  States,  and  between  a  State  and  fo- 
reign St^Cii  Itc. 

Tbe  (Ustinctions  between  political  and  judicial  powerit 
between  judicial  cases  in  law  and  equity,  and  poBtical 
cases;  between  the  binding  effect  of  a  juditnal  decisoti 
on  tbe  parties  litigant  and  iti  want  iA  oMigataiy  fon^  on 
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othen,  not  putiei  nor  prhrie^  are  *eiy  necenHy  to  be 

obserred. 

The  disrentd  of  the  usage  of  speech  antecedent  to 
the  constitution,  and  of  tiie  distinctions  just  mentioned, 
would  remove  tiie  landmarks  of  the  compact.  It  would 
Gonvert  the  Supreme  Court  into  a  ptriHical  couneit  and 
board  of  control,  to  admintiter  the  political  opinions  of 
its  inepibers.  It  would  confer  on  the  Supreme  Court 
powers  too  gigantic  and  terrific,  too  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  the  United  States,  to  the  reserved  powers  of  the 
States,  and  to  the  safety  of  the  Union- 
It  irouM  carry  along  with  it  the  power  to  the  Supreme 
Court  to  decide  upon  acquidtion  of  new  territoriM,  and 
upon  the  adtmuoon  of  States  into  the  Union,  formed  out 
of  such  purchased  territoricst  the  power  to  dende  how 
far  infractions  of  treaties  and  delays  of  reparalkai  did 
abrogate  those  treaties  between  the  Urated  States  and  for- 
eign nations. 

The  whole  ^stem  of  the  UnitM  States,  for  ascertaining 
and  adjusting  private  land  dwms  in  the  newly  acquired 
territories  by  comniaBioners,  reserving  the  final  decision 
to  the  C(sigreis,dependfi  upon  the  ^stinction  1  have  taken. 

Remove  these  distiitctiona,  and  the  powers  of  the  le- 
gislative and  executive  departments  depend  on  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Supreme  Court;  and  the  limits  of  its  own 
powers  would  depend  upon  its  own  will. 

A  new  mode  of  ditwing  to  the  Federal  Government 
the  reserved  powers  of  the  Statea  is  let  In,  which  evades 
and  pots  to  naught  the  safeguard  to  the  nuncnity  of  the 
Statea  provided  by  the  compact  against  amendments. 
The  door  is  open  to  usurpation  and  tyranny,  by  ^ving  (he 
Federal  Government  the  sole  and  entire  control,  indepen- 
dent of  any  control  of  the  States. 

By  the  theory  of  the  constitution,  if  the  Congress  de- 
nre  to  exercise  a  new  power  not  before  delegated,  they 
must  draw  upon  the  States  for  a  further  surrender  and 
delegation  of  another  portion  of  their  reserved  powera. 
To  sanction  such  new  delegation  of  power,  three-fburtiis 
of  the  several  States  must  consent,  by  ratifying  the  amend- 
ment proposed.  But  in  practice,  under  tbis  new  doc- 
trine, that  whatever  power  is  sanctioned  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  Stales  is  constitutional,  and  the 
States  have  no  power  to  interpose,  a  bare  m^ority  of  both 
HouarsoT  CongreMy  mthtbe  aaaentof  tliePreddentand 
the  Supreme  Courts  or  twtMhirds  of  both  Houses  with 
the  assent  of  the  Supreme  Court,  without  the  iMent  of 
the  President,  may  alter  the  conititutioB  at  pleasure.  If 
the  Congress  exercise  any  of  the  powers  reserved  to  the 
States  by  passing  an  set,  let  the  Supreme  Court,  in  a  lit- 
igation between  two  citizeni^  in  which  this  law  is  incident- 
ally drawn  in  question,  sanction  it  as  constitution^, 
then,  according  to  this  unlimited  power,  conferred  on 
the  Supreme  Court  by  construction,  the  act  wouM  be 
constitutional  law,  sound  eotutitutionaldoetrine.  Protect 
the  authors  of  the  law  from  a  public  examination  of  their 
f»nduct,  by  the  terrors  of  an  alien  and  sedition  law,  to 
apeak  or  to  write  against  the  authors  of  the  law  would 
be  seditious;  to  oppose  the  law  by  force  would  be  trea- 
son, rebellion]  So  say  those  who  contend  for  the  unlim- 
ited power  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  all  cases 
■riring  under  the  constitution  and  laws  tbe  Uiuted 
States!"  Deny  the  ri^ta  of  the  States  to  interpose  to 
mrrest  the  usurpation,  and  where  is  the  remedy^ 

Happily,  «  legislature  cannot  be  indicted  of  sedition;  a 
State  cannot  be  indicted  of  treason,  and  arrwgned  at  the 
bar  of  a  court.  The  general  revolt  of  a  whole  nation 
a^gmnit  usurpation  and  oppresnon  cannot  justly  be  called 
rebellion.  Ttuth  is  comprehended  by  examining  princi- 
ples. A  whole  people  reriiting  opprenon,  and  vindkat* 
in^  their  own  libe^  and  the  constitution,  commit  no 
crime  in  so  doing.  Private  men,  who  swear  allegiance 
to  the  constitution,  who  swear  "  obedience  ati  legem," 
ewear  no  obedience  **  aira  vd  ernUra  faeem."  The 
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oath  can  detract  nothing  fh)m  the  constitution;  nothhMC 
from  the  public  liberty,  which  the  constitution  was  intend' 
ed  to  protect.  It  adouts  the  right  to  protect  and  pre- 
serve the  constitution,  and  impoaes  a  duty  to  avenge  the 
violation  of  it. 

By  the  constitution,  the  diverafied  particular  intereita 
of  tbe  States  were  intended  to  be  under  the  regular  action 
of  the  Federal  Government,  secured  and  reserved  fhim 
federal  legislation:  Ist,  by  a  judicious  selection  of  the 
delegate'd  powers,  the  exercise  of  which  were  most  likely 
to  promote  the  general  welGtfe  of  all  the  States,  and  least 
likely  lo  bear  mjiwesiivehr  upon  any  one  of  thraif  3d,  by 
regulationa  and  prohibitions  upon  the  exerdse  of  those 
powers  so  specified  and  delegated,  so  as  to  render  their 
action  uniform  in  all  the  States,  and  to  guard  against  a 
preference  or  favoritism  towards  any  of  the  States;  3d« 
by  guarding  i^ainst  amendments  which  might  delegate 
additional  powers,  and  divest  the  States  of  further  por- 
tions of  sovereignty,  unless  such  amendments  were  pro- 
posed by  two-thirds  of  the  Houses  of  Congress,  or  two- 
thirds  of  the  Legislatures  of  tbe  several  States,  and  after- 
irards  ratified  by  three-fourths  of  tbe  Sutes. 

But  by  this  new  doctrine  of  supremacy  of  tbe  federal 
court,  an  irregular  action  of  the  Federal  Government  ia 
substituted  in  place  of  amendment.  Usurpation  of  pow- 
er, if  sanctioned  by  the  Supreme  Court,  ismadeciju^  to 
an  additional  grant  by  an  amendment  of  the  constitution. 
A  majority  of  the  Statea  combined  in  interest,  may,  if  Mne- 
tioned  by  the  Supreme  Court,  exerdse  any  powers  not 
delegated,  not  necessaiy  and  proper  to  execute  the  pow- 
era especially  delegate<^  but  new  substantive  powers  to 
Uie  Government,  added  by  construction,  destructive  of 
the  particular  interests  and  prosperity  of  a  mincffi^  of 
the  States — ^powers  which  two-thirds  of  both  Houses,  or 
two-tbirds  of  the  Legislatures  of  the  States,  would  not 

iiropose;  or,  if  proposed,  would  not  be  ratified  by  three* 
burtbsof  the  States  as  an  amendment  to  the  constitution. 

A  majority  of  the  Sutes  elect  a  mi^i^  of  the  Sena- 
tors, and  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives; and  a  bare  majority  of  the  States  may  be  ao 
taken  as  that  they  may  elect  a  majority  of  electors  of  Pre- 
sident and  Vice  Prendent.  So  that  a  majority  of  Statea 
combined  in  the  aaaumption  of  new  powers^  may  exercise 
such  new  comtructive  powera  to  their  agrandixemen^  and 
the  advancement  of  tneir  particular  intereati,  to  tlw  de- 
preanon  of  the  particular  interests  and  proiperity  of  the 
minority.  Such  a  combination  may  be  perpetuated  by 
the  very  ftct  that  it  ia  a  coiid>inatioa  of  the  mi^jority  tn 
local  and  particular  interests.  Tbe  aggression  cannot  be 
corrected  bif  an  appeal  of  the  minority  for  a  change  id 
representation  in  the  two  Houses,  because  of  tbe  spedal 
interests  wlueh  the  majority  of  the  Statea  have  in  conti- 
niung  such  system  of  benrats  to  themadve%  at  tbe  ex- 
pniM  of  tbe  mincHity.  'Hie  combination  can  effectoalljr 
perpetuate  itself  by  eontimial  elections  to  bottl  Houses 
and  by  the  election  erf*  the  Prendent  and  Vice  FnMuA. 

This  is  a  short  way  of  adding  new  powers  by  aaaumption 
of  Congress,  with  the  consent  of  the  Supreme  Ceurt, 
and  denyuig  the  autbimty  of  the  States,  to  ioterpoae  to 
amattiieevil.  It  is  a  new  mode'of  amendment  to  the 
constitution, -totally  variant  from  the  mode  prescribed  by 
the  constitution.  It  evadea  and  defies  the  security  and 
efficient  Mfi^uard  provided  by  the  constitution,  and  en- 
courages encroachments  which  lead  to  a  tyrannical  con- 
centration of  all  the  powera  of  Govemmenlv  boA  State 
and  federal,  in  the  aame  hands. 

But  there  may  be  instances  of  usurpationa  of  undele- 
gated power  ao  contrived  as  to  evade  the  examination 
and  detirion  of  the  ju^dal  department,  even  in  luita  be- 
tween the  Federal  Government  and  an  individual. 

The  very  protective  ^stem,  irtuoh  is  the  source  of  the 
unhappy  discontents  in  South  CaroBna  aa  well  u  in  ottwr 
Statea,  la  a  striking  example. 
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The  tRTiff  bill,  on  its  title  aiid  bee,  profcMea  to  be  for 
KTeoue.  But  the  duUes  imposed  produce  revenue  ex- 
ceeding the  wwti  of  tfie  Govenunent  for  iti  economical 
expenouluret.  The  high  iinpoiti  are  enicted  for  protec- 
tion of  nriuiuAictures.  But  this  motive  and  intent  ts  conceal- 
ed and  not  arowed  in  the  bill,  bowsoerer  strongly  urged 
on  the  floor*  of  Congress  to  induce  the  high  tariff,  and 
howsoever  this  intent  may  inflate  extravagant  and  waste- 
fill  expenditures,  for  the  purpose  of  fostering  and  continu- 
ing Uie  high  pressure  of  taxatkm  upon  consumers. 

Now,  the  judidal  tribunals  cannot  go  out  of  the  act  to 
look  for  the  motives  of  the  members  of  CongFen;  they 
cannot  examine  into  the  secret  springs  of  acUon  in  the 
Legislature.  So  it  is  decided  in  the  case  of  Fletcher  tu. 
Peck,  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  As 
the  power  to  tax  imports  and  collect  revenue- is  expressly 
delegated,  the  question  of  the  undelegated  but  usurped 
power  of  protection  of  one  class  of  citizens,  by  {pving 
money  to  them,  taken  from  the  pocketa  of  «lher  uasses 
of  citizens  who  fWnsume  domestic  manuhetures,  can 
never  arise  upon  a  bill  profesring  to  be  for  revenue.  But 
will  the  gentlemen  who  are  so  ardent  for  protection  of 
manufacture^  be  pleased  to  divide  these  subjects  into  two 
acts:  the  first,  for  revenue;  the  second,  declaring  that 
over  and  above  the  amount  of  duties  necessary  for  reve- 
nue so  much  additional  dotar  shall  b«  imposed  for  pro- 
tection* Bill  number  tme,  for  revenue,  no  dtisenwill 
question.  ^But  bill  number  two,  for  protection  avowedly, 
will  be  questioned)  the  judicial  tribunals  can,  at  the  in- 
'  stance  m  any  individual,  who  pays  the  duty  for  revenue, 
but  refuses  to  pay  the  duty  for  protection,  come  at  the 
question  ofdelegated  or  undelegated  power.  Aye,  more, 
sir;  the  people  will  see  how  much  they  are  taxed  for  tite 
wants  or  the  treasury}  and  what  for  the  system  of  pro- 
tection to  manuftctures.  I  challenge  die  supptnteta  of 
the  protective  ^stem  to  such  a  trial. 

Government,  at  best,  is  but  an  evil.  But  it  it  a  necet' 
sary  cviL  It  is  founded  in  an  imperious  neoeasitjr  ariang 
out  of  the  veiy  nature  of  man,  his  imperfection,- his  appe- 
tency to  pursue  his  pasaon  and  selfish  denres,  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  rights  and  interests  of  his  fieUow-men. 
If  men  were  at  perfect  as  at^cls^  then  no  Government 
would  be  necemary.  But  inch  b  the  nature  and  imper- 
fections of  man,  that  the  exercise  the  powers  of  Gov* 
cmment  tends  to  increase,  not  to  allay,  nis  luit  for  do- 
minion. 

Few  men  are  willing  to  lemen  their  own  powers.  There 
are  ilhistrious  examples  to  the  contrary.  They  staiid 
cons(Mcuoufl  and  ilhutrious,  because  they  are  exceptions 
to  tlw  general  rule.  *<  Power  b  continually  stealing  from 
the  mai^lo  die  fow.**  No  wise  and  pnetieal  statesman, 
vriw  is  a  lover  of  rational  liberh',  none  but  a  pditicat 
drcAmer  of  the  perfectalnHtv  of^  man,  or  me  who,  ex- 
pecting to  baak  in  the  sunshine  of  power,  loves  it  more 
than  liberty,  would  ever  construct  a  Government  upon 
any  other  plan  than  that  of  providingand  securing  checks 
and  bahmcea  against  the  encroacbiftents  and  wuses  of 
power.  The  fc&ral  constitution  waa  framed  and  adopted 
by  irise,  patriotic,  and  practical  statesmen,  loveti  of  li- 
berty, injured  with  a  holy  seal  in  a  revoUition  to  remit 
the  enonwchments  of  power  from  the  central  Govern- 
ment upon  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  colonies.  They 
did  not,  they  could  not,  intend  to  create  a  central  Govern- 
ment with  unlimited  powers,  nor  a  Government  without 
snflicient  practical  checks  sgaiiwt  the  usurpations  which 
n^^t  be  attempted  upon  the  reserved  rights  of  the  Slates. 

The  Supnme  Court  of  the  United  Btataa  is  not  such 
auffident  check  and  safeguard  against  the  encroachmenta 
of  the  central  Government  upon  the  State  Governments. 
The  number  of  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  not  de- 
fined by  the  constitution.  That  number  is  but  seven  at 
pfcaent.  Four  are  a  majority  of  the  court.  Bu^th*  num- 
ber may  be  increased  at  the  pkHure  of  the  Congress  and 


a  President,  so  as  to  give  a  majority  of  a  desired  political 
cast.  These  judges  bold  their  omccs  for  life,  remov- 
able by  impeachment  by  the  House  of  Bepresentatire^ 
and  conviction  by  the  concurrence  of  tWMhitds  of  the 
Senators.  Their  reflponsibili^  is  too  remote,  and  the 
number  too  few  for  a  high  prerogative  court,  with  power 
to  adjust  the  political  powers  of  the  Federal  and  State 
Governments,  and  try  the  Federal  Government  when  im- 
peached of  usurpation  and  encroscbment  upon  the  re- 
served powers  belonging  to  the  States.  If  the  central 
Government  be  accused  of  encroachment  and  usurpation, 
its  triers,  the  Supreme  Court  judges,  are,  in  th^r  turn,  lia- 
ble lobe  impeacncd  and  tried  by  the  centrd  Government. 
I  The  Congress  who  commit  the  usurpation  are  the  only  per- 
:  sons  who  can  impeach  and  try  their  judgpes.  The  offending 
Congress  are  tobe  tried  by  their  judges;  and  the  offending 
jjudgesareto  be  impeached  and  tried  by  the  offending  Con- 
'gress.  There  is  but  little  wise  and  practical  security  in  this 
I  against  the  encroachments  of  the  central  Government. 
!  No  phuntHT  would  feel  very  safe  if  the  defendant  had  the 
sole  power  to  appoint  the  jury,  with  the  power  tuper- 
added  to  accuse  that  jury  of  misconduct,  and  try  the  ac- 
cusation. It  seems  to  me  that  if  thwu  wise  and  practical 
statesmen  and  patriots  who  framed  the  new  federal  con- 
stitution had  designed  the  Supreme  Court  to  be  the  sole 
prerogative  court  of  high  and  ultimate  commisrion  to  tiy 
the  central  Goremmcnt  for  usurpation  of  powers  not 
legated,  and  the  final  and  sole  sueguard  for  the  reserved 
powers  of  the  States,  they  would  have  devised  some  more 
certain  and  direct  responsibility  of  the  judges  to  tihe 
States,  than  by  referring  their  impeachment  to  Congress, 
who  must  be  parties,  uders,  and  abettors  in  the  usurpation. 
The  States  would  nothave  adopted  the  constitution  if  they 
had  been  inftHined  that  such  was  to  be  its  interpretation. 

In  deliberating  upon  the  extent  of  the  powers  intended 
to  be  conferred  by  the  eonititution  upon  the  several  de- 
partments, and  the  powers  reserved  by  the  States*  we 
ought  to  keep  steadily  in  view — 
1st.  The  perpetuity  of  the  Union] 
2d.  The  powers  necessary  to  a  fair  and  energetic  ad- 
ministration of  the  Govenunent*  as  ordained  and  eatab- 
lishedf 

3d.  The  safoty  of  a  minori^  of  the  States  agmnst  a 
combination  of  a  majori^j 

4th.  Hie  security  aguust  usurpation  and  degenenqr 
into  practical  tyranny. 

These  are  the  great  interests  of  every  true  American* 
to.  which  every  patriot  ought  to  look  with  a  watchful, 
steadfast  eye. 

F.very  construction  of  the  constitution  which  tend^  <n 
practical  opraation,  towe^en  the  exenase  of  the  powers 
phunly  conferred,  to  lessen  tiie  securi^  igainst  the  com- 
bination of  a  RMyority  of  the  States  against  the  minori^, 
or  to  weaken  the  guards  against  usurpation  and  practieal 
^ranov,  tends  neoeMarily,  m  the  end,  to  weaken  and  dia- 
solve  the  bonds  of  umon,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  re- 
jected. 

Union,  common  defence,  and  prote^ion,  justice  to  all, 
rational  liberty  to  all,  now  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  were 
the  gveat  ends  intended  by  the  constitution.  All  con* 
Btructions  which  tend  to  subvert  these  great  endsi  wtucb 
tend  to  invite  or  encourage  usurpation  in  the  Federal 
Government,  or  to  the  usurpation  by  one  department  of 
powers  belonging  to  another  department;  which  tend  to 
invite  and  encourage  a  combination  of  a  majority  of  the 
States  to  pursue  ttmr  interests  at  the  expense  of  a  mino- 
rity of  the  8tate%  ought  to  be  r^ected  as  repugnant  to 
the  leading  objects  of  the  constitution.  These  leadii^ 
inducements  were,  justice  to  the  whole,  the  wel&re 
of  all. 

Oppresrion,  injustice,  invanon  of  private  property  by 
the  lowdiouB  arta  of  legislatiooi  insecurity  against  the  op>* 
pretaire  hand  of  power,  cowbrnaticos  by  a  minority  of 
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coniedented  States  aga'iBtt  Um  minorilf,  have  produced 
rerolutions  and  dertmetion  of  Governments,  and  will  re- 
produce them,  unless  the  human  race  shall  be  degene- 
rated into  brutal  ignorance;  noH-reaiBtaace  and  passive 
obe^nee  be  inculcated  as  of  divine  imtitutioa;  and  every 
•pailc  of  nttional  liberty  shall  be  extiii||aiitied. 

The  genius  of  o«r  institutions,  the  intelligence  of  the 
people  of  the  States,  tlie  spirit  of  fretf  inquiry  guaran- 
tied by  the  Federal  and  State  GoremnentSf  the  love  of 
liberty  which  pervades  the  great  body  of  the  peo- 
ple, all  conspiM  to  insure  ns  that  the  iron  age  of  igno- 
rance, ^nmny,  «id  pasnve  obedience  is  never  to  infect 
this  land  with  its  baleful  gloom,  unlesa  preceded  by  those 
awful  convulaiona  of  par^  strife  and  civil  war,  which  de> 
solate  aocial  order,  and  bury  ■eianee,  morals,  and  religion 
in  the  ruins. 

Are  there  no  dangers  to  liberty  to  be  apprehended 
froiu  referring  all  the  pdilical  powers  of  the  Federal 
Oavemment,  and  all  the  reserved  powers  of  the  States, 
to  tiie  guar&nship  of  a  few  judges  appointed  for  life, 
not  removable,  except  by  impeachment  for  crimes  and 
mi^emeanorsj  not  impeachable  or  remt^ble  for  error 
of  opinion^  So  far  removed  from  re^onnbility,  (*'for  tm- 
peadiment  is  not  now  even  a  scarecrow,")  if  transformed 
into  a  political  court  instead  ofa  judicial  tribunal,  is  there 
no  cause  to  apprehend  that  a  majority  of  the  judges  may 
administer  their  theory  of  what  the  Government  ahould 
inateadafUie  theory  aa  actually  adopted  by  the  States? 
Are  no  j  udicial  opinions  tinctured  and  weolored  with  the 
party  feelings  and  opinions  of  the  day  ?  Is  there  no  cause 
to  apprehend  that  the  judges  will  follow  up  the  maxim 
taught  in  the  law  schools,  and  issued  from  the  bench. 
*'ut  boni  judieia  ampttari  Juritdieiicaem,"  not  only  to 
the  enUrgemcat  of  their  own  powers  but  to  the  enlvge- 
ment  of  the  powers  and  increase  of  the  JuiitfdictioD  of  the 
Federal  Government,  aa  the  means  convenient  utd  pro- 
per  to  the  end,  the  ampUfieation  of  their  own  jurisdiction? 

If  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  to  have  the 
Boal  and  exdusive  aatborUy  to  settle  political  questions, 
touching  emxoachments  upon  the  reserved  powers  of  the 
States,  and  all  other  political  questions  arising  under  the 
conatituHon,  then,  siiperaddea  to  thoae  qodifications 
which  have  heretofore  been  thought  essential  for  a  j  udge, 
the  prisMry  considermtion  in  selecting  him  ought  to  be, 
in  wnat  p<4itical  school  has  he  been  liroiq^t  upf  What 
are  his  political  opiniona  on  certain  great  contested  poli- 
tical questions?  To  what  political  |w1y  does  he  belong' 
I  respect  a  court  of  justice,  but  I  abhor  a  party  court. 
£^  us  not,  by  ccmstruction,  transform  a  couK  of  justice 
into  a  pohtical  council  of  state.  I<et  us  not  transform 
the  emblem  of  justice  into  the  erablem  of  power.  Let  us 
not  defile  the  aanctuaty  of  justice  with  the  pairionaof  po- 
litical parties  contending  for  political  powers. 

If  the  Supreme  Court  is  once  aeknewledged  to  be  the 
ultimate  tribunal  for  settling  the  boundaries  of  political 
power  between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  State 
Governments,  so  as  to  bind  the  patties  to  the  compact, 
then  it  will  inevtt^y  follow  that  the  eourt  will  be  the 
subject  of  poUtical  party  strife.  Reform  in  the  court,  by 
■nluiing  a  new  tpirA  by  other  or  additional  ju<^[ef,  will 
become  the  subject  of  political  party  strife  aa  much  as 
reform  in  the  executive  admtnistrstion.  Tbe  majority  of 
Congress  and  the  Executive  knight  at  any  time  add  to 
the  bench  of  iht  Supreme  Court  a  sufficient  number  of 
judge*  to  carry  an  important  queatimi  of  political  power. 
The  British  ministry  advised  tba  King  to  create  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  new  peers  to  carrf  4ie  reform  bill.  The 
power  of  a  aajotity  (^Congress,  with  the  iud  of  the  Pre- 
ndent,  to  create  new  judges,  for  a  spedal  occanon,  ia  aa 
effectual  as  the  power  of  the  King  to  create  new  peers. 
The  principles  of  civil  justice  to  be  admtniatered  by  tbe 


may  be  made  universal.  But  tbe  notions  of  political  jus- 
tice, and  balances  of  political  power,  are  mutable  and 
variant,  differir^,  like  the  complwoo^  habitiy  cdaaatioa, 
and  feelings  of  politicians. 

If  the  Supreme  Court  is  to  be  the  scde  and  exelonve 
judge  in  tlw  last  resnt,  not  <Hily  of  judicial  questioH 
properiy  submitted  to  it  by  the  forms  Of  tbe  conattlutiai^ 
but  also  of  all  queatktaa  touching  the  confines  of  political 
powers  delegated  and  not  delegated  by  the  compact; 
then  not  only  tbe  legislative  and  executive  departments 
of  the  Government  bold  their  powers  at  the  will  of  this 
court,  but  the  concurrence  of  tUs  eoutt,  wMi  the  otbw 
departmoits  of  the  Federal  GoTemBMn^  **in  usarpcd 
powers,  miglit  subvert  forever,  and  beycNid  Ute  possible 
reach  of  any  rightful  remedy,  the  very  constitution  which 
all  were  instituted  to  preserve."  tf  ooe  (tf  the  parties  b 
to  be  the  sole  and  exclusive  judge  of  the  extent  of  tbe 
powers  to  him  delegated,  and  of  the  ooncesMons  made  by 
the  other  parties  then  aoeh  party  woidd  have  an  unh- 
mited  and  supreme  authority  ever  ttic  other  parties.  It 
is  not  sufficient  to  discriminate  intiieitry  the  sevenl  classes 
of  power,  and  distribute  ibem  between  the  legislatiTC^ 
executive,  and  judicial  departmenta;  neitber  will  it  suffice 
to  mark  with  precinon  tbe  boundaries  between  the  pow- 
ers tielegated  to  the  Federal  Government  and  those  re- 
tained by  the  States,  and  trust  to  these  parchment  barrien 
for  defence  against  the  insatiable  appetite  and  restbss 
gnawings  of  power.  Bxperience  teaoncs  thst  the  eOeMj 
of  such  paper  barrirrs  are  too  feeble  to  udthstaad  the 
BCorehin^  deures  of  power,  and  that  some  more  adeqnat** 
defence  is  indispensable  to  secure  the  mote  fiwUe  against 
the  more  powerful  members  of  the  Government. 

Tbe  jutlicial  department  does  not  present  the  requisite 
seeurity  in  matters  of  such  transcendent  and  vital  import- 
ance. The  lilies  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  too  few  in 
number.  The  permanent  tenure  by  which  their  appoint- 
ments are  held,  as  well  as  their  aalariea  and  the  mode  of  their 
appointment,  destroys  all  sense  of  dependence  on  the 
States,  and  lif^  tbem  above  the  comm«m  burdens  of  the 
people;  and,  team  the  very  nature  of  thdr  calliiigi^  they 
see  human  nature  in  the  worst  li^t. 

These  are  but  too  apt  to  infuse  into  thoh  minds  lii|^ 
toned  notions  of  a  fordble  consolidated  Oovemmenl^  as 
necessary  to  "savejhe  people  from  their  worst  enemy—  - 
themselves."  Judges,  in  a  long  course  of  official  duties^ 
are  familiarized  to  the  nght  of  frauds,  chicaneries,  misde- 
meanors, and  crimes;  accustomed  to  exercise  the  force 
of  the  laws  upon  knaviah.  wealth,  naked  poverty,  and 
squalid  vicej  they  are  but  too  apt  to  confbund  ue 
distiQction  between  the  judi^  powers  necessary  to  admi- 
nister the  Uws,  and  political  powers  necessary  to  pre- 
scribe the  laws;  between  the  pvwers  neoesiary  to  bn 
granted  to  secure  and  protect  against  a  vic^tion  of  thn 
Uws  by  the  vicious,  and  the  powers  necessary  to  be  re- 
served to  the  good  for  protection  and  security  scainstn 
violation  and  abuse  of  the  political  powen  vitan  Gorans 
ment. 

In  England,  from  tiie  time  that  Alfred  hung  the  forty 
judges  for  illegal  and  corrupt  practicea,  to  the  trial  %ad 
convicticm  of  Algernon  Sidney  tor  hig^i  treason,  in  writ* 
iog  that  celebrated  treatise  on  Government,  (which,  unc* 
his  execution,  has  been  pubUshed,)  against  the  divine 
ri^t  of  kings,  and  the  doctrines  of  non4«sistance  and 
paMive  obedience,  and  from  tiuu  time  to  this,  the  hiatonr 
of  judicial  power,  as  exercised,  teaches  this  sidena  traw 
—judges  are  but  men,  &]lible  men. 

The  Usto^  of  jufeial  power  in  our  own  country  and 
in  our  dws,  is  not  less  impressive. 
But  I  fbrbcar. 

I  reqiect  an  independent,  upright  judge.  There  is  a 
generous  confidence  yielded  by  the  moral  sense  of  the 


judicial' tribunals  are  fixed,  immitable,  and  eternal) 'they  [community  to  such  an'officer.  He  is  looked  upon  as  the 
are  so  nearly  asumilated  in  all  civilised  nations,  that  they !  guardian  of  civil  rights,  the  protector  of  life,  liberty,  and 
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property.  But  the  judge  vho  exhibitt  hinudf  »a  the 
leBlot  or  ft  political  ptrtjr,  freeze*  the  generous  confi- 
dence of  the  peoplr,  ftnd  turns  it  into  feu-  and  trembling. 

It  it  veil  remarked  in  the  51it  No.  of  the  Letters  of 
PubKiuh  in  relation  to  the  judidal  deUHtment,  ttatt  **tbe 
|iermanent  tenure  by  which  the  appointmentt  are  held  in 
that  department  roust  soon  destror  til  sense  of  depend- 
ence on  the  authority  conferring  them." 

I  defend  the  ftamert  of  the  constitution  from  any  inten- 
tion of  conferring  on  the  Supreme  Court  such  transcend- 
ent powers.  I  will  not  slander  the  characters  of  the 
deftd,  nor  of  the  survivors,  by  supposing  that  these  zeaU 
oat  patriots  and  enthusiastic  defendov  of  the  rights  of 
the  coloniet  againat  the  central  power  of  Great  mitun, 
eould  have  been  tnuton  to  their  prindplet.  It  it  impos- 
sible, to  my  beUef,  that  the  sttteamen  wtio  were  members 
of  the  respectire  State  conventions  could  have  intended 
to  adopt  a  Government  so  destitute  of  all  reasonable  de- 
fence against  the  encroachments  of  power  and  the  un- 
compromising purposes  of  sclf^nterest,  as  this  would  be, 
tf  the  Supreme  Court  were  the  sole  expositor  of  the  con- 
ttitutton  in  the  bet  resort,  and  in  **  all  eases  arising  under 
the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States." 

If  the  General  Government  is  to  be  the  exclusive  judge 
of  the  extent  of  the  powers  delegated  to  it,  the  discre- 
tion of  those  who  administer  the  Government,  and  not 
the  constitution,  would  be  the  measure  of  their  powers. 
And  if  one  department  of  that  Government,  the  judiciary, 
is  to  be  the  tme  and  final  expositor,  then  its  discretion, 
md  not  tiw  oonstiUition,  would  be  the  measure  of  their 
powers.  Such  a  eonstnietion  invites  tiiote  who  exercise 
power  to  arrogate  more  than  they  have  a  right  U>,  by  de- 
claring they  are  the  sole,  final,  and  exclusive  judges  of 
the  measure  of  their  own  powers. 

Far  different  was  the  language  of  those  who  made  the 
constitution)  of  those  who  recommended  it  for  adoption, 
md  of  those  who  were  deliberating  on  its  adoption.  It 
was  declared,  so  recommended^  and  so  adopted,  to  be  a 
Government  of  limited  powers,  few  and  defined;  that  the 
powers  of  the  State  Governments  were  numerous  and  in- 
definite, and  that  the  State  Governments  were  "  con- 
stituent and  essential  parts  of  the  Federal  Government;" 
**thtt  the  StateGovernments  would  be  the  sentinels  and  the 
authoritative  bulwarks  against  encroachments  of  the  Fed- 
ual  Government"— FederaTut,  No.  45,  p.  393. 

In  the  45th  No.  of  the  Letters  of  Pubfius,  p.  290,  it  is 
detfliredthat  **  the  State  Governments  may  be  regarded 
as  constituent  and  essential  parts  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
inent."  "  Bach  of  the  principal  branches  of  the  Federal 
Government  will  owe  its  existence,  more  or  less,  to  the 
favw  of  the  State  Governments,  and  must  consequently 
feci  ft  dependence  which  is  more  likely  to  beget  a  dispo- 
ritian  too  olMequioat  than  too  overbetring  towards 
them." 

Again,  in  the  same  number:  *'  Tlie  powers  delegated 
l^the  proposed  constitution  to  the  Federal  Government 
are  few  and  defined.  Those  which  are  to  remain  in 
the  State  Oov«>nments  are  numerous  and  indefinite.  The 
former  will  be  exercised  prineipally  on  external  objects, 
M  war,  peace,  negotiation,  and  foreign  ooroiQerce;  witli 
which  last,  the  power  of  taxation  will,  for  the  most  part, 
be  connected.  The  powers  reserved  to  the  several 
States  will  extend  to  af  I  the  objects  wiiich,  in  the  onUna' 
ry  course  of  afiurs,  concern  the  Uve^  liberties,  and  prop- 
erties of  the  people,  and  the  internal  orders  improvement, 
and  prosperity  of  the  State." 

Again,  in  No.  46:  '*  But  ambitious  encroachments  of 
the  Federal  Government  on  the  authoriQr  of  the  State 
OOTcmmenta  wouhl  not  excite  the  opposition  of  a  single 
State,  or  a  few  States  only.  They  would  be  signals  of 
general  alarm.  Every  Government  would  espouse  the 
enmmon  cause.  A  correspondence  would  be  opened. 
Plans  of  resisUnce  would  be  etmcerted."    **  The  seme 


combinttion,  in  short,  would  result  from  an  tpprebensioil 
of  the  federal,  as  was  produced  by  the  dread  of  a  foreign 
yoke;  and  unless  the  projected  innovations  should  be  vol- 
untarily renounced,  the  same  appeal  to  a  trial  of  force 
would  be  made  in  the  <me  case  as  would  be  made  in  the 
other.  But  what  degree  of  madness  eouM  ever  drive  the  ^ 
Federal  Government  to  such  an  extremity^ 

Again,  page  399 :  "The  only  refuge  left  for  those  who 
prophesy  the  downfall  of  the  State  Governments  it  the 
vinonary  supposition  that  the  Federal  Government  may 
previously  accumulate  a  military  fctrce  for  the  objects  m 
ambition.  That  the  people  and  the  States  should,  for  a 
sufficient  period  of  time,  elect  an  uninterrupted  succes- 
sion of  meot  ready  to  betray  hothf  that  the  Governments 
and  people  of  the  States  shoold  silently  and  patiently 
behold  tne  gathering  storm,  and  continue  to  suppfy  (he 
msterials,  until  it  should  be  prepared  to  burst  on  their 
own  heads,  must  appear  to  eveir  one  more  like  the  in< 
coherent  dreams  of  a  delirious  jealousy,  or  the  misjudged 
exaggerations  of  a  counterfeit  zeal,  than  like  the  sober 
apprehennons  of  genuine  patriotism.  Extravagant  as 
the  suppo^tion  is,  let  it,  however,  be  made.  Let  a  regular 
army,  fully  equal  to  the  resources  of  the  country,  be  mm- 
ed}  and  let  it  be  entirely  at  the  devotion  of  the  Federal 
Government;  still  it  would  not  be  gtnng  too  tkr  toaajt 
that  the  State  Governments,  with  the  people  on  their 
ride,  would  be  able  to  repel  the  daneer." 

Again,  in  the  same  No. :  **  Notwithstanding  the  milita' 
ry  establisbments,  in  the  several  kingdoms  of  Europe, 
which  are  carried  as  br  at  the  pubUc  resources  wiM  bMT, 
the  Governments  are  alraid  to  trust  the  people  with  annt. 
And  it  is  not  certain  that,  with  this  ud  akme,  they  would 
not  be  able  to  shake  off"  their  yokes.  But  were  the  peo- 
ple to  possess  the  additional  advantages  of  local  Govern- 
ments chosen  by  themselves,  who  could  collect  the  na- 
tional will  and  direct  the  national  force,  and  of  officers 
sppdnted  out  of  the  militia  by  these  Government^  and 
attached  both  to  them  and  to  ttie  idlitM,  it  may  he  affirm- 
ed, with  the  greatest  assurance,  that  the  throne  of  every 
tyranny  in  Europe  would  be  speedily  orertumed,  in  tinte 
of  the  legions  which  surround  it." 

Again,  in  No.  48:  "  It  will  not  be  denied  that  power 
is  ofan  encroaching  nature,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  effect- 
ually restrained  from  ptsnng  the  limits  asugned  to  it. 
After  discriminating,  tnererore,  in  theory,  me  several 
classes  of  power,  as  tliey  may  in  their  nature  be  l^alativc, 
executive,  or  judicial^,  the  next  and  most  difficult  task  it 
to  provide  some  practical  security  for  each  against  the  inva- 
sion of  the  others."  "  Will  it  be  sufficient  to  mark  with  pre- 
cision the  boundaries  of  these  departmentain  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  to  trust  to  these  parchment 
bargains  against  the  encroachiiur  spirit  of  power?"  **  Ex- 
perience assures  us  ibai  tite  meaty  of  the  psovision  hat 
been  greatly  overrated,  and  that  some  more  adequate  de- 
fence is  indtspens^ly  necessary  for  the  more  feeble 
ag^nst  the  more  powerful  members  of  the  Government. " 

The  re«due  of  this  No.,  and  Nos.  49  and  SO,  are  de- 
voted to  prove,  by  very  many  examples,  "  that  a  mere 
deouircation  on  parchment  if  the  constitutional  limita  of 
tile  several  department^  is  not  a  sottcient  safeguard 
agunst  those  encroaehmentt  which  lead  to  a  tyrannical 
concentration  of  all  the  powers  of  Government  in  the 
same  bsnds." 

In  No.  49,  it  is  said:  "We  have  found,  in  the  last 
paper,  that  mere  declarations  in  the  written  constitution 
are  not  sufficient  to  restrain  the  several  departmenta  with- 
in their  legal  limiu." 

Again,  m  No.  51:  "  To  wliat  expedient,  then,  shall  we 
finally  resort,  for  maintaining  the  neceasarv  partition  of 
power  among  the  several  departments  as  lud  oown  in  the 
constitution'  The  only  answer  that  can  be  given  la,  that 
if  all  these  exterior  provisions  are  fbundto  be  inadequate, 
the  defkct  must  be  supplied*  by  so  contriving  the  inteiior 
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•tructare  of  the  Govemment,  u  that  its  Mreral  constitu- 
ent parts  nuv,  bj  their  mutual  relations,  be  the  means  of 
keeping  each  oUier  in  their  proper  placet." 

liM  first  aafe^iiard  suggested  is,  that  each  department 
ihoold  hare  a  will  of  its  own,  and  the  memben  of  each 
riurald  have  u  little  agency  as  posnble  in  appointing  the 
others.  In  the  execution  of  tiiis  principle  rignrously, 
"  M  appmntments  for  the  supreme  executire,  legisla- 
tiTe,  and  jutUciary  magistrates  should  be  drawn  from  the 
same  fountun  of  authority,  the  people,  through  channels 
having  no  communicmtion  with  each  other."  Difficulties 
are  then  suggested,  which  render  tome  devUtiooa  from 
the  rigorous  execution  of  that  principle  proper-  In  the 
constitution  of  tiie  ju^dar^  department,  in  particular,  it 
night  be  inexpedient  to  inaut  rigorously  on  the  principle, 
(ewction  by  the  peopleO  first,  because  peculiar  qualifica- 
tions being  essential  in  the  members,  the  primary  conad- 
eration  ought  to  be  to  select  that  mode  of  choice  which 
best  securei  these  qualifications;  secondly,  because  the 
permanent  tenure  by  which  the  appointments  are  held  in 
tfajrt  department  must  soon  destrcty  all  tense  of  depend- 
ence on  the  authori^  conferring  them . 

Another  great  security  ^inat  a  gradual  concentration 
of  the  several  powers  in  the  same  department  "  consists 
in  giving  to  those  who  administer  each  department  ahe 
necessary  constitutional  meant  and  pertonu  motives  to 
resist  encroachments  from  the  others."  "  In  ftanung  a 
Government,  wluch  it  to  be  administered  by  men  over 
men,  the  gmt  difficulty  lies  in  this:  you  most  first  enable 
the  Government  to  control  the  govented;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  oblige  it  to  control  itseu.  A  dependence  on  the 
'  people  is,  no  doubt,  the  primary  contnu  on  the  Govern- 
ment; but  experience  haa  taught  manfciiid  the  neceatity 
of  auxiliary  precaution." 

After  reasoning  upon  the.  subject  of  these  auxiliary 

Srecautions  generallj^,  the  celebrated  author  of  this  num- 
er  of  PnblVus  exiuhits  some  as  peculiarly  applicable  to 
ilie  Federal  Government,  p.  336:  *'There  are,"  tays  he, 
moreover,  two  considerations  particularly  applicable  to 
the  federal  system  in  a  very  interesting  pointer  view. 

"  First.  In  a  single  rrjiublie,  all  the  power  surrender- 
ed by  the  people  is  submitted  to  the  administration  of  a 
single  Govemmentt  and  the  usurpations  are  guarded 
uamat  by  a  ^vision  of  the  Government  into  sepsrate  and 
dutinct  departments.  In  the  compound  repubUe  of  Amer- 
ica, the  power  surrendered  by  the  people  is  first  divided 
between  distinct  Government^  and  then  the  portion  allot- 
ted to  each  divided  among  distinct  and  separate  depart- 
ments. Hence,  a  double  security  antes  to  the  rights  oT 
the  people .  The  different  Govemmentt  will  control  each 
other,  at  the  same  timtt  that  each  wiU  be  controlled  by 
itteir. 

**  Secondly.  It  is  of  great  importance  in  a  republic 
not  only  to  guard  society  against  tiie  oppression  of  its  ru- 
lers, but  to  guard  one  part  of  society  against  the  injustice 
of  the  other  part.  Different  interesu  necessarily  exist 
in  different  classes  of  citizens.  If  a  majority  be  unKed 
by  common  interest,  the  rights  of  the  minority  will  be  in- 
secure. There  are  but  two  methods  of  pnmding  a^inst 
thtt  evil;  the  one  by  creating  a  will  in  the  community  in- 
dependent of  the  majorityt  ute  other,  b^  comprehending 
in  the  society  to  many  separate  descriptions  of  citizens  as 
will  render  an  unjust  combination  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  very  improbable,  if  not  impracticable." 

The  53d  No.  concludes  by  adverting  agun  to  this  secu- 
rity arising  from  the  control  of  the  State  Governments. 
**Tbe  conclurion  retalting  from  these  examples  will  be  a 
little  strengthened  by  Hiese  three  dreumataDces.  The 
first  is,  that  the  Federal  Le|;ialature  will  possess  a  part 
cmly  that  supreme  legpslative  authority  which  is  vested 
completely  in  the  Britiidi  Parliament;  and  which,  with  a 
few  exceptions,  waa  exerdsed  by  ttie  Coltmial  Aatemblies 
and  the  Irish  Lcpslature.    In  the  second  place,  it  has,  on 


another  occasion,  been  shown  that  the  Federal  Leptla- 
ture  will  not  only  be  restrained  by  its  dependence  on  the 
people,  as  other  legislative  bodies  are,  but  that  it  will  be, 
moreover,  watched  and  oontroUed  by  the  several  collate- 
ral L^ishtura^  which  other  lq;idative  bodies  are  not." 

The  leUers  of  Publius,  tiuit  expbuning  the  principlea 
of  the  constitution,  and  the  ehecht  and  balances,  were 
publi^ed  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  had 
very  great  influence  in  recommending  the  proposed  con* 
stitution.  In  the  State  conventions  assembled  to  conrid- 
er  the  proposed  constitution,  the  same  explanations  were 
repeated  again  and  i^in,  as  well  by  dittii^piished  mem- 
bers of  the  federal  convention  which  framed  and  propos- 
ed the  new  con^tution,  as  by  the  other  advocatet  for  ita 
adoption.  The  apprehenairas  Oiat  the  new  eonstitutioa 
was  or  could  be  made  a  Government  of  unlimited  pow- 
ers— ^tiiat  the  righu  and  powert  of  the  State  Govemmenta 
could  be  absorbed  by  construction — that  all  powers,  for- 
eign and  domestic,  could  be  melted  in  the  crucible  of 
federal  power,  and  contolidated  in  one  mtM,  to  be  used 
at  pleasure  by  the  Federal  Government, 'as  its  admintt- 
tralors  ought  think  fit  and  eoDvenient  fiir  the  geoend  wet 
fare,  were  pronounced  idle  and  vinonary.  lliose  who 
entertained  such  fears  were  edled  politicat  dreamers,  ar- 
guing againtt  the  plain  sense  and  meaning  of  the  instru- 
ment. It  was  over  and  over  again  explwned  as  a  Govern- 
ment of  defined  powers,  with  safe  and  sufficient  cheeks 
and  balancea  to  guard  ag^nst  the  exereiie  of  powers  not 
delegated  by  the  SUtes:  aa  a  Govenuncnt  ibriving'  ita 
powers  by  special  delegation,  leaving  to  the  State  Gov- 
ernments all  their  rwfatt,  powers^  and  privileges  not  dele- 
gated nor  prohibited.  In  that  senfe,  it  waa  adopted  by 
the  States.  But. to  render  assurance  doubly  sure,  they 
proposed  and  adopted  the  tenth  amendment,  declaring — 
'<  The  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  SUtes  by 
the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the  Ststes,  are 
reserved  to  the  States,  reapectivelv.  or  to  the  people." 
Msrk!  totheSUtet"retpectively,"  not  collecUvely. 
Wlien  the  new  federal  constitution  was  framedand  pro- 

Eosed  for  adoption,  the  encroacUng  nature  of  power  had 
een  severely  felt  and  not  fot^tten.  The  necetnty  to 
fortify  againat  ita  uturpations  was  well  undetltaod,  and 
the  principles  of  rept^lican  government  were  adored 
with  a  frank  and  generons  apint.  In  those  earlv  seasons 
of  virtue  uid  devotion  to  liberty,  the  letteia  of  Publius 
appeared,  abounding  mth  sound  political  maxims  and  ele- 
mentary principles<nrepubUcan  government,  drawn  from 
the  deepest  fountunt  of  knowledge— the  history  -of  past 
time^  observations  oit  the  present,  and  the  reflections  of 
the  wise,  the  good,  the  philanthropic,  and  the  patriotic. 

These  prinoples  an  clearly  stated  and  fbrcibly  iUuatrat- 
ed  in  the  letters  ofPubliut,  that  the  SUte  Govemmenta  are 
constituent  and  essential  parU  of  the  Federal  Government{ 
that  the  powert  of  tiie  proposed  Federal  Government  are 
few  and  defined!  tliat  thoae  which  remain  to  the  State 
Governments  are  numerous  and  indefinite;  that  the 
change  proposed  by  tlie  new  constitution  consists  much 
less  in  the  addition  of  new  powers  to  the  Union,  than  in 
the  invigoration  of  the  old,  except  only  as  to  the  regula- 
tion of  commercct  that  power  is  of  an  encroaching  na- 
ture) that  it  ought  to  be  effectually  restnuned  from  pass- 
ing the  limits  assigned  to  it;  that  one  securiW  is,  by  writ- 
ten constitutions;  a  second  b^  distribution  of  powers  into 
legislative,  executive,  and  judicial;  a  third,  that  these 
powers  be  intrusted  todifferent  hands;  that  mere  demar- 
cations of  powers  and  written  decUrations  m  a  oonabtu- 
tion  are  not  sufficient  to  restrain  the  legislahve,  executive, 
and  judicial  departmenta  within  Uieir  assigned  limits,  nor 
to  prevent  their  Encroachments,  the  one  upon  the  other, 
nor  to  prevent  the  tyrannical  concentraUon  of  all  the  pow- 
ers of  Government  in  the  same  hands;  that,  to  obh|fe  Uie 
Government  to  control  itself,  and  keep  within  ita  assigned 
limits,  som»  additional  auxiliaries  over  and  above  paper 
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barrier^  and  depMdence  on  the  people,  are  neceiaary; 
tfaat'tbese  additional  auxiliariea  connst  in  providing  that 
each  department  may  have  a  will  of  its  own,  and  that  each 
be  inveiticd  with  the  conatitutional  means  and  personal 
tnotivca  to  reatit  mcroacbinent*  of  the  other  deiwt- 
menta. 

The  Federal  Goremment  Is  then  represented  as  con- 
taiidiV  all  die  MCiintieB  of  a  nng le  republic,  bv  the  divi- 
nam  of  the  several  clasMs  of  executive,  judicial,  and 
legislative  powers  among  the  several  distinct  depart- 
ments; but,  also,  that  by  the  ^vision  of  powers  between 
thQ  State  Govemmentf  Mid  the  Federal  Gavetnment,  each 
deputment  will  watch  the  othent  each  Govemnient  will 
have  a  tendency  to  control  itself,  and  the  difiierent  Gov- 
ernments will  control  each  othert  that  this  Federal  Gov- 
ernment wilt  be  doubly  etched  and  controlled  by  the 
people  and  by  the  State  OovernmentB. 

Tm  letters  of  Publius  do  most  explicitiy  explun  that 
the  State  Governments  were  safeguards  against  the  en- 
croaclntents  of  the  Federal  Government,  not  only  as  be- 
ing constituent  parts,  but  by  reason  of  hanng  a  will  of 
ttievownj  capable  of  watching,  capable  of  directing  their 
'  fcroe,  and  having  the  control  of  the  miUtla. 

In  the  debates  in  the  New  York  convention  on  the 
adoption  of  the  federal  constitution,  Mr.  Hamilton  urged 
the  same  security  against  federal  encroachment.  He  said: 
**Tbe  people  have  an  obvious  and  powerful  protection  in 
thev  State  Governments.  ShouldanythingdangerouBbe 
attempted,  these  bodies  of  perpetual  obaervatioD  will  be 
capable  of  forming  and  conducting  plans  of  regular  -op- 
ptAition.  Can  we  believe  the  people's  love  of  liberty 
will  not,  under  the  incitement  of  their  legislative  bodies, 
be  roused  into  resistance,  and  the  midneai  of  tyimnny  be 
extinguished'at  a  blow?** 

The  resolutions  of  Kentucky  and  Vir^nia,  of  1798, 
and  of  Virginia  at  the  session  of  the  Legidature  of  1799, 
concur  in  ascribing  to  the  fitatc  Goveninents  the  rightful 
power  to  interpose  to  arrest  dangerous  usurpations  by  the 
Federal  Government. 

Here  it  is  convenient  to  remark  that  the  report  and  re- 
solutions of  the  Legislature  of  Virginia,  of  January,  1810, 
do  not  in  the  least  conflict  with  the  resolutions  of  Virgi- 
nia of  1798  and  1799,  and  Kentucky  of  1798.  Those  of 
1 810  relate  t»  a  propositioo  from  PcnnqrlTinia  to  provide, 
by  amendments  to  the  conititution,  tar  caste  <rf conflicting 
deciwona  between  the  State  courts  and  the  federal  courts. 
Those  of  1798  and  1799  relate  to  deliberate  and  palpable 
usurpations  by  the  Federal  Government  of  the  dangerous 
powers,  other  than  those  delegated. 

The  inaugural  address  of  Mr.  Jefferson  recommends 
**  support  of  the  State  Goremments  in  all  their  rights 
aa  the  most  competent  adndnistraton  of  oar  doowstic 
eoncems,  and  the  bulwarks  against  anti-republiean  ten- 
dencies." The  lettersof  Publiu^  before  the  State  con- 
ventions convened)  the  explanation  in  t^e  canventions,by 
the  advocates  of  the  proposed  constitution]  the  resolu- 
tions of  Virginia  and  Kentucky  of  1798  and  1799)  and 
the  inaugural  address  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  all  concur  in  as. 
■erting  the  righti  of  the  SUte  Governments  to  arrest  and 
prevent  the  dangerous  usurpations  of  the  FedenI  Gqrem* 
ment. 

Without  these  conservative  principles,  '*  these  bodies 
of  perpetual  observation,"  the  Federal  Government  would 
SQon  become  the  sole  arbiter  of  its  powers,  with  a  faculty 
within  itself  to  increase  its  powers  and  multiply  its  au- 
thorities without  limit{  to  tiot  in  irresponsibihty,  and 
dszcle  by  Its  stdendori  to  attract  to  itself  all  the  powers 
of  the  State  Governments,  and,  in  its  omnipotency,  to 
grind  the  States  into  dust.  Such  a  Government,  over- 
whelmed by  the  multiplicity  of  its  concerns,  could  not 
enter  into  the  detMls  of  legislation.  Large  discretionary 
powers  would  be  conferred  on  the  Exeeutivet  >"  place  of 
law,  executive  discretion  must  govern  ^  security  Air  life. 


liberty,  and  pr<^erty  will  vamsb)  the  voice  of  the  peopk 
will  be  stifled,  until  the  evils  shall  accumulate  beyond  en- 
durance; and  then  there  would  be  no  relief  but  in  con- 
vulsion, no  remedy  hut  in  revolution  <  Such  must  be  the 
inevitable  remit  <tf  comolidating  State  and  fedrad  pov 
ers  into  one  Govenunest,  extended  over  aueh  a  wide* 
spread  surface,  so  variow  in  climate  productiona,  par* 
suits,  habits,  and  interests.  One  central  Goveminetit^ 
with  general  and  defined  powers  of  le^slation,  cannot 
diffiise  the  blesnngs  of  good  order,  seounty,  responsibili- 
and  rational  liberty,  throughout  such  a  vast  territoty. 
be  State  Goreriunenta  arc  oecesauy  parties  and  towen 
of  defence. 

But  we  are  providing  by  this  bill  to  compel  a  State  into 
submission;  to  exhibit  the  spectacle  of  a  Government  at 
war  with  itself.  This  power  of  compelling  a  State  was 
proposed  in  the  convention,  and  rejected.  On  the  15th 
June,  1787,  Mr.  Faterson,  of  New  Jersey,  submitted  to 
the  convention  various  resolutions.  The  eighth  wa^  that 
the  acU  of  the  United  States,  and  treaties,  &c.  "to  be  the 
supreme  law,**  8eg. 

"  And  if  any  State,  or  any  bod^  of  men  in  anjr  State, 
shall  oppose  or  prevent  the  carrying  into  execution  such 
acts  or  treatieB,the  Federal  Executive  dball  be  authorized 
to  call  forth  the  powers  of  the  confederated  States,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to  enforce  and  compel 
an  obedience  to  such  acts,  or  an  observance  of  soch  trea- 
ties." 

On  the  19th  of  June,  this  propoution  (with  the  othen 
submitted  by  Mr.  Paterson,)  waa  voted  upon  in  CfHMnit- 
tee  of  the  Whole,  and  ne^tiv«dt  seren  States  votinft 
against  it,  and  only  three  for  it. 
Here  Mr.  B.  yielded  the  floor  to 
Mr.  FOINDEXTER,  who  moved  that  the  Senate  now 
adjourn.    Teas  11,  nays  19. 
So  the  Senate  refused  to  adjourn. 
Hr.BUCKNER  then  moved  to  postpone  the  fhrther 
consideration  of  the  bill,  and  to  make  it  the  ^lecial  order 
of  the  day  for  to-morrov< 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  The  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  had  pven  way,  in  the  usual  manner, 
to  a  motion  to  adjourn.  Such  was  the  practice  in  the 
Senate.  But  if  a  gentleman  yielded  the  floor  for  any 
other  motion,  he  yielded  the  ri^t  to  resume  it. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  s^  it  muat  be  apparent  to  tho 
Senate  that  the  question  now  befwe  the  Senate  waa  one  of 
the  greatest  importance.  He  had  never  before  seen  a 
dispofltion  manifested  by  this  body  to  refuse  to  a  member 
an  opportunity  for  rest  and  research  in  order  to  enable 
bimielf  to  ckoe  his  argument  in  a  manner  which  would 
be  MitiBftctoiy  to  himself  and  to  the  cmintiy.  If  tlie 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  were  di^Kwed  to  q>cakto 
the  Senate  for  a  week,  he  would  always  vote  for  sdjoum- 
ment  when  it  was  requested. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  if  a  Senator  yielded  the  flow 
for  any  other  motion  than  a  motion  to  a^ioum,  be  tost  tho 
right  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  then  renewed  the  motion  to  ad-  . 
joum,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  or- 
dered.  The  queatifm  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as 
fMlows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  BuekneTt  CaUioan, 
Clay,  King,  Hangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Foindexter,  Kna, 
Robinson,  Tyler,  White. — 14. 

NATS  .—Messrs.  Chambers,  Cfa^on,  Dallai,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Foot,    Frelingbuysen,  Hendri^LS,  Hit^ 
Hobnes,  Kane,  Knlgbt,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Sibbee,  TS^ 
ton,  Tomliason,  Webster,  Wilkins,  Wright.— 30. 
So  the  Senate  refused  toa^oom. 
Mr.  BIBB  then  eoattaiued  a  few  mwutca  longer,  when 
be  again  gave  way;  and. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  MANGUM, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 
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Fbioai,  Fkibuabt  1. 
REVBNUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  baring  reaumed  the  conaideration  of  the 
special  order  of  the  day,  which  was  **a  bill  furtber  to 
provide  for  the  collection  of  duties  on  imports" — 

Hr.  BIBB  resumed  hia  argument.  Shall  we,  said  he, 
.make  war  upon  South  Carolina?  Shall  ve  clothe  the 
President  wiu  the  power  to  proclalio  war  agMnst  one 
tlie  States  of  this  Union?  If  so,  for  what  oaute?  In  a 
forogn  war  it  is  of  the  utmoit  importance  that  it  bejustt 
that  It  be  the  only,  the  last  sad  alternative  between  sub- 
misMOn  forever  to  grievous  wrong,  or  a  forcible  redress. 
Before  we  authorize  war  with  a  member  of  the  confede- 
racy, we  should  look  with  yet  greater  cautwn  to  the  jus- 
tice of  our  cause.  We  riiould  consider  weU  the  cost  of 
tfie  conflict  the  probable  consequences,  and  the  final  re- 
mit. Lord  North's  &tal  deloaini  of  prostrating  America 
at  bis  feel^  tus  ^sregard  of  the  just  oomplamts  of  -the 
coloniesb  hu  confidence  in  the  Biiush  power,  severed  the 
c<donies  from  the  mother  country.  Let  us  not,  by  a  like 
fittal  delusion,  dissever  this  Union.  Our  policy  to  demand 
nothing  but  that  which  is  ju^  and  to  submit  to  nothing 
thai  it  wrongs  has  ipven  us  unparalleled  success  in  our 
wars  and  in  our  negotiations.  The  justice  of  our  cause, 
our  forbearance  to  seek  justice  b^war  until  all  other 
meaqs  have  been  exhausted,  havehitberto  blessed  us  witii 
the  sDules  of  Providence.  Our  tower  of  strength,  our 
monument  of  glory,  will  nod  from  on  high,  and  totter  to 
their  fall,  if  we  ra^ly  and  unjusUy  wage  war  upon  a  Mster 
State.  Have  we  justice  on  our  mde>  What  are  w«  to 
get  by  the  war.'  Is  war  the  only  alternative?  Whysh^l 
we  go  to  war  with  South  Canlion?  8be  has  adopted  an 
ordmncB,  and  passed  cerfaun  Iq^idatiTe  acfSf  «nd  she  has 
issued  a  manifesto,  all  aimed  against  the  system  of  pro- 
tection, cloaked  under  c^lor  of  revenue. 

For  years  South  Candina  and  other  States  have  remon- 
strated against  the  system  of  protection  u  oppresuve  to 
them,  and  unwarranted  by  tbe  constitution.  U  South 
Carolina  right  or  wnm^  id  demanding  a  reduction  of  the 
tariff?  Is  not  a  reduction  demanded  by  justice  and  expe- 
diency? Whilst  fentlemeu  are  tbruatiog  at  others  with 
the  authoritative  doctrines  of  the  Prerident,  as  announced 
in  the  proclamation  and  message,  I  interpose  the  shield  of 
tbe  same  hi^  authori^.  The  President,  in  his  message 
at  the  opeomg  of  the  session,  and  s^ain  in  the  message 
to  which  this  Dili  professes  to  be  a  response,  has  recom- 
mended a  reduction  of  the  tariff  as  oue  to  justice  and 
■ound  poticy.  Initend  of  compfsring  with  this,  another 
part  of  the  meaiigc  is  Kind,  and  this  bill  a  reported  to 
execute  iigustice  and  oppres^u  by  the  sword,  the  bayo- 
net and  the  canntm.  Can  we  expect  our  affairs  to  pros- 
per under  such  a  course?  Can  the  Union  stand  this? 
Will  the  other  Southern  Stately  who  are  smarting  under  a 
sense  of  the  injustice  and  oppreanon  of  tbe  tariff,  remaio 
inactive  spectators  of  war  and  carnage  perpetrated  in 
iUcl\ncMise?  Can  we  expect  that  an  overruling  Provi- 
dence wilt  tnule  upon  a  war  10  beguo,  and  ao  prosecuted, 
against  a  weak  «ter?  We  diould  reeoUcet  that  justice 
is  an  attribute  of  God  himself.  The  prindple  is  of  ^ine 
origin  and  institution,  immutable  and  eternal.  Human 
law  and  human  force  saniiot  convert  iiguatice  into  justice. 
Our  arroiea  and  our  navy  are  but  aa  dust  in  the  balance, 
compared  with  the  power  of  OmnipotenM  to  execute  tbe 
tiivine  decrees  of  justice.  Sooner  or  Inter,  dvine  justice 
will  overtake  and  punish  tbe  guilt  of  nations.  We  have 
cense  to  recollect  that  the  race  is  not  always  to  the  swifl, 
nor  the  battle  to  tbe  Strang.  There  is  an  overruling 
power]  a  Providence  whiab'  attempers  the  winds  to  tbe 
sb(M^  lamb.  Let  us  tuai.oor  .iears  to  the  complaints  of 
-South  Carolina.  Let  wkatricen  to  the  vmce  of  reason. 
Let  us  not  betray  an  unnuinly  pasuoo,  because  a  sister 
lies  rebuked  our  power.   Let  us  be  just.  Let  us  come 


to  legislative  action  on  the  tariff,  the  source  of  conplaint 
and  grievance  to  South  Carolinai  the  fruitful  source  <^ 
discontents  elsewhere.  Let  us  see  if  there  is  not  a  spee- 
dier and  more  effectual  mode  by  which  the  Ascontents  of 
South  Carolina  may  be  healed,  by  which  gladness  and  i<^ 
may  be  diffused  tbrougbout  tiie  United  States,  instead  of 
the  baleful  eloom  which  must  be  excited  by  the  horrid 
spectacle  oi  a  nation  at  war  with  itself. 

If  we  make  war  upon  South  CaroUna  to  put  down  her 
principles,  we  ought  to  be  certain  that  those  prindplea 
are  bad,  dangerous,  and  repugnant  to  those  upon  wudi 
tbe  federal  constitution  is  basra. 

What  are  her  prineiplef  ?  That  «n  all  questions  touch* 
ing  her  riglits  and  powers  not  delegated  to  the  Federal 
Oovemment,  ^e  has  a  right  to  judge  aa  1o  the  usurpation, 
and  as  to  the  mode  and  measure  of  redress.  Not  that  she 
claims  the  right  to  arrest  the  execution  of  a  lawfiil  act  of 
Congress,  but  that  she  has  aright.within  her  jurisdiction, 
to  arrest  an  unlawful  act  of  Congresst  such  an  act  as  the 
constitntim  has  not  sanetionedi  which  ia  null  and  vwd, 
because  it  was  enacted  by  usurpation  of  powera  not  dele- 
gated! unlawful,  because  the  constitution  is  tbe  supreme 
Uw,  higher  than  .the  Congress,  overruling  the  acts  of 
Congress;  unlawful,  because  the  genius  of  the  constitu- 
tion, if  consulted,  pronounces  it  null  and  void.  Sdbth 
Carolina  has  audthatthe  system  of  protectiMi,  eognmed 
upon  the  impoats^  is  a  power  never  granted  1^  her  to  the 
Federal  Government.  She  wys  tlut  the  system  of  pro-  * 
tecting  manu&cturers  is  unjust,  and  oppresuve  to  the 
people  of  South  Carolina,  and  destructive  of  their  inter- 
ests and  happinessj  moreover,  the  people  of  South  Caro- 
lina have  sua,  that,  if  the  Congress  raall  attempt  to  etf 
force  that  protcetive  system  upon  them  by  force  of  armii 
they  will  resume  all  tbe  powers,  rif^ts,  and  prerogatim 
of  a  severe^  State,  independent  of  tbe  Union. 

Now,  Hr.  PrcMdent,  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  under- 
stood, that,  whilst  I  concur  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Virginia 
and  Kentucky  resolutions  of  1798,  1799,  and  1800,  I  do 
not  mean  to  approve  the  time,  manner,  and  occawm  in 
which  South  Caroline  hasappliedthem  to pnetice.  They 
are  great  conservative  prindples,  not  to  be  carried  into 
practical  effect  but  on  KK>t  and  preannr  emergende^ 
when  all  other  means  of  stajring  the  hand  of  lawless  ag- 
gression have  been  tried — unsuccessfiillv  tried)  and  when, 
waruid  revolution,  in  Governments  differenthr  organized 
from  ours,  would  be  justifiable  ia  the  eyes  of^  liberal,  eo- 
li^tened,  and  impartial  men.  These  great  conservative 
powers  and  privileges,  likeall  other  powers,  are  liable  to 
abuse  in  tbe  hands  of  in^icreet  and  heated  partisans. 
But  yet,  as  some  great  coosemtive  power  isneceasaiyto 
control  the  Oovemment  itself,  to  hold  it  in  subjection  to 
:  tbe  constitution,  to  keep  it  within  the  limits  of  delegated 
:  power,  I  believe  such  regulating  check  mwe  itfehr  lodged 
in  the  whole  body  of  a  State — a  whole  nation  of^ people; 
and  there  tess  Usble  to  abuse  than  if  lodged  in  the  hands 
of  a  few,  and  Oiose  few  exposed  to  many  teibptations  to 
sanction  the  usurpations,  as  participaton  in  the  power 
ud  emoluments  of  the  usurpation. 

Having  been,  I  hope,  sufficiently  explicit  to  defend 
myself  against  misrepresentation  in  these  times  of  political 
excitement,  by  errors  unintentional,  committed  in  qtport- 
ing  and  relating  what  baa  been  spoken,  i  diaU  proceed  to 
defend  South  Carolina  a»d  the  Union  against  tbe  effect* 
of  the  bill  before  us. 

Mr.  Presideiit,  I  aA  to  be  informed  when  and  where, 
and  by  what  instrument  or  act.  South  Cart^na,  or  any 
other  State  of  tiiis  Union,  baadiVested  herself  of  tbe  nght 
to  judge  wheUier  tbe  great  end  and  aim  of  adoptii^tbe 
federal  constitution  has  been  attained?  Of  tbe  right  to 
judge  whether  her  undelegated  powers  have  been  usurp- 
ed ;  whether  the  trustees  and  agents,  iiitnisted  with  powers 
for  one  purpose,  have  abused  and  perverted  them  to 
another?   Of  the  right,  in  caaei  of  rach  abus^  usurpa- 
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tioii»  ind  BnlidiiiiDiatrationi,  to  judge  of  the  mode  and 
manner  of  redress^  How  or  did  South  CaroUna 
attempt  to  surrender,  forever,  for  all  generationa  to  come, 
thei^t  to  renst  injustice  and  oppression,  and  engage 
the  present  and  all  future  generations  to  the  doctrines  of 
non-resistance  and  passive  obedience^ 

An  axiom  is  engrafted  into  manj'  of  our  State  constitu- 
tions, "that  frequent  recurrence  to  fiindamental  princi* 
pies  is  essential  to  the  preservation  of  liberty The  de- 
claration has  but  too  much  truth;  there  is,  I  fear,  great 
difBcolty  in  getting  men  in  power  to  hearken  to  the  pre- 
cept. There  are  certain  rights,  declared  to  be  inherent 
and  unalienable.  In  this,  the  bill  of  rights  in  StiAt  con- 
Btitutiont^  and  the  great  declaration  of  all  tbe  colonies  ad- 
dressed to  the  family  of  nations  in  1776,  vill  be  found  to 
agree.  Mr.  B.  read  from  the  declaration  of  independence 
as  follows: 

"  We  hold  these  tm&m  to  be  self-evident,  that  til 
nwn  are  created  equali  that  they  are  endowed  by  their 
Creator  with  certun  unalienable  rights;  that  among  these 
are  Ufe,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  hai>pineB9.  That  to 
secure  these  rights.  Governments  are  instituted  among 
men,  deriving  th«r  just  powers  from  the  consent  of  the 
goremed;  whenever  any  form  <^  Government  be- 
cMiMS  dnttnictive  of tiiese  emu,  it  is  the  right  of  the  pei^le 
to  alter  or  to  abolish  it,  and  to  institute  anewGovemment, 
laying  its  foundation  on  such  principles,  and  oi^nizing  its 
powers  in  such  form,  as  to  them  shall  seem  moat  Ukely  to 
effect  their  safety  and  happiness." 

It  would  be  tedious  to  recite  from  State  constitutions 
all  the  declarations  in  accordance  with  the  great  principles 
asserted  by  tbe  thirteen  States  in  the  declaration  of  inde- 
pendence. All  the  American  Governments  are  based 
upon  these  great  principles  of  human  liberal  the  federal 
conatitotion  itself  is  based  upon  them;  tiiey  make  a  part 
of  it.  All  its  powers  and  authorities  mutt  be  c<mitrued 
in  subserviency  to  those  unalienable  rights. 

The  State  of  New  York,  in  the  very  act  by  wliich  she 
ratified  the  new  eonstitotiim,  did  declare  "  tiiat  all  power 
is  originally  veited  in,and  cooae^aentljr  derived  from,  tbe 
people,  and  that  Government  la  inrtituted  by  them  fbr 
thtdreommon  interest  protection,  and  security."  "  Tiat 
the  ei^o]mient  of  hfe,  liberty,  and  the  pursmt  of  happi- 
ness, are  essential  rights,  which  every  Government  ought 
to  reflect  and  preserve."  "  That  the  powers  of  Govern- 
mntt  may  be  resumed  whensoever  it  uiall  become  neces- 
■arr  to  their  happinessi  that  every  power,  jurisdiction, 
and  right,  which  is  not,  by  the  said  constitution,  clearly 
delqpited  to  the  Congrees  of  the  United  Slates,  or  the 
departments  of  the  Government  thereof,  remaina  to  the 
people  of  the  several  States,  or  to  their  respective  State 
Governments."  AAer  enumerating  various  other  rights, 
the  act  of  ratification  proceeds  thus:    "  Under  these  im- 

£resuons,  and  declaring  that  the  rights  aforesaid  cannot 
e  abridged  or  vicdated,  and  that  tbe  explanatkms  aforesaid 
are  conuatent  with  the  aud  eonstitotiuc,"  Slc,  tbe  dele- 
gates do,  "in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  tlie  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York,"  assent  to  and  ratify  the  swd 
constitution. 

The  State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  her  act  of  ratification, 
incorporates  these  principles:  "That  there  are  certun 
natund  rights,  of  which  men,  when  they  form  a  social 
compact,  cannot  deprive  or  divest  their  posterity;  among 
which  are  the  enjoyment  of  life  and  liberty,  with  the. 
means  of  acquiring,  possearing,  and  protecting  property,' 
md  pursuing  and  obtuninghappineM  and  isfe^."  **That 
the  powers  of  Government  may  be  re-assumed  by  tbe 
people,  whensoever  it  shall  become  necessary  to  their 
happiness."  <' Itiat  at  all  times  the  military  idiould  be  in 
strict  subordination  to  the  dvil  power."  "  Under  these 
impresnons,  and  declaring  that  the  righu  aforesaid  can- 
not be  abridged  or  viowed,  and  that  tbe  explanations 
Bf()renid  are  o«iriitent  with  the       constitution,"  &e.. 


they  do,  "in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of  the  people  of 
tiie  State  of  Rhode  Idand  and  Providence  Plantation^** 
assent  to  and  ratify  the  said  constitution. 

The  State  of  Vits^nia,  in  their  act  of  ratification,  de< 
clared  that  the  powers  granted  under  the  constitution  are 
derived  from  the  people,  **  and  may  be  resumed  by  them, 
whensoever  the  same  »hM  be  perverted  to  their  injury 
or  oppression;^  **  and  that  every  power  not  granteare- 
miuns  with  diem,  and  at  their  will:  titat  no  r^t,  of  any 
denomination,  can  be  cancelled,  abridged,  restrained,  <v 
modified  by  the  Congress,  by  the  Senate  or  the  House  of 
Representatives,  acting  in  any  capacihr,by  the  President, or 
any  department  or  officer  of  the  United  States,  except 
in  those  instances  in  which  power  is  given  by  tbe  consti- 
tution for  those  purposes." 

Tbe  State  of  South  CaroUna,  by  her  act  of  ratification, 
used  these  words:  ''This  convention  doth  also  declare 
that  no  section  or  pan^fraph  of  tbe  said  eonititotion  war- 
ranta  a  construction  that  the  States  do  not  retun  every 
power  not  expready  relinquished  by  tiiem,  and  vested  in 
the  General  Government  of  the  Union." 

These  ratifications,  with  the  incorporated  declarationa 
of  certain  unalienable  rights,  and  that  ail  rig^ta  not  dele- 
gated are  retained,  were  accepted  by  the  old  Congreasi 
and  the  new  constitution  was  put  into  operation. 

The  great  principles,  that  Governmente  are  instituted 
for  the  bappineM  of  the  people,  not  for  the  pleasure  of 
those  who  are  intrusted  with  the  administration  of  Gor- 
ernment;  that  Oovernmenta  derive  (heir  authority  fhnn 
the  people,  not  that  the  people  derive  their  rights  and 
liberties  from  the  granta  and  concemons  of  kings,  princes, 
potentates,  or  governors;  that  happiness  and  liberty 
arethe  en^  and  aim  of  Government^  not  the  ahadowa  and 
incidenttt  that  tbe  people  may  resume.delegated  peven^ 
and  alter,  reform,  and  abolish  an  instituted  Goremment, 
when  experience  convinces  that  the  end  and  aim,  liberty 
and  happiness,  are  not  accomplidied  by  means  of  the  Gov- 
ernment instituted — are  the  lighta  which  the  American 
revolution  held  up  to  the  world;  which  they  have  stamp- 
ed with  Mithenticttyt  which  they  have  produmed  at  axi* 
oms.  These  prindples  make  toe  Autidation*  of  all  our 
Governmente  and  constitutions.  State  and  federal.  They 
are  the  pillars  of  light  to  conduct  the  human  race  to  lilA 
erty  and  to  happiness.  They  are  the  sacred  fires  whidt 
cheer  and  illumine  the  temple  of  Uber^. 

I  have  demonstrated  that  the  old  form  of  Government, 
instituted  by  the  articles  of  confederation,  was  adopted  by 
States.  I  have  demonstrated  that  the  new  form  of  Gov- 
ernment was  proposed  to  the  States;  adc^ted  by  tbe  peo> 
pie  of  the  States,  acting  as  separate  communities,  not  aa 
ane.mass,  but  each  State  ratifying  for  herself.  I  .will  now 
proceed  to  show  that  the  present  federal  constitotion  ia 
founded  upon  the  practical  exercise  of  the  principles  of 
altering  and  reforming,  and  of  resuming  the  powers 
granted,  so  as  to  acconanodate  Government  to  the  great 
ends  of  bumin  bappioeM  uid  aecuri^. 

By  tbe  thirteenth  article  of  tbe  (mI  constitution,  H  wu 
provided  and  'declared:  "  Tbe  articles  of  this  confedetfe- 
lion  shall  be  inviolably  observed  bv  every  State,  and  tbe 
Union  shall  be  perpetual;  nor  shall  any  siteration,  at  am 
time  hereafter,  be  made  in  any  of  them,  unless  such  al- 
teration  be  agreed  to  by  a  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
and  E>e  afterwards  confirmed  by  the  Legislatures  of  eveiy 
State."  Nevertheless,  the  new  constitution  did  declare 
that  "tiMntification  by  tbe  eonventiona  of  nine  States 
shall  be  Buflident  fi>r  tbe  establiihtnent  of  this  conatitu- 
tion  between  tbe  States  so  ratifying  the  same."  As  soon 
aa  the  latificatitma  of  nine  States  l»d  been  certified,  pro- 
vinon  was  made  for  electing  the  Preadent  and  Vice  Pres- 
ident, Senatora  and  Representatives.  They  were  elected, 
and  the  new  Government  waaactualW  put  into  operatitm 
on  tbe  fint  Wedneaday  in  March,  1769,  widioat  the  omh 
cnrrenec  or  cwisent  of  either  North  Caroliaa  or  Rhode 
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fihiid.  Whr  wu  the  tbirtecntb  fundunental  article  of 
the  old  conndemtion  vUdated^  Upon  what  principle 
could  the  ntiflea^  of  aine  States  be  auffi^ent  to  make 
a  new  Qorernment,  in  direct  contrarention  of  the  pro- 
raion  that  no  alteration  shootd  be  made  but  by  the  con- 
Annation  of  eveTy  State?  How  were  North  Carolina  and 
Rhode  Island  piuhed  out  of  the  pale  of  the  Union,  without 
their  consent,  by  the  ratification  of  nine  States.'  How 
can  thoM  acts  be  justified?  Upon  the  great  principles, 
that  the  right  is  inherent  and  unalienable  *■  to  alter  orto 
aboUih"  an^  form  of  Goremment,  when  it  becomes  de- 
stmetire  of  the  ends  fur  which  it  was  insGtuted;  and  that 
powers  granted  may  be  revoked  and  resumed  for  the  like 
causes.  The  unalienable  and  indefeasible  right  of  the 
peopU  of  erenr  community  to  make  Uieir  GoVemment 
■ubaerrient  and  conducive  to  their  hapiuness  justified  the 
substitution  of  the  new,  in  place  f»  the  on  compact. 
When  any  form  of  Government  comey  in  conflict  with  the 
inherent  and  unalienable  rights  asserted  in  our  declara- 
tion of  independence,  those  rights  must  prevail  over  die 
Government. 

A  Parliament  of  England  once  undertook  for  them- 
•elves,  the  people,  and  for  all  posterity,  to  surrender  their 
lights  to  ttuB  King.  Posterity  in  England  nullified  that 
surrender.  We,  by  ourrert^tion  and  declaration  of 
rii^ts,  have  put  down  the  cUvine  right  of  gjngst  have  re- 
pudiated the  doctrines  of  nqn'resistanco  and  passive  obe- 
Aenec;  we  have  asserted  the  unalienable  rights  of  man; 
we  have  declared  that  the  ri^t  to  mould  the  Government 
so  as  to  consult  and  preserve  his  happiness,  is  inherent 
and  unalienaUe;  we  have  put  to  naumt  the  cbim  of  one 
g«n«rationtslMtid  other  generations  in  all  timetocmne. 
Are  Oovemments  for  the  dead  or  br  the  living^  Who 
are  to  observe  the  springs  and  practical  operations  of  Gov- 
ernment but  the  living?  Hie  dead  feel  not  the  wrongs 
and  oppressions  of  Government;  they  heed  them  not; 
they  see  not  the  defects  and  decays. 

But,  sir,  is  it  possible  that  the  pe^Ie  of  the  United 
States,  who  so  well  understood  the  ^mculty  of  resisting 
the  usurpations  of  power,  who  were  so  jealous  of  their 
iibertica^  who  so  well  understood  tfaerigbts  of  man,  could 
have  intended,  by  adopting  die  com^&rn,  to  surrendor 
fbrever  tlie  i^ts  ihey  had  fought  for  and  estibltriied  at 
such  coat  of  blood  and  treasure  *  Did  they  attempt  to 
«fy  the  doctrines  embodied  in  their  declaration  of  in<^- 
pendence  ?  Did  they  intend  to  fall  back  to  the  doctrines 
of  non-reaistanee,  to  usurpation  and  injustice,  and  pledge 
themselves  and  posterity  to  pasnve  obedience?  No,  no; 
they  did  not  so  uitendt  their  acts  of  ratification,  their 
eautiousdeclaratioiu  of  first  prindplei^  th^ezpUnatioos, 
the  amendments  recommended  vmI  speedily  atU^ted,  aU 
prove  that  they  reserved  all  powers  not  delegated,  and 
adhered  to  the  rights  of  man  proclaimed  in  they  declara- 
tion of  independence,  aa  being  inborn  and  unalienable^ 
the  very  constitution  itself,  in  its  provisions,  and  the  pro* 
pelling  power  which  gave  it  motion  and  action,  asserted 
and  practised  the  ri^t  of  the  people  of  the  States  to  re- 
sume powers  is^iicb  Dad  been  theretofbre  delegated  to  the 
confederated  Government. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  we  are  invited  by  this  bill  to 
make  war  upon  South  Carolina,  a  party  to  the  old  confed- 
eration, who  became  a  party  to  the  new  constitution  by 
anutof  ratificati(Hi,  expressly deeUring  "that  no  section 
or  paragranh  of  the  said  constitution  warrants  a  construc- 
tion that  toe  States  do  not  retain  every  power  not  ex* 
pressly  Tclinqoiilied  by  tiiem,  and  vested  m  the  General 
Oovenunent  of  the  Union."  This  war  u  to  b«  waged, 
because  of  the  exercise,  by  South  Canriina,  of  a  right 
which  flhe  certainly  had,  as  a  State,  befoie  die  adopted 
this  constitution^  which  right  is  not  expressly  relinquish- 
ed by  any  part  of  the  constitutioni  a  right  which  is  un- 
alienable, which  camiot  be  reUnqwshed  accMding  to  the 
dedantioR  of  independebee,  and  winch  was  rs^nrted 
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in  theory  and  in  fact,  and  brought  into  exercise  by  this 
very  constitution. 

The  people  of  South  Carolina,  in  their  soverMgn  char- 
acter, acting  in  convention,  and  in  her  Legislature,  have 
declared  the  protective  system  to  be  enacted  by  usurpa- 
tion of  an  undelegated  power,  uniust,  and  destructive  of 
their  interests  and  liappiness.    She  acts  upon  the  exist* 
enceof  the  prindples,  that,  in  pursuit  of  happineaSt  *'tbe 
powers  of  Government  may  be  re-assumed  by  lix  people 
whensoever  it  shall  become  necessary  i"  Uiat"nienare 
endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain  un^ienable  rights; 
that,  among  these,  are  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  ofhap* 
pinessi"  "to  secure  these  rights  Governmentaare  institut- 
ed among  men,  deriving  their  just  powers  from  the  con* 
sent  of  the  governed;  that,  whenever  any  form  of  Gov- 
ernment becomen  destructive  of  these  ends,  it  is  the 
right  of  the  people  to  alter  or  to  abolish  it."  South  Caro- 
lina, as  a  State,  and  by  her  constituted  authoridca,  de* 
sires  a  reduction  of  the  tariff;  she  declares  the  system  de-  ' 
structive  of  their  interests  and  happinessi  if  the  Congress 
attempt  to  enforce  the  tariffby  military  power,  the  people 
of  South  Carolina  say  they  will  re^ssume  the  powers  dele- 
gated by  them  to  the  Federal  Government    For  this 
critical  state  of  things,  the  Senate  have  two  propositiom: 
the  one  to  mo^fy  the  tariff  so  as  to  give  peace  and  hap* 
pinessj  the  other  to  authorize  the  employment  of  the  ar- 
my, navy,  and  militis,  against  South  Carolina,  to  make 
war  upon  her  people;  to  extort,  by  force  of  arms,  sub- 
mission to  a  system  devtructive  of  then-  happiness.    If  we 
cho<»e  the  former,  we  act  in  accordance  with  sound  poli- 
cy, and  pursue  the  end  and  aim  for  which  Govemmenta 
are  institutedt  if  we  chogse  the  latter,  we  make  warupon 
the  prindples  contuned  in  our  declaration  of  indmen- 
dence,  upon  the  unalienable  rights  of  man.   Shoun  an 
American  Senate  long  debate  which  of  the  two  to  choose? 
"  Has  reason  fled^  to  brutish  beasts'"   Has  avarice  and 
selfishness  supplanted  patriotism  and  love  of  the  Union? 
Has  power  intoxicated  its  posseaaors?   Was  the  dedans 
tion  of  independence  an  idle  rant?   Have  the  sublime, 
self-evident  truths  announced  in  that  declaration  been 
chai^^by  pditical  alchymy,  into  fiction  and  criminsl 

To  my  mind,  South  Carolina  baa  acted  rashly,  pre- 
cipitantly.  She  was  procee<Ui^  to  an  extreme  before  the 
prospect  of  redress  and  conciliation  was  dosed,  before 
the  expectation  of  justice  from  the  action  of  the  Fedend 
Govenunent  should  have  ended  in  despair.  I  feel  the 
better  authorized  to  say  so>  because  five  other  States, 
who  liave  made  common  cause  with  her  in  remonstrating 
against  the  unconstitutionality,  injustice,  and  oppression 
of  the  system,  who  profess  the  doctrines  of  the  resdutions 
of  Vii^nia  and  Kentucky  of  1798  and  1799,  have 
^et  hopes  of  a  returning  sense  of  justice  and  condl* 
lation  in  the  Federal  Legislature,  and  especially  in  the 
body  of  the  people  of  the  States,  whose  repreaentativea 
have  hitherto  prevented  a  reduction  of  the  imposts  to  the 
just  standard  of  revenue.  To  nf  nnnd,  bet  Ini^itive 
acts  bear  the  impress  of  an  overiieated  Msl,  rawtrthui 
that  of  cool  collected  judgment  and  discretion.  Itbdue 
to  candor  that  I  should  lay  thus  much  in  disapprobation 
of  the  proceedings  of  South  Carolina.  It  is  due,  ahwi  to 
the  great  conservative  prindples  of  State  rights  and 
State  interposition,  to  arrest  the  progress  of  uaurpa6on« 
which  I  advocate.  I  desire,  for  mysdf.  to  take  eare  that 
this  holy  text  shstl  receive  no  detriment  in  pidrfic  o^nion 
by  the  conduct  of  an  humble  disciple  and  true  believer, 
which  might  be  if  I  should  acknowledge  bad  winrks  aa 
illustrations  of  the  true  faith .  But  if  South  Cardina  has 
been  raah,  precipiute,  and  indiscreet,  can  those  ii«disere- 
tions  operate  by  way  of  an  enlargement  of  the  constitu- 
tion ?  Can  they  disengage  and  dissolve  the  d^gntions  of 
justice  due  from  the  federdUmon  to  South  Carolina  as  a 
member  of  Uiat  Udon?  If  one  indhridual  hdd  an  obBfa* 
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tion  of  debt  upon  another,  and  the  creditor  demands  pay- 
ment of  the  debt  in  an  insolent  and  Indiscreet  manner, 
accompanied  by  hau^ty  threats,  is  the  debtor  thereby 
absolved  from  his  bond }  Does  Uie  importunate  and  in- 
(Usereet  address  of  South  Carolina  for  a  just  reduction  of 
the  tariff,  cancel  all  obligations  of  justice  due  from  the 
Federal  Government  to  South  Carolina  and  the  people 
of  the  other  unoffending  States^  Shall  we  persist  in  re- 
fiuing  to  do  juiUce,  ana  seek  to  hide  our  iniquity  in  a  war 
upon  South  Cardint'  Shall  she  be  punished  ibr  her  pre- 
cipitancy, by  a  more  prrdpitate*  rawi,  and  indiscreet  war 
upon  her'  •  If  she  has  mistaken  her  measures  of  redress 
and  relief  against  the  oppresaiTe  enactments  of  the  Gen- 
eral Gorernment,  shall  we  treat  her  with  a  rigor,  precip- 
itancy, and  haste,  wlHcti  is  unusual  in  our  intercourse 
inth  foreign  nations?  Shall  we  proceed  to  extremities 
wiOt  a  sister  State  if  she  is  in  error,  without  those  prelim- 
inaries which  would  be  due  to  a  foreign  nation?  We  have 
treated  the  wrongs  and  aggresaona  committed  by  fordgn 
nations  with  forbearance)  we  have  negotiated  with  pa- 
tience; we  have  trusted  to  a  returning  sense  of  justice, 
and  ultimate  reparation.  Having  so  treated  foreign  na- 
tions, we  had  a  right  to  expect  similar  forbearance 
on  Uieir  part.  Against  Great  Britain  we  had  causes 
of  complaint  for  non-execution  of  the  artielet  of  the  trea- 
ty of  1763|  we  negotiated  with  fbrhearanee,  and  never 
<H>tained  a  deliverv  of  the  military  posts  occupied  within 
our  limits  until  after  the  treaty  of  1794.  Some  sabjects 
of  difference,  growing  out  of  the  treaty  of  1783,  remun 
unadjusted  to  this  day.  We  agreed  to  submit  a  question 
as  to  a  part  of  the  boundaiy  intended  to  be  described  and 
deAned  in  that  the  treaty  to  the  arbitrium  of  the  King  of 
thoNetherkBdsf  he  made  hia  award;  Great  Britain  was 
vilEi^  to  abide  the  awardt  we  refused,  and  proffered 
fiirther  n^fotiation.  In  so  refiising,  we  acted  upon  th< 
principles: 

1st.  Tbat  in  submitting  the  difference  between  usand 
Great  Britun  to  the  umpirage  of  the  King  of  the  Nether- 
lands,  we  bad  not  conferred  on  him  the  sole  and  exclusive 
power  toiudge  of  Uie  extent  of  the  power  delegated 

9d<  That,  as  a  party,  we  had  the  i%ht  to  judge  fyt 
ourselves  whether'  toe  award  exceeded  the  power  dele- 
gated in  the  Bubnusuon . 

3d.  That,  in  our  judgment,  the  award  was  not  obliga- 
tory, because  the  arbitrator  had  exceeded  the  powers  de- 
Icaated,  by  making  a  new  boundary,  instead  of  deciding 
u4iatwasthe  boundary  intended  by  thedncription  in  the 
tmtyofirSS. 

Under  our  example.  South  Carolina,  as  a  party  con 
owned  in  the  execution  of  the  agreement  between  the 
Btates  to  delegate  certwn  limited  powers,  to  form  a  more 
perfect  union,  and  amend  their  Government,  claims,  1st. 
That,  by  the  agreement.  At  did  not  confer  on  the  Gen- 
eral Government  the  sole  and  exclusive  power  to  judge 
the  extent  of  the  powers  delegated  and  the  powers  not 
legated.  3d.  That,  asapai^,shebBstheri|^ttojudge 
fcr  htoielf  whether  the  power  of  protection  to  mMulae- 
taMS  was  delegated  to  the  Genctal  Government,  or  re- 
served to  the  States.  3d.  That  the  power  ot  such  pro- 
tection was  not  delegated,  but  reserved)  that  the  protec- 
tive system  exercised  by  Congress  is  a  usurpation,  and 
the  aet  of  Congress  founded  on  such  usurpation  is  not  a 
kw,  not  obfigatory,  but  null  and  void.  With  Great 
Brilidn,  we  proceeded  by  negotiation  to  obtain  the  delir- 
of  posts  withheld  fmn  us.  For  tiyuries,  hy  impress- 
mentof  our  seamen,  for  her  attack  on  our  fHgate  Chesa- 
peake, and  her  aggressions  on  our  commeree  tmder  her 
cvdenin  oooneil,  we  negotiated  with  pattencet  we  tried 
endiargo,  and  nonjoteroourse,  and  negotiation,  until  pa- 
tience was  exhausted,  and  all  hope  of  redress  was  extin- 
guisbed,  belbre  we  resorted  to  war. 

With  France,  with  Spain,  with  Sweden,  with  Naples 
m  hmr*  waited  with  petine^  and  negotiated,  untO  bf 


mutual  deferenoe,  eondliMion,  and  compromise,  our  dif-* 
ferences  were  adjusted.  In  all  these  negotiations  and  fbr- 
bearances  we  diii  but  our  duty .  Nations  are  bound  by  m. 
moral  code,  by  moral  precepts,  by  the  principles  of  na- 
tural justice.  Individuals  are  moral  bein^  bound  by 
moral  ties:  in  entering  into  social  and  political  compact^ 
and  dividing  themselves  into  nations  and  States,  they  do 
not  divest  themselves  of  moral  .obligations.  States  and 
nations  are  but  aggregated  individuals.  The  great  Author 
of  all  has  bound  nation  to  nation.  State  to  State,  poten- 
tate to  potentate,  individual  to  individual,  by  mutual  r^a- 
tiona,  mutual  wants,  and  mutual  obligations.  Man  is 
bound  by  his  nature  and  (freator  to  be  a  moral  and  a  social 
being.  Jtisticeand  merej'  are  attributes  of  God  himaelf. 
Uivtne  justice  is  administered  irith  mercy  throi^  the 
Savior  (tf  mankind.  Nations  can  no  mora  escape  and 
absolve  themselves  from  the  moral  ^ment,  from  thew 
moral  duties  and  obligations  of  justice  and  mercy,  tb«i 
they  can  escape  firom  the  naturu  elements  of  caith  and 
air. 

All  States,  potentates,  and  -sovereigns  are  bound  by  a 
circle  of  morals,  including  the  oblt^tions  of  justice  and 
mercy,  redprocally  acting  and  reacting.  War  is  the  ex- 
ercise of  violence  by  sovereign  command,  and  is  an  evil, 
come  when  it  may;  but  it  may  be  the  clioice  of  a  lesser 
enl.  Every  sovereq^n  is  morally  bound  to  avrnd  war  by 
all  reasonable  precautions.  If  wrong  be  done  by  a  sove- 
reign, he. is  bound  to  make  reparation.  This  obligation 
draws  to  it  the  rights  to  be  Informed  of  the  extent  of  the 
injury,  to  be  heard  in  explanation,  and,  in  mutual  confer- 
ence and  negotiation,  to  adjust  the  nature  and  quantum  of 
reparation.  A  potentate  who  begins  and  prosecutes  an  oU 
fisndve  war  agMnst  another  potentate,  cannot  be  justified 
but  by  tiie  concuirence  of  injury'  committed,  and  ati^ 
faction  refused.  Accordingly,  wars  are  draomiaated  just 
or  unjust,  moral  of  immoral,  civilized  or  savage,  as  these 

Xdienta  of  violated  rij^t,  deotand  of  reparation  and 
ti,  shall  have  been  observed,  or  neglected,  or  abused. 
Duly  regarding  these  sacred  obligations  to  avoid  war  by 
all  reasimable  efforts,  the  United  States  have  been  An-- 
beaiing,  pidientia  negotiations,  and  always  reai^  to  ac- 
commodate. Even  the  nuatakon  ioiurgenls  of  Fennel- 
vania  were  not  pursued  with  violence  by  President  Wash- 
ington until  messengers  of  peace  had  been  sent  in  vaini 
even  the  deluded  victims  of  Spanish  gold  and  Spanish  in- 
trigue in  Kentucky  were  honored  by  a  messenger  to  ex- 
plun  and  quiet  their  discontents,  i 

Why  slwil  South  CaroUna  be  treated  in  a  stylo  and 
mannerso  totally  variant  from  the  usage  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  towards  fiircign  natims?  She  is  a  nation,  a  State. 
Yes,  mr,  a  hig^i-minded,  chivalrous  gallant  Strtc,  cf 
noble  bearing  in  peace  and  in  war.  Her  people  are  re- 
nowned for  valor  and  daring  enterprise  in  two  wars; 
famed  for  generosi^,  for  intellectual  and  moral  culti. 
vation.  She  has  contributed  freely  and  generously  in 
deeds  and  money,  in  times  of  war  ud  of  peaces  she  baa 
fiinuriied  her  full  proportion  of  talent^  and  leumng^ 
and  virtue  to  the  departments  of  Government,  StMe  and 
federal.  Her  errors  lean  to  virtue^  side.  Tbejr  string 
from  hirii  intellectual  culUvation;  from  a  sense  oi  jnsticet 
from  a  hatred  to  injustice  uid  t^prcsKOn;  from  that  en- 
thu«astic  devotion  to  liberty  which  thqr  have  so  often  dis- 
played in  council,  and  by  flood  and  fiud. 

Why  shall  we,  who  have  been  so  patient  Mid  forbearing 
with  foreign  nations,  be  now  so  impatient  and  eager  to 
rush  into  battle  with  a  sister  Stste.^  Has  confidMOC  of 
our  strength,  and  of  weakness,  durpenad  our  cou- 
rage and  olunted  our  sense  of  justice^ 

We  hate  been  told  that,  whether  force  shall  or  diaH 
not  be  used,  depends  on  South  Carolina)  that  if  abc  re- 
peals her  ordinance  and  herlaws,  there  will'be  no  resort 
to  force.  This  does  not  satisfy  my  judgment  of  our  obls> 
gatioMof  doty.   By  this  biU,  the  dabnies  of  the  Uwo.t 
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wUI  be  putftt  the  husrd  ofexupented  feeliaga,  of  heat- 
ed partisan^  of  personal  reaentmenti^  of  accidents,  of 
imprudent  wicked  talerbearan  and  mitchief-maken.  Sup- 
pose I  should  put  a  mwa^ne  of  pmrdsr  in  my  domicile, 
with  a  train,  exposed  to  ttie  daihr  occurrences  of  my  house- 
hold; a  heedlea  semat  appuea  a  toroh;  my  hoiise  is 
torn  asunder  and  scattered  lo  fragmentsi  my  household 
mangled,  and  the  neighboring  buildings  wrapt  in  flames; 
would  I  be  excused  in  my  own  conscience  because  I  had 
not  sfiplied  the  match  i  Could  I  meet  the  reproaches  of 
my  noriibor*  by  impiidently  teUiog  them,  **  thou  eanit 
iiotsaytbBtIdtdH>" 

This  bin  provides  a  danRcrous  magazine,  wtlh  trains 
exposed  to  tne  matches  of  the  imprudent,  the  malicious, 
the  wicked;  and  we  are  told  that  there  is  no  danger  in 
thifl)  it  depends  on  South  Carolina.  Well,  sir,  is  there 
no  exasperation  there?  la  thit  bill  not  calculated  to 
create  hi^er  exa^ieration/  Mustitnoti^mulatetbeone 
party  to  deflance  of  the  auttuuities  oT  South  Carolinai 
and  the  m^onty  to  indignation  at  the  attempt  to  place 
the  military  above  the  civil  power?  That  this  power  con- 
ferred upon  the  President  to  call  out  tlie  whne  phyucal 
force — army,  navy,  and  militia,  without  stint;  to  put,down 
by  force  the  Legidature  of  a  State,  is  too  dangerous  to  be 
conferred  on  any  individual,  1  will  prove  by  the  high  au- 
tfaoriw  of  Prendent  Jackson  himseir.  It  cannot  be  dis- 
guised that,  by  the  letter  and  ^irit  of  treaties,  the  United 
States  did  uodierUke  to  guaranty  to  the  Chcrokeea  thmr 
posaeauons  of  lands  held,  in  part,  within  the  State  of 
Georgia,  until  the  Indians  should  choose  to  sell  to  the 
United  States.  By  the  laws  of  tlie  United  States,  the 
President  was  authorized  to  expel,  by  force,  settlers  upon 
the  Indian  lands.  Th«  treaty  and  law  of  the  United  States 
and  the  law  of  Geotpa  were  in  omflict.  The  Preadent 
of  the  United  States  wu  called  upon,  by  a  reK^ution  of 
the  Senate,  for  information  if  the  white  settlers  upon  In- 
dian lands  witliin  the  State  of  Georgia  had  been  removed, 
as  required  by  the  lawsof  Uie  United  States}  and,  if  not, 
why  tJte  taws  had  not  been  executed?  This  resolution 
was  answered  by  the  Prendent  in  his  message  of  23d 
February,  1831.  In  that,  be  assigns  for  cauae  of  not  ex- 
pelling the  settlers  from  tlie  In^an  lands,  that  the  ImUana 
withm  the  State  oiQtorA  are  subject  to  the  juris^tion 
and  eontrol  of  Gemgia;  that  Geoi^  bad  declared  her  de- 
termtaation  to  execute  her  own  laws  throughout  her  own 
limits."  And  he  therein  comes  to  the  condusion  that  the 
Federal  Government  has  no  rigcht  to  drive  off  persons 
who  have  been  settled  upon  the  Indian  lands  within  the 
State  of  Georgia,  under  the  authority  of  the  laws  of  Geor- 
gia! that  the  law  of  the  United  States  autlmriznig  the 
Preudent  to  employ  mifitary  force  to  drive  off  settlers, 
ought  not  to  be  construed  to  extend  to  the  settlers  in 
Georgia.  He  says:  "to  maintain  a  contrary  doctrine, 
and  to  require  the  Executive  to  enforce  it  by  the  employ- 
ment of  military  force,  would  be  to  place  in  his  hands  a 
power  to  malu  war  upon  the  rt^ts  of  the  States  and  Uie 
fibertiea  of  the  country)  a  power  which  riiould  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  no  individual. 

By  that  meauge,  to  put  down  State  rights  and  State 
laws  by  military  force,  under  ccdor  of  a  treaty  and  a  law  of 
the  United  Statei^  was  **wart"  "to  make  war  upon  the 
rights  of  the  States  and  the  liberties  of  the  counby"  was 
K  power  "  which  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  no  in^ 
dividual." 

I  do,  in  tlie  sincerity  of  my  heart,  and  in  the  clearest 
oonriction  of  jodginent,  concur  with  the  Presdent, 
that,  to  employ  military  force  to  put  down  persona  acting 
under  State  laws,  is  warj  that  a  power  to  make  sucli  war 
is  too  great  to  be  confided  to  the  discretion  <rf  any  indivi- 
dual. And  I  do  believe  that  this  bill  confers  upon  the 
President  u  discretionary  power  to  make  war. 

1  may  be  accui>ed  of  ebaracteriung  this  bill  too  harshly. 
I  entrcftt  Scnaten  to  read  it,  and  to  iwBect  upon  the  stale 


of  facts.  Is  not  that  which  is  autlumsed  to  be  done  by 
the  employment  of  miUtaiy  fiwee,  to  be  in  opporition  to 
the  ordinance  and  hws  of  South  Carolina,  and  to  be  pre- 
ceded by  a  prodamatian  of  dw  Preaident?  Is  not  this 
proclamaticm  autborized  to  be  issued  upon  contingencies, 
upon  events  not  yet  existing,  and  upon  a  state  of  things 
very  uncertunly  described?  Is  not  the  President  to  be 
the  judge  when  that  state  of  things  hss  occurred'  Thu^ 
a  discretion  is  conferred  upon  the  President,  which,  to 
his  Rund,  was  inordinate,  and  inconsistent  with  sound 
g^slstion.  But  when  the  President  shall  feci  himsdT 
authmlzed  to  apply  the  mtUtary  form,  he  must  tssna 
orders  to  others,  to  distant  officers^  not  under  the  iawe- 
diate  eye  and  control  of  the  President,  not  acting  under 
the  immecUate  (Uscretion  and  responnbility  of  the  Preiri- 
dent,  but  under  their  own  judgment  and  construction  of 
their  orders.  Whenever  this  military  force  shall  be  sp- 
pSed  in  pursuance  of  this  law  ag^nst  South  GsroUnst  it 
wilt  be  empli^red  in  a  contact  between  that  wtutdi  is  de- 
clared for  law  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
that  which  is  declared  for  law  the  emiTention  and  Le- 
gislature of  South  Carolina.  It  will  be  the  employment 
of  the  military  to  put  down,  forcibly,  State  authority  and 
State  law;  a  conflict  between  States,  in  a  dispute  about 
the  extent  of  their  respective  powers  and  jurisdictions. 
If  such  a  conflict,  urged  by  military  force,  is  not  war,  I 
cannot  underrtand  tne  definition  of  war.  I  am  opposed 
to  such  a  war.  I  am  opposed  to  transferring  Iran  the 
Congress  to  the  President  the  power  to  proclaim  such  a 
war.  I  am  opposed  to  such  lepslation,  and  have  raised 
my  voice  against  it,  but  I  fear  but  too  feebly  to  command 
respect. 

Mr.  B.  said  it  seemed  to  him,  tliat,  on  looking  at  tUs 
law,  and  comparing  it  with  one  which  had  been  stamped 
with  public  odium  and  execration,  they  appeared  to  be 
very  HOiilar  in  their  provisions.  He  alluded  to  the  sedi- 
tion law,  which  had  been  put  down  by  the  people  in  the 
majesty  of  their  power.  This  bill  was  too  mu«a  like  the 
one  he  had  designated  in  msny  of  its  features. 

He  had  another  objection  to  this  bill.  He  had  a"  dislike 
to  prison  ships.  He  had  heard  too  modi  of  the  Jersey 
prison  ship,  and  be  wanted  no  South  Carolina  prison 
riup  Yet  there  wasa  section  in  this  bill  wbich  gave  au- 
thori^  to  the  marsbsl  to  confine  prisoners  in  houses^ 
dwellings,  or  other  pIsces.  Other  places!  Why  was  he 
not  authorized  to  use  the  fort,  or  some  place  which  was 
more  <Ustinctly  described,  so  as  to  be  on  land,  and  not  on 
the  water?  The  custom-houses  are  authorised  to  be  kept 
on  board  of  shipst  and  he  supposed  the  intenti<m  of  tha 
bill  is  to  authorise  Uiat  prisonera  ihaU  also  be  kept  on 
'board  of  ships  as  prisons)  snd,  for  aught  he  knew,  tried 
therei  for  he  did  not  know  towbatjunadiction  it  was  pro- 
posed to  transfer  them,  after  South  Carolina,  her  Legisia- 
ture,  executive.  Judiciary,  and  citizens,  shall  be  proclaim* 
ed  rebels  snd  traitors.  He  desired  to  enter  his  protest 
against  these  prison  shipst  snd  be  entreated  the  Judiciary 
Committee  not  to  stamp  the  bill  with  so  o^ous  a  character. 

The  bill  Was  also  objectionable  in  his  view,  because  it 
looked  too  much  like  the  riot  net,  Mmed  by  many  hi 
Great  Britain  the  '*  blaek  act"  There  wu  nothing  de- 
fining the  number  of  persons  necessary  to  constitute  a  riofa 
It  was  not  stated  whether  the  persons  assembled  must  be 
armed,  for  the  blU  used  the  phraseology,  "  armed,  or  in 
any  othermanner."  He  here  read  an  extract  from  Black- 
stone,  page  143,  describing  the  riot  act  If  the  present 
bill  was  not  an  act  of  war,  he  could  not  but  regwd  it  as 
a  riotous— he  begged  pardon,  he  mesnt  a  riot  sett  operat- 
ing, like  the  British  act,  to  queH  a  riot,  without  defining,  u 
that  act  did,  what  was  A  riot .  It  was  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Pre«dent  to  define  it,  and  to  execute  his  definition 
by  the  militaryt  to  officers  of  the  army  the  execution  of 
ofiienders  is  to  be  intntsted.  Offenders  are  to  be  shot 
dmra,  not  because  any  act  trf*  Congress  hss  defined  the 
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crime  to  be  etchcwed,  but  it  ia  hereafter  to  be  defined  by 
pTDclainatiom  md  bjr  the  imtruettoiw  to  oflicen  how  to 
exeiute  the  proclanwlioii,  uid  what  ihaU  be  conridered 
an  intention  to  resist  the  Uws.  - 

It  appeared  to  him  that  Congress  had  not  the  constitn- 
tional  power  to  pass  this  bill,  and,  if  they  had^  that  it 
would  be  by  no  means  ezpetUent  to  pass  it,  and  thus  to 
assert  thdr  power  by  inflicting  trar  upon  a  State,  and  by 
placin^r  a  ma^zine  where  an  unguarded  torch  from  an 
unguarded  hand  might  set  the  whMein  a  blaze.  IfCon- 
gresi  had  the  power,  be  would  not  consent  to  make  war 
on  a  sister  State  for  a  mistake.  Ha  would  first  take 'the 
beam  out  of  his  own  eye,  that  he  might  see  to  .take  the 
mote  out  of  that  of  South  Carolina. 

Instead  of  passing  this  bil),  he  wished  the  Senate  to  act 
in  that  spirit  of  anuty,  and  conciliation,  and  compromise, 
which  gave  rise  to  the  federal  constitution.  The  consti- 
tion  was  made  io  that  spirit.  In  that  spirit  it  was  conceiv- 
ed and  brought  forth.  And  that  was  tne  vital  spark  that 
anhnated  it.  It  was  the  life-blood  of  the  constitution  it* 
selft  andif  they  consented  to  spilt  that,  they  would  spill 
it  for  all  political  purposes,  as  Mtally  oa  when  the  stab  of 
the  dagger  leU  out  the  heart's  blood  of  man,  causing  the 
most  excruciating  agony  and  death.  He  would  throw 
aside  all  constitutional  grounds,  and  go,  on  the  score  of 
policy,  into  the  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill,  which  was  the 
great  cause  of  eemplunt  in  South  Carolina.  No  policy 
could  be  sound  which  was  not  bottomed  on  the  principles 
of  justice.  He  could  not  conceive  how  that  could  be 
sound  which  was  bottomed  on  injustice  and  oppresrion. 
On  such  basis  the  Union  itself  could  notlast. 

It  is  recorded  in  history,  that  one  of  the  Roman  prov- 
inces revolted  again  and  again.  At  last,  aAer  their  gen- 
eral and  a  great  number  of  their  Senate  and  people  Dad 
been  killed  or  taken,  the  province  sent  ambassadors  to 
Rome.  A  Senator  asked  them  what  punishment  they  de- 
served? The  embassy  answered,  "  the  same  which  they 
deserve  who  think  themselves  worthy  of  liberty."  The 
consul  asked  how  long  the  peace  might  be  expected  to 
endure,  if  the  punishment  wss  remitted?  The  ambassa- 
dors answered,  "If  the  terms  you  give  be  just,  the  peace 
will  be  observed  by  us  faithfully  and  perpetually;  if  un- 
nis^  it  will  endure  only  until  we  return  and  make  them 
known.**  **8i  Imam  tkderitit,  fiSam  et  perpetuami  ti 
malam,  hood  diviumam."  The  Senate  approved  the  an- 
swers as  worthy  of  freemen;  and  confessing  that  no  men 
or  nation  would  continue  under  oppression  longer  than 
compelled  by  force,  said,  '*  they  only  were  fit  to  be  Ro- 
mans who  tfaouj^t  nothing  valuable  without  libertyt"  up- 
on which  they  were  all  made  citizens  of  Rome,  and  ob- 
tained whatever  the  embassy  dedred. 

This  noble  example  is  wortiiy  to  be  imitated  by  an 
American  Senate.  Let  us  give  ear  to  the  eomplunts  of 
South  Carolina.  Let  us  give  them  justice,  not  war.  They 
who  contend  zealously  tot  the  principles  of  civil  liberty 
are  worthy  to  be  citizens  of  the  United  States.  They  are 
not  fit  subjects  to  be  denounced  and  accursed.  The  pres- 
sure of  calamities,  the  power  of  arms,  may  subdue  a  State 
to  submit  to  injustice)  but  she  will  seize  uie  first  occasion 
to  assert  her  rights  and  secure  her  independence.  Let 
us  go  into  an  examination  and  revinon  of  the  tariff.  Let 
us  reason  with  South  Carolina.  Let  us  treat  her  as  a 
ter.  Let  us  act  as  every  generous  individual  would  act 
in  a  consciousness  of  his  own  superior  strength,  and  un- 
der the  fri>ligations  of  justice.  Can  superior  strength 
change  the  nature  of  rmA}  Can  war  dissolve  the  aoa- 
'  mantuie  ctuuna  Which  bind  ut  to  the  everduring  throne 
of  Justice  and  of  mercy?  It  does  not  necessari^  follow 
that  every  disagreement  about  the  terms  and  fulfilment  of 
a  compact  is  to  be  followed  by  war.  Shall  we  treat  a 
State,  one  of  the  mothers  of  the  Union,  with  less  courtciv 
and  fiirbcarance  than  we  show  to  a  foreign  nation  ?  Shalt 
we  jnake  war  ag^nst  our  own  doctrines,  and  bcHe  our 


own  deetaration  of  principles?  Let  us  recollect  the  gallant 
spirit  of  South  Carolina,  and  her  noble  deeds  in  our  war 
for  freedom  and  independence.  Let  us  recollect  thatthe 
discontents  against  the  tariff  are  not  confined  to  South 
Carolina,  but  extend  far  and  wide.  South  Carolina  does 
but  assert  the  principles  of  freedom  as  contained  in  the 
declaration  of  mdependence,  as  she  understands  them. 
If  she  has  been  rash  and  precipitate,  let  us  recollect  she 
has  been  long  smarting  under  uie  rod  of  injustice  and  op- 
pression. '  He  whose  cause  b  just  may  look  to  Heaven  for 
protection;  but  the  blood  of  our  brethren,  niltin  an  un- 
just war  against  South  Carolina,  will  rise  from  earth  to 
lieaven,  and,  like  the  blood  of  Abel  spilt  by  Cain,  cause 
a  mark  of  infiimy  to  be  set  upon  us  by  Divine  Justice.  It 
is  incumbent  on  us  to  act  cautiously,  prudently,  justly, 
and  with  the  forbearance  of  children  to  a  natural  parent. 
This  Government  is  the  ofispring  of  the  States.  I  implore 
the  Senate  not  to  consent  that  this  Government  shall  raise 
a  parricidal  hand  agunst  one  of  its  parents;  a  sacrilegioua 
arm  against  the  fiiirest  fabric  of  human  liberty  which  Hea- 
ven has  vouchsafed  to  mankind;  and  thus  stamp  our  his- 
tory with  infamy;  "dishonor  and  betray  the  fiurest  expe- 
riment in  favor  of  the  rights  of  man,  and  expose  their 
patrons  to  be  insulted  and  wlenced  by  the  votaries  of  ty- 
ranny and  usurpation," 

Had  I  the  powers  of  persuasion,  I  would  inculcate  up- 
on the  Senate  tbe.importance,  and  lead  them  to  the  ob- 
servance, of  the  Avine  precept  of  the  Savior  of  mankind, 
who  commanded  ub  to  hope  and  pray  for  forgiveness  of 
our  trespasses,  "  as  we  forgive  those  who  trespass  against 
us."  Let  us  remember  that  nations  and  individuals  are 
sU  amenable  to  that  Eternal  Fountain  of  truth  and  justice 
from  which  this  benign  precept  emanated;  and,  OD  that 
great  and  solemn  day  when  nations  and  men  shall  be  sum- 
moned to  judgment,  they  must  expect  to  be  forgiven  as 
they  have  forgiven  others. 

The  errors  of  South  Carolina  spring  not  from  love  of 
vice  or  injustice,  but  from  love  of  justice  and  virtuous 
liberty:  from  the  pursuit  of  "justice,"  «  general  wel- 
fare," and  security  "  of  the  blessings  of  liberty  to  our- 
selves and  our  posterity,"  which  are  the  ends  and  aim  of 
the  constitution,  as  expressly  declared  in  its  preamble . 

That  the  Ruler  of  toe  univerae,  in  hii  infinite  wisdom, 
mer^,  and  goodness,  may  incfine  us  to  cultivate  that  spi- 
rit of^  amity,  mutual  deference,  and  coneesnon,  which  the 
peculiarity  of  our  political  situation  renders  indispeiMable 
to  our  prosperity,  safety,  union,  and  happiness,  ought 
now,  especially,  to  be  the  prayerofevery  true  American. 
For  myself,  I  do  most  heartily  desire  that  the  harmony 
and  consolidation  of  the  Union,  together  with  Uie  bless- 
ings of  liberty,  nwy  be  secured  and  perpetuated. 

Mr.  B.  having  closed,  a  motion  was  made  by  Hr.  - 
SMITH  to  postpone  the  fiirther  consideration  of  the  bill, 
and  to  make  itthe  special  order  for  to-morrow;  but  on  the 
suj^estion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  that  unless  the  progress  of 
the  bill  should  be  expedited,  there  was  no  prospect  of 
getting  it  through, 

Mr.  SMITH  withdrew  bis  motion. 
Mr.  FRBUNGHUTSENthen  obtained  the  floor.  He 
said  that  this  bill  presented  to  the  Senate  a  most  interest- 
ing and  momentous  question.  The  Chief  Magistrate  of 
the  United  States  has,  by  a  special  message,  applied  for 
legislative  aid  to  enisle  him  fiuthfully  to  execute  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  He  has  in  that  message  distinctly 
represented  to  Congress  the  state  of  things  in  the  country 
which  has  rendered  h  impncticable,  witbout  the  aid  w 
some  meuts  beyond  those  which  are  witiiin  the  reach  of 
the  Executive  am  alone,  to  execute  the  laws.  He  has, 
therefore,  aa  his  duty  requires  him  to  do,  applied  to  Con- 
gress to  strengthen  the  Executive  arm  to  enable  him  to 
meet  the  present  exigency,  and  to  put  down  the  resistance 
against  tiie  United  States  which  Is  medit^cd  by  one  of  the 
Stataiof  tbisUiuon.   With  s  viswtothe  better  under- 
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atandinjf  of  the  rituition  in  «lu<:fa  the  Executive  finds 
hial•e1^  IwiUread  (i^Mr.  F.)  aientence  fVom  hisinet< 
ugc,  vhich  wiU  be  fbund  In  ttie  fourth  pu«graph  on  the 
■erenteenth  page,  which  foOowt  ft  deacription  in  detul  of 
the  ciFcunutancet  and  actf  adrerted  to. 

**  Under  theie  circumstuicrs,  and  theproTinon*  of  the 
acta  of  South  Carolina,  the  execution  of  the  lavs  ia  ren- 
dered impracticable,  even  through  the  ordinarv  judicial 
tribunal!  of  the  United  Statea." 

In  order  that  the  aubject  ahould  be  presented  to  the 
Senate  with  all  the  aoleniiii^  due  to  ha  4mportaDce,  Ur. 
T.  then  referred  to  the  thtard  aeetioa  the  second  article 
of  the  eonstUution,  which  defines,  in  the  following  words,' 
the  duties  of  the  President:  "He  sbaUt«ke  care  that 
the  laws  be  faithfuUv  executed."  That  is  his  dut;-.  The 
duty  of  Congress  ia 'pointed  out  with  equal  distinctness  in 
^e  eighth  section.  The/ are  '*to  provide  for  calling 
'*lbrth  the  militta  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union,  aup- 
prCBB  insurreetiona,"  &c.   This  is  their  du^. 

niis  brief  alliuion  to  the  sacred  charter  of  our  country, 
and  to  the  mess^  of  the  Prendent,  be  conwlered  as 
Buffident  to  sustain  him  in  the  view  that  a  solemn  crisis  in 
the  l^tory  of  the  country  had  arrived,  when  Congress 
baa  been  informed  by  the  Chief  Executive  officer  that  re- 
sistance to  the  laws  has  aaaumed  an  attitude  so  fbnoidable 
as  to  prevent  him  from  carrying  them  into  execution,  and 
compelled  him  to  eal)  on  the  legislative  branches  to  ex- 
ecute their  oaths,  and  fulfil  the  obligations  imposed  upon 
them  by  thdr  station,  to  enable  htm  to  discbatgc  his  own 
conscience  and  toprcserre  the  peaee  and  iutegti^  the 
Union.  ' 

He  bad  but  a  nng^e  answer  to  make  to  the  whole  of  the 
clui;ges  which  had  been  tude  against  the  friendaof  the 
bill,  of  an  intentoi  to  go  to  war  agiinst  South  Carolina, 
and  to  urge  the  country  to  the  brink  of  confusion  and 
disunion.  All  I  shall  say  in  reply  to  these  charges,  (said 
Hr.  F.)  is,  that  we  are  legislating  to  enable  the  Chief 
Magistrate  to  execute  the  laws  according  to  the  obliga- 
tions of  his  oath.  We  mke  no  war  against  South  Caro- 
final  we  provoke  no  colUsiont  we  donothingfurthcrtban 
is  requiTM  to  acquit  aaraelTea  of  the  duty  we  owe  to  onr- 
idvcs^  to  our  country,  and  our  Maker.  If  the  Senate 
will  but  examine  thu  bill  widi  care,  tiiey  n^tl  find  that 
throughout  the  whole  of  its  provisions  this  one  object  is 
steadily  kept  in  view — to  enable  the  Freudent  to  execute 
the  laws.  And  I  am  yer  to  learn,  continued  Mr.  F., 
whether  an  unauthorixed  and  tumultuous  aasemblage  of 
individuals,  whether  acting  of  themselves,  or  under  the 
authority  of  a  State,  whose  object  ia  hoatile  to  the  consti- 
tution oi  the  Umted States,  and  todie  Chief  Magiatrate, 
sold  to  the  laws,  is  not  to  be  pot  down,  without  incurring 
the  charge  of  making  war  against  a  State-  If  war  shall 
follow  the  measures  thus  adopted,  we  shall  be  free  from 
the  guiltof  it(  if  the  stain  of  war  is  to  rest  on  the  skirts 
of  any  portion  of  the  Senate,  ours  shall  remain  un- 
alahwd. 

But  h  has  been  argued  that  as  this  state  of  tlunga  re- 
■uha  frtffi  the  measures  adopted  by  a  Stato  of  the  Union, 
any  legislation  against  it  is  a  violation  of  State  authority 
and  of  the  reserved  rights  of  a  State.  I  must  go  a  little 
further  back  than  the  gentlemen  who  have  maintained 
that  this  Union  is  a  mere  federal  compact,  in  which  each 
•eparate  member  of  the  compact  ia  to  judge  of  the  ex* 
tent  of  (Aedience  doe  to  the  laws  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, in  which  each  possesses  a  right  to  judge  for  itself) 
and  that  ftuM  eon^net  is  one  without  a  common  judge, 
bcipy  madft  bctwnen  States  neting  in  their  aovereign  ca- 
pacity, and  ratified  fbr  all  these  purpoaes,  and  in  all  these 
Tiew^bytheoonatitotion.  All  this  doctrine  I  do,  in  heart 
and  mind,  wholly  «r  in  part,  now  and  forever,  deny.  I 
am  convinced,  and  such  would  be  the  verdict  of  thirteen 
Bulliona  of  American  tdtisens,  that  such  a  compact  as  is 
lMt«k  described  never-  entorcd  the  ndnd*  of  those  who 


made  the  constitotion.  It  was  the  very  evils  of  such  a 
compact  tiiat  they  denred  to  guard  against.  Itwasi^ajnst 
the  confiision  and  difficuttiea  ariring  from  this  conation  of 
thirteen  distinct  sovereignties,  that  they  sought  a  refuge 
in  the  constitotion  whicn  they  framed.  The  argument 
which  is  now  advanced  has  a  tendency  to  break  up  the 
constitution,  and  'to  throw  back  the  American  people 
into  a  condition  worse  than  that  in  which  they  stood  anaer 
the  old  confederation. 

He  had  another  general  remark  to  make.  Whether 
the  conatHution  be  thie  result  of  a  federal  compact,  or  the 
result  i^the  actual  and  declared  will  of  the  people,  in  their 
primary  assemblies  waa,  in  his  opinibn,  a  point  perfectly 
immaterial;  for,  whether  intended  to  be  so,  or  not,  it  was 
ratified  by  the  people  with  all  the  formaUties  necessary  to 
make  it  efficient  in  its  object  to  gire  peace  and  security 
to  the  American  people.  He  contended  tftat  it  could  be 
shown,  by  a  plain  construction  of  the  constitotion,  accord- 
ing to  its  own  provisions,  aa  well  aa  contemporaneoua  con- 
BtrUiCtions^  that  the  assertion  that  there  was  May  one  pro* 
Tinoneslabliriung  that  it  was  the  work  of  States  in  mnr 
sovereign  charaetor,  could  not  be  successfully  main- 
tained. 

My  friend  from  Kentocky,  (continued  Mr.  F.^  by  re- 
ferring to  the  old  confederation,  has  disclosed  all  its  de- 
fects. Under  that  system,every  State  was  puffed  up  with 
the  notion  of  iu  sovereignty!  and  that  word  soverrign 
had  been  so  magnified  and  so  mystified,  that  the  Ctorem* 
ment  found  it  imposable  to  get  along.  Each  State  made 
a  stand  upon  its  sovereignty.  The  General  Government 
wanted  revenue,  and  made  its  requisitions  on  the  several 
States  for  their  quota.  Some  of  the  States  could  not,  or 
did  not,  pay  their  proportionst  and  hence  arise  difficulties 
whidi  impede  the  progress  of  the  Government.  It  waa 
this  State  pride,  this  everlasting  aspiring  of  State  ambi- 
tion, which  prevented  the  success  of  that  confederation. 
It  is,  sud  Mr.  F.,  that  pernicious  spirit  whicli  1  fear  is  now 
at  the  bottom  of  all  this  difficulty,  as  it  waa  at  the  bottom 
of  that  which  obstructed  the  Gk)vemment  under  the  old 
confederation.  We  ought  to  he  instructed  and  admonish- 
ed 1^  the  result  of  the  interference  of  this  State  {wide  in 
that  earlter  period  of  our  history.  It  waa  found  necessary 
to  make  an  effort  to  amend  the  constitotion,  and  to 
strengthen  the  Federal  Government,  to  enable  it  to  reaii* 
the  dangerous  collisions  of  these  State  soverngntiea. 
Delegates  were  chosen  to  form  a  new  constitution.  Did 
they  meet  in  the  character  of  sovereigpn  States^  Had  they 
their  commissions  from  the  sovereign  Slates  authorizing 
them  to  represent  the  States^  No{  these  delegates  came 
frah  from  tiie  people;  they  did  what  tbey  came  to  do  in 
the  name  and  by  the  aathcmty  of  the  people;  and  when 
tbey  had  completed  their  work  and  returned  to  the  people, 
the  very  form  of  wotUs  to  commence  the  great  instrument 
which  they  had  framed  was  so  selected  sa  to  put  down 
forever  the  delusive  idea  of  State  interference  and  State 
sovereignty:  **  We,  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in 
order  to  form  a  more  perfect  Uhion,"  &c.  It  was  new 
dreamed  dien  that  thia  constitotion  was  hereafter  to  he  set 
up  as  the  handywork  of  the  States  as  sovereignties. 

These  sovereignties  were  all  thrown  back  on  the  ele- 
ments of  social  existence.  The  people  were  then  the 
only  sovereigns.  It  was  an  expres«on  of  Chief  Justice 
Jay:  "  the  onlv  sovereigns  of  the  United  States  are  ttie 
people;  and  they  are  sovereigns  without  subjects,  inas- 
much aa  they  have  only  to  govern  themselves. "  After  the 
constitotion  was  framra,  what  waa  done?  How  waa  this 
instrument  ratified?'  Was  it  sent  fbr  ratification  to  the 
States,  in  their  sovereign  capacity  ?  No.  There  was  too 
much  wisdom  and  prudence,  to  trust  to  these  sovereign- 
ties. They  had  alreuly  given  the  Government  too  much 
trouble  under  the  old  confederation.  The  constitution 
waa  sent  back  to  the  people  for  their  sanction,  and  tbey 
aoataimd  K.  Caagit^  received  the  report  from  the  con- 
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rmtioD,  and  traiHmitted  the  amendmenti  to  the  Cerent 
Legitlatureti  iind  for  vhat  purpow?  Wu  it  for  tbe'ir 
Pftbfication  u  8t*tei?  No.  It  wis  for  the  purpose  of 
submitting  them  to  delegnteswhoshmildbeuiosen'from 
amonsr  ^e  pei^le.  This  fact  would  be  found  embodied 
in  the  resolution  of  Cof^resi  of  Octobw  28,  uid  by  the 
MMiliitkm  of  September  IJ^th,  vhieli  directed  tlut  the 
amended  conitihition  should  be  submitted  to  the  eonren- 
lion,  for  the  purpose  of  assent  and  ratification  bjr  the  peo- 
ple themselves.  Had  it  been  sent  to  the  State  LefpsU- 
tores  for  them  ta  ratify,  it  is  probable  that  they  would 
hare  adhered  to  the  old  confederation.  Could  it  then  be 
argued  that  the  States,  acting  aa  States,  constructed  the 
present  frame  of  GoTernment? 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  would,  by  a  simple  explana- 
tion, lare  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  aome  argu* 
nent.  Hie  f;tound  which  he  (Hr.  C.)  bad  t^en,  was, 
that  the  constitution  was  the  worlc  of  the  people,  as  sepa- 
rate and  sovereign  communitiei,  and  not  aa  a  mass — as  a 
nn^e  community.  He  contended,  fiirther,  that  these 
sovereignties  bad  reserved  to  themselves  rights  upon 
which  uey  could  take  their  stand  to  remta^y  usurpauons 
of  die  Graeral  Govemment. 

Mr.  ntBUNOHUTSEN  resumed.  Either  the  Sraa- 
tor  from  South  Carolina  had  been  ver^  unfortunate  in  the 
development  of  the  abstract  propositions  which  he  bad 
thrown  out  in  his  resolutions,  or  he  (Mr.  F.)waa  too  ob- 
tuse to  comprehend  their  precise  import.  The  Senator 
had  said  that  the  sovereignty  resided  m  the  States. 

Mr.  CALHOUN:   In  the  people  of  the  States. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN:  1  know  it  is  in  the  people  of 
the  States.   That  admission  is  all  lask. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  rose  to  aafc  if  gentlemen  ought  not  to 
be  permitted  to  go  on,  and  present  their  argument  in  their 
own  way,  atid  without  interruption^  He  was  disposed  to 
let  every  man  tell  bis  story  in  ms  own  way. 

Mr.  CALHOUN:  Does  the  gtsntleman  meananyother 
than  a  general  reflectioo? 

Mr.  CBUNDYi  None. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  continued.  This  aswrtton  of 
^er«ignty  was  the  plea  in  bar  of  the  gentleman  from 
•ouUi  Carolinat  and  if  he  now  surrendered  that  ground, 
and  the  only  argument  presented  wu  whether  me  Gov- 
ernment was  framed  by  toe  people  in  States,  and  in  sepa- 
rate communities,  or  by  the  people  as  one  community, 
there  was  no  longer  aajr  thing  left  to  contend  about. 

But  my  duty,  continued  Mr.F.,  is  not  confined  to  merely 
notidng  the  series  of  political  abstractions  contained  in 
the  resmutions  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 
He  had  to  reply  mainly,  as  he  bad  been  replying,  to  the 
argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  [Hr.  CAL- 
HOUN said  he  thought  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
was  replying  to  him,  or  he  should  not  have  interrupted 
him.]  I  was  saying,  said  Mr.  F.,  that  this  constitution 
was  ratified  by  the  people  and  not  by  the  States.  The 
Senator  fivm  Kentucky  had  contended  that  the  ratifica- 
tion was  by  the  States.  It  had  been  said  that  HassachU' 
setts  came  in  as  a  State,  and  ratified  the  constitution  as  a 
Sute.  Here  Mr.  F.  refn^rred  to  the  language  of  the  rati- 
fication by  Massachusetts  and  the  otiier  States.  In  the 
very  terms  of  these  ratifications  it  is  declared,  from  the 
be^nningto  the  end,  that  it  was  done  by  the  people.  It 
was  all  done  by  the  authority  of  the  people  t  by  the  dele- 
gates of  the  people.  But  we  had  been  told  that  all  this 
WM  done  by  the  aorndgn  States)  that  it  was  the  work  of 
the  State  sovereignties.  To  show  thi^  a  reference  had 
been  made  to  the  ratification  of  New  Jerseyt  and  it  bad 
been  suggested  ttiat  it  was  the  work  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey — of  the  State,  acting  in  ita  sovereign  capacity. 
Now,  there  WM  notbii^  in  the  ratification  of  New  Jersey 
or  uiy  <tf  the  other  States  to  sanction  any  Mch  iupres< 
slon.  The  reaioD  Ibr  subnutting  the  ameiidmento  to  the 
peopU  fai  the  diSbmit  Statea  was  because  die  pei^  hadftks 


been  originally  Prided  into  separate  coloniesi  othei^ 
wise,  they  would  have  been  aulunitted  to  the  whole  peo- 
ple at  once.  But  tbey  were  sent  to  the  people,  in  Uieir 
separate  communities,bec«ise  it  was  the  most  convenient 
and  the  most  rapid-  mode  of  obtaining  the  yense  of  the 
whole  people.  The  amendmenU  were  sent  to  the  State 
of  New  Jeiaey,  but  tb^  were  not  submitted  fiir  ratifies 
ti<u  to  the  GoTonor,  and  Council,  and  the  House  of  Aa- 
sembly,  but  to  the  people  acting  in  their  primaiy  assem- 
blies. What  did  the  convention  do?  They  were  chosen 
for  the  purposes  stated,  for  the  simple  purpose  of  delibe- 
rating  on  the  provittons  of  the  constitution  and  ratifying 
it.  They  earned  into  efiectthe  resolution  of  the  conven- 
tion of  1787,  which  ran  thus: 

'*  Reaohedt  That  the  preceding  constStution  be  laid  be- 
fore the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled;  and  that  it 
is  the  opinion  of  this  convention,  that  it  should  afterward* 
be  submitted  to  a  convention  of  delegates  chosen  in  each 
State  bpr  the  people  thereof,  under  the  recommendation  of 
itaLegi^ture,  for  their  assent  and  ratification,"  &c. 

In  every  State  where  it  was  ratified,  it  was  done  by  the 
people,  or  by  delegates -specially  ele<^ed  ior  that  pur- 
pose, acting  in  the  name  ud  with  the  atithotity  of  tho 
people. 

And  what  wu  this  work,  which  embodied  so  much 
labor  and  virtue,  u  to  attract  tbe  admiration  of  the  whole 
civilized  worid?  What  does  it  propose  to  accompUsh^ 
' "  To  form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish  justice,  ensure 
domestic  tranquilfiW,  provide  for  the  common  defence, 
promote  the  general  welfare,  and  secure  the  bleanngs 
liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  posterity.*'  Every  noble  ob- 
ject which  had  been  the  aim  of  any  Cioremmentiinc^the 
foundation  of  the  world  ¥ras  embraced  in  this  summary; 
harmony,  justice,  peace  at  home,  domestic  securi^,  the 
happiness  of  our  fireside,  and  the  safety  of  the  whole. 
Yet,  what  are  all  tbese,  said  Mr.  F.,  if  we  are  to  believe 
the  abstractions  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  whieb 
regard  tlHS  as  a  mere  federal  compact,  not  a  Goveinmenti 
u  such  a  Bony  tiling  that^  according  to  the  theorr  of  th* 

fentleman  frmn  South  CaroUna,  then,  is  not  a  beiiuf  who 
reathes  ita  atmo^>here,  and  moves  about  ita  soUt  that 
owes  it  any  allegiance?  All  all^^iance*  according,  to 
these  theories,  is  due  to  the  States.    It  is  a  mere  cimw 

{tact,  the  benefita  of  which  each  State  may  enjc^  just  aa 
ang  u  it  pleases,  and  no  longer.  But  it  ought  to  be  r*> 
membered  by  those  who  take  tiOa  view,  that  thia  com- 
pact baa  conferred  power  on  the  Federal  Gormment  to 
make  war,  to  raise  and  support  amue^  to  provide  and 
muntun  a  navy,  to  declue  the  punishment  of  treaaoiw 
&c.  Yet  we  are  told  that  no  mortal  man  owes  to  this 
Ciovemment  any  allegiance.  Wu  ever  so  absurd  a  pro- 
position advanced  in  seriouanesa.'  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment may  hang  for  treaaonj  yet  we  are  to  be  told  that 
there  is  not  an  individual  enjoying  ita  protection  that  owe* 
it  any  aUegiancel  What  is  trcasim?  Must  we  go^ck 
to  law  boon  to  learn  the  common  meaning  of  language? 
He  had  always  been  taught  that  treason  could  not  exist 
without  allefpance. 

The  provisions  of  the  constitution  looked  to  two  dis- 
tinct Govetnmentai  while  in  th«r  primaiy  aaaemblies  the 
people  framed  a  constitution  which  should  give  to  the 
Congress  and  the  Federal  Executive  power  over  the  ge- 
neral interests  of  thd  whole,  and  the  commercial  relatione 
and  foreign  iotercoune,  they  also  committed  their  do- 
mestic eoneems  to  tbe  State  Oovemmeots.  But  the  fo-. 
deral  representation  wu  distinct  from  that  of  the  Sttfe* 
u  may  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  1st  clause  of  the  se- 
cond section  of  the  lat  article  of  tbe  constitution,  which 
decbu^  that  "tbe  House  of  Representatives  shall  be 
composed  of  members  chosen  qveiy  second  year  by  tiw 
people  of  the  several  States,"  Sic.  Does  this  ^pear  liko 
a  delegatimi  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  State  aorcr^gn- 
*  B«fiercnG«  had  been  made  to  tbe  oast  of  hat  Ma- 
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aion  ewteemu^  the  Maine  boanduy  .queition .  That  was 
»  cue  which  wa»  eaaily  comprehended.  The '  arbitrator 
hatl  exceeded  his  powers  in  the  award  which  he  made, 
and  the  Senate  had  refused  to  confirm  it.  All  this  was 
esj^  to  be  understood.  But  when  it  was  contended  that 
this  gnat  work  of  the  people  was  a  mere  powerless  com- 
paet,  he  muat  confess  that  it  was  m  proposition  beyond 
his  comprehensiMi.  Here  are  le^ialative  sowers  e^ressly 
^ven  and  defined  by  the  conatitutiont  here  are  ezecu- 
tire  powers  vested  in  a  Chief  Itagistrate:  here  is  a  judi- 
ciary department  to  be  administered  by  ^ud^  to  be 
appointed  in  a  certun  mode.  What  else  u  requiute  to 
make  this  compact  a  powerfiil  Goremment?  ^ch  Gov- 
eminent  morea  in  its  own  preaGribed  inhere,  and  there 
ia  a  representation  of  the  people  in  tfie  State  Lepsl^ures, 
,  as  well  as  a  representation  of  tiiem  in  Congress.  The 
State  of  South  Carolina  makes  her  elections  in  the  fall. 
She  elects  them  both  to  Con^fresS  and  to  the  State  Legis- 
latuic:  one  set  of  representatirea  stops  at  her  capital,  and 
the  other  continues  on  to  this  place.  What  difference  is 
there  in  their  obligations  and  tn«r  responubilitiea.'  They 
all  owe  the  same  amount  .of  allegiance  to  the  pcc^Ie  by 
irtiom  Uiey  were  elected,  llie  pec^e  never  intended 
■o  to  act  as  to  prevent  the  establishnieDl  of  an  efficient  and 
«o  uadivided  Oovernment. 

Althouf^  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had-  ar^ed 
that  this  is  merely  a  federal  compact,  be  had  admitted 
that  we  have  the  power  of  making  laws.  The  Senator, 
who  bad  pushed  thb  doctrine  fuii^er  than  he  had  ever 
beibre  beard  it  pushed,  still  grants  that  we  have  the  pow- 
er to  make  lawa.  Now,  aud  Mr.  F.,  I  ask  notlung  more. 
'HMt  admission  gives  all  power.  What  ti  meant  by  mak- 
ing laws?  It  is  not  to  give  advice,  but  to  enact  statutes 
for  the  protection  of  society  and  the  puniahment'of  crime. 
What  power  exercises  jwUclat  authority  in  the  State  of 
South  Carc4ina?  In  matters  concerning  only  the  citizens 
ol  her  own  State,  her  own  judiciary  ezerdses  jurisdietion. 
The  power  of  the  federal  judidaty  is  expressly  defined 
in  the  conathndoa.  It  extendi  **  to  dl  cases  in  law  and 
equity,  aiWnig  under  this  comtitution,  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  treaties  made  or  which  shall  be 
made  under  their  authority;"  also  *'to  controvemes  to 
which  the  United  States  snail  be  a  partyi  to  controver- 
Mes  between  two  or  more  States,  between  a  State  and 
citizena  of  another  State,  between  citizens  of  different 
States"  8lo.  "Controvcrries  between  two  or  more 
States!"  Yet  gentlemen  say  that  the  Government  of  the 
Uidted  States  baa  ao  pova  over  the  States,  while  th^ 
poasBss  all  power.  Sir,  nud  Hr.  F.,  the  constitution  in- 
tended to  humble  this -proud  State  sovereignty,  to  pre- 
vent the  States  from  encroaching  upon  each  other,  as 
well  as  to  prevent  any  colliuons  between  them  and  the 
United  States.  But  we  have  already  liad  an  exposition, 
in  the  case  of  &  citizen  of  Georgia,  Who  instituted  suit 
■ffsinat  a  State,  and  brought  it  belore  the  Supreme  Court, 
wnere  it  was  aigned;  and  the  court,  in  an  unanswerable 
argument,  detMed  that  a  citisen  could  bring  suit  against 
■  soverdgn  State.  Iliia  led  to  an  amendment  of  the  con- 
stitution on  this  point.  Yet  the  11th  article  in  the  amend- 
ments only  limits  the  power  of  the  federal  judiciary  as 
regards  a  suit  "  against  one  of  tfaf!  United  SUtes  by  dti- 
xens  of  another  State,  or  by  dtizena  or  subjects  of  any 
i(we^  Stale."  As  to  the  other  powers  vested  in  the 
Judioery  la  contruversieA  between  two  or  more  Statei^ 
*c.,  diey  were  all  left-undisturbed. 

Attldapohit  of  hia remarks,  Mr.  F.  yielded  to  a  motion 
wa^oumment,  and  theSoiatea^ouraed. 

SATtTKDAT,  FsaauiAx  3. 

llw  bill  to  provide  further  for  the  collection  of  the  du- 
1am  on  iraporta  again  cominfl'  up— 

Mr.  FJUfiLlNGUDTSEtrresumedhisreiiMrksi  When 


the  Senate  adjovmed  yesterday,  said  Mr.  F.,  I  was 

ferring  to  the  acta  of  Oongreas  organizing  the  iudidatT 
of  the  United  States,  and  thereby  presernng,  in  ftill  spint 
and  energy,  the  principle  that  the  laws  and  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  shall  be  conndered  the  su- 
preme law  of  the  land.  This  provision  of  the  constitu- 
tion, snd  the  legislation  upon  it,  constitute  an  impregna- 
ble fortress,  agamst  which  speculation  and  sophistry  iriO 
spend  their  fiaece  in  VMn.  There  is  no  tyro  in  toe  school^ 
there  is  not  an  honest  independent  yeoman  who  tills  our 
■oil,  who  cannot  comprehend  the  whole  argument  on 
this  subject.  Any  man,  when  he  finds  that  the  laws  of 
Congress  are  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  finds  lawa 
carrying  out  this  provinon,  knows  where  sovereignty  is 
placed  by  the  constitution  a  thousands  timea  better  than 
all  tiie  abstract  propositions  in  tlie  world  would  teach  bilB. 
The  people  are  not  to  be  speeukted  out  of  tlmr  senses, 
and  of  this  we  have  hnd  a  recent  and  very  satisftctory  as- 
surance. The  principles  of  the  proclamation  were  greet- 
ed with  almost  univerasl  approbation  throughout  the  landt 
no  paper,  except  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  had 
ever  been  reenved  by  the  people  with  more  heartfelt  sa- 
tiaflwtiont  none  need  be,  except  that  aaucd  instnimentf 
for  in  thoee  by-gone  dajrs^  there  were  many  discordant 
voicea  heard  amid  the  general  rejoicing.  But  now  there 
is  but  one  voice,  from  Oeorria  to  Maine,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  that  which  comes  from  a  single  quarter.  Who 
can  fail  to  bless  God  that  tiie  people  are  thus  true  to  the 
prindples  of  their  firtbers,  and  are  thus  ready  to  protect 
and  maintun  the  work  of  their  fathers?  If  nullification 
receive  not  its  condemnation  in  our  dajrs,  I  know,  said 
Hr.  F.,  it  will  receive  the  execration  of  all  posterior. 

Why  was  H  tta^  in  our  constitution,  the  State  jucudary 
was  reqiurcd  to  regard  the  authority  of  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress as  supreme?  Why  was  it  that  in  the  35tb  section 
of  the  judiciary  act..an  appeal  from  the  State  to  the  fe- 
deral courts  is  granted?  The  fathers  of  the  coostitution 
knew  no  other  way  to  s^port  the  supreme^  ot  the  Uwa 
of  Congress  than  this,  l^ey  pnmdcd  that  all  auestions 
arinng  utid«>  the  constitution  riiould  be  referred  to  and 
decided  by  the  judicial  department  of  the  Government 
They,  with  that  temperate  wisdom  which  cbaracterixe» 
all  their  acts,  suffer  the  diluted  questions  to  go  fVom 
court  to  court.  They  tr^  the  judicial  conscience  of  every 
courtt  and  if  the  State  tribunal  decides  unconstitutionally, 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  power  to  re- 
verse Uieir  decision.  No  argument  which  he  could  urge 
would  add  to  the  weight  whieh  those  wise  provisions 
would  have  in  settling  thia  question.  They  prove  the 
high  regard  which  our  nithera  bed  §ot  this  principle  of  the 
constitution,  and  their  ntreroe  anuety  to  pruerre  and 
perpetuate  it. 

As  a  matter  of  history,  it  would  be  interesting  to  loob 
at  the  circumstancea  attending  the  passage  of  toe  judi- 
dary  bill.  In  what  we  sometimes  caJl  the  popular  bnnch 
ofCongress,  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  it  met  with 
such  unanimous  support,  that  the  yeas  and  nays  were  not 
called  for  when  the  question  was  taken.  In  the  Senate, 
where  the  bill  ori^nated,  fourteen  voted  in  the  affirmative, 
and  ux  in  the  negative.  Three  of  the  negatives  were 
frtHD  the  South,  and  three  from  the  Nortii.  Two  of  the 
Southern  negatives  were  from  the  Senators  from  the  Stato 
of  Virginia.  But  he  was  persuaded  that  the  oppowtion 
of  Virginia  to  the  bill  did  not  arise  from  at^ebjeetion  to 
tiUs  luide  of  preserving  tiie  ctmatitution  and  hiys.  Vir- 
ginia Imposed  all  the  provisions  of  the  judiciary  system, 
as  we  oiganized  it,  from  objections  which  slie  had  to  the 
form,  not  to  the  object  of  its  estabUshment.  That  the 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia  did  not  oppose  the  principle 
that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  the  arbiter 
in  the  last  resort,  he  would  sliow,  from  a  previous  piece 
of  histonri  which  he  took  great  satia&ctton  in  bringing 
bcfive  the  Senate.   To  go  back  to  tlie  trtniactions  cS 
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former  timea,  to  contempUte  those  acta  of  our  predeces- 
■ors,  which  have  illiutratel  their  own  and  our  Ame,  was 
always  pleanng  and  profitablei  and  it  was  witli  ^at  sa- 
tisfaction that  he  could  bring  up,  on  this  occasion,  the 
roice  of  g^eod  old  Viivinia  in  faror  of  the  constitutioni 
ftod  he  iioped  it  would  put  down  fdrerer  those  specu- 
lations which  would  nun  the  constitution,  and  defeat  the 
hopes  of  the  world.  The  ofunion  of  Vir|^tua,  to  which 
he  ahould  refer,  was  given  at  an  intereabng  time.  The 
State  of  Penn^lnuiia*  one  of  the  proudest  Stated  of  the 
Union,  (he  meant  no  invidious  distinction,  she  was  one  of 
the  largest,  wealthiest,  and  moat  powerful  of  the  States,) 
the  State  of  Pennqrlvnnia  had  deternuned,  in  the  01m< 
stead  cas^  to  resist  the  decisitm  of  the  UiUted  States 
court,  and  to  reust  it  unto  blood.  The  Legislature 
went  so  fitr  as  to  pass  Uws  to  call  oi)t  the  militia  to  resist 
the  fedend  process.  The  judi<»arT  went  on  in  its  quiet 
steady  way.  Notice  was  given  to  the  marshal  and  to  the 
Presdent,  that  the  State  of  Pennay Ivania  would  renst  the 
process,  but  there  was  no  flinching  in  tliat  day.  The 
manJul  was  ordered  to  execute  the  law  and  the  decree 
of  the  court.  An  order  was  given  to  imprison  the  de- 
fendants. Even  gallantry  was  overioofced,  (for  ladiea 
were  the  defendantst)  and,  in  a  ease  where  the  hfe  of 
the  constitution  was  at  hazard,  they  would  not  even  stop 
for  them,  and  the  issue  was  about  to  be  tried  by  arms. 
Pennsylvania,  st  this  point,  was  patriotic  and  [irudent 
enough  to  retire,  and  g^ve  up  the  contesL   Notice  was 

S'ven  to  the  marahsl  to  make  up  tiie  debt  and  costs,  and 
e  unount  was  forthwith  paid.  PeDnsylTaiua  would  not, 
at  die  last  pinch,  encounter  the  constitution.  Many  pa- 
triots appeared  then,  and  offered  to  devote  themselves  to 
the  cause,  and  to  die  in  the  last  ditch.  The  same  lan- 
guage was  used  then,  as  we  hear  from  South  Carolina 
now.  But  Pennsylvania  had  too  much  patriotism  to  push 
her  oppontion  to  the  extremity  of  war.  She  gave  up  the 
point,  and  proposed  an  amendment  to  the  constitution, 
tat  the  establishment  of  a  tribunal  to  settle  all  disputes 
between  the  Govemment  and  the  States.  She  took  the 
adrice  of  Virginia,  and  recorded  her  resptnue  as  follows: 
**  Preamble  and  resolutions  on  the  proportion  of  Penn- 
sylvania to  amend  the  constitution  of  the  United  States: 
The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  commu- 
nication of  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,  covering  cer- 
tain resolutions  of  the  Legi^ure  of  that  State,  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  constitotion  of  the  United  States 
by  tiie  appointment  of  an  impartial  tribunal  to  decide  dis- 
putes between  the  State  and  federal  judiciary,  have  had 
the  same  under  their  connderatLon,  and  are  of  opinion 
that  a  tribunal  is  already  provided  by  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  to  wit,  the  Supreme  Court,  more  em- 
inently qualified  from  their  habits  and  duties,  from  the 
node  or  their  selection,  and  from  the  tenure  of  their  of- 
fices, to  deeide  the  disputes  aforesaid  in  an  enli^tened 
and  impartial  manner,  than  any  other  tribunal  wUcb  could 
be  erected. 

"The  members  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  selected 
from  those  in  the  United  States,  who  are  most  celebrated 
fur  virtue  and  legal  learning!  not  at  the  will  of  a  nngle 
individual,  but  by  the  concurrent  wishes  of  the  Prendent 
and  Senate  of  the  Uiuted  Statesi  they  will  therefore  have 
no  local  pr^odlccs  and  partialities. 

"  Hie  duties  they  bare  to  perform  lead  them  necessa- 
rily to  the  most  enlarged  and  accurate  acqoiuntance  with 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  and  aeveru  State  courts 
together,  and  with  the  admirable  symmetry  of  our  Gov- 
ernment. 

"  The  tenure  of  their  offices  enables  them  to  pronounce 
the  sound  and  correct  opinions  they  may  have  formed, 
without  fear,  fiivor,  or  partiality. 

<*  The  amendment  to  the  constitution  proposed  by 
Pennsylvania  seema  to  be  founded  upon  the  idn  IhiA  the 
f^ral  Judidair  will,  fhnn  a  hist  of  power,  enlarge 


their  jurisdiction,  to  the  total  annihilation  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  State  courts;  that  they  will  exercise  uieir  will 
instead  of  the  law  and  the  constitution. 

*'  This  argument,  if  it  proves  any  thing,  would  operate 
more  strongly  against  the  tribunal  propuedto'be  (ireated. 
which  promises  so  little,  than  i^ainst  the  Supreme  Court, 
which,  for  the  reasons  ^ven  bobre,  bad  every  tiung-  con- 
nected with  tb^  appointment  calculated  to  ennre  con> 
fidence.  What  security  have  we,  were  .the  proposed 
amendments  adopted,  that  this  tribunal  would  not  substi- 
tute their  will  and  their  pleasure  in  the  place  of  tite  law^ 
The  judiciary  are  the  weakest  of  the  three  departtnents 
of  Government,  and  least  dangerous  to  the  political  rigtita 
of  the  cnutitution.  They  b^  neither  the  purse  nor  the 
sword,  and  even  to  enforce  their  own  judgtnent  and  de- 
crees must  ultimately  depend  upon  the  Executive  arm. 
Should  the  federal  judiciary,  however,  unnundful  of 
their  weakness,  unmindful  of  the  duty  which  they  owe  to 
Ihemselves  and  their  country,  become  corrupt,  and  trao*- 
cend  the  limits  of  their  junsdiction,  would  the  proposed 
amendment  oppose  even  a  probable  bartiet  in  such  an 
improbable  state  of  things?  ' 

"The  creation  of  a  tribunal  such  as  la  proptwed  by 
Pennsylvania,  so  far  as  we  are  enabled  to  form  an  idea  of 
it  from  a  description  given  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  that  State^  would,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
committee,  tend  rather  to  invite  than  prevent  a  cidlinon 
between  the  federal  and  State  courts.  It  might  also  be- 
come, in  process  of  time,  a  serious  and  dangerous  embar- 
rassment to  the  operations  of  the  General  Qovennnent. 

"  tanked,  thtrefare.  That  the  Legislature  of  thia  State 
do  disapprove  of  the  amendment  to  the  coMtUiition  of 
the  United  Statea  proposed  by  tiie  L^idatore  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

"  Beaohedj  ako.  That  his  excellencj^  tbe  Governor  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  requested  to  transmit  forthwith  a  copy 
of  the  foregoing  preamble  and  resolutions  to  each  of  the 
Senators  and  Representatives  of  this  State  in  ConKreee* 
and  to  the  Executive  of  the  several  Statea  in  the  ifmonp 
with  a  request  tiiat  tbe  same  may  be  laid  befhre  tbe  Legiak- 
ture  thereof. 

"  January  23,  1810.— Agreed  to,  unainmoudy,  by  the 
House  of  Delentes. 

"  January  36, 1810.— Agreed  to  by  tbe  Senate,  unam- 

mously." 

This  doctrine  is  u  sound  aa  pure  gold  seven  times  tried. 
Here  is  the  very.issue  which  South  Can^na  seeks  to  tiy. 
Pennsylvania  called  out  her  miUtia  to  uphold  her  sove- 
reignty, and  in  a  well-advised  hour  retracted  her  ap|>eal 
to  force,  and  proposed  an  amendment  to  the  constitution, 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  her  object.  But  good  old 
Virginia  respected  the  wisdom  of  our  fathers,  and  declar- 
ed that  the  constitution  which  they  had  provided  could 
not  be  bettered  bv  amendments.  She  refused  to  san^ion 
u)  amendment  wtuch  would  dispense  with  judiebuy 
of  tbe  United  States.  Now,  Mr.  Prerident,  in  ttus  view 
of  the  subject,  what  a  most  admirable  system  of  Govern- 
ment is  outs.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  tyrants  and 
the  friends  of  power  all  over  the  wwjd  look  at  it  with 
envy  and  jeakmay.  We  cannot  but  perceive  that,  by  tiie 
General  and  State  Governments,  each  acting  in  tiieir  re- 
spective spheres,  the  principles  of  liberty  must  ever  be 
preserved.  New  York  cannot  infringe  upon  the  rights 
of  Penn^lvania,  nor  Pemtsylvwun  upon  the  ri^ts  of 
Virginia.  Hie  States  cannot  come  into  conflict  with  each 
other,  nor  can  the  General  Government  interfere  with 
the  rights  ftnd  jurisdiction  of  the  several  States.  But  as 
we  have  great  interests  in  common,  the  wisdom  of  our 
predecessors  provided  a  sovereignty,  above  tliat  of  the 
several  Statea,  to  attend  to  the  common  interests.  This 
constitution  waa  watched  over  with  alecpless  vigilance,  at 
he  hoped  it  always  would  be,  and  effectually  guarded 
agiinst  all  eneranebmeuti.   What  dn  the  Ooienl  Gov- 
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ernment  do  to  prostrate  the  liberties  of  tbe  States,  when 
twenly'four  or  tliose  States  support  it  »nd  continue  its 
exutence  and  power  >  Since  he  bad  hmd  the  hon(v  of  a 
seat  here,  he  had  often  been  sony  to  hear  the  General  Gor- 
emment  gravely  spoken  of  as  an  alien  ezcrescence.  Our 
own  work,  the  dearly  cherished  constitution,  bequeathed 
to  us  by  our  fathers,  had  been  scouted  at  as  an  odious  for- 
ei^  importation!  and  the  Supreme  Court,  which  keeps  in 
chcok  the  different  powers  of  the  SWte  and  Federal  Gov- 
emmeotih  hid  been  qioken  of  as  a  tUnp  down  bdow 
,  which  the  aovercign  States  ought  not  to  submit  to.  He 
'  rejoiced  that  this  subject  was  now  fully  before  the  people. 
He  belicTed  that  the  crisis  had  tteen  brought  to  them,  in 
the  benignity  of  Providence,  that  they  might  rally  around 
the  constitution,  and  that  tribunal  which  preserves  all  tbe 
principles  of  the  constitution  in  purity.  How,  Mr.  Pre«- 
dent,  could  we  take  a  single  step  in  the  improvement  of 
our  condition,  without  this  General  Government?  Have 
we  not  intrusted  to  it  all  the  concerns  of  commerce,  the 
collection  of  the  rt- venue,  the  vast  concerns  of  the  public 
lands,  our  Indian  rektions,  &c.?  How  can  we  take  a 
single  step  to  preserve  our  great  common  interests,  if  the 
State  sovereignties  can  annul  our  acts  at  pleasure?  Sup- 
pose a  case  of  war  Wfigred  by  us,  in  defence  of  our  na- 
tional rights,  against  a  Ibreign  nation.  If  three  or  four 
ill-advised  States  can  throw  themselves  on  their  sovereign- 
ty,  refuse  to  take  part  in  the  war,  and  nullity  the  acts  de- 
claring it,  our  country,  instead  of  being's  name  and  a 
praise  among  nations,  would  become  a  name  of  repratch, 
and  subject  to  tiic  contempt  of  the  whole  civiliced  world, 
lie  would  much  ratlier  go  back  to  the  old  confederation, 
in  which  each  State  was  bound,  in  honor,  to  pay  its  quota 
towards  tlie  public  exigencies.  NolhinC'  can  give  us  se- 
curity for  a  single  hour  against  State  uulUfication. 

He  bad  said,  with  submission,  that  the  Supreme  Court 
was  intended  by  the  constttation  to  be  the  gteat  arbiter  In 
regard  to  questions  within  and  without  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  it.  in  answer  to  this,  it  was  said,  suppose 
the  Supreme  Court  transcends  its  powers?  He  would  re- 
ply, in  the  lang-uage  of  Virginia,  that  we  hatl  adopted  the 
best  system  which  we  could  devise.  If  it  failed  in  prac- 
tice, the  failure  would  be  owing  to  the  imp^ectkmof  all 
human  inrtitutions.  No  prudent  man  will  purii  such  a 
supposition  to  its  extremity,  and  upon  the  fiiitb  of  it  give 
up  our  constitution.  Should  it  fall  of  its  object,  we  shall 
hive  but  to  mourn  over  the  frailty  and  insecurity  of  this 
as  well  as  of  all  terrestrial  things.  What  experience  has 
justified  the  suppoHtion  that  Uie  authority  given  to  the 
Supreme  Court  will  be  abused?  For  fifty  years  we  have 
pro^red  with  iti  and  Ibe  venerable  and  illuftrious  man 
who  haa  ^vcn  to  it  high  renown  in  the  wortd,  stiU  lives 
to  give  it  his  beneficent  enet^es.  The  judiciary  holds 
neither  the  purse  nor  the  sword,  and  depends  wholly  up- 
on its  moral  power,  and  the  aid  of  other  departments  of 
the  Government,  for  the  enforcement  of  ita  decrees.  It 
i»  the  great  peace  arbiter.  Let  us  then  cherish  and  sup- 
port it.  Let  us  select  the  best  men  to  fill  its  seats,  and 
we  shall  have  no  cause  to  distrust  it  But  wbat  is  done 
with  die  State  courts'  He  put  it  to  South  Carolina  to 
answer.  She  has  a  constitution  and  a  judiciary.  When 
her  L^ialature  enacts  an  unconstitutional  law,  wbat  is 
done  by  her  citiaens '  Do  some  of  them  call  a  town  meet- 
ing and  nullify  it?  Noj  they  put  in  the  plea  before  the 
State  court,  that  the  law  is  unconirtitutional,  and  the 
court  decides  the  question.  This  had  been  done  in  his 
Slate  a  dozen  limes.  The  supposition  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  was  the  merest  imagination  that  ever  af- 
flicted the  human  intellect.  That  Senator*!  imagination 
carried  him  to  the  extremity  of  fear.  What  fear?  That 
Congress  would  break  the  constitution,  by  putting  in  op- 
eraUon  a  wicked  law.  The  bill  of  abominations  would 
come  to  the  Senate,  and  they  would  join  the  other  House 
in  the  conspiracy  against  the  righu  of  the  people  and  the 
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States.  Then  it  would  go  to  the  Supreme  Court.  And 
who  were  they?  They  were  made,  he  says,  by  the  Sen- 
ate, and  were  impeachable  only  by  the  House  oi  Repre- 
sentatives; and  toereibre  they  were  all  of  a  ineee,  and 
might  conspire  together  to  defeat  the  purposes  of  the 
constitution  and  the  rights  of  the  States.  This  general 
conspiracy  draws  into  its  vortex  all  the  reserved  rights  of* 
the  people.  "Hius  fi>r  bis  fears  alarmed  him.  Was  it 
wise,  in  a  grave  nation — he  spoke  in  tbe  abstract*— to  in- 
dulge in  such  violent  suppaMtions?  Such  iroaginatioBi 
would  drive  a  man  to  shut  himself  in  a  cave,  aecliide  him- 
self from  all  association  with  his  kind,  lest  the  first  man 
whom  he  may  happen  to  meet  should  contrive  a  plot 
against  his  life.  Because  the  judiciary  may  turn  tnutora 
to  the  Government  and  the  constitution,  and  the  lepsla- 
tive  department  may  support  them  in  their  treason,  shall 
we  have  no  Government?  Shell  we  therefore  unloose  all 
^e  bonds  of  Government,  and  return,  to  a  state  of  anar- 
chy? Because  fiitiiers  may  turn  tyrants,  and  motiwrs 
prove  motisters,  shall  we  aboli^  those  dear  relations  and 
extinguish  those  sacred  chsrities  which  thev  enkindle  and 
cherish?  Shall  we  draw  rules  of  civil  and  social  conduct 
from  such  violent  suppositions?  After  all,  wr  nuuft  con- 
fide, to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  in  our  fellow  man;  mem 
or  less  we  must  trust  to  others  eveiy  moment  of  our  lives. 
Shall  we  then  ritdown  in  ingkntous  case,  merely  beeauia 
our  confidence  mar  be  abased?  Rather  should  we  use 
the  best  means  which  our  Maker  has  given  us  to  pfamt 
such  safeguards  as  we  can  around  our  constitution;  and  if 
we  are  not  traitors  to  ourselves,  if  we  dig  not  our  own 
graves,  we  sliall  be  free  and  prosperous. 

But  it  is  said,  that  tbe  judiciary  is  not  competent,  from 
its  organization,  to  settle  political  controversies.  Wh^ 
is  meant  by  political  powers*  Every  power  is  political  to 
some  extent.  Did  Chief  Justice  Haruiall  mean  to  say,  in 
tlie  speech  cited  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  tbe 
judicury  could  not  decide  a  question  arising  out  of  tbe 
tariff  laws?  Never.  Hia  head  was  too  sound  for  that. 
Besides,  a  political  speech  is  not  the  best  authority  which 
can  be  adduced  for  judicial  opinions.  He  marvelled  not 
a  little  when  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  introduced  it  as 
authority.  When  be  came  to  look  at  it,-'he  found  that  it 
was  a  speech  made  in  Congress,  in  high  party  times,  up< 
on  a  case  which  involved  great  political  ajid  party  ex(»te- 
ment  at  that  day — the  case  of  a  British  sid>ject  who  was 
seized  as  a  deserter,  given  up,  and  put  to  death.  But  he 
rejoiced  to  find  that  the  illustrious  individual  who  made 
the  speech  referred  to  was  perfectly  at  home  in  discussing 
the  subject,  and  that  Uie  views  which  he  took  of  it  dia- 
nlayed  the  soundness  of  his  head  and  the  purity  of  hia 
heart.  "To  come  within  the  description,  (of  the  powers 
confisrred  upon  the  jwUctaiy,)  aquestkHi  must,"  he  sajra, 
<'  assume  a  legal  form,  for  forensic  litigation  and  judicial 
decision.  There  must  be  parties  to  come  into  court,  who 
can  be  reached  by  its  process  and  bound  by  its  power; 
whose  rights  admit  of  ultimate  decision  by  a  tribunal  to 
which  they  are  bound  to  submit."  The  case  must  have 
a  legal  form,  and  parties,  and  must  be  submitted  to  tbe 
court;  there  are  all  tbe  tbram  winch  ate  necessary  to  ' 
pbce  it  within  the  powers  of  the  judiciary.  Wtwn  soma* 
thlngls  to  be  adjudicated,  somethit^  to  be  given  knd 
taken  away,  then  the  judicial  power  may  be  exerdsed, 
though  the  case  residt  from  a  treaty.  In  the  dispute  con- 
cerning the  northwestern  boundary,  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  there  were  no  parties  but  ths 
two  SUtes.  But  tbe  case  made  by  South  Can^nahas  all 
tbe  attributes  which  the  doctrine  lud  down  in  tbe  speech 
referred  to  requires. 

The  tariff  law  is  indindual  in  its  effects,  and  makes 
parties  by  which  the  case  can  be  submitted  to  the  court 
A  merchant  belonging  to  New  York  sojourns  in  Charles* 
ton  for  commerciid  purposes.  He  imports  goods  from 
Great  BritMn.    He  is  required  to  pay  the  duties  on  them. 
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Tlufliiniketaplun  ciMor  law,  inTolvtngn  perBOnaicUim. 
The  merchant  tells  the  collector  that  he  cannot  pay  these 
duties.  Why^  Here  is  the  law  of  the  United  States,  says 
the  collector,  and  I  am  bound  to  enforce  it.  That  laur 
has  been  nullified*  replies  the  menibant;  and  here  is  the 
ordinance  of  nullUication,  passed  by  some  citizens  of  tlus 
State  who  assembled  the  other  day  for  that  purpose.  What 
will  be  the  rejoinder  of  the  officer^  He  will  say.  Sir,  1 
act  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  and  you 
must  pay  the  dul^.  Toe  merchant  biiiit^  and  pleads  in 
bar  of  uie  law  tae  laws  of  South  Carolina.  Is  mere  any 
political  question  here  to  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  does  not  extend  ?  Where  is  tiie  usurpation 
in  this  case?  On  the  part  of  the  United  States  law,  or 
this  ordinance? 

I  have  done*  c&ntiiiued  Hr.  F.,  with  this  part  of 
the  case.  For  the  purpose  of  keeping  all  power  in 
check*  tlie  judiciary  was  established.  The  fraroers  of  the 
constitution  hoped  to  obti^n,  through  it*  a  peacefiil  mode 
for  tlie  a^justroent  of  all  constituli<mal  questions.  In  a 
countiy  of  wider  extent  tlian  all  Europe,  and  embracing 
under  one  Government  many  distinct  communities,  they 
hoped  to  secure  perpetual  peace  and  tranquillity  by  this 
arbiter  of  peace.  Compare  the  operation  of  this  peace- 
ful check  with  the  resort  to  which  Europe  is  acctutomed 
for  the  prMcrratiMi  of  the  balance  of  j»wer.  Host  we 
have  tbe  sword  or  the  court  aa  our  arbiter?  Europe  has 
tried  the  sword,  and  has  shed  rivers  of  blood  in  the  vain 
pursuit  of  the  balance  of  power. 

We  rely  upon  tbe  peaceful  enei^es  of  our  institutions. 
Europe  on  the  thunder  of  her  cannon  and  the  clangor  of 
her  arms.  Poor  Holland  is  about  to  pay  dearly  for  this 
balance  of  power.  For  two  hundred  years  ithasdeluired 
Europe  with  blood.  Here  we  have  It  iaa  peaceful  truiu* 
nal,  by  which  tbe  tranquillity  of  the  countiy  and  the  safe- 
ty our  institutions  may  be  preserved  for  years  to  corner 
Just  and  certun  retribution  will  come  upon  those  who  de- 
stroy ibn  peaceful  arbiter*  and  set  up  the  sword  in  its 
stead.  Here  is  the  system,  nr,  as  I  understand  it,  as  I 
honor  it,  and  as  I,  with  my  latest  breath,  will  maintun  it. 
I  regard  this  system  as  by  far  the  greatest  political  bless- 
ing ever  given  by  Providencp  to  any  people.  To  it  I 
train  all  our  bl^jMoess  and  prosperity.  In  this  day  of  our 
highest  praapenty.  when  our  ibuntMns  are  all  full,  and 
our  streams  running  over*  do  not  let  a  Mter  State  rashly 
overturn  the  institutions  which  are  the  sources  of  our 
happiness.  How  painfiil  is  the  crius  which  seeks  dis- 
union, and  which  would  split  us  up  into  disgraced  and 
bleeding  fragments.  This  nullification*  if  it  prevail,  will 
yet  meet  a  tremendous  retribution,  in  the  execrations  of 
all  futura  times. 

'  Is  not  tbii^  continued  Mr.  P.*  a  plun  questjon*  whether 
the  eoBstitutioa  eonfiers  the  powers  claimed  upon  the 
Federal  Government?  He  cared  not  how  it  was  namedi 
whether  the  States  made  it,  or  the  people,  in  their  prima- 
ry assemblies.  How  does  the  bond  r(»d?  If  that  gives 
the  power*  it  is  enough;  for  the  tnatrunwot  was  made  by 
oompetent  auUiori^.  I  oBng  to  tbe  bond  with  a  Shy- 
lock'a  grasp.  I  care  not  how  it  vaa  executed:  here  is 
the  atalaAzed  to  it.  I  will  exact  the  last  tribute  of  pow- 
er whicC  this  instmroent  eonfen  upon  the  General  Gov- 
ernment. 

It  is,  after  all,  continued  Mr.  F.,  a  delegated  power.  I 
maintain  that  the  people  intended  to  act  in  the  busi- 
ness. There  was  no  sovereignty  about  it,  although  learn- 
ed gentlemen  were  pleased  to  call  this  a  political  conven- 
tion aatong  aoverdgnties.  I  maintun,  that  aa  we  gave  up 
the  old  confiMleration*  the  people  reverted  to  their  primi- 
tive powers.  They  knew  irtiat  they  were  about,  when, 
acting  on  their  sovereignty,  tiiey  clothed  this  Government 
witli  power.  There  was  one  chus  of  their  interests 
which  it  was  necessary  to  cherish  and  defend  at  home, 
and  this  was  comnutted  to  ttie  oare  of  their  State  Execu- 


tive and  Legislature.  Time  was  another  chus*  wUch 
was  commingled  with  the  greater  interests  of  the  whole 
community;  these  they  intrusted  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment, which  was  fully  invested  by  the  convention  with 
executive,  judicial,  ukI  le^alative  powers.  Both  were 
clothed  with  sufficient  power  to  protect  and  preserve  the 
general  interests.  Where  was  tbe  want  of  harmony? 
The  legislature  of  South  Carolina  moved  in  her  sphere* 
the  Federal  Govenunent  moved  in  its  ^ere.  If  dther 
attempt  to  traverse  in  tbe  track  of  the  other*  the  federal 
judiciary  is  to  check  and  bring  back  the  one  th«t  en- 
croaches. Tbe  ^stem  is  as  orderly  and  as  melodious  aa 
our  planetary  system,  of  which  the  sun  is  the  centre.  It 
is  only  when  States,  in  their  excessive  jealousy,  run  a  tilt 
against  the  law^  that  disorder  can  ensue.  It  is  only  when 
States,  urged  on  by  an  aspiring  ambitian  to  thrust  their 
heads  against  the  Federal  Government*  that  the  door  is 
opened  tor  coUistont.  New  Jersey  was  sovereign  and  in- 
dependent aa  to  the  regulation  of  her  own  coneems;  but 
let  her  beware  how  roe  thrusts  her  head  between  the 
Federal  Government  and  its  obligations.  It  would  be 
well  for  gentlemen  to  return  to  their  homes,  and  take 
care  how  the  State  sovereignties  again  throw  themaelves 
across  tbe  path  of  the  federal  powers. 

Reference  had  been  made  by  tlie  gentleman  ftdm  Ken- 
tucky to  the  opimons  of  Jud^  Marshall  aa  a  poUtidan. 
He  wished  that  jg;enUeman  to  listen  now  to  the  language 
of  the  same  distinguished  individual,  utting  as  a  judge. 
In  eitlier  character  be  was  entitled  to  he  listened  to  with 
great  respect.  But  he  wished  now  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  to  his  opinions*  deliver^ 
ed  under  more  solemn  circumstances,  in  his  judicial  ad- 
ministration, acting  under  an  obligation  to  prevent  the 
encroachments  of  these  sovereignties  upon  each  other- 
In  a  ease  brought  before  the  Su^me  Coor^  M'Cuttoch 
w.  the  State  of  Maryland,  it  was  inristed  inat:gtraienttbat 
this  was  a  mere  federal  compact  between  the  States  aa  in- 
dependent sovereigns.  Such  was  the  argument:  incfbct* 
that  this  was  not  a  Government*  but  was  to  he  regarded 
as  only  a  compact,  with  certain  restricted  powers.  The 
argument  then  was  precisely  tiie  same  as  it  is  now.  There 
waa  a  aimiUr  argument  also  aa  early  aa  1793*  inSdIMUju* 
when  there  arose  a  controverqr  about  the  powers  of  tbe 
General  and  State  Governments.  It  was  then  held  that 
this  was  a  compact  between  tbe  States,  and  that  the  peo- 
ple had  nothing  to  do  with  it  The  opinion  given  by 
Judge  Marshall  in  the  case  M'CuUoch  w.  the  State  of  Ma^ 
rylaud*  was  so  powerful  in  atfumen^  and  diiqpOBed  of  in 
BO  able  a  manner,  that  he  must  be  permitted  to  read  the 
following  extract: 

*'  In  (Uscussii^  this  question*  the  coumelfbr  the  State 
of  Maryland  have  decreed  it  of  some  importance  in  the 
eonstructipn  of  tbe  constitution*  to  consider  that  instru- 
meet  not  as  emanating  from  tbe  people*  but  as  the- act  of 
sovereign  and  independent  States.  The  powera  of  tbe 
General  Government,  it  has  been  said*  are  delegated  by 
tbe  States*  who  alone  are  truly  «over«gn*  and  must  be 
exerdsed  in  lubordinatiim  to  the  States,  who  alone  pfM- 
sess  supreme  domituon. 

"  It  would  be  difficult  to  sustain  tlu*  propoation.  Tbe 
convention  which  framed  the  constitution  was,  indeed, 
elected  by  the  State  Le^atures.  But  the  instnunent, 
when  it  came  from  their  hands,  was  a  mere  pmposal, 
without  obligation  or  pretenwon  to  it.  It  was  reported 
to  the  existing  Congress  of  the  United  States,  with  a  re- 
quest that  it  mi^t  *  be  submitted  to  a  convention  of  de- 
legate!*  choacn  in  each  State  by  the  people  thereof*  under 
the  recommendation  of  ita  Legislature,  for  their  ratificap 
tion.'  This  mode  of  proceeding  was  adopted*  and  by 
tbe  convention*  by  Congress,  and  by  the  State  Legialft- 
tures*  the  instrument  was  submitted  to  the  people.  They 
acted  upon  it  in  tbe  only  manner  in  which  they  can  act 
safely*  effectively*  and  wisely*  oa  such  a  subject*  by  u> 
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tembriagf  hi  conTCntion.  It  h  true,  they  HHembled  in 
their  Mveral  Stat«i;  uid  wliere  else  should  they  have 
•Membled?  Nopolit'Kftl  dmmer  vuever  wild -enough 
to  think  of  breucinjf  down  the  lines  which  separate  the 
Stftt^  and  or  eompoundh^  the  American  people  into 
one  common  maw.  Of  corweqaencet  when  they  act,  they 
act  in  titeir  States.  But  the  measurea  th^  adopt  do  no^ 
on  ttiat  account,  cease  to  be  the  meainrea  of  the  people 
themselves,  or  become  the  measures  of  the  State  Gor- 
•runentf. 

**  From  these  conventions  the  constitution  derives  its 
whole  authority.  The  Government  proceeds  directly 
from  the  peoplet  is  *ordMned  and  established,'  in  the 
name  of  the  peoplet  and  isdcdared  to  b«  ordttined  *in 
order  to  fbrm  a  more  perliect  unkm,  establish  justice, 
ensure  domestic  tranquinity,  and  secure  the  blessings  of 
liberty  to  themselves  and  their  poitenty.'  The  assent 
of  the  States,  in  their  sovereifpn  capacity,  is  implied  in 
calUng'a  convention,  and  thus  submittinp  that  instrument 
to  the  people.  But  tlie  people  were  at  perfect  liberty  to 
accept  or  reject  it;  and  their  act  was  final.  It  required 
not  the  affirmance,  and  could  not  be  negatived  by  the 
State  Governments.  The  conttitution»  when  thus  adf^t- 
ed,  WW  of  complete  obligation,  and  bound  the  State  sove- 
reignties. 

"It  has  been  said,  that  the  people  had  already  surren- 
dered all  their  powers  to  the  State  sovereignties,  and  bad 
nothing  more  to  give.  But  surely  the  question  whether 
th^  may  resume  and  modify  the  powers  granted  to  the 
Gorerament  does  not  remain  to  be  settled  in  this  country. 
Much  more  might  the  legitimacy  of  the  Genera)  Govern- 
ment bedoiibtM,  had  it  been  created  by  the  States.  The 
powers  delegated  to  the  State  sovereignties  were  to  be 
exercised  by  themselves,  not.  by  a  distinct  and  indepen- 
dent sovereignty  created  by  themselves.  To  the  forma- 
tion of  a  league,  such  as  was  the  confederation,  the  State 
sovereignties  were  certainly  competent.  But,  when  *  in 
order  to  form  a  more  perfect  union,*  it  was  deemed  ne- 
ceMary  to  cAiange  thb  alliance  into  an  effiective  Govern- 
ment, possening-  great  and  sovereign  powers^  and  aeting- 
dhvctly  on  the  people,  the  necesn^  of  referrli^  it  to  tlie 
people,  and  of  deriving  its  powers  direetly  from  them, 
was  feh  and  aclcnowleaged  by  all. 

"  The  Government  of  the  Union,  then,  (whatever  may 
be  the  influence  of  tlus  &ct  on  this  case,]  is  emphaticalfy 
and  tnily  a  (Government  of  the  people.  In  form  and  in 
Mbatanee  it  emanates  from  them .  Its  powers  are  granted 
Inr  them,  and  are  to  be  exercised  directly  on  them,  and  for 
their  benefit. 

'*  This  Government  is  acknowledged  by  all  to  be  one  of 
enumerated  powers.  The  principle  that  it  can  exereise 
only  the  powers  granted  to  it,  would  seem  too  apparent 
to  have  required  to  be  enforced  by  all  those  arguments 
whidi  Us  enlightened  friends,  while  it  was  depending  be- 
fore the  pet^ii^  fbund  it  neeeasaiy  to  urge .  That  pHnci- 
ple  Is  now  nnivenally  admitted.  But  the  question  re- 
specting the  extent  of  the  powers  actually  granted  is 
perpetaally  ariung,  and  will  probably  continue  to  arise  as 
long  as  our  system  shall  exist. 

"In  discusnng  these  questions,  the  conflicting  powera 
of  the  General  and  State  Governments  must  be  brought 
into  view;  and  the  supremacy  of  thrir  respective  laws, 
when  they  are  in  opposition,  must  be  settled. 

**  If  any  one  proposition  could  command  the  universal 
assent  of  mankind,  we  might  expect  it  would  be  this:  that 
the  Government  of  the  Union,  though  limited  in  iU  pow- 
ers, is  supreme  within  its  sphere  of  action.  This  would 
seem  to  result  necessarily  from  its  nature.  It  is  the  Gov- 
ernment of  all)  its  powera  are  delegated  by  all;  it  repre- 
sents all,  and  acts  for  all.  Though  any  one  State  may  be 
wilfingto  control  itaopention%  no  State  is  wiUlnr  to  allow 
otticn  to  control  them.  The  nation*  on  those  subjects  on 
which  it  can  aet,  mint  neeeasarily  bind  iti  eomponent 


parts.  But  this  queiHon  is  not  left  to  mere  reaaont  the 
people  have,  in  express  terms,  decidedi^  by  sayii^,  'this 
constitution,  and  tiie  laws  of  the  United  States  which 
shall  be  made  in  purauance  thereof,'  *«ha]l  be  the  su- 
preme law  of  the  land;*  and  by  requiring  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  State  LegisUtures,  and  the  oflicen  of  the 
executive  and  judhaal  depattmenta  of  the  Statea,  shall 
take  the  oath  ot  fideUly  to  it 

**The  Government  of  the  United  States,  tiien,  though 
limited  in  its  powers,  is  supreme ;  and  its-laws,  when  made 
in  purauance  of  the  constitution,  form  thesupreyie  law  of 
the  land,  <  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  kwa  of  uiy 
State  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.'  " 

<*It  is  the  Government  of  all;  its  powen  are  delegated 
by  all;  it  represenU  all,  and  acts  for  all."  If  tilieae  pre- 
mise* are  correct,  Uie  ooncluMon  cannot  be  resisted  with- 
out a  violation  of  coatmon  seme.  How  is  tilie  General 
Government  to  take  care  of  the  interests  of  allf  How  is 
the  Government  to  take  care  of  the  interests  of  thirteen 
millions  of  people,  unless  its  administration  can  be  felt 
over  that  extent  of  population  ?  It  was  not  to  be  wondered 
at,  if  the  Chief  Justice  said  that  the  propostion  com- 
manded univenal  asaenti  that,  witlun  its  enumerated 
powers,  the  Federal  Government  wassuprene.  One  can 
hardly  turn  to  a  page  of  the  constitution  without  seeing- 
that  this  has  always  been  regarded  as  one  natitm.  As  a 
nutter  of  fact,  he  thought  it  was  deeply  to  be  deplored 
that,  in  the  fiwe  of  the  world,  it  should  be  declared  on 
this  floor  that  we  are  no  Government.  He  had  always 
supposed  that  the  name  of  American  ei6^  was  a  paaa- 
port  over  the  world,  and  that  a  man  needed  no  better 
pMusport  to  ensure  htm  remect.  Tet  he  bad  now  to  learn 
that  this  was  all  a  mistake,  and  this  Government  was 
merely  an  wnw  faiuus,  existing  only  by  the  light  which  it 
borrowed  from  the  State  Governments. 

The  constitution  declares  thsk  "  the  dtizens  of  each 
State  shall  be  entitled  to  sll  privileges  and  immunities  of 
citizens  in  the  several  Sutes."  A  citizen  of  New  Jersey 
is  thus  a  citizen  of  all  the  United  Ststesi  and  wherever 
he  may  sojourn  or  abide  throughout  the  whole  confede- 
racy, he  has  the  privilege  of  tii*  citizen  of  the  State  and 
of  the  United  States.  How  can  the  interests  of  the  SUtes 
and  of  the  United  States  he  more  commingled  than  by  this 
clause  in  the  constitution? 

CongTess  has  passed  hws  of  naturafization.  llie 
foreigner  who  comes  hither  is  naturalized  under  these 
laws,  and  is  admitted  to  the  privileges  of  a  dtiien  of  one 
SUte  and  of  all  the  United  States.  Tet  thia  la  to  he  re- 
garded  as  no  Government;  is  to  be  held  as  liable  to  be 
put  down  whenever  the  States  shall  choose  to  recall  their 
delegated  powen.  If  Congress  were  -  to  attempt  to  vote 
up  such  an  abstraction,  the  people  would  vote  it  down 
just  as  fast  as  it  was  sent  out  to  them. 

Having  arranged  these  premises,be  would  come  now  to 
consider  the  hill  itself.  This  bill  bad  been  sewely  at- 
tacked, by  calling  it  hard  names.  The  gentlemen  on  the 
other  Kde,  not  contented  with  calling  it  a  bill  worse  than 
an  abommatton,  a  bill  to  repeal  the  constitution,  to  erect 
a  military  despotism,  to  create  a  dictator,  had  yesterday 
called  it  a  Boston  port  bill,  a  riot  act,  a  prison^bip  bill, 
be.  Every  appelUtion  which  could  be  devised  to  make 
tiie  bill  odious  bad  been  heaped  upon  it.  He  would  adopt 
no  sucli  mode  of  warfare .  He  would  use  no  such  weapons; 
and  if  they  were  offered  to  him,  he  would  request  that 
the  persons  who  might  <^er  them' would  take  tiiem  away 
from  him.  The  people  of  the  United  States  have  become 
80  enlightened  now  that  they  will  require  ailments  of 
sounder  stuff  than  hard  words  to  work  convictions  in  their 
minds.  They  have  too  far  advanced,  and  if  gentlemen 
do  not  quicken  their  speed,  the  constituents  win  toon  go 
ahead  of  their  representatives  in  the  science  of  poUtici^ 
and,  leave  them  nr  behind  in  tiie  wfldcnieaa.  Such  an 
array  of  names  would  not  cany  a  qaes^  even  in  a  town 
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neetii^.  It  would  not  excite-  an  emotion  even  in  an  aa- 
Mtnblaife  of  five  hundred  citizen*  out  of  the  thirteen 
millions  which  compose  our  populafion.  So  much  for  the 
iKHneocUture.  It  had  been  said  that,  to  pass  this  bill 
wouJd  be  eonferriny  extraordinai7  powers  on  the  Execu- 
tive. The  gentlenum  from  Pennsylrania  bad  informed 
the  Senate,  the  other  daj,  that  vitb  the  exception  of  a 
ainirle  clause  in  tbe  first  section,  it  was  perftctly  frnuliar 
to  our  legislation. 

The  Senate  would  remember  the  intercourse  bill  of 
1802,  regulating  our  trade  with  the  Indians.  That  bill 
contained  a  clause  to  this  effect:  "  and  it  shall  moreover 
be  lawful  for  tbe  President  of  the  United  States  to  take 
mch  mMSure%  and  employ  such  military  force,  as  he  may 
deem  necesaarjc  to  remove  from  the  lands  of  the  Indian 
tribes  any  persons  who  have  made,  or  may  make,  settle- 
ment thereon."  "Employ  such  military  force,"  &c.  Here 
Congress  delegated  the  power  to  employ  the  force,  and 
leR  It  to  the  discretion  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  to  fix  the 
amount  of  force  neceasary,  and  to  emplt^  that  force  in 
such  manner  as  he  should  deem  best  to  drive  off  the 
settlers  from  their  lands,  whether  they  were  situated  in 
South  Carolina  or  in  Tennessee,  or  in  any  other  State. 
Here  was  a  plain  duty,  to  be  performed.  A  treaty  had 
been  made  with  tbe  Indiana,  and  to  fulfil  this  treaty  tlie 
law  was  paned.  ThisUw  stands  unrepealed  in  tbe  statute 
book,  and  hat  been  frequently  enforced  without  causing 
any  excitement.  Whenever  it  was  necessary  to  employ 
force,  the  Preudent  bad  left  it  to  the  officer  to  determine 
irtuit  force  waa  neeeaaary  to  give  auffieient  atrength  to  the 
Executive  arm  to  effect  tiie  object.  This  was  not  an  un- 
advised discretion.  In  thene  emet^ncies,  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  Congress  to  know  the  strength  of  the  intruding 
&milies,  and,  consequently,  to  apportion  tbe  adequate 
force.  General  Washington,  on  one  occasion,  sent  a  mes- 
sage to  Congress,  stating  that  five  hundred  families  had 
intruded,  and  asking  Congress  if  he  should  use  -military 
power  to  expel  them?  They  unanimously  answered,  yes; 
and  referred  Utc  message  back  to  him.  The  Executive 
most  use  power.  The  Congress  of  that  day  was  not 
distracted  by  fears  on  the  subject,  and  why  ^ould  we^ 
Why  should  wc,  when  our  laws  are  counteracted,  and 
when  we  are  told  that  our  efforts  to  collect  the  revenue 
in  South  Carolina  shall  be  resisted,  and  put  down  by  the 
•interposition  of  her  civil  and  military  power?  What  was 
to  be  done*  when  our  authority  was  thus  defied?  were  we 
ta  sit  still  and  do  nothing?  Surely,  even  the  gentlemen 
on  tbe  other  side  would  not  advise  this  course.  The  Pre- 
sident has  told  us  that  it-is  impracticable  to  execute  the 
Uw*  without  further  aid  from  Congress. 

The  measures  proposed  by  the  bill  are  revenue  mea- 
sures. Looking  at  them  in  this  view,  he  referred  the 
Senate  to  tbe  act  to  provide  for  the  better  security  of  the 
duties  imposed  on  foreign  goods,  by  which  the  President 
WBS  autbiDriEed  to  cause  to  be  built  and  equipped  twelve 
revemie  cutters,  fcc.  Here  twelve  revenue  cutters  were 
authorised  to  be  armed  and  equipped,  and,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Preudent,  to  be  used  ibr  collecting  the  reve- 
nue. But  Oiere  was  another  provision  in  this  bill,  which 
was  of  great  importance.  In  case  any  vessel  should  not 
briiK  to,  on  being  summoned,  after  hoisting  the  pennant, 
wdniiiu;  agul^  it  was  wade  lawfol  for  the  cutter  to  fire 
into  audi  vessel.  Here,  tiien,  wa&  a  tremendous  power 
given  to  the  Preaidenti  to  arm  and  equip  twelve  cutters, 
and  to  authorize  the  officer  commanding  a  cutter,  if  a 
merchant  vessel  refused  to  come  to  when  hailei]  with  all 
tbe  accutitomed  formalities,  to  discharge  his  whole  artil- 
lery into  tUe  bosom  of  the  vessel.  What  was  this*  It  was 
making  war  on  our  citizens  quite  as  efficiently  as  can  be 
done  under  any  of  the  clauses  in  this  bill.  Merchant  vcs> 
seU  are  not  armed,  therefore  the  number  of  cutters  was 
limited.  In  tiie  bill  concerning  tbe  Indian  lands  there 
could  be  00  tinutation  of  poveri  because  it  waa  impos- 


sible to  estimate  the  force  against  which  it  would  have  to 
be  employed.  There  were  also  other  laws  to  which  he 
might  refer  the  Senate;  the  law  of  1790;  of  1795,  au- 
thorizing the  President  to  call  out  the  mUitia  to  execute 
the  laws,  to  supptess  insurrections,  bcfof  IB07,  Mmliar 
in  its  character,  authorizing  tbe  calling  out  of  the  nulitiaf 
and  such  part  of  the  naval  and  nuUlaty  force  as  mig^t  be 
necessary,  in  case  of  insuirectionaor  obstnictiona  of  the 
laws. 

He  would  ask,  then,  if  those  were  not  groundleas  fears 
which  would  restrvn  gentlemen  from  again  confiding 
such  powers  to  the  Presraent,  who  is  made  by  the  consti- 
tution commander-in-chief,  aind  is  required  by  another 
clause  to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed.  Who 
waa  to  be  trusted,  if  be  could  not?  Who  waa  to  be  trust- 
ed, if  not  the  Preudent?  Who  would  execute  tbe  power 
under  his  responsibility  to  Congress?  Gentlemen  could 
not  terrify  him  with  tbe  cry  of  despotism.  Why,  if  it 
were  now  to  be  put  to  decide  whether  he  would  have  » 
despotism  controlled  by  law,  or  a  despotism  without  law, 
or  m  defiance  of  law,  he  diould  pnsfer  the  first.  He 
would  prefer  the  deapirtjMn  of  law  to  the  despotism  of 
nullification.  He  would  discard  the  despotism  of  a  frac- 
tion, of  a  small  portion  of  this  federal  community,  and 
would  run  in  the  broad  path  marked  out  by  the  constitu- 
tion, where,  if  he  met  danger,  he  should  be  supported 
by  his  conscience,  and  by  the  virtue  of  the  country.  It 
was  a  singular  argument  to  say,  take  care  you  do  not 
create  a  despotism,  and,  at  the  same  time,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  bad  said,  take  care  bow  you  make 
war  on  South  Carolina.  Who  makes  warim  SoutiiCaro- 
lina?  Who  meditates  war?  If  there  is  to  be  a  war,  she 
will  make  it  herself.  It  will  be  her  own  band  which  will 
lay  the  axe'  to  the  root  of  her  prosperity.  What  have 
we  done?  We  have  passed  a  law  operating  on  her,  as 
well  as  on  all  the  oUier  States,  What  else  have  we  done  ? 
Tbe  coat  be  wore  was  one  en  which  he  paid  a  duty  to  the 
treasury.  And  slie  would  make  war  rather  than  submit 
to  pay  this  tax  common  with  the  rest  of  tbe  Union.  He 
submitted  that  all  tlie  features  of  tbe  bill  were'  defenuve 
in  their  chaAscter,  and  not  warlike  in  any  one  of  their 
attitudes.  Instead  of  making  war  by  brute  force,  tbe  bill 
was  only  intended  to  come  in  to  the  ud  of  law,  to  enforce 
the  laws,  and -to  make  them  rcspcctetlt  to  make  the  State 
of  South  Carolina  obey  the  law.  He  would  proceed  to 
prove  this. 

The  first  section  of  the  aist  provides  for  tbe  removal  of 

the  custom-house.  He  hoped  that  gentlemen  would  be 
just  to  the  motives  of  the  Executive.  There  bad  been 
many  fuiminatioiis  against  the  President  for  this  clause. 
In  his  message  be  recommends  the  removal  of  the  custom- 
house witit  a  view  to  prevent  coUiuons.  What  says  the 
message? 

''There  would certwnly be  fewer  difficulties,  and  lem 
opportonitj  of  a  direct  collision  between  tbe  officers  of 
the  United  Stales  and  of  tbe  states,  and  the  collection  of 
the  revenue  would  be  more  effectually,  secured,  (if,  in- 
deed, it  can  be  done  in  any  other  way,)  by  pUcing  tite 
custom-house  beyond  the  immediate  power  of  tbe 
county." 

Tbe  motives  of  tlie  President,  therefore,  were  padfic. 
It  was  to  prevent  coIUj^is  that  be  advised  the  removal 
of  the  custom-honse.  in  an  nnhappy  hour.  South 
Carolina  should  push  her  State  sovereignty  to  the  dread- 
ful emergency  of  opposing  resistance  to  the  officers  of 
llie  United  Stale*,  the  President  suggests,  in  order  to 
avoid  tliis  contingency,  the  removal  of  the  eustom-housr. 
Was  (his  the  conduct  of  atyrant?  Wasthb.a  course  in* 
dicHting  a  disposition  to  hurry  Uie  country^  to  the  verge  of 
a  precipice?  Notbinglike  it.  If  this  was 'a  question  with 
a  foreign  Government,  policy  would  forbid  this  conces- 
sion, and  would  require  that  we  should  ke«^  tiie  cuatcan- 
;bouse  where  it  is,  and  atand  by  it  tliere.   With  a  foreign 
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Government  he  would  contest  It  to  the  very  \aat  punctilio. 
He  would  consider  it  important  to  take  ft  determined 
position  until  the  last  tribute  should  be  exacted.  But 
with  our  sister  State  of  South  Carolina,  be  would  forbear. 

aaid  Mr.  F.,  die  urge  me  from  the  cuatom-houH  oir 
lajid,  I  would  retire  to  a'Tessel;  and  if  there  were  aome 
bleak  and  desolate  rock,  I  would  be  willing*  to  retire 
thither.  1  would  not  suffer  myself  to  forget,  misgfuided 
as  die  has  been,  that  she  is  a  loved  and  honored  sister.  I 
would  not  forget  tiut  her  soil  conUins  the  sepulchre  of 
many  ofthat  gallant  band  who  fought  and  bled  to  establish 
this  Union.  I  would  retire  backwards  even  to  the  walls, 
and  permit  her  to  pursue  me  with  her  menaces,  until  that 
awfiu  nMment  when  loiwer  forbearance  would  be  trea- 
son; until  the  last  ftariufiaAie  sbouM  be,  strike,  or  sur- 
render the  honor,  the  lenity,  and  security  of  the  Union. 
There  had  been  some  who  suggested  that  a  stand  ought 
to  be  made  at  the  custom-bouse  where  it  is;  but  the  com- 
mittee had  been  anxious  to  respond  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Executive,  and  thus  to  prevent  collision,  and 
the  shedding  of  ftaternal  blood. 

It  hod  been-said  that  a  duigerous  discretion  was  given 
to  the  President  in  the  last  put  of  the  first  seetion,*which 
authorizes  the  President  to  employ  force  to  prevent  any 
obstruction,  &c.  He  would  put  it  to  the  gentlemen  who 
entertuned  this  view  whetlier  it  was  well  founded.  The 
collector  goes  to  the  custom-house  on  the  arrival  of  a 
vessel  or  cargo,  and  makes  ademand  of  the  duties.  The 
ciiptMn  refuses,  and  throws  himself  behind  the  shield  of 
the  State  of  South  Carolina.  The  collector  then  makes 
bis  seizure.  When  does  the  President  act?  Not  until  an 
effort  is  made  to  rescue  the  vessel,  and  the  violators  of 
the  hiws  are  about  to  carry  off*  the  goods,  triumphing  tn 
their  success.  The  constitution  lays  it  down  -that  the 
President  is  to  take  care  that  the  laws  are  bithfiilly  exe- 
cuted. He  is  now  required  to  perform  this  duty,  and  if 
he  cannot  do  this  by  any  other  means,  he  is  authorized  to 
use  the  miUtafr  arm.  Similar  powers  have  been  formerly 
cMmferred  enthe  Executive  three  different  times,  as  will 


1 

Appear  by  the  statute  book.  It  had  been  nid,  this  was 
making  war  on  South  Carolina.  If  South  Carolina  can 
justify  such  oppontion  to  the  laws,  and  if  slie,  or  any  other 
of  the  States,  should  prefer  the  protection  of  her  ordi- 
nance to  the  altemative  of  obedience  and  union,  die  must 
Be  down  on  the  bed  of  her  own  making.  But  we  are  not 
to  give  up  our  laws.  While  the  other  States  are  paying 
high  duties,  can  South  Carolina,  continuing  a  member  of 
the  Union,  be  permitted  to  import  her  goods  duty  free, 
which  her  enterprising  citizens  would  pour  into  all  the 
neighboring  States?  Could  it  be  expected  that  she  would 
thus  be  pennitted  to  set  the  laws  at  defiance  >  The  bill  is 
not  makii^  war  on  South  Carotina.  It  is  only  to  remove 
obatraetiomoat  of  thewayof  coUeeting  the  revenue.  It 
ia  a  case  in  which  the  execution  of  the  hwa  is  put  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  Bxecutire;  and  Coi^^ress  has  often  given 
thta  power  before. 

The  next  clauie  gives  jurisdiction  to  the  circuit  coart  of 
the  United  Statesfor  the  ptirposes  specified.  It  was  alto- 
gether defeuHve  in  its  character.  Mr.  F.made  various 
referencea  to  the  orcUnance  and  tiw  replevin  act  of  South 
Carolina,  tosbow  the  necessity  for  this  section. 

The  third  Motion  of  tiie  bill  was  defensive.  It  transfers 
jwisdiction  Irom  the  State  courts  to  those  of  the  United 
States,  and  was  intended  by  a  judicial  course  to  counter- 
act the  policy  of  South  Carolina.  He  could  not  help 
here  remarking,  that  the  jutUcial  policy  adopted  by  South 
Carolina  was  the  most  extraordinary  he  ever  had  seen.  It 
bad  nvj>arallcl.  It  bad  become  indispensable  to  protect 
the  United  States^  ofllcers.  What  does  South  Carolina 
do^  She  profiesaea  her  wilKngneis  to  meet  this  question 
on  great  judicial  principles.  We  are  willing  to  meet  her 
on  that  ground,  and  let  her  have  a  h.\r  chance.  We  have 
our  judidary,  and  we  are  willing  to  meet  her  there  and 


try  the  issue.  Why  does  she  not  come  here?  She  aaya 
we  have  given  to  our  bill  a  wrong  title.  Why  not  bring 
her  controversy  with  us  to  the  proper  tribunal?  We  are 
here  ready  to  meet  her.  it  is  urged  that  the  constitution 
should  be  amended.  The  constitution  provides  that  this 
may  be  done,  but  not  without  the  concurrence  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  States.  Why,  then,  should  South  Carina, 
of  herself^  usurp  the  right  of  violating  the  laws,  and 
breaking  down  the  constitution?  He  would  like  to  see 
this  question  answered.  Why  had  such  a  convention  been 
called?  The  Senate  had  been  told  that  there  had  been  ft 
majority  of  Congress  opposed  to  it,  and  therefore  tiie 
State  of  South  Carolina  lud  no  chance  of  satisfaction  by 
thb  constitutional  mode.  That  State  aUb  passes  by  the 
judicial  tribunal  wliich  is  authorized  by  the  constitution 
to  decide  in  matters  of  controversy.  She  dares  not  come 
to  the  Supreme  Court.  It  is  probable  that  she  believes  in 
her  conscience  that  that  court  would  decide  against  her. 
I  believe  it  would.  Thus,  when  she  is  guilty  of  tiiese 
infrmctians,sbe  cannot  amend  the  constitution  to  her  wishes 
because  there  is  a  majority  everywhere  i^^nst  her. 
The  Congress  rsagainst  her;  all  the  States  are  against  beri 
and  if  there  is  any  reliance  on  the  statements  in  the  news- 
papers, all  the  country  is  against  her.  Now  we  are  ready 
to  meet  South  Carolina  in  the  Supreme  Court,  and  to 
plead  with  hen  and  if  the  Supreme  Court  shall  decide 
that  it  is  unconstitutional,  we  will  give  up  the  tariff".  Not 
a  State  interested  in  that  policy,  not  a  State  in  all  tbe 
north  and  east  will  offer  to  oullify  tbe  deciuon  of  the 
court.  But  South  CaroUna  will  not  come  and  meet  ut 
there;  yet  she  says  she  will  refer  the  eontroverqr  to  the 
judicial  tribunals.  She  will  not  come  here  to  our  court, 
but  she  has  invited  us  to  come  into  her  courts.  Mark  the 
jealousy  which  her  conduct  exhibits.  She  is  afraid  ofthe 
Supreme  Court.  She  is  afraid  of  the  federal  tribunals. 
She  is  even  afraid  of  herself.  She  will  not  trustherown 
tribunals.  The  Supreme  Court  is  to  be  drwged  before 
one  of  her  connty  courts,  where  she  has  tucen  care  to 
have  every  judge  and  juror  sworn  to  decide  against  us. 
Would  you,  sir,  agree  to  carry  a  cause  into  any  court 
under  such  circumstances?  We  are  gravely  asked  to  go 
into  a  court  for  trial  where  all  are  sworn  against  us!  In 
all  birness,  this  was  the  last  mode  of  settiing  a  controver- 
sy 1  have  ever  heard  of.  It  shows  the  deep,  thorough,  and 
heartfeh  conviction  which  Soutii  Carolina  foels  of  the  in- 
justice and  the  unsustainable  character  of  her  own  cause. 

How  has  New  Jersey  acted  in  similar  circumstance? 
She  is  one  of  the  sovereignties:  a  little  sovereignty,  I  ad- 
mit, among  all  these  great  sovereignties,  and  not  to  be 
named  with  the  others.  She  hod  a  controversj'.  Her  Le- 
gislature took  a  course  not  warranted  by  the  constitution. 
It  was  brought  here  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  tliat 
court  put  down  the  legislation  of  the  State,  and  all  the 
people  submitted  at  once,  as  they  ought,  to  tiie  decision. 
Mainland,  too,  has  hsd  her  controversy,  and  has  submit- 
ted. Pennsylvania  resisted  the  Federal  Government,  al- 
most to  the  point  ofthe  bayonet;  yet,  to  her  immortal  hon- 
or, she  also  submitted,  rejected  the  misguiding  councils 
by  which  she  bad  been  led  into  error,  and  returned  to  her 
duty.  Old  Vii^ia,  too^  the  Ancient  Dominion,  whose 
independence  ia  sung  from  east  to  west,  she  opposed  her^ 
self  to  the  General  Government,  and  she  also  submitted. 
Now,  South  Carolina  has  set  up  her  ordiriances  and  laws 
:  against  those  of  the  United  States,  and  puts  lierself  in  an 
altitude  of  defiance;  and,  assuming  the  post  of  a  creator, 
points  down  below  to  the  creature  called  the  Supreme 
Court,  refuses  to  permit  that  court  to  "interfere,  insists  on 
the  Supreme  Court  going  to  her  coiirts,  and  will  not  even 
permit  u.i  to  go  to  her  tribunals  until  she  has  sworn  all 
the  judges  and  jurors  to  deci<le  one  way .  Gentlemen,  af- 
ter all  tl»9,  talk  of  dtnpotism.  Why,  there  is  (l  despotism 
nover  bf^furc  lit- ard  of  at  this  mument  now  operating  in 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  where  that  noble,  independ 
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ent,  bikT^  And  booonble  body  of  men,  the  Union  p&rty, 
tre  subjected  to  the  inort  crael  proKription. 

Every  m&n  who  did  not  yeiterday  take  the  test  otUh 
loflt  any  litiution  of  trust  which  he  filled,  and  was  render- 
ed incapable  of  emoying  any  State  office,  according  to 
the  proviaiona  of  the  ordinance.  What  a  desputinn  it 
this!  I  would  rather,  said  Mr.  F.,  give  the  Preiident 
50,000  men  at  hii  dtiposal,  to  put  down  thia  qiirit  of  hos- 
tility to  the  laws,  tiwn  auffer  such  a  despotism  to  continue . 
What!  after  inflanUng  the  public  mind  throt^out  the 
State  by  publieationa  and  speeches  at  patriotic  meetings, 
^all  these  opposera  of  the  laws  bepemiitted  to  drive,  cty 
the  force  of  their  test  oath,  the  most  honorable  of  their 
fellow-utizens  into  absolute  occlusion  from  all  the  imrou- 
lutiei  of  tfadr  condition,  unless  they  v3l  come  in  and 
give  their  adhesion  to  blind  measures  which  didr  con- 
sciences refuse  to  approre?  Shall  they  be  permitted  to 
say  to  this  conscientious  and  orderly  band,  '*  You  must 
take  that  oath  or  lose  your  commission?"  But  that  is  not 
1^.  If  the  judges  decided  against  the  Ututed  States,  and 
the  marshal  should  (and  what  marshal  would  not?)  go 
into  the  courts  of  the  United  States  to  make  comi^aint 
that  he  has  had  his  goods  seized,  he  is  then  liable  to  fine 
and  impriwrnmept.  Here,  then,  it  appears,  that  South 
Carolina  passes  by  all  the  known  tribunab  of  the  country  i 
swears  her  own  judges  to  decide  according  to  her  own 
viewst  and  if  the  officer  of  the  United  States  dares  to  go 
to  the  United  States  courts  with  his  complaints,  fines  awl 
imprisons  him.  And  this  is  calleda  peaceful  remedy.  It 
is  a  remedy  which  sets  at  defiance  ul  the  principles  and 
dements  of  peace.  And  if  we  dare  to  interrupt  South 
Carolina  in  tlus  coune,  we  are  \xAA  that  we  are  making 
war  against  South  Carolina.  If  we  were  to  carry  this 
controversy  into  anv  court  which  has  not  been  thussworn 
against  us,  we  should  have  a  fair  prospect  of  a  decision  in 
our  favor.  I  should  like,  continued  Mr.  F.,  to  see  any 
judge,  who  would  come  to  the  consideration  of  this  case 
with  an  unbiassed  mind,  give  a  judgment  upon  it.  Yet 
under  the  ordinance  and  laws  of  South  Carolina,  the  mar- 
thai  cannot  carry  his  complaint  into  an  impartial  court, 
but  on  pun  of  fine  and  imprisonment. 

lie  neztsection  refers  to  the  fumishinga  record  of  any 
case,  where  a  record  cannot  be  obtained  from  the  State 
court.  A  coinr  of  the  record  mav  be  obtained  on  the  affida- 
vit of  the  renisal.    Mr.  F.  read  the  following paraffn^jh: 

"  And  it  is  further  ordained,  that  in  no  case  of  law  or 
equi^,  decided  in  the  courts  this  State,  wherun  ibtll 
be  dniwn  in  question  the  authority  of  thu  ordinance,  m 
the  validity  of  such  act  or  acta  of  Uie  Legislature  as  may 
be  passed  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  thereto,  or  the 
validity  of  the  aforesaid  acts  oiCongress,  imponog  duties, 
shall  any  appeal  be  taken  or  allowed  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  nordiall  any  copy  of  the  rec- 
ord be  permitted  or  allowed  for  that  purposet  and  if  any 
such  appeal  shall  be  attempted  to  be  taken,  the  courts  of 
this  State  shall  proceed  to  execute  ami  enforce  their  judg- 
ments according  to  the  laws  and  usages  of  the  State, 
without  reference  to  such  attempted  appeal)  and  the  per- 
son or  persona  attempting  to  take  su<£  appeal  may  be 
dealt  with  as  for  contempt  of  the  court." 

The  Senate  would  then  perceive  that  this  pnmsion  is 
necessary  to  meet  the  obstructions  therein  in  the  way  of 
judicial  proceedings.  All  theprineiplea  contained  in  tiie 
above  paragraph  have  been  embodied  Into  the  legislative 
acts  of^  the  State,  with  some  trivial  exception. 

The  fif\h  section  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  employment 
of  the  military  and  naval  force.  Mr.  F.  read  tlie  section, 
and  continued:  If  the  crisis  provided  for  in  this  section 
abould  arrive,  the  President  is^ot  even  tiien,  in  the  first 
place,  to  resort  to  force,  but  merely  to  issue  his  proclama- 
tion, and  thus  to  reason  with  the  miipiided  otisens. 
Should  all  this  fail,  and  the  erids  be  hurried  on,  when 
there  is  no  other  alternative  than  Uiat  the  dignity  and 


union  of  the  States  is  to  be  upheld  or  surrendered,  then  he 
is  authorized  to  call  out  and  employ  the  force  placed  by 
that  section  at  his  disposal.  What  are  the  powers  of  a 
sheriff  of  South  Carolina,  if  be  should  be  caUed  upon  to 
reust  the  ex.ecution  of  Uie  laws?  He  may  call  out  the 
potte  eomtatuti  be  Eoay  invoke  the  whole  power  of  the 
county.  What  is  the  whole  power  of  tbe  coun^?  Eve-' 
ry  man  in  it  csfi^le  of  bearing  arms.  If  Gen.  UamiltoD 
and  his  10,000  men  were  at  hand,  tbe  riieriff  would  call 
on  him,  as  the  Executive  of  the  State,  to  execute  the  laws 
of  the  State;  in  the  same  manner  as  the  President  of  tbe 
United  Slates  is  now  required  to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  with  the  aid  of  the  force  of  the  United  States. 

Here,  continued  Mr.  F.,  our  recottections  have  been  re- 
freshed  by  a  reference  to  the  Jeraey  prisoa^Up,  and  att 
itshorrort.  He  referredtbe  Senate  to  tbe  rnilmn  act  to 
show  the  Mtuation  in  wtuch  the  officer  of^tiw  United 
States  is  placed,  whenever  he  shall  attemiit  to  repossess 
any  goodsi  being  subjected  to  fine  and  iminisonmen^ 
even  although  he  shall  go  into  the  State  with  the  bread 
seal  of  the  Supreme  Court.  He  is  thus  treated  as  a  male- 
factor in  the  State  for  going  there  to  do  his  duty,  and 
to  obey  the  laws^  by  enforcing  the  process  of  the  court.- 
This  is  nullificationi  but  that  is  not  all.  In  order  to  baa* 
ish  every  shred  of  federal  autfaori^  from  tbe  State,  it  ts 
decreed  that  if  any  offender  against  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  taken,  no  citizen  'sludl  be  at  liberty  to  of- 
fer a  place  for  bis  confinement.  Yet. the  ^otlemaofrom 
Kentucky  says,  the  feature  in  our  bill  wluch  meets  tbia 
contingency  is  an  odious  one,  because  it  leads  back  his 
recollections  to  the  old  Jersey  prison.abip.  Why,  Coa- 
gress,  so  long  ago  as  1791,  in  a  resolution,  conveyed  a 
power  precisely  nmiUr  to  this.  In  many  of  tbe  States 
there  were  not,  at  that  time,  any  juls  for  the  reception  of 
the  debtors  of  the  United  Stalest  and  that  resolution  aur 
thorized  tbe  manhal  to  hire  temporary  dwellings  for  tbe 
purpose  of  jails.  The  provision  was  precisely  similar  to 
that  contained  in  this  bill. 

He  had  thus  gone  over  all  the  material  proviaons  of  tbe 
bill,  and  he  wmdd  most  earnestly'  subnut  to  the  Senate 
whether  there  could  be  any  well-grounded  fears  on  tbe 
subject  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.  It  was  not  intended, 
as  he  said  in  the  opening  of  hia  remarks,  as  long  as  tbe 
judicial  legislation  of  South  Carolina  could  be  me{  by  le- 
gislation and  the  judiciary  of  tbe  United  States^  to  resort 
to  force.  When  the  State  should  assail  the  custom-house 
fm  land,  we  would  retire  with  it  totbe  water.  But  when 
unlawful  and  dangerous  con^inations  put  the  peaoe  of  the 
country  in  danger,  the  Executive  is  clothed  with  the  au- 
thority to  put  them  down. 

I  hare  been  asked,  continued  Mr.  F.,  and  I  regret  that 
tiie  reference  has  been  made  to  me,  whether  any  of  the 
neighboring  States  are  likely  to  take  up  the  cause  of  South 
Carolina.  The  question  was,  "Would  Vinjinia,  or  North 
Carohna,  or  Qengia,  send  forth  their  iBiutia  on  a  call 
from  tbe  Pre^dent  of  the  Umted  States'"  I  can  antio- 
pate  no  odier  result,  when  such  call  shall  be  nede  on 
these  States  to  enable  the  Executive  to  perform  the  duties 
imposed  on  him  by  Uie  cimstitution.  I  cannot  doubt  that 
all  these  States  would  jf^  to  enforce  the  execution  of  tbe 
laws.  I  cannot  anticipate  the  punfijl  spectack  of  Vir- 
ginia and  North  Carolina  reactung  forth  a  helping  twid 
to  uphold  reMitance  to  the  miycB^  of  our  mww.  Sir. 
sbouM  such  an  extubition  ever  be  made,  should  theae 
honored  States  suffer  our  laws  to  be  defied,  the  pubUc 
authorities  to  be  contemned,  the  dearly  cheriabed  stars 
and  stripes  of  our  Union  to  be  struck  in  disgrace  and  trail- 
ed like  a  loatfasome  weed  in  tbe  dust,  the  occasioo  would 
be  the  death  scene  of  the  American  Union.  The  moral 
bond  of  sentiment  and  good  fiKlifW  will  be  then  cruelly 
smote  on  all  its  links,  and  the  pall  <»  despair  will  envekuM 
forever  the  best  hi^Mi  of  freedom  her<^  and  under  ue 
whole  heavens. 
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He  concluded  vi\h  ezprcaiing  his  hope  ttut  the  iwue  of 
ttiU  debate  would  be  a  reipoMe  to  m  rmce  n^ucb  tutd 
reached  the  Capitol  frorc  all  parts  of  the  Umon. 

Adjourned  to  Monday. 


MOMBATf  FXIBDABT  4. 

BEVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL- 
The  Senate  having  wain  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
to  provide  further         onlection  of  the  duties  on  im- 
ports — 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Nortii  Carolina,  roee.  He  did  not 
believe,  he  said,  that  he  should  be  able  to  say  any  thin^to 
equal  the  high  intellectual  entertainment  whiah  the  gen- 
tleman who  preceded  biro  in  this  dtacuswni  bedfiimined 
to  the  Senate.  But  Ite  woald  endeavor  to  remunerate 
whatever  attention  the  Senate  might  give  to  bis  plain, 
homely  effort,  by  the  brevity  of  his  remarks.  If  he  had 
conauHed  the  admonitions  of  discretion  rather  than  du- 
ty, he  should  have  been  silent,  nor  have  offered  to  oppose 
ms  views  to  those  of  gentlemen  of  sodi  distingiushed 
^iGty .  But  the  tnll  b^ire  the  Senate  tnvolved  questions 
of  such  mi^itude,  that  he  could  not  content  himself  with 
a  silent  vote  upon  it.  The  subject  was  of  high  interest 
to  the  State  which  be  bad  the  honor,  in  part,  to  repre- 
sent, both  as  a  member  of  the  common  Union,  and  in 
reference  to  her  peculiar  position,  bordering,  as  ^e  does* 
upfm  the  State  out  of  wluMe  legidation  arose  this  qoes' 
turn.  This  obl^ition  of  dotgr  derived  adcfitionsi  force 
from  the  resolutions  of  the  State  of  North  Cart^na,  in- 
structii^  her  Senators  to  exat  their  influence  to  (Atain  a 
"peaceable  adjustment  of  tnia  controversy,"  and  to  pro- 
duce a  restoration  of  harmony  between  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  While  it  al- 
ways afFcffded  him  pleasure  to  comply  with  the  re- 

aoests  of  his  constituents,  in  obeying  their  injunctions  on 
lis  oceanoo,  be  Ctdlowed  also  tlie  dictates  of  his  own 
Ju^ment  and  ardent  wishes.  It  was  his  earnest  hope 
that  this  contest,  which  was  now  assuming  an  angry  and 
threatening  an>ect,  should  he  settled  in  a  peaceable  man- 
ner. He  need  not  say  that  he  disapproved  o&the  course 
of  South  Carolina,  or  that  his  State  ^sapproved  of  it. 
Her  course,  he  thought,  had  been  rash  and  uncalled  for 
by  the  exigency  of  the  times.  She  should  have  relied, 
as  he  did,  upon  a  eonstitutional  remedy;  upon  tbe  return- 
ing sense  of^ justice  in  the  people  of  the  Northern  and 
Esrtem  States;  and  upon  the  wisdom  and  patriotism  as- 
sembled in  the  legislative  halls  of  the  country.  But  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  thought  differently,  and  tot^  re- 
dress  into  her  own  hands.  She  was  responsible  to  herself 
for  her  cpurse.  It  was  not  his  business  to  ait  in  judgment 
upon  her,  but  to  express,  on  his  own  part,  and  that  of 
hia  State,  disapprobation  of  her  course. 

The  bill,  tfaou^  proponng  on  its  fiwe  to  be  ^neral  in 
its  applicatitH^  was  msnifestly  intended  to  be  applied  to 
South  Carolina  alone.  Though  Qw  name  was  not  written 
under  the  picture,  he  who  runs  may  easily  read.  Whst 
is  tiie  properway  of  settling  this  question?  What  course 
is  most  likely  to  lead  to  a  peaceable  adjustment  of  it?  This 
is  the'  question  before  us.  Tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
cmry  most  excuse  him,  if,  notwlthstamUng  tbe  high  re- 
spect b«  entertMned  for  their  talents,  he  should  wholly 
disseBt  from  tbe  specaSc  remedy  whidi  titey  propose. 
He  did  not  be&eve  thatthe  bill  by  them  presented  to  the 
Senate  was  calculated  to  carry  out  the  glorious,  th^ines- 
timable  ptinciple  ofoar  institutions,  that  our  Government 
should  be  essentially  pacific  in  its  remedies.  He  believed 
that,  in  its  consequences,  it  would  be  attended  with  vio* 
lence,  and  perhaps  lead  to  civil  war.  He  objected  to  the 
provision  which  authorized  tbe  repulsion  by  force  of  any 
attempt  to  execute  tbe  laws  of  South  Carolina  in  refer- 
ence to  the  revenue.  To  that  provision  he  mainly  ob- 
jected, but  there  were  some  ouier  proviwms  of  n^or 


importance  which  did  not  meet  his  assent.  If  any  one 
principle  was  better  establiahed  than  anoAer,  in  refet^ 
ence  to  our  institutions,  it  was  that  the  military  should  be 
subordinate  to  the  dvil  autfaori^.  If  any  one  prindji^e 
was  uend,  it  waa  this.  It  was  one  vtaieb'no  emergency 
justified  us  in  depsrting&oiBi  one  wbieh  constituted  die 
veiy  essence  of  a  repwllcan  form  of  government  and 
wiuiout  which  free  institutions  could  not  exist  When 
we  establish  tbe  doctrine  that  military  autbori^  may  step 
in  to  execute  the  law,  befim  the  judiciary  has  exerted 
its  powers,  then  the  essence  and  sfHrit  of  our  institutioDB 
are  essentially  changed.  It  has  been  our  boast  Uiat  i& 
cases  where  other  nations  resort  to  war,  we  resort  to  a 
peaceful  mode  of  attaining  a  settlement  of  tiie  question; 
and  to  the  judicial  tribuniua  is  conuutted  the  adnunistra. 
tion  of  Oiese  peacefid  measures.  He  did  not  at  all  olnect 
to  the  due  administration  and  operation  of  tbe  laws  of  the 
United  Sutes.  He  wislied  the  laws  to  find  support  in  tbe 
enei^  of  the  constitution.  It  was  vain  to  say  that  coer- 
cive measures  are  necessary  in  tins  caset  for  there  b'ait 
inherent  energy  in  tbe  constitution  wlutdi  will  enable  tbe 
laws  to  triuroph  withoutan  appeal  to  force. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  asked  us  the  other  day, 
if  we  were  unwilling  that  the  powers  proposed  to  be  giv- 
en to  the  Executive  by  the  bill  should  be  confided  to  the 
present  President  of  the  United  States.  But  thst  was 
not  the  question.  He  would  say  that  the  past  course  of 
the  Freadent  had  been  such  ss  to  entitle  him  to  unlinitcd 
oonfidraoe,  and  there  was  no  individual  to  vbnn  be  would 
more  willingly  confide  this  power  than  to  the  Prendent. 
But  there  was  no  mssi,  however  elevated  in  station  and 
ennobled  by  virtue,  however  pure  his  integri^  and  honest 
his  purposes,  to  whom  he  would  give  a  power  which  was 
unwarranted  by  the  constitution.  We  are  told  that  a 
jealous  watch  over  the  repontories  of  power  is  the  onljr 
way  of  preserving  liberty.  He  could  not  believe  fbr  a 
moment  tlwt,  if  uis  power  were  given  to  the  Prettdent, 
be  would  abuse  it.  But  it  miriit,  in  worse  timea  than 
these.  Mid  in  worse  bands  tiian  his,  be  abused  to  the  de- 
struction of  our  institutions.  We  may  be  told  that  the 
power  will  be  limited  as  to  continuance  and  application. 
But  what  does  history  teach  us?  That  the  fijct  of  to^y 
becomes  a  precedent  to-morrow.  (Kir  own  bistoy  shows 
OS  instances  of  powers  some  well  established  as  coiHtitUr 
tional,  which  the  framera  <a  tbe  constitution  sod  its  early 
friends  would  have  riirunk  from  with  dread.  The  Gen- 
eral Government  baa  been  gradually  drawing  to  itself  the 
exerdse  of  doubtful  powers.  When  tdd  that  they  aro 
not  given  by  the  constitution,  they  reply  that  they  are  jus- 
tified by  precedent. 

Tbe  honorable  gendeman  from  Penn^lvuua,  m  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  spoke  of  the  submissive  manner  in 
wtuch  that  State  would  yield  obedience  to  tbe  most  un- 
just and  injurious  legidation  of  Coi^ss.  The  history 
of  that  SUte  was  illustrated  by  the  virtues  and  patriotism 
of  her  citizens,  but  the  Senator  would  pardon  bim  if  he 
should  say  that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  was  not  quite 
exempt  from  the  ftults  which  are  imputed  to  the  State  of 
South  Carolina.  Tbe  course  of  Pennsjrlvania,  in  tiie  fii< 
mous  Olmstead  case,  had  some  agency  in  brii^ing  about 
the  present  state  of  things  hi  South  Carolina.  Thougb 
South  CaroUna  had  not  derived  her  impulse  from  that 
source,  yet  the  doctrines  once  contended  for  by  Penn- 
sylvania were  appealed  to  in  justification  of  her  present 
course.  The  opmions  and  principles  of  Pennsylvania  in 
the  Olmstead  case  had  been  cited  in  Uie  o^suwjon*  « 
South  Carolina,  as  justifying  her  resort  to  self-wdress. 
He  did  not  stamp  bis  approbation  on  them,  nor  on  those 
of  Carolina.  [Mr.  B.  then  read  extracta  from  the  report 
made  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  Pennsylvania, 
on  the  message  of  the  Governor,  reUtive  to  the  mandor 
mut  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Statts,  in  the 
case  of  Gideon  Olmstead,  as  foUows:} 
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*<Tbat  the  lubject  referred'  to  them  hu  not  fwled  to 
engage  their  moat  serious  reflection.  They  hftve  viewed 
it  m  every  point  of  light  in  which  it  could  be  considered. 
It  is  by  no  nieMU  a  nutter  of  incUfferenee.  In  whttever 
way  the  L.egis)ature  m»y  decide,  it  will  be  in  the  highest 
degree  important.  We  may  purchase  peace  by  a  sur- 
render of  right,  or  ezbibit  to  the  present  times,  and  to 
Ute  posterity,  an  awful  lesson  in  the  conflicts  to  prevent 
it.  It  becomes  a  sacred  duty  we  owe  to  our  common 
country,  to  discard  pusillanimity  on  the  one  hand,  and 
rashness  on  the  other.  In  either  case,  we  shall  furiush 
BUtuids  fbr  historyt  and  Aiture  times  must  judge  of  our 
wisdom  or  our  w^tkness.  Ancient  history  furnishes  no 
parallel  to  the  constitution  of  this  united  republic.  And 
should  this  great  experiment  fail,  vain  may  be  every  ef- 
fort to  establish  rational  liberty.  I'he  spirit  of  the  times 
gives  birth  to  jealousy  of  power;  it  is  interwoven  in  our 

Satemt  and  is,  perhaps,  essential  to  perfect  freedom  and 
e  r^ts  of  mankind.  But  tliis  jealousy,  urged  to  the 
extreme,  may  eventually  destroy  even  liberty  itself.  As 
cwinected  with  the  federal  system,  the  State  Govern- 
ments, with  their  inherent  ri^lits,  must,  at  every  liazard, 
be  preserved  entire;  otherwise  the  General  Government 
may  assume  a  character  never  contemplated  by  its  fra- 
mers,  which  may  change  its  whole  nature." 

"Rt$dned,  Tlwt  in  a  Government  like  that  of  the 
United  States,  where  there  are  powers  granted  to  the 
General  Government,  and  rights  reserved  to  the  States, 
it  is  impossible,  from  the  imperfection  of  langu^fe,  so  to 
define  the  limits  of  each|  tliat  difficulties  should  notaome- 
times  arise  from  a  collision  of  powers;  and  it  is  to  be 
lamented  that  no  provision  is  made  in  the  constitution, 
for  detemiining  disputes  between  the  General  and  State 
Governments,  by  an  impartial  tribunal,  when  sudi  cases- 
occur. 

"Sa^ntdt  That  frmn  the  constnictitm  the  United 
States  courti  give  to  their  powers,  the  liarmony  of  the 
States,  if  they  renst  encroachments  on  tlteir  rights,  will 
frequently  be  interrupted:  and  if,  to  prevent  this  evil, 
they  should,  on  all  occasions,  yield  to  stretches  of  power, 
the  reserved  rights  of  the  States  will  depend  on  the  arbi- 
trary power  of  the  courts. 

*<  Jtesohed,  That,  should  Ute  independence  of  the  States, 
as  secured  by  the  constitution,  be  destniyed,  the  liberties 
of  the  people,  in  so  extensive  a  country,  cannot  long 
survive.  To  suffer  the  United  States  courts  to  decide 
on  State  rights,  will,  from  a  bias  in  favor  of  power,  neces- 
sarily destroy  the  federal  part  of  our  Governmentt  and 
whenever  the  Government  of  the  United  States  becomes 
consolidated,  we  may  learn,  from  the  historj-  of  nations, 
what  will  be  the  event." 

Those  papers  abov  what  were  tiie  doctrines  of  Penn- 
^Ivania  tX  that  timet  >■>  well  known  that  she  went 

on  to  carry  those  into  practical  operation.  She  called  out 
her  whole  military  power  to  re«at  the  decree  of  the  court, 
aiid  steps  were  taken  to  bring  her  military  force  into  ac- 
tual service.  He  did  not  adduce  this  fact  because  he  ap- 
proved of  the  doctrines  of  Pennsylvania,  for,  in  his 
opinion,  she  went  too  far.  But  lie  meant  to  show  her 
rashness  did  not  draw  down  upon  her  the  power  of  the 
Union.  The  administration  of  that  day  had  nut  recourse 
to  military  coercion.  I'he  decided  stand  whtcb  the  State 
had  taken  was  known  to  the  Government  and  to  Congress, 
but  they  did  not  consider  that  any  coercive  measure  was 
necessary  before  tlie  judicial  tribunals  had  tried  their  re- 
medy. No  bill  was  introduced  in  Congress,  no  measures 
recommended  by  the  Present  for  meeting  the  measures 
of  Penoqrlvania  with  military  force.  Taey  trusted  to 
the  force  of  our  institutions,  without  other  remedy,  and 
those  institutions  triumphed. 

Should  not  tlie  recollection  of  this  transaction  inculcate 
*  upon  Penns}'lvani» .  moderation,  and  unabated  confidence 
in  a  peaceful  remedy)    The  case  addressed  itself  parti- 


cularly to  that  State,  and  bound  her  to  practise  the  lame 
raodemtion  toward*  Carolim  which  the  Union  pmetised 
towards  her,  when,  nn  a  moment  of  high  excitement,  she 
opposed  herself  to  the  laws  of  the  Union-  He  would,  in 
further  support  of  his  views,  read  from  a  speech  delivered 
by  a  highly  distinguished  citizen  of  Pennsylvania,  a  pas- 
si^  which  was  fnught  with  just  and  libenl  sentiments. 
[From  the  address  delivered  before  the  hterary  sodeties 
of  JeRerson  College,  at  the  annual, conunencement  in 
September,  1833,  by  the  hononbk  Wi  Wiutiaa,  be 
read  the  following  passage:] 

*<  If  we  start  with  horror  from  such  frightful  conse- 
quences, let  our  efforts  be  directed  to  avert  the  evil 
which  brings  them  in  its  train.  £ver  keep  in  mind  the 
spirit  of  compromise  in  which  our  constitution  bad  its 
origin.  Instead  of  defiance  and  derision,  let  us  adopt  the 
tone  of  concaliation,  and,  where  practicable,  of  conceK 
sion.  Instead  of  hunting  upmatenals,  from  spiteful  com- 
parisons between  different  States  or  districts,  let  us 
remember  only  what  is  glorious  in  the  historj',  or  estima- 
ble in  the  character  of  each;  adopting  the  bappy  quota- 
tion of  Lord  Cliatbam,  wlieii  deprecating  that  stubborn 
and  contemptuous  defiance  which  led  to  the  duHoember* 
ment  of  the  British  empire;  let  each  State,  in  referaice 
to  every  other, 

*  Be  to  her  fiiuhs  a  little  blind, 

*  Be  to  her  virtues  very  kind.'  ** 

In  dwelling  on  the  common  efibrta  and  the  common 
sacrifices— on  tliat  precious  fund  of  glorious  recollections 
which  two  wars  have  accumulated  for  the  whole  coun- 
try— there  must  be.  kindled  a  generous  and  sympathetic 
anlor  which  will  prove  tlie  most  powerful  of  eentripetil 
forees-'l  agree,  continued  Mr.  B.,  that  the  spirit  of  oora- 
promise  and  conciliation  is  the  strongest  bond  whidi  binds 
us  together,  and  it  is  that  tie  which  unites  tu^  and  not  tike 
strong  arm  of  military  power. 

I'he  gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks,  said  that  tlie  constitution  was  ratified  by  the 
people;  tliat  it  was  submitted  to  the  States  merely  from 
conveniencFi  andUiat  the  people  had  clothed  the  General 
Government  with  its  powers.  To  that  position  lie  would 
not  assent.  It  brings  up  the  great  question  i>f  cmsoli- 
dated  powers.  The  establidiment  of  thia  doctrine  utteriy 
annihilates  the  constitution  as  it  was  expounidcd  by  the 
must  enliglitened  republicans  of '98  and  *99.  If  that  doc- 
trine had  oeen  constitutional,  then  it  was  only  necesMry 
tluit  the  cmjstituUon  should  be  ratified  by  the  majori^  of 
the  people.  The  ceremony  of  submitting  the  instru- 
ment for  the  ratification  of  the  States  was  an  idle  mocke- 
ry, if  the  powers  granted  by  the  constitution,  were  not 
granted  by  the  sovereign  States,  but  by  die  people  in 
mass.  He  would  refor  to  the  history  of  the  transactiim. 
Eleven  States  had  ratified  the  constitution,  constituting 
on  overwhelming  majority  of  the  people;  but  stiU  North 
Carolina  refused  to  ratify  it,  and  so  did  Rhode  Island. 
As  sovereign  SUtes,  th^  refused  their  sanction  to  it.  If 
the  doctrine  of  Ute  SeuLtor  from  New  Jers0  was  eonec^ 
North  Carolina  was,  at  this  time,  guilty  or  TCKStaaee  to 
the  cons^tution  and  laws.  Little  Bbode  bland  was  guil^ 
of  oppoBtion  to  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,<for  she  did 
not  come  into  the  Union  for  some  time  after  North  Caro- 
lina. That  ringle  circumstance  ^ed  much  light  on  this 
subject.  The  SUte  of  Rhode  Island,  a  small  State,  but 
little  larger  in  population  than  some  of  the  counties 
in  New  York,  yet  exercising  on  that  occasion  a  aove- 
rei|pi^  CMXtensive  with  that  of  New  York,  Fenn^t 
vania,  or  any  other  State  in  the  Uidon.  AnoUm  net 
repudiates  the  doctrine  here  advanced,  that  the  constitu- 
tion is  the  work  of  the  people.  It  w  only  necessorjr  for 
a  majority  of  the  Sutes,  constituting  one.fourth  of  the 
people,^o  refuse  to  elect  Senators,  and  an  end  is  put  at 
I  once  to  the  Cieneral  Uortrnment.    This  consideration 
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puts  to  fliglit  all  tlic  ailments  urged  to  prove  that  this 
u  %  consolidated  Government.  He  was  ftware  that  it  liad 
been  aaid,  in  reply  to  this  ren)ark,  the  meaning  of  tlie 
quorum,  which  was  necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to 
tnnHu:t  business,  would  in  this  case  be  construed  to 
mean  a  majority  of  the  States  actually  representedi  and 
the  States  not  represented  would  not  be  considered  as 
belonging  to  the  Union.  But  this  objection  would  drive 
gentlemen  to  an  admission  of  the  right  of  secession — a 
doctrine  which,  perhaps,  they  would  not  be  willing  to 
allow;  for  if  a  SUte  has  not  the  right  of  sccesnon,  no  act 
that  she  herself  may  do,  or  onut  to  do,  can  pbee  her  out 
of  the  Union. 

But  \f  the  origin  and'  nature  of  our  GoTcrnment  did  not 
put  thia  I^a  to  rest,  the'  character  and  extent  of  our 
country  would  have  done  so.  The  people  of  so  wide 
nod  various  asurfiiee  would  never  have  dcl^fated  the 
powers  to  make  a  consolidated  Government,  liiey  knew 
that  no  such  Government  could  exist  here.  What  says 
Mr.  Hamilton  in  the  Pedcrxlist^  What  says  Mr.  Madi- 
son on  the  subject?  Why,  that  to  adopts  consolidated 
Government  would  be  destrwing  the  principles  of  the 
revolution,  and  would  inevitably  lead  to  monarchy.  And 
why*  Because  irheneTer  a  majority,  having  adverse  in- 
terests to  the  minority,  akonld  combine  to  oppress  the 
smaller  portion,  the  utter  would  have  to  intrench  them- 
selves behind  their  reserved'  rights,  and  make  resistance 
to  the  oppression,  or  be  annihilated. 

What  would  be  the  consequence  ofthis  resistance?  So. 
soon  as  the  minority  discovered  that  the  majority  were 
forcin|;  interests  adverse  to  their  own,  and  they  began 
to  resist  the  encroachment,  the  military  arm  of  the  Gov- 
ernment would  ktunetUately  be  stren^hened,  and  there 
would  be  but  one  step  beyond — tnat  of  a  monarchy. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  had  said  that  it  was 
the  aspiring  pride  of  the  State  sovereignties  which  had 
led  to  this  state  of  things.  The  aspiring  pride  of  the 
SUte  sovereignties!  It  was  an  avowal  of  doctrines  such 
tM  these  which  was  so  repwnant  to  his  feeUngs.  It'  wM 
well  known  that  in  the  on|pn  of  the  Government  the 
countiy  was  divided  into  two  great  parties.  One  of  these 
parties  contended  in  favor  of  the  reserved  rights  of  the 
States,  and  to  restricted  powers  of  the  General  Govern* 
ment.  Ttic  other  was  for  conferring  on  the  General  Gov- 
ernment unlimited  powers.  This  last  Was  called  the 
federal  party.  With  a  loud  note  they  procl»med  the 
necessity  of  investing  the  Genera)  Government  with  a 
vast  range  of  authority.  Some  of  them  even  went  so  &r 
as  to  propose  a  form  of  Government  whWh  would  have  been 
subsUntulty  a  monarcliy.  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  the  eonren- 
tjon  which  framed  the  federal  constitution,  had  advocated 
(he  appointment  of  a  chief  Executive  Magistrate,  and  a 
Senate  during  good  behavior,  which  was  equivalent  to 
appointing  them  for  life.  Such,  said  Mr.  B.,  is  my 
remembrance  of  the  subject  The  history  of  these 
times  win  show  the  fiict  The  doctrine  of  State  rights, 
and  of  the  reserved  powers  of  the  State  sovereignties, 
was  sbhfHTent  to  the  leaders  of  that  party.  They  did 
not,  however,  succeed  In  carrying  their  enlarged  views 
into  effect.  He  did  not  intend  to  characterize  the 
whole  of  that  party  as  entertaining  these  views.  But 
such  were  the  sentiments  of  some  of  iu  leaders.'  Nor  did 
he  intend  to  impugn  the  motives  of  these  gentlemen, 
though  be  doubted  not  they  were  actuated  by  feelings  as 
patriotic  as  those  winch  actuated  any  men.  But  it  w^well 
known  that  the  ^igh-toned  part  of  the  federal  party  did 
doubt  the  como'-tency  of  the  people  to  aelf.^vernment. 
They  were  foL.jaming  the  federal  power  with  all  authori- 
ty, in  order,  as  they  said,  to  save  the  people  from  their 
own  wwii  enemies.  There  were  some  of  uie  prominent 
men  of  the  country  who  did  not  subscribe  to  that  principle, 
but  who  did  believe  that  the  peiH>1e  were  competent  to 
■clf-pireminent;  that  they  were  fuUy  able  to  go  throu^ 
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the  work  which  they  had  begun,  and  to  carry  out  that 
beautiful  theory  of  republican  rule.  Happily  for  the 
the  country,  they  preralled.  Happily  for  the  country, 
the  principle  was  estidilished,  that  the  States  were  sove- 
reign and  independent,  as  to  all  powers  which  they  had 
not  delegated  to  the  General  Government.  And  some  of 
the  republican  party  went  so  fiir  as  to  b^eve  that  the 
States  themselves  had  the  right,  in  the  last  rcsoc^  to  de- 
termine for  themselves  what  were  the  precise  powera 
which  they  had  detented.  He  was  well  aware  that  the 
doctrine  of  nullification,  as  it  now  prevailed  in  South  CS' 
rolina,  was  about  to  be  made  use  of,  not  against  that  doc- 
trine alone,  which  he  did  not  rise  up  to  defend,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  upon  it  a  war  of  extemunation. 
It  was  agvnst  that  that  he  desired  to  entar  his  protesti 
under  this  masked  battery,  he  saw  ^at  it  was  intended  to 
fire  upon  the  rights  of  the  States.  Gentlemen  held  up 
the  flf^  of  nullification,  rang  all  the  change  upon  the 
Word,  sounded  the  tossin  of  alarm  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  presented  the  whole  matter  in  a  light  the  moat 
unfavorable  to  South  Carolina,  iti  order  to  justify  to  the 
other  States  the  war  which  they  were  disposed  to  wage. 
It  was  a  war,  too,  wliich  would  admit  of  no  nantnda.  The 
gentlemen  who  luve  taken  the  strong  ground*  like  Na- 
poleon, have  tlirown  out  the  declaration  that  there  must 
be  no  neutrals. 

I  take  my  stand,  said  Mr.  B.,  on  tlie  reserved  rights  of 
the  States.  I  repudiate  the  doctrine  of  nullification.  I 
repudiate  also  the  high-toned  doctrine  of  the  federal  par- 
ty. I  believe  it  is  to  that  high-toned  doctrine  that  we  are 
to  attribute  nollification.  I  believe  that  doctrine  produced 
its  ia  the  parent  of  it.  It '»  by  an  improper  pressura 
of  the  Federal  Government  on  the  rights  of  the  Slatci^ 
and  by  excrdnng  doubtful  powers,  tbatthe  State  of  South 
Carolina  has  been  thrown  into  this  position.  He  did  not 
mean  to  justify  the  course  nf  that  SUte.  But  whether 
she  was  right,  or  whether  she  was  wrong,  this  fiirnished 
her  with  something  like  an  excuse  for  Iier  conduct.  Ha 
believed  that  the  principle  was  as  luscepfible  of  deaoB- 
stration  as  any  principle  of  mathematicst  that  ahaost  anjr 
attitude  of  reusUnoe  against  the  Federal  Government,  in 
which  SUtes  had  been  seen,  arose  out  of  the  unwarranta- 
ble exercise  of  doubtQil  powers  by  the  United  SUtes. 
They  had  always  been  inclined  to  tranquillity.  They  had 
always  been  disposed  to  make  a  child'a  bai^n  with  tbo 
United  SUtes;  If  you  will  let  us  alone,  we  will  let  you 
alone.  They  would  never  have  adnutted  the  idea  of  risii^ 
in  oppoAkm  to  the  United  States,  unless  there  had  been 
some  exdting  cause.  The  whole  history  of  tfM  worid 
proves  this  fiict.  There  is  no  precedent  whatc  a  peopla 
have  arrayed  themselves  against  a  supreme  power  without 
any  occasion,  because  the  great  body  of  mankind  has  al- 
ways been  found  more  ready  to  acquiesce  in  oppresuon 
than  to  reust  it.  He  demred  gentlemen  to  produce  a  Kn- 
gle  precedent  where  a  people  whose  pursuHs  are  peace- 
nil  and  agricuttnral  for  the  most  put,  were  wUung  to 
cast  away  **  the  [Mping  times  of  peace,''  and  for  the  mere 
love  of  glory  to  rush  into  a  conflict  against  power,  nd 
that  power  twenty  times  larger  than  itself-  Could  gen- 
tlemen produce  an  instance  where  any  SUte,  without 
provocation,  had  ever  ofiered  renaUnce  to  the  General 
Government?  He  had  thus,  he  beUeved,  estad>lidicd  thn 
great  principle  that  the  SUtes  themselves  ware  always 
wining  to  be  quiet,  and  that  moat  of  the  oppositloa  vdUeh 
bad  been  manifested  against  the  General  Govwramcnthad 
arisan  from  the  exercise  of  doubtful  power  by  that  Gov- 
ernment, by  which  had  been  provoked  that  Bute  prida 
which  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  so  earnestly  de- 
nounced. Without  that  pride  this  republic  would  now 
have  been  as  notUag.  To  justify  this  priB«[^  Oat  bnH 
of  the  controvcnies  vhMi  had  arisen,  ham  Miaaa  from 
the  circumstance  ofthe  Fadenl  OorenuMsttaidiif  llicir 
debatabh  ground,  he  would  rtad  an  audiovity  irtueh 
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would  meet  with  the  approbation  of  all  pure  denwcrats. 
It  WBi  the  authority  of  tWorge  Clinton,  a  name  deiervii^ 
of  all  mpect;  datm  tt  venerabik  noment  a  man  diatin- 
ffuifhcd  for  bis  steady  adherence  to  democratic  doctrines. 
When  he  was  President  of  the  Senate  in  1810,  he  gave 
lus  castinr  vote  aninst  the  bank.  It  was  on  tiiat  occa- 
sion that  he  used  the  following  languagje; 

**  In  the  course  of  a  long  life  I  have  found  that  Govern- 
ment is  not  to  be  strengthened  by  the  assumption  of  doubt- 
ful powers,  but  by  a  wise  and  energetic  execution  of  those 
which  are  incontcatablet  the  fiwiiier  nerer  failato  produce 
suBpiaon  and  distrust,  whilst  tiie  latter  inspires  respect 
ana  confidence. 

"  If,  however,  afler  a  fair  experiment,  the  powers  vest- 
ed in  tlie  General  Government  shall  he  found  mcompeteat 
to  the  Vtainment  of  tlie  objects  for  which  it  was  iftatitut- 
ed,  the  constitution  happily  furnishes  the  means  for  reme- 
dying the  evil  by  amendment;  and  I  have  no  doubt  tbat«  in 
such  erent,  on  an  appeal  to  the  patriotism  and  good  sense 
of  tbe  comaninty,  it  will  be  readily  applied." 

What  was  tbe  result  of  his  experience  ?  That  the  Gov- 
ernment was  never  strengthened  by^the  exerose  of  doubt- 
ful powers.  A  doctrine  which  stltl  prevails  among  the 
distinguUhed  leaders  of  the  party  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  which  they  can  never  consent  to  surrender, 
unless  they  ^ould  become  recreant  to  the  great  princi- 
jdei  whicA  they  have  always  muntained.  But  he  would 
not  only  quote  authority,  but  be  would  also  quote  Guts. 
What  was  it  which  exated  the  first  controversy  between 
a  State  and  tbe  United  Statesi  a  conflict  which  threatened 
to  bring  ruin  on  the  country,  and  which  was  designated 
the  reiga  of  terror  by  the  republican  party,  as  it  well  de- 
■erred  to  be  characterized?  He  referred  to  thealienand 
sedition  law,  which,  b^  usurping  tbe  power  of  trampling 
into  dust  tbe  liberty  of  speech,  me  freedom  of  the  press, 
wnd  all  the  rigl^ts  lutd  securities  wlucb  tbe  people  had  en- 
joyed, caUed  forth  a  movement  the  most  glorious  to  the 
counby  tlut  oould  be  imagined.  It  drew  forth  the  cele- 
brated report  of  Mr.  Hadison,  a  report  to  tbe  merits  of 
which  he  was  totally  inadequate  to  do  justice,  litis  was 
amovement  ofthe  aspiring  pride  oftbe  Statesovereignties, 
which,  instead  of  destroymg  the  Union,  brought  hack 
the  Government  to  its  first  pnnciples .  So  roudi,  tlien,  fhr 
State  pride,  if  that  State  pride  had  preserred  the  con- 
stitution at  its  last  gs>Pi  it  ought  not  to  have  called  down 
upon  it  such  unqualified  reprobation.  The  doctrines  of 
Virginia  saved  tbe  confederacy  in  that  dangerous  crisis. 
They  produced  a  avU  revolution,  which  brought  mto  po«'- 
erthe  wisest  and  tbe  ablest  statesman  who  ever  lived  in 
aoycountiy.  This  was  one  of  the  bencfils  wluch  bad  re- 
sulted from  State  pride* 

In  the  case  of  tiie  estabUshment  of  the  United  Slates 
Bank  there  arose  also  a  conflict  of  powers.  There  were 
maiw  who  believed  that  it  was  an  assumption  of  power 
not  adegated  to  the  Federal  Govemnicnt.  Ohio  wasone 
of  the  States  which  held  that  opinion.  This  matter  also 
was  finally  i^justed.  What  was  the  next  question  which 
agitated  the  eountty?  It  was  the  exerose  of  the  powtr 
of  internal  inproTeinent.  That  was  not  an  expressed 
power  granted  to  the  General  C^ivemment.  Itwasamong 
the  douotful  powers,  and  the  Hgbt  to  exercise  it  was  do- 
med by  several  of  the  States.  It  was  detaed  by  the  State 
of  New  Hampshire,  and  by  a  very  respectable  portion  of 
tbe  State  of  New  York,  which  held  that  it  was  one  oftbe 
doubtAil  powers.  The  right  of  appropriating  money  to 
all  or  any  objects  was  another  of^  the  doubtful  powers. 
The  State  of  New  York,  and  some  other  of  the  States, 
dHjputed  the  right  of  the  Federal  Government  to  appro 
pnate  money  except  for  the  purposes  pmnted  out  by  tbe 
ccmstitution.  Such  are  tfie  contentions  which  had  arisen 
from  the  exercise  of  doubtful  powers  by  the  Ftderal 
Gbvenuneut. 

Hw  case  of  Georgia  vw  tbe  next  to  which  1m  would 


call  tlie  attention  of  the  Senate.  The  usurped  powers 
which  the  United  States  attempted  to  exercise  over  her 
provoked  the  pride  of  tiiat  State,  as  well  it  might.  When 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  undertook  to  tell 
lier  that  Az  could  not  extend  her  jurisi^tion  over  the 
whole  of  her  own  soil,  she  might  well  resist.  This  con- 
tention, arising  also  from  tbe  exercise  of  doubtf\il  powers 
by  the  UnltedStates,  was  at  one  moment  pregnant  with 
awful  menace. 

The  last,  but  not  the  least,  of  the  conBicts  which  have 
arisen  fhm  the  nerdse  of  doubtful  powers  by  the  Gen- 
eral Govemroent,  wu  in  relation  to  the  protective  system. 
Here  the  GoTemment4>f  the  Umted  States  bad  assumed 
the  righl  of  unlimited  taxation,  of  taxinr  one  portion  of 
the  community  for  the  benefit  of  anouier  and  a  more 
favored  portion.  He  hoped  that  he  liad  thus  succeeded  in 
establishing  tbe  position  that  most  of  the  controvernea 
which  had  arisen  had  their  origin  ui  tbe  exerdse  of  doubt- 
ful powers  by  the  Federal  Gorenment,  operating  against 
those  rights  which  the  States  deem  necessary  fbr  the  pre- 
servation of  their  existence  in  a  sovereign  capacity. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  liad  held  up  the  consti- 
tution m  his  hand,  and,  with  all  that  patriobc  ardor  for 
which  he  was  distingui^ed,  said  he  should  cling  to  the 
bond.  1,  too,  said  Hr.  B.,  will  cling  to  the  bond;  and 
while  I  will  willingly  allow  tbe  gentleman  to  take  full 
usage,  I  hope  tiiat,  in takinr  thepound  of  flerti,  he  will 
not  spill  one  drop  of  blood.  Tlie  gentleman  bad  also 
said,  that  old  Roine  never  nibn^tted  to  tbe  dictation  of 
any  of  her  pronnees.  This  «fas  a  luminous  commentaiy 
on  tbe  rest  of  his  remarks.  No  wonder  that  he  had  spok- 
en disparagingly  of  the  States,  when  he  compared  thedt 
to  Roman  provinces.  I'his  sufficiently  accounted  for  the 
consolidaton'  principles  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer- 
sey. But  old  Rome  was  alwaya  ready  to  extend  justice 
to  her  provinces.  Whenever  the  deputies  of  a  province 
came  before  her  Senate,  she  did  not  fear  to  do  wm  jus- 
tice. We  may  all  becomingly  fear  to  do  wrong,  but  w« 
should  not  fear  to  do  jusfiee. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  had  said  he  would  not 
strike  .a  uster  State,  but  would  retire  to  tbe  wall.  He, 
Mr.  B.,  admired  this  principle,  which  so  admirably  acowd- 
ed  with  vbat  be  knew  of  the  private  mulb  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey.  But  when  Uie  gentlessan  went 
on  to  say  that  the  dignity  of  the  country  required  that 
the  laws  should  be  executed,  he  could  not  avrnd  asking 
him  in  what  that  dignity  connated^  Did  it  connstin  call- 
ing out  the  military  power,  in  brinpng  citizen  into  conflict 
with  dtizen,  and  deluging  the  country  with  the  blood  of 
her  children  t  If  that  was  the  meaning  of  tbe  dignity  of 
Ute  country,  he,  Mr.  B.,  prayed  Heaven  to  deliver  him 
from  such  dignity.  He  considered  that  tbe  digni^aud 
honor  of  the  couiitir  would  be  best  promoted  and  estab- 
lished by  doing  justice,  and  carrying  out  peacefully  and 
effiraently  the  principles  oftbe  constitution.  This  would 
be  worth  all  false  glory,  all  the  national  glory  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much.  It  would  eclipse  all  the  gloty 
of  imperial  Rome  and  of  imperial  Fruice,  wtueb  was 
nothing  to  the  glory  vIS  a  just,  equal,  and  beiugnant  iat- 
pensation  of  the  laws. 

One  of  tbe  reasons  which  had  mainly  induced  him  to 
rise  was,  to  show  tliat  every  peaceful  remedy  should  be 
resorted  to.  The  constitution  was  framed  in  a  spirit  of 
n)u|pal  deference.  It  was  ratified  in  that  same  spiiit  ^ 
def!  erence,  and  so  it  ought  to  be  administered.  Thewhde 
history  of  our  country  conforms  to  that  principle;  a  mu- 
tual deference  to  all  great  interests  of  the  country-  The 
practice  of  the  Government  has  been  invariably  marked 
with  the  spirit  of  conciliation. 

1'he  SUte  of  Kentucky,  in  1794,  vras  dissatisfied  with  the 
Government  of  tbe  United  SUtes,  because  the  free  navi- 
gation of  the  Mississippi  had  not  been  secured .  Hie  Le> 
gisbtuy  of  that  St«(«  made  axtroog  rcmonstniKe  on  the 
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subject  to  the  General  Govemnient,  clairning  that  free 
navigation  as  their  right.  Thev  asserted  that  God  and 
nature  had  given  them  this  rigfati  and  they  menaced  a 
withdrawal  mm  the  Umon  if  it  ma  not  obtained  for  them. 
What  wai  the  course  of  Washington^  What  was  the 
courae  of  the  American  Congress  on  this  occasim  1  They 
did  not  asmme  the  ground  mat  they  would  not  legislate 
while  thu  menace  was  held  over  them.  Yet  no  one  coiild 
doubt  the  courage  of  Washington.  No  one  could  doubt 
ttiat  he  was  not  prepared  for  every  emergency.  He  said 
that  the  Government  had  been  estabGshcd  in  a  spirit  of 
compromise,  and  he  recommended  that  a  retpectfal  reply 
be  given  to  the  State.  He  laid  before  the  Legislature  the 
facto  in  the  case,  and  the- free  navigation  of  the  Misnsnppt 
was  obtMoed. 

There  was  also  another  cose,  which  was  the  assumption 
of  the  State  debts.  At  the  close  of  tlie  war  of  the  rev- 
olution, besides  the  national  debt,  each  State  had  con- 
tracted its  debt;  and  it  was  denunded  by  the  Eastern 
States  that  the  Genml  Government  shoald  assume  the 
parent  of  these  debts  of  the  States.  Such  was  the  di^ 
aattslaction  which  resulted  from  Congress  delaying  the 
payment  of  these  debts  for  fire  years,  that  a  dismember- 
ment of  the  Union  was  expected.  In  making  this  refer- 
ence, he  had  no  intention  to  cost  an  imputation  on  the 
States,  but  merely  to  state  facU.  The  <^neptl  Govern- 
ment ultimately  aanuned  these  debts.  Suppose  that,  in- 
stead of  taking  this  course,  the  General  Government  had 
acted  on  the  idea  thrown  out  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey*  that  the  pride  of  the  State  sovereignties  ought  to 
be  checked;  we  should  not,  said  Mr.  B.,  be  at  this 
moment  engaging  in  this  discussion,  and  enjoying  the  privi- 
lege to  which  this  floor  entitles  us. 

Tlie  next  instance  was  the  repeal  nf.  the  embargo  law 
in  1807.  Tbit  was  a  measure  of  Hr.  Jefferson,  and  one 
to  which  he  was  gKStly  attached.  Bat  when  he  saw  that, 
by  the  continuance  ofthis  embargo,  the  Union  was  likely 
to  be  dismembered,  did  he  say  that  the  law  must  be  en- 
forced at  all  hazards?  No  such  thing.  Acting  on  the 
conviction  that  this  is  a  Government  of  compromise,  he 
repealed  the  embai;go.  In  his  works  published  since  his 
death,  it  Is  made  i^parent  that  this  was  a  verv  favorite 
measure  with  him .  Yet  on  the  approach  of  so  dangerous 
a  crisis,  he  hesitated  not  to  abandon  and  repeal  it. 

This  is  another  instance  of  concession  on  the  part  of  the 
General  Government  to  States,  which  resisteo  the  exer- 
cise of  doubtful  powen. 

Hr.  B.said,  as  he  bad  stated  his  objections  to  the  course 
which  the  honorable  Judiciary  Committee  had  advised  or 
recommended  to  the  Senate  to  adopt,  and  deeming  it 
not  calculated,  as  honorable  gentlemen  had  ob&erved,  to 
preserve  the  Union,  but,  on  the  contrary,  calculated,  if 
carried  into  ptMtieal  operation,  to  destroy  tliis  glorious 
Union,  it  was  proper  that  he  should  state  what  he  thought 
would  best  meet  the  present  crisis.  He  considered  the 
true  remedy  a  peaceful  remedy,  that  of  conciliation, 
according  alike  with  the  genius  (if  the  constitution  and 
the  practice  of  the  Government.  The  revenue  should  be 
reduced  to  the  wants  of  the  Government;  and  the  op- 
presuon  which  the  Southern  people  labored  under,  in 
consequence  of  the  tariff  system,  ought  to  be  removed. 
If  gentlemen  widied  to  preserve  the  Union,  the  country 
should  he  appeased.  This  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  in- 
fallible remedy.  The  one,  however,  which  the  committee 
had  prescribed,  might  be  fraught  with  some  danger. 
He  was  aware  that  there  was  a  set  of  politicans,  wlio 
thought  this  the  favorable  moment  to  try  the  strength  of 
the  Uiuon,  and  that  Government  ought  not  to  concede 
one  particle  of  the  protective  system.  Can  it  be  possible, 
St  tills  day,  (said  Mr.  B.)  that  any  individual  would  wish 
to  jeoparaize  the  peace  and  harmony  of  twelve  or  thirteen 
millions  of  people,  not  only  the  peace  of  a.whole  people, 
but  to  retard  the  progress  of  free  Governments  througli- 


out  the  world,  by  an  experiment  of  that  kind,  to  try 
the  streiigth  of  the  Union,  and  whether  it  can  survive 
the  use  or  the  military  power?  He  hoped  nqt.  He  trust- 
ed that  our  republic  would  be  hazarded  hf  no  such  spe- 
culative ezpennient. 

It  is  argued,  continned  Mr.  B.,  that  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  having  placed  herself  in  tiiis  attitude  of  defence. 
Congress  ought  not  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  as  had 
been  said  in  some  of  the  newspapers,  while  the  sword  is 
brandishing  over  our  heads.  Tliis  is  not  meeting  the 
question;  it  is  not  the  true  question;  it  is  a  question  of  a 
very  different  chsraeter.  Are  the  people  of  South  Caro- 
lina alone  concerned  in  this  matter?  Is  not  a  vast  p<H^ 
tion  of  the  American  people  concerned  in  it?  Are  not 
the  whole  of  the  Southern  States  interested  in  this  sub- 
ject? Itisnotonlv  the  Southern  States,  thft  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  the  State  of  Maine,  and  a  portion  of  the 
people  of  New  Vork,  but  a  large  and  respectable  number 
of  the  States  in  the  Southwest,  which  consider  the  ta- 
riff system  unjust  and  repugnant  to  the  prinaples  of  the 
constitution,  and  XhiA  we  have  no  right  to  keep  it  np. 
It  is  argued  that  lustice  diould  not  be  done  to  South  Ca- 
rolina, because  she  hu  assumed  a  menacing  attitude. 
This  is  not  a  proper  view;  it  is  not  just  to  the  other 
States.  Is  it  anv  reason,  because  South  Carolina  has  acted 
imprudently,  that  she  should  not  receive  justice?  If  she 
hasfmfeited  any  claim  to  the  conuderation  of  the  General 
Government,  oug^t  the  other  States  to  incur  the  forfeit- 
ure? Nothing  can  be  more  erroneous,  nothing  man 
absurd,  nothing,  I  will  say,  more  tyrannical,  than  to  op> 
iress  all  the  Southern  States,  because  South  Carottnn 
las  acted  rashly.  I  do  not,  said  Hr.  B.,  argue  this 
question  as  a  Soutliem  question.  Thank  God,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  my  legislative  rights  and  duties  here,  I  can  look 
beyond  the  Fotomsc.  Thank  God,  I  have  a  feeling 
which  is  not  confined  to  the  geographical  limits  of  any 
portion  of  the  United  States.  I  can  look  and  judge  of 
my  countrj'men  north  as  well  as  sooth  of  the  Potontact 
and  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  underatood,  that  what  I  now 
say  respecting  South  Carolina,  I  deem  applicable  to  every 
member  of  this  confederacy.  To  no  one  of  these  States 
would  I  arr<^ntly  say,  I  will  not  do  justice,  until  you 
come  on  your  knees  be'fore  me. 

I  do  hope,  if  I  have  any  patriotism,  it  is  not  that  narrow, 
contracted  patriotism  wbiob  h  eoirflned  to  get^raphical 
limits.  I  trust  it  is  that  patriotism  which  looks  abrcnd 
over  the  Union,  and  embraces  evety  portion  of  my  fellow- 
citizens.  And  so  help  me  God,  if  my  constituents  were 
this  day  to  demand  that  I  should  perpetrate  an  act  of  in- 
justice against  any  member  of  this  confederacy,  that  I 
'should  do  an  act  in  behalf  of  North  Carolina  which  would 
trench  upon  the  righto  of  Maine  or  of  Hassaehosetts,  or 
Pennsylvania,  wbiOh  1  believed  destructive  of  their  con- 
stitutional rights,  BO  help  me  God  1  would  resign  my  seat, 
and  retire  to  my  home,  rather  than  jeopard  the  peace 
this  republic,  this  glorious  experiment  of  a  free  Govern- 
ment, by  taking  what  justly  belongs  to  Maine,  and  un- 
justly to  bestow  it  on  North  Carolina;  believing  that  a 
man  presents  a  more  truly  dignified  attitude  who  refuses 
to  do  an  unjust  act,  than  he  who  perseveres  in  injustice. 

But  what  are  we  now  called  upon  to  do?  We  are 
called  upon  imndnently  to  jeopard  the  public  peace,  by 
a  ndvel  and  dangerous  experiment;  to  enforce  a  lav 
which  not  only  a  urge  portion  of  tiie  American  people 
believe  unconstitutional,  but  which  I  veri^  believe,  if 
the  Question  were  submitted  to  their  individual  opinion 
this  day,  they  would  repudiate  and  require  to  be  rejected. 
We  are  called  upon  to  enforce  a  tanff  law,  whkh  I  be- 
lieve the  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  de- 
sire to  have  amended  or  modified;  and  the  modification 
of  which  is  fortified  likewise  by  the  recommendation  of  ■ 
tiie  Chief  lAgistrate. 
And  before  I  proceed  further,  l^me  explain  myself 
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on  this  point.  I  do  not  take  the  (^ounr1>  and  I  will  not 
take  it,  and  I  wish  to  be  distinctly  undentood  with  re- 
spect  to  thit  matter,  that-a  law  which  is  tainted  with  in- 
jiutice  should  not  be  put  in  force.  I  take  the  ground 
that  no  law  oppreisire  in  its  character  should  be  execut- 
ed  bf  interposition  of  military  power,  until  ereiy  pacific 
nMMure  vbich  can  be  deviaed  diall  hare  been  resorted 
to  without  tite  desired  result.  The  remedy  for  eriU  of  the 
^eatest  magnitude  should  be  sought  for  in  the  peaceful 
tribunals  of  uiia  country,  according  to  the  great  principles 
handed  down  to  us  b^  the  English  whigs,and  which  we  have 
infused  into  the  spirit  of  our  constitutiori  and  Ck)rernment. 

If,  on  a  bilure  of  all  these  means,  it  aliall  be  found  ne- 
eeanry  to  use  force  to  execute  the  laws,  let  it  be  used. 
1  am  not  prepared  tffsay  that  the  emergency  cannot  arise  { 
but  I  do  say*  that  before  a  law  of  this  kind  is  to  be  exe- 
cuted, before  the  peace  of  the  Union  is  to  be  disturbed, 
there  ought  to  be  a  reference  to  the  justice,  to  the  wis- 
dom of  Congress,  to  weigh,  to  examine  tlie  provisions  of 
that  law,  and  solemnly  to  pause  and  reflect 'before  pro- 
ccc^ngto  put  it  in  force  by  miliury  power. 

1  b»  leaTe,  aaid  Mr.  B.,  to  advert  to  what  the  Presi- 
dent tn  the  United  States  has  said  In  his  message  to  Con- 
gress and  I  do  it  because  this  is  Uie  first  remedy  which 
tne  Preiident  recommended  to  Congress  at  tlie  opening 
of  the  present  session.  ^  I  cannot  doubt,  that  if  the  Exe- 
cutive wishes  were  consulted,  he  would,  and  decidedly, 
give  the  preference  to  a  peaceful  settlement  of  the  diffi- 
culties bv  Confess.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  his  pre- 
ference should  influence  our  legislation,  but  it  ought  to 
have  w^hl  with  us. 

Speaking  of  the  extinguishment  of  the  puUic  debt,  the 
Fre«dent  goes  on  to  remark: 

*'Hie  final  removal  of  thisjrreat  burden  from  our  re- 
sources affords  the  means  of  nirtber  provision  for  all  the 
objects  of  general  welfiire  and  public  defence  which  the 
constitution  authorizes,  and  presents  the  occasion  for  such 
further  reduction  of  the  revenue  as  may  not  be  required 
for  them.  From  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
miyf  it  will  be  seen  that  after  the  present  year,  such  a 
reduction  may  be  made  to  a  conuderabte  extent;  and  the 
subject  is  earnestly  recommended  to  the  consideration  of 
CcHigress,  in  the  hope  that  the  condiined  wisdom  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  will  devise  such  means  of 
efwcting  that  salutary  object,  as  may  remove  those  bur- 
dens which  shall  be  found  to  fall  unequally  upon  any,  and 
as  may  ^oiDote  all  the  great  interests  of  the  commui^." 

Agiin,  in  another  part  of  the  measage,  the  Preri^nt 
remarks: 

**  That  manufiuitures  adequate  to  the  supply  of  our  do- 
mestic consumption  would,  in  the  abstract,  be  beneficial 
to  our  country,  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt;  and  to  effect 
thar  establishment,  there  is  perhaps  no  American  citi- 
zen who  would  not  for  a  while  be  willing  to  pay  a  higher 
price  for  them.  But  for  this  puipose,  it  is  presumed  that 
a  tariff  of  bigfa  duties,  deanied  for  perpetual  protection, 
has  entereainto  the  miiKU  of  but  few  of  our  states- 
men. '  The  most  they  have  anticipated  is  a  temporary, 
and  generally  incidental  protection,  which  they  maintun 
has  the  effect  to  reduce  the  price,  by  domestic  competition, 
below  that  of  the  foreign  article.  Experience,  however, 
our  best  guide  on  this  as  on  other  subjects,  makes  it 
doubtful  whether  the  advantages  of  this  system  are  not 
•ountarbalanced  by  ^anv  evil%  and  whetlier  it  does  not 
teod  to  btgei  in  die  minus  of  abrve  portion  of  our  coun- 
tiymen  a  spirit  dilcontent  and  jealousy  dangerous  to 
tiie  ibdHE^  of  the  Union." 

Theae  are  the  sentiments  of  the  President  regarding 
the  law  which  we  are  now  called  on  to  adopt  extraordi* 
nary  means  of  carrying  into  execution. 

As  1  ceandcr  this  is  a  most  important  point,  as  I  con- 
rider  it  titt  true  means  of  removing  the  difficulty  now  in- 
TolTed  in  tUs  question,  I  have  pot  only  adverted  to  the 


annual  messafce  of  the  President  as  showing  the  views  of 
the  administration  and  their  remedy  for  tne  difEcultiea 
in  the  South,  but  1  would  now  beg  leave  to  read  from  the 
annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[Here  Hr.  B.  read  an  extract  from  the  mnual  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of  the 
reduction  of  the  duties.) 

Thus  we  have  the  direct  suggestion  of  the  present  ad- 
ministration, that  this  is  the  most  appropriate  remedy.  II 
is  the  one  which  was  first  su^^sted  at  the  openli^  of  the 
sesmon,  and  I  believe  it  is  cueuhited  to  uhieve  all  the 
great  dejecta  so  imich  to  be  derirecl,  aH  wtUeh  it  is  neces- 
sary to  achlerfc,  and  that  without  endangering  the  re- 
publie. 

What  is  the  extraordinary  spectacle,  I  would  remark, 
which  the  American  republic  now  exhibits  to  the  worldf 
A  republic  which  has  heretofore  boasted  of  its  freedom — 
a  republic  which  has  heretofore  pursued  the  "even 
and  peaceful  tenor  of  its  wav" — a  republic  which  had 
been  found  competent  to  all  the  legitimate  purposes  of 
Government  without  slaughtering  its  citizens,  and  which, 
vitii  very  few  exceptions,  has  gone  on  peaceably  fiir 
fifty  years.  We  present  the  extraordinary  spectacle  of 
calling  on  the  administration  and  the  Executive  branch 
of  the  Government  to  enforce  a  law  against  a  portion  of* 
our  fellow -citizens,  to  compel  them  to  contribute  so  much 
money  to  the  revenue,  which  it  is  acknowledged  is  six 
millions  annually  more  than  is  requisite  for  the  wants  of 
the  Oeneral  Government.  A  removal  of  that  burden 
would  remove  all  difficulty  with  the  State  of  South  Ca- 
rolina. Even  a  partial  removal  of  a  mitigation  of  it, 
wouM  make  the  tariff  system  more  acceptable  to  tfie 
people,  without  a  total  abandonment  of  the  principles. 
I  speak  in  reference  to  tlw  views  aftd  prevailing  tentimenta 
of  that  portion  of  the  people  I  represent. 

Sir,  it  does  appear  to  me  a  powerful  consideration  that 
we  are  almost  on  the  ere  of  a  civil  war;  and  for  what^ 
To  enforce  a  law  for  the  c^dlectkm  of  revenue,  when  it 
is  admitted  by  (he  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  there 
are  at  present  six  millions  of  dollar*  more  than  is  wanted 
for  the  common  purposes  of  the  Government,  b  thi* 
calculated  to  elevate  us  in  the  eyes  of  the  nations  of  Eu- 
rope? Is  this  calculated  to  cheer  the  hopes  of  those 
people  who  have  been  long  struggling  for  their  rights' 
Permit  me  to  say  that  I  think  it  will  somewhat  weaken 
the  force  of  our  republican  experiment;  yet,  I  believe 
that  our  Government  it  citable  of  achieving  all  the  great 
objects  for  wtdehit  wasd^^ed,  and  settling  this  matter. 

in  Uie  revolutionary  contest,  when  the  blood  and 
treasure  of  this  country  were  profusely  poured  forth  to 
establish  the  rights  and  liberties  of  mankind,  to  give 
self-government  and  to  abolish  unjust  taxation,  any  one 
of  our  ancestors  who  were  engaged  in  this  glorious  strug- 
gle bad  predicted  that  in  less  than  half  a  century  after- 
wards we  shmild  be  engaged  in  the  consideration  of  a  bill 
to  compel  a  portion  of  the  petite,  at  Ibe  point  of  tbe 
bayonet,  to  pay  tazei  when  the  Goverrunent  ha^rix  mil- 
lions of  dollars  more  than  it  needed,  they  would  not  have 
believed  him;  credulity  itself  at  that  time  would  not  have 
believed  such  a  prediction.  If  they  Could  have  credited 
the  story,  it  would  have  enervated  the  arm  which  stnick 
for  liberty,  would  have  damped  the  bosom  which  glowed 
with  patnotiim.  But  what  has  been  the  practice  of  our 
Government  heretofore I  beg  leave  to  recur  to  another 
case  distinguiriied  in  the  history  of  our  Government,  and 
wluch  I  overlooked  at  the  time  I  was  remarking  on  the 
various  instances  of  forbearance  shown  by  our  Govern- 
ment. In  tbe  late  war,  when  a  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  United  SUtea  believed  the  pride  of  the 
counti^  to  have  been  wounded,  when  the  constituted 
authontiea  of  the  land  believed  the  natiotwl  honor  to  have 
been  trampled  upon  by  the  British  Govemmeni,  and 
considered  it  the  mcred  duty  of  iJl^  assist  them  in  re- 
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senting  the  'innilt,  we  found  nuniy  on  that  occtsion— -ye«» 
even  pen£ng  the  |flof>niiest  period  of  the  war — resisting 
every  biU  which  went  to  give  the  Government  of  the 
Umted  States  men  and  meant  to  prosecute  that  war .  Tbey 
resisted  it  on  the  ground  that  peace  ought  be  obtained, 
■ad,  I  believe,  because  they  deemed  the  war  to  be  iit\}iiB^ 
and  while  our  i^lUges  were  smoking  and  our  eountiy  in- 
vaded by  a  btrge  bmly  of  hMtile  troops. 

We  find  at  that  moment  a  large  body  of  men  in  Con- 
cresa,  whose  patriotism  I  do  not  call  in  question — far  be  it 
from  me  to  do  so — a  powerful,  talented,  and  respectable 
body  of  men,  even'  at  the  darkert  periods  of  tliat  war, 
voting  against  giving  men  and  money  to  eairy  on  the  war. 
QrcKt  witittn  had  trampled  on  our  gqduintcwI  rights, 
bad  insulted  us  on  tiie  high  aeaa  for  ux  years  before  war 
was  declared.  Notwithstanding  all  this,  we  found  a  pow- 
erful body  who  said  that  no  army  nor  moa^y  ought  to  be 
voted  to  the  Government.  Now,  if  that  spirit  of  forbeai^ 
ance,  great  as  it  was,  could  be  shown  to  an  enemy  whose 
cry  was,  3tiattheit  CaHka^ — if  that  ipiritcould  be  exer- 
cised beih  Jk^raiUe—ccrtMotly  tome  liUle  patience  is  due 
to  our  brethroi  of  the  South.  Surely  some  fort>earancc 
oi^t  to  be  fiiown  to  our  countrymen.  If  there  were 
many  at  that  time  who  thought  the  sword  should  not  be 
unaheadied  against  those  who  would  trample  us  under 
foot,  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  we  arcnow  toplun^  it  into 
our  fellow^itiBeni  Without  some  litUe  exaninattoB  into 
their  causef 

I  wish  to  be  diitiaetly  undcntood  on  one  paint.  I  do 
not  intend  to  justify  South  Carolinai  I  am  not  her  advo- 
cate, hot  riie  has  a  right  to  liave  justice  done  her.  I  do 
believe,  however,  that  this  question  may  be  settled;  and 
ttat  by  acting  in  a  spirit  of  conciUation — a  spirit  not  only 
due  to  her,  but  the  vast  portions  of  the  North  and  South — 
die  question  lught  be  put  at  rest.  As  regards  the  union 
of  these  States,  there  is  not  a  member  in  uie  Senate,  and 
i  trust  I  dkall  not  he  considered  egotistical  when  I  say  Uiat 
there  is  not,  ui  the  whcde  Uuon,  one  in  tool  and  heart 
more  dearly  devoted  to  it  than  humble  self.  I  believe 
that  all  the  advantages  of  libeKy,  and  of  a  free  govern 
ment,  are  at  issue  in  this  mattert  and  it  is  for  that  reason  I 
urge  a  pacific  course.  Even  the  Grenvilles  and  the 
Nwtfaa,  arrogant  as  they  were,  even  they  brought  forward 
their  messureai  even  they  repealed  some  of  tiieir  odious 
laws  to  satisfy  tiwdonrea  of  the  colonies.  Andriiallitbe 
i^d,  there  is  BOW  a  nnrit  more  inexorable,  moreinaccet* 
iible  to  the  voice  of  justice,  than  that  which  prevailed 
under  Oie  Britirii  monarchyf  If  so,  the  blood  of  those 
who  achieved  the  revolution  was  shed  in  vain,  and  the 
hopes  of  the  friends  of  free  government  are  forever  put 
at  rest.  If  that  inexorable  principle,  that  there  is  to  be 
BO  regard  paid  to  the  feeKngs  and  wishes  of  the  tnincnity, 
he  would  say  that  this  would  change  die  wliole  principle 
of  oor  fedml  compact,  depriving  it  of  all  its  repubUcaB 
•od  benignant  featores^  and  converting  the  federal  into  a 
eonaoUdated  Government. 

In  ererjr  portion  of  the  Union  there  is  a  set  of  great 
primny  interests.  He  willed  to  be  distinctly  uaderatood 
on  this  point.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Govern 
ment  of  the  United  State*  should  yield  to  every  rash  re 
(fuireinentof  a  Statei  ftr  from  it;  but  he  did  intend  to 
ny,  tiiat  whenever  any  o(  thoie  great  primary  and  leading 
interests  made  joat  remonstnnce  against  any  obvious  op- 
ptCMion,  it  was  our  dtity,  in  the  true  federative  spirit  of 
our  Government,  to  ferbeart  otherwise,  the  Government 
must  effectually  change  ita  character.  The  West  has  her 
primary  interesu  and  senubilities  in  reference  to  the  great 
land  question,  and  he  (Mr.  B.)  would  always  be  disposed 
to  do  ample  justice  to  her  as  well  as  to  every  other  sec- 
tion of  this  country.  He  would  not  feel  power  and  forget 
right.  New  Ywfc  has  great  interests  in  a  commercial  and 
manufcctoring  wayt  he,  tlierefi>re,  wonld  do  nothing  that 
would  trample  them  down.    He  would  let  them  be  free  aa 


they  are,  and  give  them  all  the  privileges  they  require. 
With  regard  to  the  roanubcturing  interests  of  the  eoBn- 
try,  he  believed  that  Mm  eonstitotwn  did  not  tax  the  in- 
tercals  of  one  pwtion  of  the  people  to  benaftt  anottier. 
He  would  bear  and  fbrbear.  Ana,  as  to  a  apeoHie  men. 
sure  fer  the  reduction  of  the  revenue,  be  declared  that 
he  was  not  one  of  those  who  would  give  a  deadly  blov  to 
the  msnuftcturing  interests,  by  a  thorough  and  too  rapid 
reduction  to  the  revenue  pCHnt  He  would  do  it  gradually, 
in  that  spirit  of  forbearance  which  is  due  to  the  whole 
Union-  Having  glanced  at  the  pecoHar  interests  of  the 
West  and  Norui,  be  would  now  advert  to  those  of  the 
Southern  States.  Their  interests  conrist  in  produiung  as 
much  as  possible,  selling  at  the  highest  prices^  and  buying 
as  low  as  posnble.  But  that  natural  course  things  had 
been  interrupted  by  the  Government  of  tite  United  States 
tor  many  years  past.  But  he  did  not  subscribe  to  that 
doctrine  which  is  maintuned  by  seme,  that  there  are  not 
essential  interests  common  to  a  large  portion  of  the  United 
States.  He  believed  every  aeetion  of  the  Union,  North, 
South,  West,  and  Bast,  were  insMnrdily  connected. 
There  waa  no  'Mich  thiiw  m  an  advene  interest.  R 
waa  tnie  tfwt  an  artifteiM  state  of  things  Imd  grown 
up. 

There  wu  no  difference  between  the  great  natoral  in- 
terests which  God  and  nature  had  given  us ;  if  there  was 
any  difference,  it  arose  from  a  dread  of  unjust  legisla- 
tion. Unjust  legislation  had  produced  it,  and  not  the 
diversity  M  soil,  habits,  and  puranita.  The  true  doctrino 
was,  to  extend  equal  protectim  to  all  in  their  variora  habits 
and  pursuits,  and  leave  the  path  free  for  a  generous  and 
beneficial  competition  of  all. 

He  begged  leave  to  read  a  short  extract  from  a  speech 
of  Mr.  Bayard,  a  man  of  eminent  ability,  a  republican,  a 
patriot;  and  he  (Mr.  H.^  believed  that  the  sentiment 
would  and  ouAt  to  have  ita  weight.  It  was  at  a  particu- 
lar period  of  the  embargo,  and  the  remarks  were  mada 
in  the  course  of  a  speech  on  the  questiont  and  In  reading 
this,  he  intended  to  make  no  special  reference  to  that 
portion  of  the  Union;  they  had  a  right  to  express  what 
they  felt;  he  merely  referred  to  it  as  illustrative  of  the 
principles  of  our  Government  In  tiie  course  of  that  gen- 
tleman's remarks  on  the  repeal  of  the  cvdnrgo  law,  1^. 
Bayard  said  as  follows: 

*■  Wc  all  know  that  the  oppoiitian  to  the  embarn  in 
the  Eastern  Statea  is  not  nie  tipporition  of  a  poutical 
party,  or  of  a  few  (Kscontentcd  men,  bat  the  resistanee 
of  the  people  to  a  measure  which  tfiey  feel  as  oppressive, 
and  regard  as  ruinous.  The  people  of  this  country  are 
not  to  be  governed  by  force,  but  by  affection  and  confi- 
dence, it  is  for  them  we  legislate;  and  if  they  do  nut 
lilce  our  laws,  it  is  our  duty  to  repeal  them." 

"  If  they  do  not  like  our  laws,  it  is  our  duty  to  repeal 
themi"  so  said  be,  (Mr.  B.)  It  waa  rMit  and  proper  that 
the  other  member*  of  the  Union  mould  respect  thdir 
feelings,  nay,  even  their  prejudices.  Suppose  that  our 
Government  had  pursued  a  different  course;  had  steadily 
refused  to  repeal  the  embargo  law;  had  determined,  in 
the  Unguage  of  tiie  present  day,  to  nuke  an  experiment 
to  test  the  strength  of  the  Union ;  and  that  our  follovr-citi- 
zena  of  the  East  should  have  been  coerced  at  the  point 
of  tlie  bayonet;  what,  in  all  probability,  would  have  been 
the  consequence^   He  believed  thet«  would  have  been 


bloodshed,  and  that  the  consequence  would  hare  been  a 
dissolution  of  the  Union;  and  that  the  prospect  ofji  free 
Government  would  have  been  destroyed;  that  all  the 
Statea  of  the  Union  would  have  become  separate  Gov- 
ernments, and  civil  war  would  have  resulted.  The  cala- 
mitous consequences  which  would  result  from  a  dismem- 
berment of  the  confederacy,  none  could  doubt;  each  of 
the  great  diviRlon%  seeking  to  strengthen  themselves 
against  the  ^gretwma  of  the  othen,  would  give  laige 
powers  to  their  Bxecolive  nuUiarities,  which  would  most 
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probftbl/  temiimte  in  the  citablishiiient  of  a  nuntary 
amotina  in  each. 

PraudaiheTM  of  the  achiemiients  which  had  been 
peribnned  under  the  itu-ipRiis^ed  banner;  proud  aa  be 
was  of  the  atars  and  atripes  which  have  fluttered  in  every 
•ea  and  crery  climej  anxious  aa  he  was  for  the  glory  of 
tiie  country)  yet  God  forbid  that  those  stripes  and  stan^ 
which  had  heretofore  been  the  tallying  point  of  heroiaoij 
should  now  float  over  the  mangled  corses  of  our  bleeding 
countrymen.  God  forbid  that  our  country  should  undergo 
tlus  aad  and  disastrous  rer^duUon;  for  be  beliered,  when- 
erer  that  should  take  place>  not  only  the  liberties  of  this 
country,  but  the  best  uid  brightest  hopes  of  the  civilized 
world,  would  be  destroyed  forever. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUT8EN  aaid,  that  he  asked  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Senate  to  say  a  word,  to  correct  some  mis- 
apprehensions of  the  Senator  frdm  North  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Baowv.]  Sir,  said  Mr.  F.,  I  must  brnve  been  peculurly 
unhappy  in  stating  my  views,  when  the  Senator  under- 
stands  me  to  have  compared  our  Oovemnient  with  the 
Bonuui  provinces.  So  far  from  thia,  T  did,  in  very  explicit 
terras,  refer  to  Borne  by  way  of  grateful  contrast,  not  of 
paralleli  mod  urged,  that  it  was  because  we  were  not  con- 
quered proTinces,but  a  Union  of  free  and  co-equal  Stales^ 
tnat  it  was  because  oars  was  a  peace  and  not  a  war  spirit, 
that  I  woidd  retreat  from  a  custom-huuse  on  land  to  a 
custom-house  on  the  wateri  that  from  a  real  tenderness  of 
shedding  a  brod)er*B  blood,  I  would  go  back  to  the  very 
wall  and  never  strike,  until  forbearance  should  itself  be- 
come treason. 

Agu9,  sir,  I  wis  quite  aa  unfortunate  with  the  honora- 
ble Senator,  when  be  ascribes  to  me  the  notion  that  our 
constitution  was  the  producUon  of  the  people  in  the  ag- 
gregate. I  too  well  knew  the  &ct  to  be  otherwise,  to 
contend  for  such  an  absurdity.  In  adopting  the  eonstitu* 
tion,  it  was  turiited  tiiat  die  people  acted  in  separate 
communities  and  for  the  palpahle  reason  tiiat  they  ex- 
isted in  separate  communities.  But,  inr,  as  matter  of  ar- 
gument, I  endeavored.to  show,  that  sp  far  as  concerned 
the  character  of  the  instrument,  the  extent  of  its  powers, 
or  the  nature  of  the  Government  created  by  it,  it  was 
altc^ther  imnwterial  whether  the  popular  will  was  ascer- 
tained by  distinct  communitia^  by  a  reference  to  some 
^gregate  expresnon  of  tliat  will.  That,  even  granting 
the  largest  demands  of  the  gentlemen  who  press  the  pre- 
tensions of  State  sovereignty,  itwould  not  in  any  measure 
impair  the  strength  of  the  propoution  that  maintains  the 
supreme  authority  of  the  General  Government,  by  the 
nature  of  the  powers  contuned  in  the  grant.  That,  in 
either  view  of  the  subject,  we  must  still  turn  to  the  con- 
stitution as  the  best  expounder  of  itself;  and  if  the  dele- 
gation has  there  been  made, why,  the  chamcter  of  the 
party  to  it  cannot  afi^  the  grant.  After  all  our  ^>ecu- 
lations,  we  are  constrained  in  the  end  to  inquire  what  are 
the  attributea  with  which  the  comtitutim  inveiti  the  de- 
partments of  the  Government. 

One  word,  tir,  on  another  part  of  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor's remarks.  It  regards  an  opinion  that  the  aspiring 
amUtion  of  Bute  sovereignQr  led  to  colfimon  under  the 
confederation,  and  probably  produced  much  of  more  re- 
cent'exdtementa.  niia  opinion,  wtH  Ur.F^  is  not  mine, 
it  belongs  to  history.  No  poUtieal  view  bad  been  uken 
of  the  embarrassments  which  prevailed  during  the  first 
years  of  our  national  existence,  that  ftiled  to  perceive  in 
this  ambition  among  the  State  sovereignties  a  very  fruit- 
ful source  of  our  difficulties.  Sir,  from  the  very  nature 
of  man,  this  must  he  so.  It  was  to  be  expected  that 
Jealouiiea  would  firing  up  between  the  General  Govern- 
ment and  the  States.  Each  moved  In  a  sphere  of  power; 
and  we  know  the  constant  tendency  of  power  to  be  thirst- 
ing after  greater  measure^  and  to  muntain  a  sleepless 
watchfolnesB  towards  M  competitors.  This  vigilance  is 
lalutaty,  when  controlled  by  pindenee  and  principlci  I 


hope  never  to  see  it  relaxed  either  by  the  States  or  the 
United  States.  It  will  preserve  the  functions  of  both  in 
theur  healthful  action. 

I  submit,  therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  the  opinion  of 
State  aspirings  is  not  bo  untenable  as  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator deemed;  and  from  the  sensitivenem  wUh  which  be 
has  met  the  remark,  i  must  think  that  it  has  ilrnck  not 
very-far  from  the  head  <^  the  nail. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  of  Maine,  next  obtained  tiie  floor,  and 
moved  an  adjournment. 

TuMniT,  FiBBUAmv  5. 
THE  REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 
The  Senate  then  resumed  the  considenttioo  of  the  bill 
further  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  the  di|tiet  on  im- 
ports. 

Mr.  HOLMES  rose  to  address  the  Senate.  Without 
prefiice,  be  began  by  reading  the  following  extracts  of  a 
ipcech,1  from  a  vdume  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
which  the  reporter  has  been  lucky  enn^  to  find  by 
seeking  for: 

**  Gentlemen  have  a  wonderful  Acuity  of  denonneinf 
<*  laws  as  unconstitutional.  It  was  to  be  expected  that 
"those  gentlemen  who  regard  their  reputation  as  correct 
"  lawyers,  would  have  deliberated  before  they  decided. 
*■  At  least  it  was  hoped,  ^at,  inasmuch  as  we  have  a  trl- 
**  bunal  competent  to  decide  this  question,  and  that  very 
"  speedily,  gentiemen,  instead  of  ureatening  to  legislate 
"against  the  l«ialation  of  Congress,  would  have  taken 
'*  the  means  to  have  a  decinon  in  the  courts  the  United 
"States.  Are  they  afrud  to  trust  the  federal  judges^ 
*'  Do  these  gentlemen  lack  wisdom  and  integrity.'  Or  ia 
**  it  this  wisdom  and  integrity  which  they  are  afnud  of  * 

"  The  embargo  was  a  measure  called  for '  by  both  par- 
"tiesi  and  the  people  had  rather  bear  it,  hud  sail  is, 
*'  than  that  their  enem^should  be  fed.  But  gentlemen 
<*  threaten  legislative  interference:  and  arc  they  prepar- 
*'  ed  for  thu.' They  mean,  aurely,  by  a  State  lav,  to  repeal ' 
*'  the  embargo  and  enltHce  the  repeal  agunst  the  offieen 
"  of  the  General  Government.  This  is  coming  out.  If 
"  they  are  in  earnest,  I  like  tUii.  You  have  talked  long 
"etiougfa.  We  begin  to  doubt  your  nerve.  Your  rich 
"men  have  probably  made  op  their  minds,  as  well  aa 
"tiiose  of  desperate  fortunes.  They  probabh[  undcr- 
"  stand  the  meaning  of  the  word  revoluticm.  liiey  have 
"  probably  thou^t  where  they  ahall  be  when  dw  wheel 
"stops."  • 

This,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  from  aipeech  of  a  member  of  the 
Senate  of  Massachusetts,  made  nineteen  years  sgo.  I 
knew  him  well,  sir;  perhaps  not  so  well  as  I  oug^t  o 
have  done)  but  I  know  that  his  sentiments  were  then 
mine.  Upon  these  principles  I  came  into  public  life,  and 
iritb  them  I  will  go  out  of  it.  There  is  no  myiteiy  or 
concealment  about  them.  There  can  be  no  mistake  aa 
to  what  die  speedi  meant.  He  who  made  it  waa  a  man 
who  spoke  right  on,  and  generally  called  thin|;alv  thmr 
right  names.  These  principles  were  mine,  str,  twen^- 
five  years  ago,  and  they  have  continued  to  be  so  ever 
since.  I  have  gone  on  in  the  same  way  of  reasoning  and 
acting  to  thia  day.  Sometimes,  to  be  sure,  I  have  waked 
up  and  found  that  I  had  a  strmnge  bed-fellowi  bn^  if  wo, 
be  has  crept  into  my  bed,  and  liot  I  into  his. 

The  Senator  fron  Kentucky,  and  the  Senator  fitm 
North  CaroUna,  [Mr.  Bibb  and  Mr.  Bnowv,]  had  both 
intimated  that  they  are  members  of  the  gmt  rt^ublieaa 
party.  Mr.  H.  said  be  hoped  that  they  md  not  mtendto 
intimate,  by  this,  that  others,  who  <tisagree  with  them  on 
the  question  now  before  the  Senate,  do  not  belong  to  the 
republican  party.    The  principles  which  he  had  just 

*  F.xtractcd  from  the  speech  of  Jobb  Houns,  deliv- 
ered in  the  Senate  of  Massachusetts,  in  January,  1814. 
SeeNilcs's  Bcgister,  vol.  5.  sup.  p.  ISO^ 
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quoted,  at  leai^  thought  republican  when  delirera], 
bv  the  republican  minority  of  the  Legislature  of  Maisa- 
diusetts,  and  approved  aa  Mich  by  the  republican  majori- 
ty here.  Theie  were  the  principlei,  ne  repeated*  on 
which  be  came  into  public  lin^  and  on  which  he  intended 
to  go  out  of  it. 

Mr.  H.  said  be  had  hoped  that,  in  the  discuBBion  of  this 
question  here,  there  would  have  been  no  allunon  to  the 
(Ud  partiea  and  party  devices.  He  legretted  there  had 
been  any.  But  nnce  they  bad  been  alluded  to,  he  would 
say,  that  if  his  principles  advanced  in  1814,  in  the  Legis- 
lature of  Hassacbusetts,  that  tliera  is  a  supreme  tribunal 
that  has  a  right  to  decide  definitively  ana  efFectively  all 
questions  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  the  State  Governments,  are  not  republicui  now,  they 
were  not  tiien,  and  theadnuiustralion  that  earned  on  the 
war  with  Great  Britain  was  not  a  republican  administra- 
tion. If  the  ar^ments  of  the  honorable  Senatoiv  were 
to  prevail  with  him,  they  would  but  convince  him  of  his 
having  been  under  a  strong  delusion.  He  bad  thought, 
all  along,  that  this  Government  wasa  monument  of  human 
wisdom;  he  had  admired  iu  strength  and  its  beauty,  and 
its  foundations  as  firm  as  the  everluting  hills.  But  now, 
it  seemed,  from  the  arf^umenta  of  geouemen,  that  he  had 
labored  underan  hallucmation*  andtbat  what  be  had  sup. 
posed  to  be  a  st^le  Government  was  a  crumbling  mass, 
tottering  to  its  ruin,  fidling  apart  under  its  own  cumbrous 
weight.  Under  the  inBuence  of  such  representations,  he 
ssid,  he  felt  gloomy  and  heavy  of  heart.  Have  I,  said 
he,  been  deluded  or  not  in  this  matter?  Is  there  any  ef- 
fective  power  in  this  Government  to  maintun  itself,  or  is 
it  to  be  subjected  to  the  power  of  iu  members?  This 
was  tbe  question  now  to  be  decided)  he  regretted  the 
neceiMty  of  trying  it  at  thii  time,  but  it  could  not  be 
avmded. 

Before  lie  proceeded  further,  Mr.  H.  said  lie  must  re- 
quest the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wilxivb]  to 
exonerate  him  from  the  charge,  in  supporting  the  bill 
which  that  gentleman  bad  brought  in,  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  following  too  otHKquiously  in  the  train  of  the  Exe- 
cutive recommendations.  He  should  expect  from  the 
liberality  tbe  honondjlegentlei^an,  tliat  lie  would  give 
bim  an  official  eertificate  that  be'  had  not  heretofore  too 
zealously  supported  the  present  administration.  He  (Mr. 
H.)  had  reason  to  believe,  indeed,  that  the  Prendent  of 
the  United  States  had  no  great  affection  for  him;  not, 
perhaps,  so  much,  for  instance,  as  ought  to  exist  between 
a  man  and  the  partner  of  his  joys  and  sorrowst  and  per- 
bapa  (said  Mr.  H.)  upon  the  whole,  there  is  not  much 
love  loit  between  us.  But,  sir,  I  do  love  my  countryi 
and  ance  she  ha^  against  my  will,  made  him  her  agent 
to  execute  tbe  fanra,  I  am  disposed,  Uiough  I  nay  regret 
the  ej^icncy,  to  give  him  all  the  power  that  is  necessary 
to  carry  that  purpose  into  effect.  U  was  my  wish  to  have 
conferred  tbe  trust  which  he  holds  elsewhere;  upon  one 
who,  when  be  got  power,  would  not  stretch  it  to  the  ut* 
moM  fimdt  of  iti  but  the  neople  had  made  another  the 
executor  of  the  laws:  and,  if  not  be,  who  is  to  execute 
the  laws?  I  repel  the  suggestion,  (said  Mr.  H.)  from 
trhatever  quarter  it  comes,  that,  because  I  maintain  that 
tbe  laws  are  to  be  executed,  I  have  turned  about,  or 
changed  my  principles. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  H.  said)  had 

Sioken  very  well  of  the  principle  of  the  military  being 
ways  subor^nate  to  the  civil  authority.  Mr.  H.  sgrMo 
with  him  most  cudially.  But  when  the  civil  authta^ty 
itself  is  reristed,  to  call  tbe  military  toits  aid  is  defending 
and  maintaining  the  civil  authority.  The  authority  of  the 
United  States  (said  he)  is  that  which  we  represent  here; 
and,  if  it  be  reusted  by  any  spurious  authority,  it  is  then 
our  duty  to  sustain  it  by  whatever  measures  may  be  ne- 
cessary. In  reply  to  thequestion  asked  by  the  same  gen- 
tlemM,  wlf  Iber  tlw  Senate  wen  wiHuig  to  extend  the 


executive  power,  Mr.  H.  said,  that  the  great  danger  from 
tbe  executive  branch  of  the  Government  waa  ita  urcqion- 
nbilityt  and  it  would  be  recollected,  that,  in  tbe  matter 
of  removals  and  appointments  to  office,  when  he  and  hia 
friends,  who  were  opposed  to  the  extenuon  by  constmc- 
tion  of  the  executive  power,  were  demrous,  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  and  his  friends,  to  inqiure  into 
tbe  cause  of  tbe  removal  of  competent  officer^  tbqr 
were  not  permitted  by  tbe  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
and  his  fnends  to  do  soj  because,  forsooth,  the  President, 
in  removing  them,  had  acted  upon  bis  high  responribifity. 
It  was  not  a  little  singular  that  those,  who  then  contended 
that  the  President  was  subject  to  no  responttbility  but 
his  own  unbounded  discretion,  should  now  be  round 
trembling  with  apprebenMon  at  the  idea  of  trusting  bim 
with  any  ^scretion  whatever. 

Without  IVirther  preliminary,  Mr.  H.  sud,  be'would 
eome  to  the  question  in  controversy,  which  hecoimdered 
to  be  this,  and  plunly  this:  In  tbe  conflict  of  power  be- 
tween the  United  SUtes  and  any  nngle  State,  who  is  the  - 
final  and  effectual  umpire?  What  authority  can  decide 
when  these  disagree,  and  make  its  deciuon  efTbctiHtl? 
Had  he  stated  the  question  Airly?  Yes,  he  said,  that 
question  must  come,  and  there  was  no  going  between  it; 
no  inteimedbrte  eonne  hy  wMch  it  eoatd  oe  escarped. 
The  constitution  has  estwUdied  no  umpire  for  sueh  s 
case;  and,  when  the  conflict  comes,  the  question  must  be 
decided,  who  is  tbe  final  power  to  judge  it?  My  ground 
is,  then,  said  Mr.  H.,  that  this  power  must  of-neceauty  be 
vested  in  the  Government  of^  tbe  United  States;  not  in 
the  Executive,  but  in  the  whole  Government;  and  that  it 
must  have  the  power  to  execute  its  deciuons,  or  else  it  is  a 
nullity.  How  then  did  tbe  case  now  stand?  Tbe  power 
of  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States  to  lay  impost^ 
it  was  weU  known,  was  an  exclusive  power.  The  States 
were  prohibited  the  exercise  of  it  without  the  assent  of 
Congress.  If  the  power  exists  at  all,  it  is  exclusive  in 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Now,  he  asked, 
the  power  being  granted  to  the  United  States  and  pro- 
hibited to  the  States,  can  tbe  States  contrd  the  exerdse 
of  it?  .MK  H.  went  on  to  srgue  that  H  could  not  be  a 
concurrent  power.  Noreoulditbeanaltemate  power,  that 
may  be  exercised  either  by  the  General  or  the  State  Gov- 
ernments. Suppose,  he  aud,  that  the  United  States  were 
to  arrest  a  man  for  treason,  convict  and  hang  him  for  re- 
sisting the  laws^  it  would  be  a  very  useless  thing  for  a 
State  Government  to  take  up  the  case,  and  determine  to 
un-hangthe  man;  at  least,  iftheydid,  it  would  be  of  very 
little  use  to  the  dead  man.  llie  power,  being  in  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States^  nmat  be  an  exchiuve  pow- 
er, the  exercise  of  which  no  State  bad  a  rigbt  to  obstruct. 
Now,  Bud  Mr.  H.,  comes  the  issue.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States  have  passed  certain  revenue  laws;  they 
hare  been  acted  upon,  adjudged  to  be  constitutional,  and 
have  been  executed  by  toe  Executive.  South  Carolina 
sava  they  are  unconstitutional,  and  has  passed  laws  intend- 
ed to  repeal  them  or  make  them  inoperative  within  her 
limits.  Tbe  auestion,  then,  has  arisen,  ^all  tbe  laws 
of  South  Carolina  succeed,  or  those  of  tbe  United  States? 

Passing  by,  for  the  present,  tbe  doctrine  of  peaceable 
nullification  of  the  laws,  Mr.  H.  said  he  would  see  if  he 
could  not  understand  some  of  the  doctrines  which  had 
been  advanced  in  regard  to  social  and  political  compacts. 
If  be  understood  gentleman,  their  meaning  was  that  a  so- 
cial compact  is  oncwbtcli  may  be  enforced;  a  political 
compact  one  which  may  or  may  not  be  enfbrced.  To  be 
a  litue  more  explicit,  he  must  g*  back  to  his  schodbi^ 
days  for  an  analogous  distinction — that  between  perfect 
and  imperfect  obligations.  Those  who  have  read  Vattel 
and  Faiey  know  that  a  perfect  obligation  mutt  be  enforc- 
ed, and  an  imperfect  obligation  ma^  or  may  not  be  per- 
formed, atpkasore.  The  only  question  to  be  determmed 
is,  whsthsr  the  conrtitution  of  the  Ui^d  States  be  the 
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one  or  the  other  of  these.  I  imnt,  aud  Hr.  H.,  upon  ita 
obligfttotT  cbarecter,  and  its  power  of  enforcing  its  oifn 
Mithorityi  that  it  ta  a  perfect  compact,  a  locial  conuwct, 
a*  geotlcinen  call  it.  My  ayWonm,  then,  ii  thia:  that  a 
perfect  obUgatioD  may  be  enforced  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed in  uw  compact;  that  the  Umted  Stated  consti- 
tution 'm  a  perfect  obligationi  and. that  it  may,  therefore, 
be  enfbrccatn  the  manner  prescribed  in  tbe  compact.  If 
I  do  not  proTc  all  this,  nr,  then  my  doctrine  must  fiUl  to 
the  ground. 

Now,  «r,  here  is  a  case.  The  United  States  passed 
certain  revenue  lavs,  which  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
annuls.  If  the  United  State*  have  the  power  to  pass  the 
rerenae  laws,  the  nullify!  n|f  laws  are  nullified.  Uw  mi< 
nor,  in  Itui  proposition,  depends  upon  tbe  fiwti  and  prin- 
«ples  out  of  which  the  constitution  arose.  He  should 
attempt  to  show,  first,  that  the  United  States,  at  the  time 
of  adopting  the  constitution,  had  power  to  g^nt  to  a 
General  Goremment  tlie  right  of  ultimate  decision;  sec- 
ond, that  the  States  intended  to  do  it;  third,  that  they 
did  it;  and,  fourth,  that  thev  hare  always  wnce  acted 
up  to  this  iirtention.  He  would  pledge  himself  to  nuke 
taeie  pfopositioni^  if  he  could,  what  is  sorereignty? 
There  is  bat  ooe  absolute  lovereign— tbe  fiorereign  of 
the  Universe.  No  State  is  sorerc^,  cxeept  in  respect 
to  other  States.  Every  nation  that  gorems  itaelft  under 
what  form  soever,  without  dependence  on  a  foreign  pow- 
er, is  sovereign.  Can  the  Government  enforce  obliga- 
timuupon  the  pe<^lc  of  this  Union'  When  sovereignty 
is  vested,  it  b  rt^bed  with  tbe  right  to  govern  tbe  people 
over  whom  it  acta.  If  tbe  people  diqHiaed  of  a  part  of 
their  soverewnfy  to  •  oertun  body  of  men,  th^'  made  a 
grant  at  will,  which  they  can  resume  whenever  they 

ftlease.  The  gnuit  to  a  certain  body  of  men  of  ezcluuve 
erislative,  judicial,  and  executive  power,  is  a  grant  at 
wUl,  accordH^  to  our  Declaration  of  Independence.  The 
power  that  gives  tha  sovereignty  can  tau  it  back;  but 
where  sevenu  States  concur  to  grant  a  sovereignty  for 
the  eemmon  benefit  two  or  three  of  the  partiea  cannot 
withdimw  it  without  the  assent  of  the  whole.  He  did  not 
care  whether  tbe  States  or  the  peo{^  made  thof^nt. 

Tbe  inquii^  whether  tbe  States  or  tbe  people  inadc  th^ 
grant  is  entirely  bc»de  the  question.  Suppose  Great 
Britain  made  the  constitution  for  us.  Tbe  question  would 
be,  what  is  it'  Does  it  vest  in  the  United  States  sove- 
reign powen^  whether  expreidy,  or  by  implication 
That  the  powers  given  by  tbe  constitution  arc  sovereign^ 
there  is  no  doubt.  Hie  powers  Jo  make  peace  and  war, 
to  coin  money,  &c  are  atttibutea  of  sovereignty.  Two 
or  more  Slates  may  grant  to  a  common  Government  alt 
their  legislative,  jutucial,  and  executive  powers.  This 
would  be  a  grant  of  their  whole  sovereignty.  Consc* 
quentiy,  they  might  grant  certain  defined  powers,  and 
this  would  be  a  grant  of  a  portion  of  tlieir  sovereignty. 
Those  prineiplci  by  no  means  adnut  the  inference  that 
the  people  tw  n  State  may  reserve  federal  sovereignty. 
Two  or  more  States,  then,  as  they  have  tbe  power,  may 
vest  in  a  common  Government  the  right  to  define  its  own 
limits.  He  would  admit  that  where  the  majority  of  the 
people  ctnild  decide,  tbe  Government  would  become  con- 
solidated. But  tlut  consolidation,  in  this  case,  would  rC' 
suit  in  despotism,  he  would  not  admit.  The  federal  pow- 
er, so  far  from  tending  to  consolidation,  held  the  popular 
power  in  check. 
This  .was  a  most  happy  frame  of  Government.  Tbe 

n Hilar  power  held  the  federal  power  in  check,  and  tbe 
eral  power  checked  the  popular  power.  He  need  not 
go  beyond  these  walls  for  an  lUustratioa  of  this  position. 
Can  the  majority  of  tbe  people  of  the  United  States, 
without  the  coocurrence  of  the  States^  as  States,  cany  a 
measurer  Certun^  not.  Look  at  tbe  &ets  of  the  case. 
He  would  iOostrate  it  by  a  few  examples.  Fourteen 


of  the  whole  population  of  die  United  States,  can  defeat 
any  measure  of  the  House  onieprcsentatives.  Tliirteea 
States,  in  population  somewhat  below  a  fourth  of  tbe 
wluA*  population  of  the  United  Sttfes,  or  even  twelve 
States^  with  a  populaticm  butalittle  above  one-third  of  the 
whole,  may  defeat  tay  federal  law.  How,  then,  can  tbe 
popular  branch  carry  any  measure  they  please,  andpro- 
duce  a  consolidation  of  power?  Buttliiawasnotall.  Tbir* 
teen  States  could  always  check  the  whole  populai^wwer 
in  the  appointment  of  judges,  for  the  judges  were  creat- 
ed by  the  federative  power.  The  States,  lots  were  rep- 
resented in  the  electoral  colleges.  No  Gavemment  un- 
der heaven  was  so  capable  as  this  is  of  protecting  the 
rights  of  the  minority.  If  each  State  bad  an  equal  vote, 
tbe  Government  would  be  merely  fedentive;  and  if  the 
House  of  Representatives  had  aH  tbe  legislative  power, 
the  Government  would  he  consolidated;  but  it  was  nei- 
ther federative  nor  consolidated.  The  federative  in  the 
Senate,  and  tbe  popular  power  in  the  House,  checked 
each  oUier,  and  Uiere  was  a  third  compound  power  in  the 
Executive  which  checked  both.  Never  was  power  in  any 
Government  so  well  balanced.  Yet  we  are  told  that  we 
must  go  b«rond  this  power,  to  asecrtain  whether  Stsle 
rif^ts  have  been  violated  here  or  not. 

Having  shown  that  the  States  could  form  just  such  a 
Government  as  we  have,  the  next  question  was,  did 
th^  design  to  form  ill  If  they  did  not,  then  thev  de- 
ceived the  people,  or  the  people  deceived  themselvea. 
What  was  the  old  confedetatiqii  called  ?  "Alca|[tte  of 
perpetual  union,"  not  a  Government.  The  constitution 
was  called  the  coostitutioa  of  the  United  States:  that  a 
constitution  of  GovernmenL  Each  State,  under  the  old 
confederation,  retained  its  sorereignty,  freedom,  and  in- 
dependence; and  every  ^ower,  jurisdiction,  and  right, 
which  is  not  by  the  confeoention  expressly  delegated  ta 
the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled.  Under  the 
constitution,  the  powers  not  delegated  to  the  Uutcd* 
States  by  tbe  constitution,  nor  piobibited  by  it  to  the 
States,  are  reserved  to  tbe  States  respectiveljr,  or  to  tbe 
people.  Tbe  old  cqnfederatiM  bad  lepslattve  but  not 
executive  and  judicial  power.  He  appcded  togentlemen 
to  say  whether  the  eomititntien  was  formed  for  any  other 
purpose  but  to  create  a  sovereiro  power.  It  bestowed 
on  the  General  Government  all  the  attributes  of  sove- 
reignty, and  it  begins  "  We,  the  people  of  the  United 
StateS)  in  order  to  form  a  more  perfect  Uiuon,"  fcc. 

llr.  H.  then  compared  tbe  constitution  of  the  Uiuted 
States  witii  Ibatxf  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  to  show 
that, 'in  title,  and  in  the  clausei  conferrii^  ju^cial,  exe- 
cutive, and  legislative  power,  they  bore  a  strong  resem- 
blance, and  had  the  same  object  in  view — the  creation  of 
a  sovereignty.  In  each  case,  tbe  framera  seemed  to 
tliink  they  were  d<nng  the  same  sort  of  buMneas;  making 
a  compulsory  power  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  obedi- 
ence to  tbe  constitution.  Was  it  to  be  believed  niat  the 
Slate  constitutions  were  to  be  enforced,  and  tbe  federal 
constitution  to  be  observed  or  not,  at  pleasure?  Tbe 
constitution  of  South  Carolina  is  the  Government  of 
South  Carolina,  and  that  of  the  United  States  is  tbe  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  There  is  nothing  in  tbe 
constitution  of  the  United  States  which  authorizes  the 
supposition  that  laws  made  by  tbe  United  SUtes  can  be 
resisted  by  any  other  power.  The  preMUnptioo  is,  that 
the  same  power  which  has  legislative  authority  basnlso 
the  authonty  of  adjudication}  ud  that  the  same  Goven- 
ment  that  makes  the  Uwa  can  alone  repeal  them;  and, 
iurther,  that  even  the' same  bnmcb  of  tbe  Qovemmenl 
which  makes  can  unmake  a  law,  unless  otherwise  provid- 
ed for.  In  the  esse  of  war  and  peace,  a  peace  may  b« 
made  by  the  Preudent  and  two-thirds  M  the  Sonntc, 
though,  to  declare  war,  the  whole  concurrent  legislatiTS 
authwity  is  neceasat>-.   Ordinarily,  the  power  that  make 


Slates  of  tlua  Uwoo,  in  population ftlittle  above  one-lbiutb|  is  ^  only  powtt  that  cut  repeal  alav.   Would  it  not  be 
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ID  anomaly  in  legiilation,  if  one  power  could  nuke  ft  Uw. 
ind  a  portion  of  that  power  repul  it.'  Soutik  CmdiM  is 
but  one  of  the  familjr,  but  leeka  to  eontrtd  the  wbde. 
like  the  old  hdy  in  Dr.  Frankfin's  itotT,  she  does  not 
koaw  how  it  bappeiis  that,  in  all  the  fanufy  quarrels,  die 
is  always  right  and  the  rest  are  always  wrong.  We  have 
a  Legislature,  an  Executive,  and  a  Supreme  Court;  all 
ezenuung  supreme  authority.  If  we  had  need  of  more 
poMtiveproofthat  these  powers  are  supreme,  wehavettin 
the  fact  that  all  State  officers  are  sworn  to  support  thetn, 
Hid  the  State  jitdvei  are  bound  thereby,  in  contravention 
of  State  laws  and  constitutMUU.  Every  judge  in  South 
Carolina  must  swear  this,  notwithatancUng  the  ordinance. 
The  de«gn  of  the  framers  of  the  constitution  was  to 
make  a  common  sovereignty,  as  we  find  by  looking  back 
to  their  correspondence.  Under  the  confederation,  the 
States  were  parttt  and  there  was  no  power  to  compel  a 
refractoty  Slate  to  obey  the  hws  of  the  Union.  Their 
whole  object  was  to  get  this  compulsory  power.  Every 
thiiy  else  was  right,  except  the  means  of  protecting  the 
common  interests. 

The  design  of  the  great  founder  of  our  Government 
was  apparent  from  a  letter  to  a  Aiend  in  Great  Britain,  in 
vhich  be  says,  *i  they  (the  people)  see  the  necessity  of 
ft  general  controlling  power,  and  are  addressing  their  re- 
qKctive  Assemblies  to  grant  it  to  Congress."  Again  he 
am  *■  1  do  not  see  thid  we  can  long  exist  w  a  nation, 
without  lodpng  sunewbere  a  power  which  will  pervade 
the  whole  Union,  inasener^ticamanneraithe  auOoiiUr 
of  the  State  Governments  extends  over  the  several  States." 
We  see  that  be  believed  this  controlling  power  to  be  es- 
sential to  the  preservation  of  our  independence. 

HanngconsKlered,  continued  Mr.  H.,  whether  this  pow- 
er could  be  and  was  intended  to  be  granted,  it  remuned 
with  him  to  inquire  next,  whether,  in  fact,  it  was  granted. 
This  was  a  eonstitutienal  Government,  and,  therefore,  it 
was  sovereign  u  bras  to  all  powers  delegated  to  it  This 
waa  the  general  understanding  the  people;  and  the 
idea  of  nullification  and  reserv«l  rights  was  almost  every 
where  ridiculed  by  tbenh  In  a  Tennessee  newspaper  he 
had  seen  a  story  which  he  would  relate.  A  law  of  that 
State  respecting  marria^,  required  the  publication  of 
the  banns  some  time  previous  te  the  marriage.  The  time 
ft|)peared,  too,  very  long  to  one  indindual.  and  he  deter* 
mioed  to  oppose  the  hw  and  set  himself  down  on  bis  re- 
served rights.  The  Uw  did  not  pn^bit  marriage,  which 
would  be  flatly  unconstitutiotwl,  but  it  delayed  it,  and 
tberefim  was  in  a  measure  un«mstitutional.  He  accord- 
i^Iy  nulUitcd  and  disobeyed  the  Uw.  If  we  refer  to  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Federal  Government,  we  shall  be 
satisfied  tbftt  they  bftve  all  the  essential  attributea  ^  sove- 
reign^:  they  were  the  powers  of  taxstion,  war,  treaties, 
eoin,  commerce,  domiun,  dlegtanee,  (viz.  tresMO,)  and 
natundization. 

What  attribute  of  aovereigntv  was  more  essential  than 
the  right,  in  some  manner,  to  utermine  defioitirely  and 
effectually  its  ownliautsf  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  BiBft]  sud,  as  he  understood  him,  (he  was  sorry 
that  he  was  not  present  to  say  whether  correctly  or  not,) 
that  the  SaprcmeCourtoould  judge  onlyin ju^cial  cases, 
and  not  in  political  eaaea.  But  were  not  controrernes 
between  States  political  cases? 

The  judicial  power  extends  to  all  cases  in  law,  ariunff, 
&c.,  and  the  cases  are  describedt  one  case  mentioned  is 
that  of  controverues  between  States.  A  sovereign  State, 
itb  saU^  must  not  be  drawn  to  the  feet  of  the  Federal 
Government;  but  in  [a  case  involving  political  power,  tiie 
Supreme  Court  mast  adjudicate  upon  iL  What  case  oon- 
troverted  between  States  was  not  a  political  case,  except 
tboee  merely  of  meuin  and  (uiua^  Questions  arising  rela- 
tive to  foreign  ambassadors  are  also  political  cases. 

The  power  might  be  htuablittg  to  the  pride  of  the 
Stftteih  but  it  was  essential  to'the  Gcnenl  Gortrnmeu^ 
VO&.  IX— 33. 


and  was  intended  tobe  given  by  the  framers.  The  largo 
and  proud  States  n^i^t  seek,  with  more  confideneo' 
than  the  smaller  end  weaker  States,  to  destrtty  this  power. 
How  would  Rhode  Island  and  Delaware  fare  if  the  Gen- 
eral Government  could  not  protect  their  rights  in  eoatro* 
versies  with  more  powerful  neighbors?  He  should  think 
that  no  small  SUte  would  ever  consent  to  this  doctrine. 

No,  air,  it  is  the  rock  of  their  political  salvation.  H« 
would  warn  them  to  ding  to  it.  Whenever  the  judkiaiy 
should  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  dedding  controvert 
lies  between  the  United  States  and  a  State,  the  great 
SUtes  would  eat  up  the  little  onest  gentlemen  might  de- 
pend upon  it.  All  the  quarrels  between  the  General  Gov- 
ernment and  the  United  States  had  or^nated  enth  the 
large  States.  The  State  of  Virginia,  in  1798,  passed  her 
famous  resolutions,  goings  great  length;  a  little  too  fart 
travelling  in  the  road  ^  nulUfieation.  What  did  Maasn* 
cfausetts  say  on  that  occasion?  [Hero  Mr.  H.  read  tbo 
resolutions  passed  by  the  State  of  HaasadiuietU  relating 
to  the  proceedings  of  Virginia.} 

Fennsylvania  had  a  dispute  with  the  General  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  of  the  Olmstead  case.  Well,  Fenn- 
svlvania  is  a  large  State;  she  kicked  up  her  be^  and 
there  was  an  application  made  to  the  nulituy  power. 
Gen.  Brif^t, 

**         With  his  ten  tiwusand  men, 
**  Mardi'd  up  the  hill,  and  then  mareli'ddowD  Sfun." 

The  mardwl  veiy  peaceably  executed  his  proeepti. 
Then  that  State  applied  to  the  other  SUtei^  saying  that 
there  must  be  some  other  tribunal  to  decide  cases  of  this 
description,  instead  of  the  federal  court.  Virpnia  re- 
plied that  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  was  tiie  con- 
stituted tribunid,  and  that  no  better  could  be  fbund.  How 
did  Hassachuaetts  act  during  the  time  that  the  embargo 
law  was  in  force  >  She  was  tor  declaring  tiio  law  tinaoB- 
ttitutional,  and  reallv  did  so.  Fenns)'lvftidft  and  Virgtnit 
joined  in  that  c^Hitton.  The  large  Stfttea  vcro  tlwaTB 
troubkaome  to  manwe.  They  would  wnz  fiint  ud 
kick. 

It  was  believed  by  the  frame rs  of  the  constitution  that 
there  would  be  some  danger  of  the  larger  States  impo^ 
ingupoo  UwamftUa*,  andtharefiire  mode  it  e  ine  mo 
tion  that  in  the  Sonato  .eeeh  State  sboukl  be  roprosairtod 
equally.  What  would  Netr  Jersey  do  in  a  controversy 
with  New  York?  Though  she  ndgbt  have  with  Iter  tJ- 
ents  such  aswe  hsdseen  exhibited  herein  tUs debate,  she 
would  be  obliged  to  yield.  If  there  were  no  supremo 
tribunal,  the  nch  and  powerful  States  would  oppreao  the 
smaller,  who  would  stand  no  chance  witti  theral  IW 
Urge  ones  would  cat  op  the  small  ones.  How  woidd  it 
be  with  respect  to  DeUware  and  Pennsylvania  if  there  waa 
no  common  tribunal.'  Little  DeUware  would  fight  hard, 
but  invMn.  How  would  It  bo  witii  Rhode  lalanduid  Mm- 
sachusetts?  l*be  amaU  State  would  bo  obliged  toyieU  to 
the  large  one. 

The  Senator  fi^m  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bi>a]  had  sud  that 
no  process  could  be  devised  to  compel  s  sovereign  Sbrte 
to  yield  to  the  judgment  given  in  fiivor  of  nnoUttf  «m- 
reign  State.  He  thought  be  was  Uwy  w  enoi^  to  devfM 
a  process  to  make  Maaiaohaaetta  come  into  eourt  and  an- 
swer to  Rhode  Island.  (Here  Mr.  B.  named  the  various 
processes  that  would  be  neceMsry  to  effect  that  object.] 
Ves,  he  could  put  the  little  State  of  Rhode  Island  in  such 
a  pontion,  tha^  if  MassachoaeUs  were  to  attempt  to  d»> 
turb  her,  die  nugbt  double  her  fist  and  si^,  Toudt  mo 
if  you  dare!"  In  giving  this  great  power,  ho  adn^ted 
there  is  much  danger,  but  not  so  much  as  may  appear  at 
first  sight 

The  power  must  be  vested  somewhere,  .and  where  ebe 
can  it  be  vested?  If  we  give  any  power  at  all,  we  most 
giveMimiehasUnveninthUlnll.  ItwosaUcUMidocI 
power,  he  adnttlaa»  but  not  man  birih^hndod  thu  Ih^ 
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power  tMumed  by^a  State  to  nullify  the  Uwi  of  the  Fed- 
cTil  Government.  LceiilBtiTe  power  wu  not  in  w  mueh 
dMOft^  of  hting  mbiuedM  wu  power  Tated  m  the  binda 
of  the  ExecutiTC-  This  bill  gwe  to  the  Preudent  all  tiie 
ppver  whkih  the  circumstanceB  exacted,  but  it  grm  htm 
no  more.  He  wu  never  too  much  disposed  to  give  power 
'  to  a  Frendent,  and  to  thU  Preudent  he  would  not  give  It 
qtute  so  soon  as  be  would  to  any  other.  The  remedy 
i^prdnst  the  abuse  of  power  was  here;  and  the  construe- 
tKHi  mf  Government  itself.  The  House  of  Represent- 
atives If  only  elected  fitr  two  years,  when  they  must  be  ac- 
countable to  their  eonsthuenta.  Senators  are  elected  for 
MX  years,  when  they  must  answer  to  their  States  for  the 
share  they  have  taken  in  the  federal  administration.  In 
both  branches  there  is  an  equal  responaibifity  to  the  body 
politic.  Tlie  President  hhnself  u  also  responsible  to  the 
people,  acting  through  their  representativest  and  in  con- 
sequence of  these  securities  the  danger  of  the  abuse  of 
power  was  venr  much  diminished.  After  all,  if  a  State 
conceived  itself  to  be  injured  by  any  »buK  of  power,  it 
had  the  ngbt  to  appeal  to  the  good  sense  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  could  appTy  for  an  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion. Then,  after  that,  came  the  last  remedy — revolution. 
If  the  whole  people  were  to  depraved,  so  corrupt,  and 
so  bent  on  oppression,  that  there  was  no  hope  of  any  re- 
dress, then  the  only  remedy  was  revolution.  But  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  bad  put  an  extreme  case,  a 
case  which  was  not  even  to  be  supposed;  one  which  the 
framer*  of  the  constitution  never  bad  contemplatedt  but 
still,  if  such  case  should  ever  occur,  then  the  remedy 
must  be  revolution.  It  had  been  said  there  was  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  the  investment  of  this  power  in 
the  hands  of  tbe  E«<utive.  But  it. speared  to  him  that 
wheo  the  gentlemen  who  made  this  observation  were 
stickling  andnst^giving  the  Preudent  these  powers*  after 
what  they  bad  dose  in  former  instances,  they  were  stnun- 
inr  at  a  gnatJJid  swallowing  a  camd. 

If  tbe  people  made  the  constitution,  or  if  they  adopt- 
ed it,  the  secesBon  of  a  State  was,  in  bis  opinion,  impos- 
sible, because  the  laws  of  the  Vnited  States,  made  under 
that  constitution,  are  binding  on  every  citizen  of  every 
State.  All  owe  allc|^aoce  to  the  U^ted  Slates.  Hew 
was  it  posMble  for  an  individual  to  go  off>  to  seceded  He 
miebt  go  and  expatriate  lumaelf,.but  he  could  not  ^ 
OR,  anayet  remain  in  the  Uniont  he  could  not  remain 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  Statea,  and  yet  be 
out  of  the  operation  of  tbe  federal  power.  He  jnight  go 
away  from  toe  shorea  of  tbe  Urated  States,  but  he  coiud 
not  otbetwise  secede.  And  die  Statea  stood  in  the  same 
eonditirai.  Both  States  and  iodindnabatood  on  tbe  same 
gnuod.  If  hs  ma  not  right  in  bis  comrietion  that  tbe 
uhimate  detemdnation  at  power  was  in  the  Uidted  States, 
ha.WDuldaskT-wbere.isit?  It  is  somewhere-  Where? 
If  there  be  no  power  any  where,  why  then  it  existed 
nmrikere,  and  tbe  question  could  not  bt  decided.  Tbe 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  insisted  that  the  power  did 
not  e^Bt,  although  it  waa  right  before  lus  eyes.  It  was  a 
coMBon  tUngiinr  a  man  to  ssnune  bis  conckuions  first, 
and  to  look  for  hia  prenUsea  afterwards.  But  it  must 
have  been  luvd  work  ior  the  gratlemao  to  deny  the  ex- 
istence of  a  power  which  was  staring  him  in  tbe  fitce. 
There  are  socfariaos  of  all  kinds,  who  lay  down  their  con- 
cttidws  first,  and  then  look  about  for  their  premises  to 
sustun  them.  There  was  a  preacher  of  that  Kind  in  bis 
wta&o»  of  the  countnr,  who  weukl  alwaya  begin  with  his 
eoadunons,  and  work  up  to  hia  premises.  On  one  ocea. 
mm  he  took  for  his  text  a  sentence  of  Thonias,  and  eq- 
dewned  to  expound  it  on  hisokl  priaople.  He  labored 
on  for  some  time,  becoming  more  and  more  per^ilexed 
as  be  proceeded,,  and  concluding  in  the  midst  of  mist  and 
conftiBOn,  leaving  his  congregation  about  as  ignorant  of 
hismaaemg  as  he  himself  waa.  One  of  his  auditon^  after 
theooMkmoBfif  tUa Mnna^  took  ooauiaato  ^peak  to 


him,  and  to  suggest  that  he  seemed  to  have  boggled  a 
little  in  his  discourse,  and  waa  not  qidte  to  himd  as  usuaL 
Why,  sMd  he,  I  thought  I  had  made  a  Teiy  exeeUcnt  ar- 
gument, a  very  good  argument,  indeed,  from  my  texti 
but  between  you  and  me,  I  would  rather  Thomas  had 
never  «aid  it.  So  it  was,  he  presumed,  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky:  that  gentleman  wasao  perplexed  by 
the  reading  of  tbe  constitution,  that  he  wtwed  the  coa- 
stitution  had  never  ssid  it. 

Suppose  that  tbe  Pedersl  Government  were  to  penwt 
South  Carolina  to  carry  her  point,  and  to  have  tbings  jusi 
as  she  denred.  The  principle  being  extended  thus  &r, 
where  would  tbe  Government  stop?  South  Carolina,  he 
would  suppose,  had  made  her  regulations  to  admit  goods 
into  her  ports  without  the  pa^rment  of  duty.  In  reference 
to  commerdal  advantage,  this  would  at  oace  destrc^  the 
equalitv  between  the  States-  South  Carolina  would  ex- 
clusively enjoy  the  benefit  of  this  reguhtion,  to  the  in* 
jury  of  all  the  others.  On  tlus  principle  any  State  may 
nuflifV  tbe  laws  of  tbe  Union.  Suppose  that  Rhode 
Island  had  adopted  a  proviuon  that  no  law  of  the  United 
States  wtuch  did  not  adopt  the  principle  of  the  protective 
system  should  be  considered  as  constitutional,  on  the 
ground  that  the  principle  of  protection  is  recognised 
by  tbe  constitution.  Sne  has  the  same  ri^t  as  South 
Caro^na  to  adopt  nulMcation.  And  suppose  that  Sooth 
Carohna  should  declare  that  no  law  should  be  constitu- 
tional which  adopted  the  principle  of  protection.  These 
conflicting  opinitma  of  the  States  would  place  the  Fede- 
ral Government  in  a  poation  where  its  action  is  sure  to 
be  wrong.  If  a  law  should  be  passed  to  protect  goods. 
South  Carolina  would  oppose  it.  If  any  such  law  should 
be  repealed,  Uie  repeid  would  be  opposed  in  Bhode 
Island.  Each  State  would  seat  henev  cm  her  rcsemed 
rights,  and  would  set  the  kws  of  the  General  Oovem- 
ment  at  de&mce.  So,  if  the  State  of  Hississippi  should 
take  it  into  her  head  to  seat  herself  on  her  reserved  rigtata 
in  reference  to  tbe  freedom  of  the  navigation  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, she  might  defy  the  Umted  States  mlh  the  same 
proprie^.  Suppose  tfiat  Indiana  was  to  adopt-  the 
principle  that  haa  been  already  by  some,  thatshe  nad  an 
exclusive  ru^t  to  the  public  lands  witiiin  her  linutst  and, 
actii^  on  thi\o[nnion,  was  to  pass  a  law  declaring  that 
none  of  the  titles  granted  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment were  good.  She,  seating  herself  on  her  reserved 
rights,  might  also  cause  some  trouble  and  confiuion. 

Again:  suppose  that. tbe  State  of  Mmne  should  assert 
that  all  the  fisheries  on  tier  coast  belong  exduavely  to 
her,  and  that  the  vessels  of  no  other  State  have  a  right  to 
fidi  tberet  and,  further,  tiiat  the  State  of  Peonqrlniua 
should  inrist,  that  by  the  laws  of  nature  and  of  God,  erety 
man  is  entitled  to  the  privilege  of  freedom,  and  that  ta> 
law,  no  provision  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States^ 
could  sanction  slavery,  and  should  priweed  accordingly 
to  oppose  the  bws  on  this  subject.  He  (Ur.  H.)  would 
ask  gentlemen  to  apply  this  doctrine  that  a  State  can  de- 
cide for  itself,  and  nullify  a  law  of  Congress  and  the  cod- 
stitution,  and  leave  tiiem  to  say  in  what  a  atuatimi  thw 
would  find  thcansdves.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  disturb 
that  deheate  question,  nor  to  pravofceany  discussion  fhn 

Sntlemen  whose  sibtation  rendered  thmn  so  aenritive  oa 
e  subject. 

If,  indeed,  we  were  not  to  hold  tether,  he  would 
ask  in  what  contUtion  the  shive-holding  States  would  be? 
It  is  not  a  very  eaqr  thing  to  prove  that  a  State  has  a  right 
to  judge  for  Itself  how  &r  it  is  bound  to  obe^cnc^_  aad 
that,  on  the  contrary,  individuals  have  not  tiwt  ^jj^* 
two  cases  rtmning  paiallel  to  each  other.  Waalie  (Mr* 
H. )  to  reason  himself  into  the  behef  that  he,  as  a  commu- 
nity belonging  to  one  State,  bad  a  ri^t  to  resist  laws 
which  others  obeyed,  and,  judging  for  buBself,  place  turn- 
self  upon  his  reserved  rigto^  And  suppose  that  a  claae 
offaidMdiMkilioaUbcioand  cinyfaigovttha  • 
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-still  more  awful  extent,  H  qiigtat  be  prodacliTe  of  effects 
«t  which  be  did  not  dare  to  gunce.  Ther  would  be  most 
borrifle,  but  not  so  horrific  as  the  ideft  that  thb  eonstitu- 
tioa  should  be  broken  up  at  tiw  wiU  of  ai^  one  of  the 
States.  What,  be  would  ask,  had  been  our  constmctim 
of  the  constitution^  He  had  endesTored  to  riiow,  in  the 
Brat  place,  that  the  people  of  the  States  coald  form  a 
constitution,  and  pwe  to  the  States  sufficient  power;  Sdly, 
diat  they  so  desig:ned;  and.  3dly,  that  they  had  done  it. 

He  Would  now  ask  what  had  been  the  optniona  of  the 
lai^  Statas  as  to  the  powers  of  the  General  Ooreminent? 
At  the  very  first  sesHon  of  tiie  first  Congress  titis  power 
WBs  assumed  in  the  mat  judiciary  bill  for  a  final  deter, 
aunation  of  all  questions  between  the  United  States  and 
n  State.  The  35th  section  of  tfiat  bill  had  been  a  stand- 
ing law  through  all  the  different  adnunistrations  of  the 
Gorermnent.  It  was  paased  in  the  Senate  by  a  rote,  of 
14  to  6 — South  Carolina  voting'  unantmoosly  in  its  ^tdt; 
And  it  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  witfiout  a  di- 
tmoB.  No  attempt  ^tn  made  dnrii^  the  whole  diacus- 
■on  of  tiiat  bm  to  strike  tout  the  S5th  seetion  of  it,  which 
has  been  a  atanding-  law  ever  since.  It  vrsa  considered  as 
the  Aett  anchor  of  the  constitution,  that  whi^  was  to 
hold  ua  toeetber  eventually  tbrouj^  all  the  storms  of  po- 
litics whidi  night  occor.  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Hamachusetta  Uled  in  dieir  powerfiil  attempts  to  resist 
tiie  constitutionality  trf*  thia  section.  Why  had  not  the 
•eetion  been  repeated,  if  it  was  so  unconstitutional?  Con- 
gress dsred  not  repeal  it,  fbr  the  repeal  of  that  section 
would  break  up  the  Union. 

It  had  been  asked  what  was  the  necessity  fi»r  this  bill? 
What  had  Soutii  Carolina  done?  He  could  only  answer 
that  she  bad  done  this,  she  had  done  nothing  more  than  to 
repeal  our  laws,  and  to  make  it  highly  criminal  to  execute 
them.  She  bad  repealed  them  in  many  points,  as  he 
showed  by  a  Teference  to  her  acta,  and  rite  had  also  done 
m  few  other  tlungs.  She  had  rused  an  Ttav  to  carry  on 
m  contest  against  the  United  States.  This  waa  easily 
rtown.  She  liad  raised  an  army  to  enforce  the  execution 
of  her  own  Uws,  which  have  repealed  the  taws  of  the 
United  States)  and,  in  dang  this,  had  the  not  nused  an 
army  to  carry  on  a  contest  with  the  United  States  ?  It  was  a 
direct  aggrnmon.  He  would  adapt  the  law  precisely  to 
meet  the  ease.  The  State  of  South  Carolina  would  hare 
no  good  reason  to  eonmUn  If  the  penalties  prescrUied  by 
thelKWioftbe  United  Staleafervit^ngtiieirlaws  were 
no  greater  than  those  which  she  has  enacted  for  a  vioh- 
tionofhers.  There  could  be  no  great  cruelty  in  this 
course.  Mr.  H.  thenreadthefinesandpenaltiesimposed 
by  the  acts  of  South  Carolina.  He  stated  that  the  General 
Government  was,  by  Uie  provtHtms  of  these  laws,  placed 
in  a  situation  where  Ae  waa  ohUged  to  le^date  so  aa  to 
neet  the  whole  ease. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  a^  that  Hm  Federal 
Goreroment  bad  been  unjust  to  South  Camllna.-  This 
word  brought  up  the  whole  question.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  do  injustice  to  any  one,  nor  did  he  bcltere  tiiere 
was  any  ground  for  the  declaration  that  ^ere  had  been 
any  thing  unjust  done  to  South  Carolina.  We  had  also 
been  toM  by  the  aame  gentleman  that  we  must  forgive  as 
we  hope  to  be  oanelvea  forgiven.  But  it  ou^t  to  he  re- 
membered  that  for^veness  must  be  preceded  by  repent. 
aaee.  Now  South  Canfma,  instead  of  exhibiting  any 
■igna  of  repentance,  had  set  herself  in  am^  i^nst  the 
United  States.  And  the  Federal  Government  would  set 
a  bad  eomple  to  the  other  States,  if,  without  refKntance 
on  the  part  of  South  Carolina,  they  must  forgive  tUs  hos- 
tUi^.  Asthe  case  nowstinds^  the  whole  oondBatioammit 
come  from  one -aide, 

Kr,  I  have  date,  conthmed  Ur.  tt.  [looking  on  the 
portnit  of  Washingtw,  at  the  left  of  the  door.]  That 
pmnH  oapix  not  to  be  herof  it  ia  a  emel  admonltkm 
upoDO^  wno  hate  Injected  to  codBieli  and  a^egarded 


his  precepts.  It  was,  you  recollect,  difllcult  to  gain  ft 
admission.  You  first  placed  it  over  the  clock  yondefj 
there  it  was  looking  down  upon  revc4ving  timet  it  wm 
pale,  languishing,  and  I  ttioq^t  it  wept.  It  seemed  to 
be  reflecting  upon  the  changes  of  tiw  last  thtrta  years. 
It  was  removed,  and  placed  over  the  PrttUen^s  chdrt 
still  it  cast  a  mebtncholy  look  at  the  clook.  At  length 
you  have  shored  it  away  to  tiie  left.  I  don't  complai^- 
a  fit  emblem  of  our  abandonment  of  his  principles.  I«ook! 
his  lips  appear  to  move,  and  he  seems  to  say  what  he 
once  Defore  said — 

"  The  uni^  of  Government  which  constitutes  you  one 
people,  is  also  dear  to  you.  It  is  Jnstly  sot  fiw  it  ia  a  loain 
pillar  in  the  c£fiee  of  jrour  real  uidq»ettdeneei  the  sup> 
port  of  your  tranqailli^  at  home,  your  honor  ahroadt  of 
your  safety,  of  your  prosperity,  of  that  very  liberty  wludk 
you  so  highly  prize.  But  aa  it  is  eaqr  to  foresee  tibat,  from 
different  caoses  and  from  different  quarters,  much  pains 
will  be  taken,  many  artifices  emplc^ed,  to  weaken,  hi 
your  minds,  the  conviction  of  thia  truthi  u  this  to  the 
point  in  your  politieal  fortre«  against  whidi  the  bstteriM 
of  intermd  and  external  enemies  wUR  be  most  constantiy 
and  aetirelr  (though  often  covert^  and  in^ioualy) 
directed,  it  U  of  infinite  mcHnent  that  you  should  properiy 
estimate  the  immense  value  of  your  National  Union  to 
your  collective  and  individual  happinesst  that  you  should 
cherish  a  cordial,  habitual,  and  immovable  attachment 
toStf  accustoming  youraehrcs  to  speak  of  it  as  the  palla- 
diom  of  your  political  safefar  and  pro^wHyf  watching 
for  its  preservation  with  jcaloua  anme^t  dlscoantenane- 
ing  whatever  may  suggest  even  a  auspicion  that  it  can  fn 
any-event  be  ^Huidoned,  and  indignantiy  fVownlng  upon 
the  firat  dawning  of  any  attempt  to  aKenate  any  pimon 
our  country  from  the  rest,  or  to  enfeeble  the  sacred  ti^ 
which  now  link  together  the  various  parts." 

And  fortiier  to  add: — O  my  children!  was  It  fbr  tiiis  I 
endui%d  the  privations,  sufferings,  and  dangers,  which 
gave  you  national  existence?  Was  it  for  Qm,  tlut  I 
watched  over  your  infiint  days  irith  a  parent's  soKd- 
tude?  Was  it  for  this,  I  marked  your  growth  to  man- 
hood with  a  parent's  partialis?  Oh,  what  a  fiital  lesson 
have  you  given  to  the  friends  of  liberty  a.id  human- 
ity throughout  the  w<n>ldl  Sir,  I,  who  have  flitted  like 
the  bird  mm  spray  to  spray,  sometimes  Isughing,  some- 
times  weepings  sometimes  plsyii^  widi  the  flowen  «f 
&ncy,  and  now  and  then  reasomng,  must  whid  off  at  last 
somewhat  "in  the  glooms."  I  cannot  endure  the  reflec- 
tion that  this  fiiir  and  perfect  fabric  of  human  wisdom,  so 
fwr  and  perfect  that  we  would  almost  ssy  "the  hand  that 
made  it  is  divine,"  should  so  soon  dissolve,  and,  "like 
the  baselen  fiibric  a  vimm,  leave  not  a  wreck  bdund.** 
The  tho<^^t  ia  hotrific!  Can  it  be?  I  cannot  give  it  upi 
I  will  nourish  and  cherish  it,  aa  a  fHead  on  his  bedltf 
death.  I  will  watch  its  departing  spirit  with  the  most 
anxious  solicitude,  and,  if  I  can,  will  lure  it  back  to  UJiif 
and  af^er  it  is  finally  gone,  I  will  observe  its  remains, 
and  cast  a  longing,  lingering  look  on  each  form  and  fea- 
ture) impress  them  upon  my  heart,  and  stamp  them  up- 
on the  tablet  of  ka^  memoryt  and  I  would  cherish  them 
as  the  memorv  of  joys  that  are  past,  "  pleasant  and  pain- 
ful to  the  soul."  No,  nr,  I  mil  not  dopaifi  I  wiU  b^ 
even  against  hope.  Why  should  I  dtotnist  a  kind  and 
benignant  Providence  who  plinted  us  here,  and  has 
reared  us  up  to  what  we  are?  I  will  believe  that  Ha  who 
has  so  of^n  made  bare  his  arm  in  defence  of  the  ia^t 
liberties  of  our  country  mil  pardon  and  protect  us  stiUi 
that  Hx  who  has  so  long  held  these  stars  In  bis  own  rivbt 
band,  and  walked  so  long  hi  the  midst  of  these  his  gtMen 
candlesticks,  will  be  our  "  cloud  by  day  and  pillar  of  fire 
by  nMf  to  guide  and  direct  us  in  the  patii  of  constttn- 
tionalfivedom. 
Hr.  TTLEB  then  obtuned  the  floor,  but  gave  waj  to 
Mr.  BROWN,  wbo  ttipUiied,  ^  be  had  never  de- 
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ued  the  coMtitntiooali^  of  the  3S\h  Bectiont  nor  defend' 
•dnalGflcation. 
A^Jonmad. 

WnvMSAT*  FBBairAmT6. 

PRESIDENTIAL  ELECTION. 
Mr.  GRUNDT,  from  the  joint  cotnn^ttee  tpp<dnted  to 
ateertaln  and  report  the  mode  of  examining  the  votes  for 
Pretident  and  Vice  Pre«dent  of  the  United  States,  re- 

{lorted  a  resolution,  fixing  on  Wednesday  next  ai  the  day 
or  counting  the  voUtn,  when  the  Senate  will  attend  the 
Bouse  for  the  puroote  of  wi.tnening  Uie  ezaniination  of 
the  Totea.  The  boar  appointed  for  the  proceeding!  ia 
1  ^eloek.    The  rfeaolution  was  agreed  to. 

HOUR  FOR  THE  SPECIAL  ORDER. 
The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Wilkivs,  to 
change  the  hour  fiv  calling  the  qiecial  order  from  one 
o'clMk  to  twehc  o'dock  every  day  being  taken  up. 

Mr.  SMITH  opfiosed  the  rescdution.  because  tt  would 
preclude  the  posaihility  of  acting  on  vmif  piiTite  billa  of 
great  importance  to  individuals. 

Mr.  WILKINS  sud,  his  reason  for  offering  the  motion 
was  obvious.  The  bill  standing  as  a  spedu  otder  was 
by  farUie  most  unportant  bill  of  the  session,  and  his  ob- 
ject wu  to  an  hour  in  the  morning,  as  almost  every 
Senator  would  be  anxious  to  deliver  his  lentimenta. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  seconded  the  views  ofthe  Senator  from 
'  Pennsylvania.    Be  saw  no  hope  of  getting  through  the 
debate  on  this  bill,  unless  the  motion  ihouH  be  adopted, 
before  the  end  ofthe  next  week. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 
Mr.  WU^INS  asked  for  the  yeaa  and  nays,  which 
were  ordered,  and  stood  at  fidlows: 

TEAS.— Hesm.  Bibb.  Chambers,  Clay,  CUyton,  Foot, 
Forsyth,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Smith,  Tyler,— 11. 

NAYS.— MesM^  Bell,  Black,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Ewing,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hofanea,  Kane,  Knight, 
Naudain,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Runles,  Spranie,  Upton, 
White,  WUkina,  Wright— 21. 

The  reaohition  was  then  agreed  to. 

CUMBERLAND  ROAD. 
'    Mr.  BUCKNER  then  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  for  the 
cwitinuation  of  the  Cumberland  road  fnm  Vandalia  to 
Jefferaoni  which  was  agreed  to — Yeas  15,  nays  10: 

The  Question  being  on  a  motion  by  Mr.  BENTON,  to 
amend,  by  inserting  the  words,  *«to  provide  for  the  further 
nnennon  ofthe  road  to  the  mouth  ofthe  Kansas  river." 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  ordered,  the  question  was 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative — Yeas  9,  nays  20. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  Jef- 
ferson," &e.  and  to  insert  the  words  *'to  some  pmnt  in 
the  State  ofMisKuri." 

The  amendment  wai  opposed  by  Mr.  BUCKNER  and 
Mr.  HENDRICKS,  and  was  finally  rejected. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  without  amendment.  The 
''■f**!.*/'^  **!5"  ordered  on  the  engrossment  of 

the  biH,  and  the  question  being  taken,  it  wu  decided  as 

filllOWST 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner.  Chambers,  Clay, 
Dill^  Ewing.  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane, 
Fomdexter,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sprarue.  Tip- 
ton, Tomltnson,  Wilkins.— 18.  p 

NATS — Messrs.  Bell,  Kbb,  Brown.  Foot;  Forsyth, 
Bin,  King,  Knight,  Milter.  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss 
Hives,  Smith.  Tyler,  White— 16. 
So  the  hill  was  ordered  to  be  engnwed  for  a  third  reading. 
LOUISVILLE  AND  PORTLAND  CANAL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  eonnder  the  bill  to  au- 
thorize the  purchase  of  the  private  atockintbe  Loubville 
and  Portland  Canal 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  gave  an  exporitton.  at  some  length. 


of  the  views  which  operated  on  the  committee,  and  in- 
duced them  to  report  the  bill. 

Sfsne  debate  took  place,  in  wUcb  Mr.  SMITH.  Mr. 
DALLAS,  and  Mr.  POINDEXTER  took  part)  when,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Ull  waa  Ud  on  the  table  for 
the  present 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to 
provide  further  for  the  collection  of  the  duties  on  im- 
ports. 

Mr.  TYLER  benn  by  saying  that  many  of  his  friend* 
here  had  advised  him  to  remain  silent  on  this  occasion. 
He  duly  appreciated  the  feelings  which  governed  them. 
He  well  knew  the  situation  in  which  he  stood  both  here 
and  elsewhere.  He  koew  that  he  had  formidable  oppo- 
nents to  encounteri  that  the  slightest  expresnon,  ahbougfa 
uttered  "trippingly  on  the  tongue,'*  waa  but  too  apt  to 
be  turned  to  his  disadvantage,  and  might,  in  the  end, 
prove  &tal  to  lua  interests.  He  had.  however,  resolved 
to  pume  the  path  of  duty,  and,  disreganUng  all  pertoi^ 
connderations,  to  step  forward  the  advocate  of  the  poli- 
tical doctrines,  to  the  mMntenance  of  which  his  life  had 
been  devoted.  He  might  be  called  ra^  and  preapitate. 
Be  it  so,  sud  Mr.  T.t  I  came  into  political  Ufe  the  advo- 
cate of  certain  great  principles,  which  I  cannot  and  will 
not  abandon;  and  if  those  principles  were  to  be  yielded, 
I  should  take  my  departure  fVom  Ac  Senate  with  only 
one  regret,  which  would  be,  that  my  State  should  have 
surrendered  the  position  she  had  always  maintuned,  and 
relinquished  those  doctrines,  on  the  maintenance  of  which 
I  bebcve  the  safety,  the  hberty,  and  enduring  hapfM- 
ness  of  the  country  mwnly  depended.  If  I  could  hesitate 
aa  to  my  course,  now  that  the  storm  is  raging,  the  liattle- 
ments  rocking,  and  our  institutions  trembung  to  their 
foundations,'!  dinuld  be  derelict  to  my  highest  duty,  and 
recreant  to  the  grfatt  trust  ecmftded  tome.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  dust  of  the  mfUt  must  be  the  breath 
of  my  nostrils." 

I  shall  enter  upon  the  task  before  roe,  by  remarking, 
that,  through  all  time,  and  in  alt  countries^  and  under 
every  form  of  Government,  there  had  ensted  two  great 
parties;  the  one  advocating  unlimited  power  in  Govern* 
mcnt;  the  other  jealous  of  powes)  and  watchful  of  lis 
aberrations  or  excesses.  All  history  verified  tUs  mnarkf 
no  matter  what  the  form  of  Government.  No  matter  bow 
despotic  or  tyrannical,  the  despot  has  his  flatterersi  the 
tyranny  has  its  supporters,  and  the  bloody  sceptre  ita 
agents  and  worsluppers.  1'he  throne  is  looked  upon  aa 
an  object  of  idolatry,  and  the  monarch  regarded  aa  the 
immediate  vicegerent  of  the  Almighty,  to  touch  a  hair  of 
whose  head  is  saOrilwe  against  the  Lord's  anointed. 
That  other  pvty,  which  has  the  bt^nefs  to  maint^ 
popular  ri^ta,  is  most  cmnmonly  the  weakesti  It  baa  fear- 
ful odds  to  encounter.  I'he  power  of  Govemmenti  ita 
splendor,  which  is  but  too  apt  to  dazale  the  eye  and  mit- 
lead  the  judgment;  its  patronage — all  constitute  fomu- 
dable  and  almost  unconquerable  opponents.  But  there  ia 
another  almost  as  great]  its  prevalence  is  felt  particulariy 
with  an  agricultural  comniunity,the  ess  nurfisiof  mankind; 
that  disposition  fbr  tranqnillity  and  repose  wluch  ia  often 
not  overcome  until  the  hour  mr  action  has  pasMdi  and 
but  too  often  happens  that,  when  the  slumber  ia  brokeD, 
the  chains  are  so  nveted,  and  the  limbs  so  manacled,  that 
all  hope  of  effectual  renstancehas  vanished. 

U  IS  not  a  matter  of  astonishment  that  these  pemicioas 
influences  riiould  have  exerted  their  tway  in  our  own 
vored  land.  We  felt  the  influence  of  thi«  division  of 
parties  during  the  revolutimai^  war.  We  had  then  the 
whig  party  and  the  tory  party.  The  tory  had  6xed  his 
gaze  on  the  English  diadem,  and  was  daziled  and  blinded 
by  the  rays  which  issued  frtun  it.  He  thought  on|y  otthK 
power  wUeh  had  protected  the  colmuea  in  their  infimejr. 
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He  renented  the  Und  in  whose  boiom  reposed  the  re- 
meiiu  of  hn  ancestors,  and  regarded  the  Government  of 
Great  Britun  as  standing  out  Irom  aaudst  the  Governments 
of  the  woridt  the  moel  Ace  and  the  etrangeiL  These 
fieellngs  and  theie  ties  made  tiie  toriei  of  the  revolution. 
For  one,  T  am  wiinng  to  concede,  that,  however  miiguid- 
cd,  many  of  them  acted  under  their  strongest  conceptions 
of  duty.  They  had  been  taught  from  uieir  in&ncy  to 
cbaunt  '*  God  save  the  King,"  and  to  celebrate,  by  festi- 
vals,  the  birthday  of  thnr  sovereign.  For  my  part,  I 
eanfindinmyhearta  gn^«f  charity  even  towards  these 
mbg^ded  men. 

When  it  became  necessary  to  form  constitutions  for  the 
WipeetiTe  States,  we  find  that  there  were  manjr  vho 
■DUgfat  to  nnke  Government  strongt  to  impart  to  it  ener- 
gy, m  order  to  keep  it  from  bring  destroyed  by  those  for 
whose  exclusire  benefit  it  was  fonnedt  without  recoUect- 
ing  that  man,  when  invested  with  authority,  b  the  most 
dangerous  animal  to  his  spedes.  When  I  reflect  upon 
tiie  course  of  human  affairs,  the  unliappy  influences  which 
are  felt  under  all  Govemmients,  and  under  all  systems,  I 
am  almost  led  to  doubt  whether  nations  are  caiwble  of 
profiting  by  experience.  The  past  has  e»sted  in  vain. 
History  displays  its  page,  but  the  blood  upon  it  frightens 
not.  Governments  have  flourished  and  decayed,  and  yet 
Uie  monitory  lessons  which  they  teach  us  are  utterly  for- 
gotten. 

I  pass  on  to  the  eonriderstion  of  die  state  of  parties 
whicn  e»sted  in  the  convention  -which  formed  the  present 
Oovemment  of  the  United  States.  In  that  convention 
there  were  three  partiesi  at  the  head  of  one  stotA]  Alex 
ander  Hamilton;  the  second  was  composed  of  the  depu 
lies  from  the  larae  States;  and  the  miwHe-sized  and  small 
BUtes  composed  the  third,  who  did  not  agree  with  the 
Senator  Mwne,  [Mr-HoLUKs,]  but  saw  the  necessity 
of  giving  a  federd  dumcter  to  the  Government,  or, 
nore  properly,  of  preserving  that  ehsracter,  without 
which  the  small  States  would  be  crushed,  or  become  but 
tributaries  to  die  large  ones.  Every  body  knew  that 
Alexander  Hamilton  was  the  advocate  of  a  monarchical 
Government.  He  proposed  a  Governor  for  life,  seeking 
to  recommend  bis  qrstem  by  tlie  use  of  titles,  with  which 
the  people  were  fimuliar,  and  a  Senate  for  Vfe.  He  had 
no  beritation  in  avowinr  his  beKef  that  the  Britirii  Gov- 
ernment fbrmed  a  model  worthy  all  acceptation,  and, 
to  use  his  own  language.  <*  the  necessity  of  esUbliilnng  a 
Government  which  would  annihilate  the  State  distinctions 
and  State  operations."  I  do  not  wish  to  be  considered  as 
speaking  in  reproach  of  the  memory  of  that  great  man, 
who,  during  hu  day,wss  the  idol  of  tlie  then  predominant 
party,  and  whose  pohtical  opinions  are  still  considered  as 
tiie  ibibboleth  of  the  true  fsith.  For  vigor  of  intellect, 
be  bad  no  superior.  I  believe  that  his  purposes  were  all 
honest  I  and,  for  the  boldness  hf  his  determination  In  the 
pursuit  of  his  objects^  his  name  is  proverbial.  I  speak 
only  of  his  acts,  avouched  as  they  are  by  the  journals  of 
the  convention.  It  is  net  necessary  to  sdd  that  his  scheme ' 
met  with  but  few  supporters,  and  that  he  and  tliey 
promptly  threw  themselves  into  the  ranks  of  the  second 
puty,  which  advocated  a  Government  almost  as  strong, 
and  equaDy  destructive  **of  State  distinctions  and  State 
opcratKms*'— the  national  party.  At  the  bead  of  tiiat 
party,  or  among  its  most  prominent  members,  stood  the 
late  Edmund  Itanddph,  Of  Virginia.  1  knew  him  well, 
sir.  He  had  fbr  a  short  time  the  direction  of  my  studies, 
before  I  attained  the  period  of  manhood.  I  cannot,  then, 
entertain  feehn|;s  of  disrespect  to  his  memoiy,  or  be 
eapdili  of  manifesting  any  unkindnesa  towards  him.  I 
would  not  disturb  the  ashes  a£  the  dead,  even  if  I  could. 
Edmund  Randolph  at  that  time  occupied  a  large  space  in 
4ie  public  eye.  He  was  a  prominent  man,  not  only  in  the 
legal  profession,  but  in  the  politiea]  world.  He  ranked 
aOMing  the  fostn&voeatcs  ofhis  day,  and  stood  bl^  >n  the 


public  councils;  but,  so  br  as  the  evidences  of  his  poU* 
tical  opinions  have  come  down  to  us,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  admire  him  as  a  politician.  He  proposed  a  supreme 
national  Govemment,  with  a  supreme  Executive,  a  au- 
j^me  Legiabtore,  and  a  supreme  Jodidary,  and  a  power 
m  Congresa  to  veto  State  laws. 

Mr.  Mai^n,  I  believe,  sir,.wa8  also  an  advocate  of  this 
plan  of  Government.  If  I  &11  into  error  upon  this  point, 
I  can  easily  be  put  right.  The  design  of  this  plan,  it  is 
obvious,  waa  to  render  the  States  nouting  more  than  the 
provinces  of  a  great  Government  to  rear  upon  the  rains 
of  tiie  old  confedency  a  consdidated  Government,  one 
and  indivisible.  This  fllan  held  the  ascendancy  for  a 
time.  The  ^igt  States  were  its  advocates.  New  York 
gave  adivided  vote;  one  of  her  members  saw  but  darkly 
her  immense  resources  Which  were  sooner  or  later  to  be  de- 
.  velnped,  and  which  were  to  entitle  her  to  the  appellation 
of  theEmpireState;  the  other  either  did  not  look  through 
the  vista  into  futurity,  or  reasoned  more  wisely  than  bis  c«- 
lesgue,  that  the  premised  advantages  to  tiie  large  States 
were  altogether  ilhisoty  and  deceptive.  He  probably 
foressw  that  the  weak  would  combine  against  the  strong, 
and  otUo  succeed  in  binding  her  in  the  chuns  of  their 
policy.  The  nationals  shared  tKe  fate  of  the  monarchists, 
and,  in  the  end,  were  entirely  routed,  their  scheme  anni- 
hilated, and  their  party  overthrown.  To  Delavrare,  m 
small  spot,  then,  ss  now,  on  the  broad  &ce  of  the  Union, 
but  exercini^  then,  ss  now,  the  influence  which  talents 
of  the  highest  order  never  fUIs  to  insure,  we  sre  indebt- 
ed for  the  Federal  Govemment  under  which  we  live.  I 

fiay  her  this  encomium  most  willingly;  for  I  conwder  our 
rame  of  Govemment  the  happiest  that  can  be  devised, 
and.  If  properly  administered,  destined  to  elevate  ua  to 
a  height  of  prosperity  which  no  other  people  have  ever 
attained.  Mr.  Di<^inson  seems  first  to  nave  taken  a 
stand  in  ftvor  of  a  Federal  Government.  He  required  the 
deputies  to  look  at  their  instractions.  He  asked  them  if 
they  were  authorized  to  vote  for  a  monarchical  Govern- 
ment, or  for  a  supreme  national  Govemment,  which 
would  trample  down  and  ride  over  the  prostrate  States^ 
No,  they  had  been  sent  there  to  revise  the  articles  of  the 
old  confederation!  to  infuse  more  ardor  and  vigor  into  the 
federal  systemt  to  bresthe  into  it  new  life,  and  to  impart 
to  It  a  new  soul;  to  do  a^l  this,  and  not  to  make  war  upon 
its  very  existence  and  being.  If  the  operations  of  Gov- 
emment are  paralysed,  spniy  the  proper  stimulus  to  pro- 
duce a  healthful  actioa;  if  you  want  a  Supreme  Court, 
create  one  to  carry  every  constitutional  provision  of  law 
into  eflTect;  if  the  requintions  made  upon  the  several 
States  of  the  confederacy  for  their  respective  quotas  are 
disregarded,  apply  a  remedy  to  the  evil;  if  you  want 
money  fbr  the  just  expenses  of  the  Government,  collect 
the  taxes.  Do  all  things  necessary  to  give  renewed  llfh 
and  vitality  to  the  confederation  of  these  States,  but  go 
no  further.  Revise,  but  do  not  change  the  articles  of  our 
copartnership.  Let  us  have  no  monarchical  or  national 
Govemment.  I  makes  Mmilar  requisition  upon  Senators 
now.  The  attempt  is  now  made  to  do  that  very  ttun^ 
which  was  scouted  out  of  the  convention — to  convert  this 
Govemment  into  a  consoUdated  national  Gfnrerament — 
from  a  league  among  Statei^  which  its  term  imports,  into 
the  Govemment  of  a  nngle  itatlon .  I  will  not  fatigue  the 
Senate  and  exhaust  myself  by  reading  those  instructions. 
I  will  content  myself  with  saying  that  they,  each  and  all, 
required  the  formation  of  a  federal  Union  by  an  improve- 
ment of  the  old  articles  of  confederation.  These  msMic- 
tions  constitute  the  source,  the  very  head-spnng  from 
which  this  Government  hss  flawed,  and  bring  into  bold 
relief  its  troe  theory  snd  principles. 

The  old  confederacy  had  been  spoken  of  as  possessing 
no  power:  the  contrary  was  the  fkcti  iu  powers  were 
large  and  eztenrive:  to  declare  wart  to  make  peace)  to 
form  allianccsi  to  make  trcatlcsi  and  the  Congress,  under 
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h,  possessed  miny  of  the  most  important  povers  now  ex- 
ercised by  the  Supreme  Court.  Hany  of  the  proriMOiu 
the  present  conatitutitHi  were  talwn«  alDKwt  Mtdem 
wrMi,  from  the  articles  of  confederation.  The  Senattm 
from  Maine  and  New  Jersey  [Hessrs.  Boucsb  and  Faa- 
inraeuTsnr]  lay  great  stress  upon  the  phrase  "we*  the 
people;"  but  the  obiects  specified  in  the  clause  commenc- 
ing with  those  woroi  are  the  same  which  were  stated  in 
HiA  articles  of  confederation—"  the  common  defence*  the 
yecuri^  of  liberty,  and  of  the  mutual  and  general  wel- 
fare." Why,  sir,  they  are  almost  the  very  words  of  the 
constitution.  I  recommend  it  to  Senators  to  take  up 
those  old  articles,  and  deliberately  compare  them  witK 
the  provisions  of  the  present  constitution.  If  you  will  do 
•0,  we  shall  bear  no  more  of  the  confederacy  not  being  a 
Government.  Sir,  it  carriediuthrougUtfaereTolutionary 
war,  that  darkest  period  in  our  history,  with  the  excep- 
tioD  of  the  present.  The  truth  is,  this  Government  ta 
liQt  an  imprarement  upon  that.  There  every  thin;  wu 
concentred  in  Con^essj  it  constituted  the  ezecutire,  le^ 

S'llatire,  and  judiciary  tribuna).  By  this  constitution 
ose  powers  are  now  more  wisely  distributed  unong  the 
departments.  That  Government  had  no  power  to  lay 
and  collect  a  revenue  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  its 
operations;  to  this,  that  power  is  given.  Under  that, 
there  was  but  one  legislative  branch;  here,'  you  have  two. 
This  Goremment  is  but  a  superstructure  erected  upon 
the  old  confederaqr,  possessing  more  bean^  of  propoi^ 
tion*  more  harmony  of  design,  and  deman^g  of  fore^ 
nations  more  conndence  and  respect.  Let  us  learn  to 
admire  the  beautiful  system  under  which  we  live,  and  not 
Kek  to  convert  it  into  what  it  is  not.  Every  thing,  Hr.  Pre- 
sident, is  running  into  nationality.  You  cannot  walk  along 
the  streets  without  seeing  the  word  on  almost  erety  ngn — 
national  hotels  national  boot-black,  national  blacksmith, 
national  oyster-house.  (Hr.  HANGUM,  in  an  undertone, 
■<  The  new^apers." — Mr,  T.  '*  1  let  them  alone,  no  man 
gets  any  tUng  ny  intermeddling  with  them.  *')  The  Gov- 
ernment .was  created  by  the  States,  is  amendable  by  the 
States,  is  preserved  by  the  States,  and  may  be  destroyed 
by  the  States;  and  yet  we  are  told  that  it  is  not  a  Govern- 
ment of  the  States.  But  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  FaxuvoHOTSis]  will  have  it  that  it  was  ratified  by 
the  people,  and  loutfly  produms  it  to  be  the  people's 
Oovemment.  I  ask,  by  what  people?  'Why,  by  the  peo- 
ple of  the  States.  If  it  bad  been  intended  to  collect  the 
sense  of  a  majority  of  all  the  people  inhabiting  the  States, 
the  moet  unfortunate  mode  of  accomplishing  that  was  de- 
vised that  could  bare  been  thought  of.  The  small  States 
of  Rhode  Island  and  Delaware  had  a  voice  equally  poten- 
tial with  the  lai^  States  of  Massachusetts  and  Vir^nia; 
and  by  the  mode  adopted,  a  minority  might  have  palmed 
the  constitution  on  a  majority.  I  probably  hazard  out  Ut- 
tle  in  nybig,  that  four  of  the  largest  States,  viz.  Hasaa- 
cbusettt  as  ^e  then  was.  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Virginia,  contained  a  majority  of  the  population  of  the 
tiien  thirteen  States;  and  yet  the  ratification  of  nine  States, 
with  a  minority  of  people,  mi^ht  have  adopted  the  consti- 
tution over  the  heads  and  against  the  wishes  of  a  decided 
majority.  No,  sir,  no  audi  design  entered  into  the  con- 
templation of  those  who  fumed  the  Government.  Each 
State  decided  the  question  of  adoption  or  rejection  for 
itself.  Little  Rhode  Island  threw  herself  upon  her  sove- 
reignty, and  for  some  time  refused  her  assent  and  ratifica- 
tion. I  do  not  undertate  the  importance  of  this  State 
because  it  is  of  small  size.  I  feel  an  interest  in  seeing  its 
rights  preserved  and  asserted.  I  was  the  other  day  much 
gntified  when  the  Senabn*  farthest  from  me  [Mr.  Krisht] 
presented  to  the  Senate  an  official  paper  from  the  Execu- 
tive of  that  State,  (the  crcdentiali  ofHr.  Roaaurs.)  The 
paper  was  authenticated  by  the  **  governor,  captain-gen- 
eral, and  commander-in-chief  of  the  land  and  naval  forces 
of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plantations.*' 


These  tities  sound  gratefully  to  my  ears.  They  are  the 
only  tities  worth  preserving;  all  outers  are  idle  gewgawa. 
ToH  sir;  let  **  the  govemw,  captun-general  and  com- 
mander-m-chief  of  uie  State  9t  Rhode  Iskuid  and  Provt 
dence  PlantatMns"  still  preaerve  both  the  title  and  power 
nven  him  by  a  sovmign  State.  I  would  respectfully  aik 
Uie  gentleman  to  draw  a  picture;  I  will  permit  him  to  do 
so  from  the  resources  of  his  imagination,  and  those  I 
acknowledge  to  be  abundant.  WiU  be  embody  forth* 
State  without  peopled  Hie  humoroiu  autbor  of  Doa 
Quixotte  might  do  it,  and  Squire  Sancbo  imgfat  revel  in 
the  fancied  dellgfats  of  an  exalted  swa^.  For  niy  own 
part,  I  can  form  no  idea,  even  the  most  mdistinct,  w  such 
a  shadowy  and  spectral  existence.  A  State  without  peo- 
ple! Why,  gentlemen  might  aa  well  talk  of  a  State  with- 
out land,  'nievery  terms  employed  in  the  conatitutku 
indicated  the  true  character  of  the  Government.  The 
terms  *'  we,  tiie  people  of  the  United  States"  means  no* 
thuw more  or  leiBthan<*we,thepec»le of  tbeStatea united.** 
"rae  pemicioua  doctrine  thatwaa  nriionat  and  not » 
federal  Government  hat  teoeived  countenance  from  tbe 
late  prodamation  and  meiii|;e  of  the  Prendent.  The 
people  are  regurded  as  one  mass,  and  the  States  as  con- 
stituting one  nation.  I  denre  to  know  when  this  chemical 
process  occurred?  When  were  the  States  welded  togc- 
4her  into  one  mass?  Was  it  before  or  nnce  the  renoo* 
tion?  At  what  time  was  Virginia  fused  into  an  integral 
mass  with  the  other  States?  Was  it  when  she  aet  herself 
up  in  oppontion  to  Cromwell,  and  refused  to  recognise 
the  commonwealth;  asserted  her  independence  of  the 
Protector's  Government;  declared  that  the  ligament  which 
bound  her  to  England  was  a  ligament  which  bound  her 
to  the  crown  of  England,  and  that  when  the  bead  which 
wore  that  crown  waa  severed  frmn  the  body,  the  tie  of 
her  all^anoa  waa  also  broken?  Or  wiaitat  tbcaceea- 
non  of  Charles  the  Seccmd,  whenahe  renewed  her  aUep; 
ance  by  and  through  a  resolution  of  her  House  of  Bw- 
gessesf  She  then  acqiured  that  title  which  she  has  borne 
ever  nnce,  "  the  dominion  of  Vii^ia."  Or  did  it  occur 
at  a  later  period?  Was  it  in  1775,  when  she  adopted  her 
SUte  constitution,  and  exercised  complete  and  soverdgn 
power?  Or  did  it  occur  when  the  colonies  then  became 
fl^,  sovereign,  and  independent  States;  united  thor 
common  enerpea  and  naourees  to  make  good  thdr  ded^ 
ration  of  independenoe?  Tins  pontion  would  prove  too 
much:  it  would  go  to  the  extent  of  proving  that  France 
was  also  amalgamated  with  the  States.  She  was  a  par^ 
to  that  war;  a  most  efficient  party.  She  spared  neither 
her  treasure  nor  her  blood.  Her  chivalric  sons  aided  ours 
in  upbearing  the  flag  of  freedom.  The  idea  is  idle*-l  had 
almost  said  absurdp-to  attempt  to  deduce  fiom  auch  m 
source  the  doctrine  that  the  States  formed  one  masib  «w 
nation .  Why,  nr,  soverdgns  may  form  a  let^iM  for  war* 
or  any  other  purpose;  that  league  may  be  moreorleaa 
intimate  acconling  to  its  terms;  a  league  to  preserve  per- 
petual amity  for  the  advancement  of  the  happiness  and 
welfare  of  all;  the  condititms  are  all  subject  to  the  will  of 
the  parties. 

The  conclunon  to  which  this  fiUse  assumption  leada 
that  all  sovereign^  is  vested  in  tUa  Ooveimnent  Ana 
yet  it  is  hut  a  creature  of  the  States— an  emanation  of 
their  will.  It  would,  with  as  much  force,  be  contended 
that  an  ambassador  was  a  aovereign .  The  ambassador  is 
bound  by  his  instructions,  and  are  not  we?  The  moment 
be  exceeds  his  instructions,  his  power  is  annulled-  The- 
constitution  contains  our  instructions,  and,  when  we  ex- 
ceed our  power,  we  are  guil^  of  a  breach  of  trust,  and 
are  responsible  to  our  msstcrs.  What  sort  q{  sover^goljr 
is  this?  If  we  had  Hobbei,  with  his  doctrine,  that  KingB 
reign  by  divine  right,  and  are  the  LonPs  anointed*  to 
help  ui  to  a  source  for  tiie  soverdgnty  of  this  Govern- 
ment, we  should  still  be  puzdcd  to  find  it.  Who  created 
you  a  Government?  Tou  hold  your  oMteacq  at  th* 
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pksnire  of  tbcw  StidcB*  and  yet  are  •orereign  orer  them. 
Thermaystiikeyououtor  esatence  byawordi  demol' 
kh  theeonstitutioiit  iuidsc»tter  itsiraKmeiititotbie  windai 
and  yet  this  Gorernment,  tlw  breath  of  their  noatriU, 
darea  proclaim  itself  the  only  Mverogn,  and  .declares  the 
Mvereignty  of  the  States  a  mere  nonentity.  For  my 
part,  I  utterly  renounce  ttus  doctrine.  It  is  not  only  un- 
true and  illogical,  but  anti- American.  The  great  Ameri* 
can  idea  was,  and  i%  that  aovereign^  reudea  alone  with 
the  people  aiid  that  pabfic  terrapta  are  but  their  jwenls. 

If  die  OovemnKDt  waa  not  aorereiKiit  >t  would  m  dif* 
ABolt  to  eoneeive  how  allegianee  eouid  be  due  to  it;  for 
aUepanee  waa  only  due  to  sovereignty.  There  could  be 
no  allegiance  without  dtizens;  and  t  should  like  to  know 
how  any  one  could  be  a  dtixeD  of  this  Government.  .  I 
have  never  aeen  such  a  citizen.  If  there  be  aoy  such  be- 
im.  I  should  like  to  look  upon  him.  I  am  a  citixen  of 
Vi^iuua.  «id  I  find  in  the  ccHMtUution  a-  jawriiionk  that, 
when  T  wend  nty  way  to  New  York  or  any  other  State,  I 
diould  become  not  a  atizen  of  New  fork  o't  such  othier 
Stete,  but  entitled  **  to  all  the  privileges  and  immunities" 
of  the  citisena  of  that  State.  If  a  ilarylander  comes  to 
*V^ginia  pending  an  election,  he  cannot  vote,  or  be  re- 
turned to  the  Legislature,  because  he  poasesacH  not  the  re- 
qi^riteih  acctvding  to  the  constitution  of  that  State,  in 
refertnce  to  her  own  citizens.  He  may  hold  lands  and 
nay  aUenate  hit  lands,  because  that  is  a  pronri on  in  &vor  of 
the  citiieBt  but  if  the  Legislature  should  enact  a  law  for- 
bidding the  alienation  of  lands,  such  law  would  be  a  rule 
luadingupon  the  dtizcns  of  every  other  State  in  the 
Uuon  nolding  lands  mtbin  her  borders.  The  true  state 
of  the  case  is  this:  It  is  because  I  owe  allegiance  to  the 
8Me  of  Vkpiua,  that  I  owe  obedience  to  the  laws  of  this 
Qwcmment  lljr  State  requires  me  to  render  such  (d>e- 
lUence .  She  haa  entered  into  a  ctnopact,  which,  while  it 
continues,  is  binding  on  all  her  people.  Su  would  it  be 
if  she  had  formed  a  treaty  with  a  foreim  power.  I 
should  be  bound  to  obey  the  stipulations  of  such  treaty, 
because  she  willed  it.  To  ttus  conclusion  we  must  come 
at  last.  It  is  because  I  owe  allegiance  there,  that  I  owe 
obedtenee  here.  It  is  universally  admitted  that  allegiance 
and  protection  are  reciprocal.  I  would  ask,  who  protects 
i^ng^tsof  penonand  of  proper^}  Who  securea  toe 
from  the  prowling  tUef  and  aasasaiu'i  dafEger?  Is  it  the 
Eedcral  Govenunent?  No,  air,  it  is  my  own  State,  whose 
laws  aorround  me  hke  the  air,  anaeen,  unfelt,  but  protect 
me  as  with  a  shield  of  adamant.  What  protection  does 
thia  Government  afford  me?  When  I  go  upon  the  ocean, 
thegreatandecKniBon  highway  ofnationi^  your  maritime  ju- 
riadtetion  ii  with  me.  I  am  not  on  the  nil  of  my  State, 
but  I  am  atin  protected  by  her  agency  and  through  her 
aeanst  for  it  is  by  reaaon-of  the  compact  ahe  has  made 
with  her  co-States,  that  the  power  of  all  is  over  me.  She 
■tipulates  fiir  the  protection  of  her  utizens  under  such 
ciroomatanee^  and  binds  herself  to  aid  in  affording  pro- 
tection to  the  cilazens  of  otber  States  under  nmilar  cir- 
Gumtaacea.  The  mode  in  wtuch  such  protection  shall  be 
affiiRled»  and  the  agenta  to  be  employed  for  accomplish- 
ing i^  are  dengnatedlqr  the  compact  mto  whioh  ihe  haa 
entered. 

The  opponte  inference  which  is  attempted  to  be  drawn 
from  the  mere  &ct  that  this  Government  may  pum^  trea- 
sog.  i%  in  my  opinion,  wholly  fallacioua.  Treason  aninst 
the  United  States  conuats  "  in  wa^png.  war  against  them, 
and  gning  wiA  and  comfori  to  their  enemies^'  war  is  le- 
vied  ^auHt  the  Uwtcd  States^  f«  aid  ii  given  to  their 
eaemiei.  Now  let  me  puta  caae.  Suppma  tlus  feature 
had  not  been  iottoduoca  into  the  constttotiont  waa  it  not 
evident  that  there  would  have  existed  no  power  to  pun- 
ish the  ofience  de^^nated.'  would  any  one  State  have 
had«  right  to  pumahiti  If  a  citizen  <tf  the  Stato  of  Mas- 
aaehuattto  had  gone  into  fwei^  parto,  raisad  force%  and 
mdta  dwcoit  upon  Viv|^^  Ifuiaoliwetti  oouU  not 


have  punished  the  offence^  and  Virginia  could  only  have, 
regarded  the  aggressor  in  the  Ught «  an  enemy,  {uratkal,  * 
predatory,  if  you  please,  sir,  but  still  an  «nemv.  No 
taw  of  treason  could  have  covered  the  caaci  llie  eon> 
cession  of  this  power  by  the  States  waa  indiqiensahly  ne« 
cesssry  to  the  preservation  of  each,  and,  by  necessary  in- 
ference, the  preservation  of  the  Union.  Power  to  punish 
this  c^ence  is  then  given,  uid  properly  g^ven.  But  it 
produces  no  transfer  of  alle^aoce,  no  more  than  a  ri^t 
to  puoiah  piracy  on  the  high  seas.  But  can  thia  Govern- 
ment punish  tteason  against  a  State?  Suppose  a  minority 
oppose  the  authorities  of  a  State  Governmentt  this  may^r 
may  not  be  treason  against  toe  State,  according  to  its  laws* 
but,  as  to  this  Government,  it  is  an  insurrection,  which»_ 
uptH)  demand  made  by  the  constitoted  authoritiea  of  the' 
State,  it  is  bound  to  assist  in  suppressing.  Treason  is  as- 
well  punishable  by  a  Stato  aa  by  tlus  Government!  uid  i^ 
the  argument  pmvea  any  thiM,  it  estahlishei  the  eonelu- 
Mon,  that  the  State  is  invested  with  all  the  attributes  of 
sovereigoty,  and  that  this  Government  is  also  invested 
with  complete  sorereign^t  which  leaves  the  argument 
in  no  better  condition  than  we  found  it;  in  other  wordi^ 
poakes  it  no  argument  at  all.  1  think,  Mr.  President,  that 
it.would  puzzle  the  powers  of  logic,  (andl  am  well  awara 
that  I  shall  be  followed  by  able  logicians  in  this  debate,)- 
to  prove  that  a  State  can  commit  treason.  Against  whom- 
can  die  c<HDimit  treason?  Against  the  United  Statea?  She 
bi^pens  to  be  one  of 'themt  and  I  take  i^  that  it  would 
be  rather  difficult  to  show  how  she  could  commit  treason 
against  herself. 

This  amalgamating  doctrine  is  followed  out  into  most- 
ungular  consequences.  Sir,  it  is  said  that  I  do  not  re< 
present  on,this  floor  the  Stato  of  Vii^inia,  but  the  United 
States.  Slraoge  hallucivtion!  Thia  I  must  connder  aa, 
\ntal  in  its  oonsequeneea.  It  brings  into  queition  the 
great  right  of  instructionsf  for  if  it  be  true,  toe  State  of 
Delaware  baa  as  full  and  abscAuto  control  over  my  actiona- 
as  the  State  of  Virginia.  No,  sir,  I  repudiate  this  doc< 
trinet  I  owe  no  responubility,  politically  speaUng,  else- 
where than  to  ray  State.  And  if  any  Senator  from  that 
State  should  dare  oppose  her  imtmctionsy  I  ndriit  say, 
with  perfect  confidence,  to  quoto  the  remarka  of  one  at 
her  most  gifted  sons,  that  "  if  he  would  not  be  instructed 
in  bis  seat,  he  would  very  soon  be  inatructed  out  of  it." 
This  doctrine  i*  founded  in  agroaa  misconception  of  tho 
nature  and  character  of  out  institutions. 

lam  bound,  aa  the  representative  of  Virginia,  to  ad-. 
Vance  the  interests  of  the  whole  Union,  because,  bydoing- 
so,  I  elevate  her  interests!  to  do  Justice  to  all,  because . 
she  re^uhreait  at  my  handsi  to  resist  even  effort  to  inflict 
injury  upon  any,  because  I  am  inatnieteo  by  Uer  motto, 
** ticumptr  tyramiM,"  to  avoid  iiyustice  uid  to  detest 
tyranny  and  oppresaiont  to  oppose  all  Uws  which  are  of 
a  daogeroua  tendency,  howeva  small  the  minority  in 
which  I  may  stand,  urged  on  and  encouraged  in  that 
course  by  the  moral  to  be  found  in  that  other  motto  to 
which  she  clings,  *' perteemmdo"  By  pursuing  these 
instructions  I  fiufil  her  wishes,  and  contribute  all  that  in 
me  lies  to  the  advancement  of  the  l^pincM  and  prone* 
ri^  of  these  United  Statea. 

Gentlemen  might  say  what  they  pleased,  but  such  doc- 
trines would  convert  the  States  into  mere  petty  corpora- 
tions, provinces  of  one  great  cooaolidated  Government. 
These  principles  jfave  to  this  Government  authority  to 
veto  all  Stato  laws,  not  merely  by  act  of  Congress,  bat 
by  the  swud  and  bi^onet  They  would  pbce  the  Pre* 
sident  at  the  bead  oftbe  regular  army  in  array  a^nst  the 
Stotes,  and  the  sword  and  eannon  would  come  to  he  the 
common  arbitert  he  might  hang  and  quarter  whom  he 
pleased  aa  traitors  or  tranwrcasors  against  the  r^ts  of  the 
great  sovereign  power  of  this  Government.  No  man 
could  be  ao  bund  as  not  to  tee  the  results.  Before  he  in- 
reited  Uie  President  with  the  powers  dumed  for  him,  he 
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would  like  to  know  whether  be  could  do  It  Mrely*  I  ny 
the  Preiidcnt^  not  Andrew  Jaekaon;  I  deal  in  ^neralitieii 
when  I  uk  vhetfier  these  powen  can  BRfely  be  intrutted 
to  the  President.  No  rule  could  be  established  for  their 
exercise  but  the  Executive  will.  If  the  case  of  Georj^ia 
was  presented  to  one  President^  (I  atn  ^lad  that  the  nns. 
nonaries  »re  turned  out,  for  one  refractory  State  gives  us 
entployment  enouj^,)  we  should  hear  of  "superadded 
obugationi^'*  while  under  another  she  might  be  patted  on 
the  DBck*  ud  smiled  upon  graciously,  and  told  that  her 
proceedings  were  not  only  just  but  meritorious.  I  do 
not  mean  to  cut  reproach  on  either  Preudent,  but  I  can- 
not consent  to  live  under  such  a  systemf  it  is  trratioiul. 
Before  wecommit  our  dearest  rights  to  the  Executive  de- 
partmenti  let  us  find  out  some  method  of  caunng  all  our 
PresidenU  to  think  ilike,  and  thereby  prevent  them  from 
bangii^  one  man  and  rewarding  andther  for  the  vety  same 
act  "nie  rules  which  are  nOw  to  govern  us  are  locked 
up  in  the  recesses  of  the  human  hearty  where  no  nun  can 
readthem.  Betterhaveatoncetbe  lawsof  the  Medes and 
Persians. 

In  1800,  all  these  doctrines  were,  as  I  Had  hoped,  put 
down  once  and  forever.  I  had  not  expected  that  they 
would  at  this  time  have  been  brought  into  discus«on. 
For  thirhr  odd  yeui  they  had  been  in  a  state  of  tfffpidi^, 
but  all  of  a  ■odden  they  are  wanned  into  life,  and  now 
bask  in  the  influence  of  the  President's  proclamation. 
Wdl  may  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Houtxs,]  upon 
being  so  suddenly  awakened,  be  astonished  at  his  bed- 
fellows, and  wonder  how  he  has  become  so  thick  with 
them.  It  was  singular,  indeed,  that  the  Senator  should 
be  found  all  of  a  sudden  supporting,  and  I  rewsting,  the 
measures  and  prind[des  of  the  President.  1  have  given 
to  the  administration,  and  am  still  prepared  to  ^ve  to  the 
adminiittition,  as  liberal  a  support  as  any  administration 
ought  reasonably  to  expect;  hut  I  am  now  fairly  dis- 
tanced by  the  Senator  from  Haine.  We  were  told  three 
jrears  agt^  in  a  celebrated  debate  on  a  most  celebrated  re- 
solution, [Mr.  Foot's  resolution,]  that  there  had  existed 
in  by-gone  times  a  firm  under  the  s^le  of  "  James  Hadi- 
■on,  Felix  Grundy,  John  Holmea,  and,"  if  he  could  dare 
mention  the  other  partner,  the  Devil."  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  withdrew  his  name  publicly  from  the 
concern,  and  that  of  the  senior  partner,  declaring  that 
titey  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  rest  of  the  con- 
cern, and  expressed  the  hope  that  his  Satanic  majesty 
would  take  good  care  of  the  other  partner'.  I  should  like 
to  know  if  the  majority  of  the  old  firm  have  agun  uiuted, 
and  are  now  carrying  on  bunneas. 

[Mr.  HOLMES  begged  the  Senator  from  Yit^^  to  yield 
the  floor  while  he  corrected  a  flight  error  which  the  gen- 
tieman  had  made  in  his  sutemenU  relative  to  the  anairs 
of  the  firm.  The-original  firm  was  "James  Madison, 
Felix  Grundy,  and  tiie  Devil."  The  Senator  fh»n  Ten- 
nessee withdrew,  and  inserted  my  name,  leaving  me  and 
his  Satanic  majesty  to  manage  the  concerns  of  the  firta. 
If  the  Senator  from  Virginia  wiabea  to  know  how  the  con- 
cem  itanda  at  present,  ne  would  inform  htm  that  hia  Sa- 
tanic majesty  had  gone  over  to  the  nullifiers,  and  much 
about  the  same  time  with  tJie  Senator  from  Virginia.*'] 

Hr.  TTLERresumed;  He  had  concluded  that  his  Satanic 
majesty  had  obtuned  a  complete  mastery  over  the  whole 
concern,  for  he  should  show  tliat  nothing  but  the  work- 
ings of  liis  spirit  Could  have  produced  such  a  bill  as  this. 

Tbe  question  of  seeesuon  was  not  now  regularly  under 
considnrntion.  It  would  be  highly  inprtmer  now  to  agi* 
tate  it'.  I  will  throw  out  no  remark,  said  Mr.  T.,  lim- 
ited as  would  be  the  infiuence  which  my  opinions  would 

*  So  published  in  the  National  Intelligencer;  the  sketch 
in  the  Telegraph  is  d'lflTerenl.  Mr.  Tyler  did  not  hear 
tbe  concluding  words  of  Mr.  Hobnea,  or  he  would  have 
disdwmed  th&  appheation  to  hiinidf. 


have  over  the  conduct  of  others,  which  etfuld,  by  poss^ 
bility,  be  construed^  however  remotely,  into  an  indnoe- 
ment  to  any  State  in  this  Union  to  withdraw  from  it.  I 
will  rather  take  instructions,  in  this  respect,  fiiom  the 
course  which  the  Legislature  of  Virginia  has  but  recently 
adopted,  who  left  out  of  her  decision  this  question,  when 
she  had  the  subject  of  federal  relations  under  coasidu«> 
tion.  It  was  a  great,  he  would  say  a  vital  question,  uid 
should  not  he  decided  hastily  or  precipitately.  I  protest* 
however,  agunat  the  right  of  tiie  Prendent  to  decide  it 
for  Congress.  It  is  a  question  which  ezcluiivel/  refera 
itself  to  the  co-States,  or  their  representatives  here.  The 
President  had  announced  bis  decision,  somewhat  authori- 
tatively, to  tbe  public;  and  this  constitutes,  with  me,  no 
inconMder^le  reason  against  voting  him  military  pow^ 
to  canpr  into  execution  this  foregone  conclusion.  To  arm 
him  with  military  power  is  to  rive  him  authority  to  crush 
South  Caro^nat  should  die  adopt  aecession.  when  the 
question  comes  up,  (I  trust  it  never  will,)  diould  the  de* 
cision  be  formally  pronounced  against  tiie  right  of  secea* 
sion,  it  would  come  to  be  a  subject  worthy  of  ul  reflection, 
whether  the  military  arm  Mould  be  exerted,  or  other 
measures  of  a  milder  nature,  but  equally  efficacious, .be 
resorted  to.  It  would  probably  be  found  that  the  oouiie 
of  comroercii^  restrictiona  on  the  commerce  tiX  a  aeccdfay 
State  would  be  more  effectual  to  briiw  her  back  Into  ^ 
Union  than  the  employment  of  a  hundred  thotusnd 
armed  men.  These  were  weighty  subject^  and  their 
decision  should  never  be  anticipated.  I  caonot  believe, 
rir,  that  any  State  will  ever  consent  to  forego  the  bles^ 
in^  of  union,  without  the  greatest  pressure  and  extre- 
mity of  suffering. 

In  relation  to  the  Supreme  Court,  he  bad  but  a  few 
words  to  say.  I  entertain  all  duo  reneet  for  the  jwkoa 
of  that  august  tribunal.  Towards  the  venerable  Chwf 
Justice  I  cannot  express  mjrself  too  warmly.  In  Uie 
midst  of  all  the  changes  of  a  fitful  era,  he  has  been  uni- 
formly, the  same.  From  the  riaingp  to  the  setting  of  the 
sun,  be  has  known  no  change.  The  country  has  known 
where  to  find  him,  and  be  t»a  decovcd  no  man  in  regard 
to  his  political  oinniona.  Connstency  in  a  politidan  is  a 
virtue  of  the  bighert  order.  Too  know  always  when  to 
trust  and  how  to  trust  such  a  man,  fbr  he  never  deceivea 
you.  Unlike  the  changelings  of  the  hour,  the  butterfliea 
that  assume  new  color  with  every  passing  day,  ctrcum* 
ttaoces  transpire  and  time  rolls  on,  but  he  knows  no 
change.  Such  has  been,  and  still  is.  Chief  Justice  Mar- 
shal). We  are  at  a  loss  which  moat  to  adnure,  the  pro- 
found knowledge  and  lo^cal  accuracy  which  he  disphy^ 
or  the  puri^  and  innoceney  of  bb  fife.  Whether  I  agree 
or  diff'a  ftvat  audi  a  man  on  political  subjects,  such  dif^ 
ference  can  in  naught  abate  from  my  admiration  and 
respect  for  him  as  a  man  and  as  a  citizen.  Will  I  intrust 
my  life  to  him?  Tes.  My  property^  Tes.  But,  I  tell 
you,  that  the  Chief  Justice  cannot  still  the  roaring  of  can- 
non, or  tbe  noise  of  drums,  when  Govemmentsare  in  the 
field.  There  eanbe  but  one  ultimate  arinter  when  matters 
have  attained  that  erina,  and  that  ia  tbe  vmwtA.  I  trust  H 
will  be  very  long  before  we  come  to  such  an  tssue. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Hr.  Wilkivs,]  and 
in  this  example  he  bad  been  followed  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  [Hr.  FaxuiraHvvflur,]  has  dteda  certain 
preamble  and  resolution  adopted  by  the  General  Aaeeni- 
bly  of  Viifinia,  in  the  year  1809,  upon  a  pr<q>oaition  fitim 
the  State  of  Penn^lvania  to  establish  a  common  art»iter  W 
detide  qoeitioDe  t^mag  between  a  State  court  and  tbe 
United  States  eoort  The  propofition  itself  was  wam^ 
what  extraordinary,  since  tt  was  confined  bv  its  terms  to 
the  sole  case  of  a  difference  in  opinion  between  the 
courts,  and  omitted  any  pronaon  vxt  oolliaiona  between 
other  departments  of  the  two  Governments.  Tbe  residii- 
tiona  and  preamble  refismd  to  were  adopted  by  a  oobih- 
aousTote.  I  stated,  upon  saolber  ocBsiiBn>  tiBtptrfcct 
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unanhnitv  inale^Blattre  body  on  any  question  or  interest, 
furnished  generally  the  strongest  evidence  that  the  sub- 
ject had  not  been  examined.  The  ftcuracy  of  this  opi- 
nion had  been  somewbat  tested  in  the  Pennsylvania 
Legidature  thia  irinter.  Last  winter  that  body  was  una- 
nimous in  its  opporitton  to  any  reduction  of  the  tariffi  I 
ftm  happy  to  find  that  thia  is  no  longer  the  case,  a  small 
minority  having  been  found  there  entertaining  Cerent 
opinions;  and  my  hope  is,  that  that  minority  will  acquire 
daily  strength.  But  there  is  no  general  rule  without  an 
exception,  and  an  exception  was  found  in  the  proposition 
from  Pennsylvania  in  1S09.  How  woidd  it  be  possible  to 
establiab  a  common  arbiter  possessing  sufficient  imparti- 
ality in  the  decision  of  contrDvenneB  between  ttiii  Qcnrwn- 
ment  and  a  State?  By  whom  to  be  appointed,  and  bow 
preserved,  unaffected  by  those  influencos  which  operate 
more  or  less  sensibly  on  all  public  agents?  The  Supreme 
Court  might  well  be  esteemed  better  qualified  for  the 
task  than  any  new  tribunal  which  could  be  established. 
As  to  the  reasoning  contained  in  themamble,  the  proba- 
bility is,  Oat  it  was  not  examined.  The  resolution  embo- 
died the  sentiments  of  the  General  Assembly;  and  I  put 
It  to  the  candor  of  honnmble  Senators  to  say,  if  they  would 
not  connder  it  rather  unjust  if  they  were  held  answerable 
for  all  the  errors  and  inaccuracies  contained  in  reports 
d:uly  laid  upon  our  table,  into  which  no  one  cares  to  look. 
If  gentlemen  were  desirous  of  ascertaining  the  true  senti- 
ments of  Vltfinia  on  the  interesting  subject  ^scussed  by 
them,  r  refer  them  to  the  celebrated  report  drawn  by 
Mr.  Madison,  in  the  year  1800,  wherein  diit  subject  js 
nilly  examined.  And  if  they  require  to  be  iDformed  of 
the  existing  state  of  public  opinion  in  Virnnia,  I  refer 
them  to  the  recent  proceedings  of  the  Legidature  of  that 
State,  which  has  again  reiterated  the  decision  pronounc- 
ed by  it  in  1800.  I  desire  to  add  one  more  remark  before 
I  quit  this  branch  of  the  subject.  ComplimenU  were 
daay  pud  to  Virciiua.  She  was  called  "the  Old  Domi- 
n«m.»  »  good  old  Virginia."  While  she  Is  thus  compli- 
mented, her  advice  is  rarely  ever  followed;  her  doctrines 
are  contemned;  ifnd  it  is  supposed  that  full  compensation 
w  found  for  all  this  in  the  use  of  soothing  epithets  and 
flattering  phrases.  If  you  would  only  give  her  credit  for 
honesty,  and  follow  her  doctrines,  then,  my  life  on  it,  the 
^MCtaele  now  exhibited  would  never  be  seen  again.  I 
would  undertake  to  say,  that  if  the  doctrines  of  Virginia 
were  followed  out,  coUiMons  would  never  arise  between 
the  Goremment  of  the  United  States  and  the  State  Gov- 
ernments.. Her  doctrine  is  simply  this:  exert  no  other 
power  than  that  which  was  confided  to  you.  Instead  of 
looking  at  Virginia  as  she  is  at  present  looked  at,  ahe 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  slie  deserved.  If  found  nod- 
ding at  her  post,  if  found  slumbering  for  a  moment, 
every  forgotten  word,  every  eareloi  report  n  hunted 
ap,,brougtit  forth  against  her,  and  cited  aa  the  Vuvinia 
doctrine.  I  would  say,  follow  her  true  doctrines;  Usten 
to  her  as  a  sister.  She  has  made  great  sacrifices  on  the 
altar  of  the  Union.  There  is  no  State  in  this  Union  more 
deiiroiu  to  preserve  the  institutions  of  the  country.  If 
you  Rsten  to  her  now,  you  will  restore  hsrmony  to  the 
country. 

Hy  honmble  friend  from  Pennsylvania  has  alluded 
to  the  whisky  insurrection,  and,  in  no  unfriendly  spirit 
has  said  that  that  insurrection  had  arisen  in  that  very  strip 
of  land  which  was  forroerily  a  matter  of  controversy  be- 
tween his  State  and  mine;  from  which  he  would  have  it 
mferred,  that  Virginia  was  justly  ebai^ble  with  that 
proceeding.  Now  I  submit  it  to  the  Senator  to  say,  if  he 
does  not  think  it  rather  unfur,  afler  having  obtained,  by 
book  or  by  crook,  that  ^'fakh  was  fairly  oura^  to  debit  as 
with  all  the  offences  of  which  the  inbidiitants  might  after- 
wards be  guil^?  The  &ct  was,  that  the  land  was  ours 
rightfully,  bonotly;  but  Pennsylvania  put  in  her  claim  to 
it,  and  her  citixens  nullified  the  dediriens  of  our  courts^ 
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and,  in  some  instances,  gave  our  people  black  eyes  and 
bloody  noses.  For  wlutsoever  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
world  to  the  contrary,  the  old  fashioned  play  of  rou|[fa 
roll  and  tumble  is  aa  well  understood  in  Pennsylvania  aa  in 
Kentucky.  Sir,  we  had  either  to  fight  or  b»ck  out;  and 
it  was  thought  better,  by  the  men  of  that  day,  to  give  op 
the  land  than  to  fight  for  it.  The  people  dwelling  on  this 
nde  of  that  line  are  in  &vor  of  pood  order;  they  hated 
all  schemes  which  were  likely  to  mterrupt  the  tranqmlUty 
of  sodety;  they  were  against  the  whiskey  insurrection, 
and  asmsted  to  put  it  down,  and  would  be  fbund  at  all 
times  opposed  to  whatever  would  put  into  jeopardy  the 
stability  of  our  institutions.  I  leave,  therefore,  the  whis- 
key insurrection,  where  it  properly  bdoagi^  to  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania;  and  the  honorable  Senator  may  adjust 
the  whole  matter  with  his  ndghbors  of  nttsburgb  and  its 
vicinity.  Mr.  T.  begged  pardon  of  the  Senate  fortius 
deviation  from  the  coarse  of  his  remarks,  and  would  re- 
turn to  that  course,  and  relieve  the  Senate  with  as  maeh 
speed  as  posable. 

Sir,  said  he,  if  any  man  would  ran  a  comparison  bfr 
tween  a  federal  system,  such  as  we  have,  and  a  eonsoB- 
dated  lyatem,  be  could  not  fiti  to  express  his  warmest  ad* 
adrati<m  at  the  beauty  of  the  first  When  I  contMOpbte 
the  difference  between  them,  it  has  struck  me  witn  as- 
tonishment, that  any  portion  of  this  Uiuon  should  desire 
to  see  a  consolidated  Government  established  on  the  ruins 
of  a  federal  republic;  that  beautiful  system  which,  if  tru- 
ly carried  out,  waa  cakul^ed  to  reader  us  the  happiest 
and  moat  powerful  people  on  the  fhce  of  the  earth.  Be 
eould  compare  it  to  mmiing  so  properiy  as  the  scdar  sf»- 
tern.  It  waa  the  sun  (the  Federal  Government)  givmg 
ligh^  heat,  and  attraction  to  the  planets  revolving  round 
it  in  their  proper  orbits.  No  two  could  come  in  contact 
with  each  other;  they  rolled  on  in  ceaseless  splendor,  so 
long  as  they  preserved  the  course  pointed  out  oy  the  con- 
stitution. ItwasimposribleffartiieiBtocomeintDoolUsion 
either  with  the  Government,  or  wim  eadi  other,  so  long 
as  they  were  confined  within  their  proper  orbits.  The 
people  of  the  States  were  attached  to  the  Stati  Govern- 
ments, to  whom  they  looked  for  protection,  and  to  the 
Federal  Government  which  guamntied  the  safety  of  tiie 
whole.  The  State  Governments  exerdsc  a  paternal  away; 
they  regulate  the  domestic  concerns,  prescribe  the  rules 
of  property,  the  punidiment  of  crimes  the  internal  po- 
lice, and  throw  Uie  seps  of  protection  over  the  fiuuly 
circle.  To  this  are  confided  the  great  powera  of  peace 
and  war;  the  sword  and  the  purse  are  here.  Power, 
however,  often  foists  right .  The  States  act  as  sentinels 
upon  the  watch-tower  to  give  the  alarm  on  the  approach 
of  tyranny;  and,  being  organized  into  Govemmentl^  stand 
readv,  after  all  otiier  measures  shall  fail,  and  the  only  al- 
ternative is  slavery  or  reMstance,  to  rerist. 

Take,  on  the  ottier  hand,  a  consoUdated  Government— 
the  SUtea  but  mere  petty  corporations— and  what  would 
be  the  consequenees?  Would  such  a  Government  secure 
and  retain  the  confidenee  and  affection  of  the  people,  or 
promote  their  interest?  It  would  be  a  mere  Government 
of  parchment,  dependent  on  the  will  of  an  aHntrary  ma- 
jority, and  htwoiud  not  carehowitwaa^noiedof.  Tou 
might  bum  i^  if  you  pleased,  at  the  ptunt  vt  the  bayonet. 
Could  any  nan  coming  from  Mune  or  Maaaachuaetta  un- 
derstand the  rights  and  interests  of  the  people  of  Mary- 
land or  Vii^inia,  or  leq;iiilate  properiy  for  t^dr  interior 
concerns?   It  waa  in  vain  to  think  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  said  he  thought  he  had  long  seen  a  tendency  to- 
wards consolidation  in  the  legislation  oS  Congress.  Ha 
would  sho#  how  it  worked.  First,  the  power  was  as- 
sumed to  arect  the  internal  improvement  throughout  the 
Union;  next  the  power  to  regolste  domestic  industry} 
and  last  comes  Uie  right  to  cany  on  a  qrstem  of  genenl 
education. 

Strip  the  Stote  Governments  of  their  power,  one  by 
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oaCf  Mid  why  preserve  them  »t  h1)?  Would  Ae  people 
long  endure  two  leti  of  tax^pAheren  clutching  at  tho  fiuitt 
of  their  induitiy?  No,  nr,  the  State  GoTemmenta  would 
become  uaelen,  only  serving  to  encamber  and  retard  the 
machinerr,  and  would  ipeedil^  pais  out  of  exiatence. 
What  follows?  The  concentration  of  wginented  power 
here  would  swell  the  importance  of  the  Prewdential  office. 
Popular  conrul^ODfl  would  inevitably  follow.  The  public 
mind  would  be  fretted  by  the  constant  eolliiion  of  parti  es, 
and  all  would  adftpt  the  expedient  wbicb  was  most  readily 
at  hand.  The  Preudential  term  would  first  be  enlarged 
for  a  greater  number  of  years;  then  extended  for  life  i 
and  the  sceptre  would  speedily  be  handed  over  to  the  lin- 
eal issuej  a  "  Ate  joed"  would  be  all  that  would  remain  to 
inform  after  ages  that  this  had  once  been  the  land  of  the 
free.  These  thu^  must  not  be.  Rely  upon  it,  the  peo- 
ple are  rouaingt  "  the  Campbells  are  coming."  The 
mnner  of  State  rights  hoven  over  thelakea  and  spreads 
its  broad  folds  over  the  disUnt  waters  of  the  West.  The 
patriots  who  have  heretofore  been  separated  by  the  ephe- 
meral contests  of  the  day,  will  come  back  again  and  settle 
doWn  with  ua  on  the  great  common  prindples  which  the 

f reservation  of  the  Federal  Union  calls  upon  us  to  defend, 
have  no  fear  of  the  ultimate  resultf  "  truth  is  migh^, 
and  will  previ^ ."  Many  will  be  overwhelmed  in  the  first 
OBMt,  myself,  probably,  among  the  numbert  because  the 
power  we  have  to  oppose  is  gigantic;  but  victory  in  the 
end  iscertatn.  These  principles  had  triumphed  in  1800, 
when  they  had  to  encounter  disadvantages  equally  greaC 
and.  if  they  fail  now,  the  days  of  this  republic  may  be  con- 
sidered aa  numbered. 

I  have  not  aigued  these  questions  with  any  reference 
to  SouUi  Carotinat  my  own  State,  every  State  in  the  Uni- 
Ol^  is  interest^  in  their  deciuon.  I  leave  South  Caroli- 
na to  take  <are  of  henelft  she  rests  in  the  hands  of  her 
able  Senators  on  this  ^oor.  I  dischum  the  policy  adopted 
by  her;  all  liere  know  that  I  did  not  approve  of  her 
course.  I  will  not  join  in  the  denunciations  which  have 
been  so  loudly  thundered  against  her,  nor  will  I  deny  that 
she  has  much  cause  of  compbunt.  She  has  put  much  at 
hazard,  but  I  tmgt  we  shall  have  ■  safis  deliverance  from 
our  present  conditiMi,  and  that  all  cause  of  complaint  may 
meedily  be  put^n  end  toi  I  leave  h«r,  therefor^  where  I 
foond  her,  without  at  this  time  making  further  reference 
to  her. 

In  the  course  of  the  examination  I  Iiave  made  into  this 
subject,  t  have  been  led  to  analyze  certain  doctrines 
which  have  gone  otit  to  the  world  over  the  signature  of 
the  Pre«dent.  I  know  that  my  language  may  be  seized 
on  by  those  who  are  dispoaed  to  earoatmy  course  and  to 
misrepresent  me.  Since  I  have  held  a  place  on  this  floor, 
I  have  not  courted  the  smiles  of  the  Executive;  but  when- 
ever be  had  done  any  act  in  violation  of  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  citizen,  or  trenching  on  the  rights  of  the 
Senate,  1  have  been  found  in  opposition  to  him.  When 
be  wpmnted  corps  of  editors  to  office,  I  thought  it  was 
w^m^  to  oppose  his  course.  When  he  appMnted  a 
ronrister  to  a  weign  court  without  the  sanction  of  law, 
1  abo  went  against  him,  because,  on  my  conenence,  I  be- 
lieved that  the  act  was  wrong.  Such  was  my  course, 
acting,  as  I  did,  under  a  sense  of  the  duty  I  owed  to  my 
constttuentst  amd  I  will  now  say,  I  care  not  how  loudly  the 
trumpet  may  be  sounded,  nor  how  low  the  priests  msy 
bend  their  knees  before  the  object  of  their  idolatry,  I 
will  be  at  tiie  side  of  the  President,  crying  in  his  ear, 
"Remember,  Philip,  thou  art  mortal!" 

I  now  come  to  the  most  important  part  of  the  work 
which  I  have  to  perform.  I  shall  now  proceed  to  touch 
the  bill  Itself;  and  1  propose  tt>  dissect  its  provisions  and 
expose  its  enormities.  He  should  take  it  up  by  sections, 
because  he  believed  that  the  work  had  not  yet' been  done, 
a«d  he  denred  that  the  SenMe  should  be  fully  advised  of 
the  character  of  the  bill  befin«  they  enacted  it  into  a 


law.  He  regarded  it  as  the  first  fruit  of  the  doctiines  he 
had  combated.       •  i 

I  object  to  the  first  section,  because  it  confers  on  the 
Prendent  the  power  of  closing  old  ports  of  entry  and  es- 
tablishing new  ones.  It  has  been  rightly  said  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb]  toat  this  was  a  promi- 
nent cause  which  led  to  the  revolution,  llie  Boston  port 
bill,  which  removed  the  custom4touse  from  Boston  to  Sa- 
lem, first  roused  the  people  to  resistance.  To  guard 
ftgainst  this  very  abuse,  tbe  constitution  bad  confided  to 
Congress  the  power  to  regulate  commerce;  theestablish> 
ment  of  ports  of  entry  formed  a  material  part  of  this  paw* 
er,  and  one  which  required  legislative  enactment.  Now 
I  deny  that  Congress  can  deputize  its  legislative  powers. 
If  it  may  one,  it  mav  all;  and  thus,  a  m^ority  here  can, 
at  tiieir  pleasure,  change  the  very  character  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. The  President  mi^ht  come  to  be  invested  with 
authority  to  make  alt  laws  which  his  discretion  nught  dic- 
tate. It  is  vain  to  tell  me  (ssid  Mr.  T.)  that  I  imagine  a 
case  which  will  never  exist.  I  tell  you,  sir,  that  power 
is  cumulative,  and  that  patronage  begets  power.  The 
reasoning  is  unanswerable.  If  j^ou  can  part  with  your 
power  in  one  instance,  you  majr  in  another  and  another- 
You  may  confer  uptm  the  Pr^ident  the  right  to  declare 
war;  and  this  very  provision  may  fiurly  be  conddered  as 
investing  him  with  authority  to  make  war  at  lus  mere  will 
and  pleasure  on  cities,  towns,  and  villages.  The  prosperity 
ofa  city  depends  on  the  position  of  its  custom-hoiiae  and  port 
of  entry.  Take  the  case  of  Norfolk,  Richmond,  and  Frede- 
ricksburg,  in  my  own  State:  who  doubts  but  that  to  re* 
move  tile  ctiiitom-house  from  Norfolk  to  Old  Point  Com- 
fort, of  Richmond  to  the  mouth  of  Cluckahominy,  or  of 
Fredericksburg  to  Tappahannock  or  Urbanna,  would 
utterly  annihilate  those  towns?  1  have  no  tongue  to  ex- 
press my  sense  of  the  probable  injustice  of  the  measure. 
Sir,  it  involves  the  innocent  with  the  guilty.  Take  the 
case  of  Charleston:  what  if  ninety-nine  merchants  were 
ready  and  willing  to  comply  witii  vour  revenue  laws,  and 
that  but  one  man  could  be  found  to  reaist  them;  would 
you  run  the  hazard  of  destroying  the  ninety-nine  in  order 
to  punish  one^  Trade  is  a  delicate  subject  to  touch;  once 
divert  it  out  of  its  reguhir  channels,  and  nothii^  is  more 
difficult  than  to  restore  it.  This  measure  may  involve  the 
actual  property  of  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  that  at^j 
and  this,  too,  whcnyim  have  a  redundancy  of  millioos  in 
your  treasury,  and  when  no  interest  can  sustain  injury  by 
awaiting  the  actual  occurrence  of  a  case  of  resistance  to 
yoiu-  kwis  before  you  would  have  an  opportunify  to  legis- 
Ute. 

Again:  "  All  duUei^  imposb^  and  euues  shall  be  uu- 
form  throughout  the  United  SUteS;"  and  yet  this  section 
invests  tiie  President  with  authority  to  exact  cash  dutiea  at 
one  place,  while  the  credit  system  prevails  at  another. 
These  extraordinary  powers  were  to  be  exercised,  not 
only  to  put  down  unlawful  combinations,  but  whenever 
there  were  any  "unlawfiil  threats."  Now  I  wisli  to  know, 
for  I  am  much  attached  to  a  distinct  and  definite  phraseo-" 
logy,  what  would  be  considered  as  constituting  unlawful 
threats'  If  one  of  tiie  Government  inspectors  should 
chance  to  be  abused  by  a  drunken  blackguard  in  the  streets^ 
was  that  to  be  deemed  an  "  unlawful  threat,"  which 
would  invest  the  President  with  authority  to  call  the  null- 
tary  into  requisition.'  Every  power  is  surrendered;  and 
the  discretion  of  the  Pfendent  is  the  only  rule  for  his  gor> 
ernment. 

But  this  is  not  all.  He  kfurther  empowered  toemploy 
the  land  and  naval  forces  to  put  dowh  all  **  aiders  and 

abettors."  How  br  will  this  authority  extend?  Suppose 
the  Legislature  of  South  Carolina  should  happen  to  be  in 
session:  I  will  not  blink  the  question,  suppoae  the  Legis- 
lature to  he  in  session  at  the  time  of  any  disturbaRcc,  pass- 
ing laws  in  fiirtheranee  of  the  ordinance  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  convention  of  tliat  State;  might  they  not 
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be  comidered  by  the  President  u  uders  and  abettor*  ^ 
The  Preudent  might  not,  perbips,  march  at  the  head  of 
his  troops,  vtth  a  flouiidi  of  drums  and  trumpets,  and 
with  bayoneta  fixed,  into  the  state-houae  yard  at  Columbia; 
but,  if  he  did  so,  he  would  find  a  precedeat  for  it  in  En^ 
I'uh  biatMy.*  So,  alao,  Goremor  Uayne  would  be  in 
•ome  danger;  and  any  judge  or  juror,  who  should  dare  to 
justify  the  popular  movement  by  any  judgment  or  Yerdict 
against  the  tuiff  laws,  would  run  the  hazard  of  being  sup- 
pressed. But.  sir,  the  thing  might  not  even  stopnere. 
My  own  State  baa  never  ftiled  to  denouDCe,  these  tariff 
Uwa  aaunjurtand  unconstitutional)  and*  inasmuch  as  all 
soeh  deminciationa  bare  a  tendency  to  excite  the  public 
inindt  H  might  &U  under  the  appellation  of  **  uden  and 
abettors."  I,  too,  «r,  have  follawed  the  example  of  Vir> 
ginia  in  oppontion  to  the  protective  policy,  and  it  oia^  be 
my  fiite  to  be  punished  under  the  &rst  section  of  this  bill — 
I  say  the  first  section. 

I  bare  all  proper  confidence  in  (he  President,  but 
bare  an  bubnctive  abhorrence  to  coining  extravagant 
powers  in  the  hands  of  anjr  one  man.  If  tbey  should  be 
used  by  the  present  President  with  a  proper  discretion, 
and  for  the  common  good,  if  our  institutions  should  come 
safely  out  of  his  hands,  yet  the  precedent  would  be  left  on 
the  statute  book,  and  other  Prewdents  might  not  use  the 
power  so  beneficially.  Rome  was  perfectly  safe  when  she 
called  Cincinnatus  mim  the  plougii  aiid  clothed  him  with 
dictatorial  authority^  but  she  lutd  cause  long  to  bewail  the 
dict^rahip  of  Sylla  and  Caiiis  Marius.  I  Uierefore 
say  nay  to  tliia  grant  of  powers.  I  eire  not  what  may  be 
theelwraoteror  the  Chief  Magistrate;  how  high  his  poblic 
worth  may  be  rated;  or  how  great  and  aplen<fid  may  have 
been  bis  services  to  his  country:  I  will  not  intrust  such 
powersjn  his  hands.  I  would  not  even  have  confided 
them  to  him  who  was  properly  called  PatrUe  Pater. 

The  aeeood  seclion  extends  the  powers  of  the  United 
Statea  courts  over  a  portion  of  the  criminal  jurisdiction 
now behinpi^  to  Ae  State  courts  exclusively.  Let  me 
state  a  caae.  If  an  oflKcer  of  the  customs  dull  differ,  in 
regard  to  any  matter  appertaining  to  bia  duties,  with  any 
citixen  of  Richmtmd,  or  any  other  place,  and  a  quarrel 
should  thereupon  arise,  and  the  custom-house  officer  shall 
beat  and  maltreat  such  citizen,  no  redress  for  the  injury 
can  be. obtained  in  the  State  courts,  and  the  action  for 
danMMaean  alone  be  broiq^t  in  the  i!ederaleourta.  Nay, 
sir,  if  the  revenue  ofBcer  commit  murder,  eidd-blooded 
murder,  he  is  triable  for  the  same  only  before  the  United 
State*  court,  maiigre  the  laws  of  Virginia,  which  pre- 
acribe  the  punishment  for  the  offence,  and  the  mode  of 
trial.  Thus  rescuing  the  citizen  from  responnbilky  to  the 
tribunala  of  the  State  of  which  be  ia  a  citizen,  and  over- 
turning uaagea  which  have  existed  tlirough  all  time. 

The  well  known  and  established  legal  means  of  pro- 
ceedii^in  the  State  courts  are,  by  this  se<^n,  abo  abro- 
gated, D}  preventing  writs  of  replevin,  detinue,  or  trover, 
or  attachments  in  equity,  where  the  subject  of  the  suit 
may  be  in  the  hands  of  any  officer  of  the  United  States, 
no  matter  how  acqiurad.  Can  it  be  the  desi^  of  the 
Senate,  by  a  law  applicable  to  every  State  in  the  Union, 
to  deprive  the  State  courts  trf"  the  jurisdiction  they  have 
enjoyed,  oft  wrieeMdit^  to  the  decided  profit  and  con- 
venience of  the  citixeni  of  the  countiy? 

The  third  section  carries  out  the  aeeond,  and  furmshes 
an  instance  uf  practical  nullification  every  way  equal  to 
the  South  Carolina  (Minance.  It  presents  the  singtilar 
spectade  of  the  translation  of  a  cause  ad  aUud  examen,- 
while  the  record,  the  only  evidence  of  the  existence  of 
such  a  ease,  is  lefl  behind.  It  requires  an  act  to  be  done 
by  *<  a  court,"  and  jet  decbres  that  this  very  set  ia  to  be 
deemed  and  taken  u  done,  when  the  petition  for  Ha  per- 

*  Coloael  Pride's  puigeb"u  it  vis  called,  in  the  time 
of  Oliver  Cromwell. 


formance  is  left  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  court. 
Further,  after  the  suit  is  removed  by  the  defendant,  by 
the  mere  depowte  of  his  petition  for  removal,  without 
notice  to  the  plaintiff,  the  plaintiff  is  required  to  proceed 
de  novo/  and  if  he  does  not  comply  with  this  unknown 
order,  a  judgment  of  rum  proi.  ia  to  be  entered  against 
him,  with  costs.  Now,  sir,  I  beg  to  know  what  the  plsin- 
tift*  baa  done  to  merit  dl  this?  He  hss  brought  a  proper 
suit  in  a  proper  court,  against  a  proper  defendant,  which 
suit  the  defendant  may  or  may  not  remove  at  hia  own 
pleasure;  and  yet  the  plaintiff  is  to  be  burdened  with  all 
the  costs,  in  any  even^  wbtcfa  may  have  been  incurred  m 
the  State  couttf  nor  is  ttie  defendant  required  to  pve  bimd 
to  answer  carts  and  duu^e^  not  even  the  additional 
costs  to  which  the  pluntiff  may  be  liable. 

I  pasBorer  the  fourth  section,  and  proceed  to  the  fifth. 
This  provinon  inspires  all  the  officers  of  the  Oovermnent, 
and  all  the  "  State  authorities,"  from  the  Governor  down 
to  the  constable,  with  the  qiirit  of  prophecy.  Formerly, 
that  was  »  s(Hrit  irtiich  risited  the  woni  at  intervals 
"  wide  and  Su  between."  It  was  fliat  smrit  which 
"  touched  beiah'a  holy  lips  with  fire,"  and  bsd  Hs  oripa, 
not  in  pariuunentsor  legislative  a«eniblie%  but  in  a  much 
higher  source.  But  this  section  converts  every  petty  offi- 
cer into  a  prophet,  and  endows  him  with  Ae  faculty  of 
foretelling  coming  events.  Mr.  T.  then  refeifed  to  the 
language  of  the  bill,  which  empowers  the  Preudent  to 
call  out  the  military  and  naval  force,  when  he  abali  be  in- 
formed that  the  laws  will,  in  any  event,  be  obstnieled.  it 
tiie  Presdent  was  infbrmed  that  tbe  laws  ii^l  be  obstruct- 
ed, these  coming  events  are  to  be  arrested  by  the  inter- 
position of  Executive  power.  How  would  tiiis  work? 
No,  I  will  not  say  how  would,  but  how  might  it  work?  A 
judge — no,  a  constable,  picks  up  an  anonymous  letter,  or 
a  general  order,  mdtt  as  had  been  exhibiticd  here  in  tiiia 
debate,  in  wfaidi  diere  was  a  great  talk  about  a  ndUtenr 
force—*  steamboat  had  lowwed  the  flag  of  tbe  Uiuted 
Statea  bal^mast,  and  raised  above  it  a  tn-col«ed  cndgnt 
he  communicates  these  oroinoiu  ftcts,devetailed  with  such 
comments  and  rum(»s  as  his  fears  may  have  created,  or 
idle  gosNp  conjured  up,  and  tbe  Prendent  adopts  the 
conclusion  that  the  revenue  laws  will  be  violated,  and 
issues  his  proclamation  accordingly.  Tet,  after  alt,  it  may 
turn  out  that  this  infonnant  has  been  frirhtened  wm 
riiadowi^  and  shadows  would  have  more  encet  upon  me 
of  these  officers  than  ten  thousind  men  armed  m  proof 
would  have  upon  the  Preudent  himself.  Take  the  con- 
troversy now  pending  between  the  Statea  of  New  York 
and  New  Jersey,  which  materially  affecta  the  interests  of 
tlie  ei^  of  New  York;  and  suppose  that  tbe  Supreme 
Court  decides  against  New  York,  and  issues  its  proceaa 
against  Governor  Harcy;  the  people  of  the  aij  are 
roused.against  the  deeiuon,  denounce  tbe  Su^rae  Court, 
have  numerously  attended  meetings  in  tiieir  CHj  Hall^ 
and  parade  their  streets  in  a  threatening  attitude.  What 
is  to  be  done?  The  marshal  makes  no  effbrtto  exeeate 
theprocess,  bat  reports  to>the  Prendentthat  tbe  lavs  i^ 
be  resBted.  A  proclamation  is  thereupon  iasuedt  the 
military  is  ordered  out;  and  a  collision  may  or  may  not  be 
brouglit  on,  as  tbe  feeling  or  policy  of  tbe  hour  shall 
prevail. 

The  nxth  section  of  the  bill  he  riewed  as  a  Botany  Bay 
law.  It  was  in  ftct  a  Botany  Bay  law,  with  one  exception, 
that  the  law  in  England  requirea  conviction  before  trana- 
portationt  by  this,  transportation  precedes  conviction. 
There,  a  place  u  designated  to  which  the  convict  may  be 
transported)  here,  to  such  convenient  place  as  the  judge 
and  marshal  shall  appoint .  The  marriial  is  also  authorized 
to  make  "such  other  provision,"  for  the  safe  keeping  of 
the  prisoner,  I  presume  is  meant,  as  he  may  deem  "  ne> 
cesaary  and  expedient."  Suppose  a  man  to  be  arrested 
for  a  debt  due  the  United  States)  the  jfUs  are  closed 
apdwt  hb  reception,  and  the  miriM  >■  to  cany  to 
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•ome  convenient  pluet  la  he  not  completely  in  the  power 
of  the  officer?  and  may  he  not  drag  him  away,  far  from 
hia  friends,  to  any  place  he  may  please,  and,  under  the 
authtni^*  to  do  whatever  he  may  deem  "  neeeaBary  and 
expedient,"  put  chains  upon  hia  limbic  cast  him  into  a 
loathsome  duo(|eon.and  aary  him  to  the  end  ofthe  earth? 
Is  there  any  thinff  in  the  section  which  limits  his  discre- 
tion to  the  State  wherein  the  party  may  be  arrested?  If 
such  was  the  intention,  why  not  so  Iiave  sud?  When  the 
liberty  and  ri^ts  of  the  people  are  concerned,  why  leave 
that  uncertwn  which  may  so  readily  be  rendered  certain  ? 
l%e  absence  of  all  such  limitation  on  the  discretion  ofthe 
officer,  aa  the  section  now  itands,  raiaea  the  implication 
that  no  such  rcatriction  is  denrned.  It  may  be  aaid  that 
the  judre  and  marshal  may  be  well  trusted.  It  mayor 
may  not  oe  so.  But  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  extend- 
ing a  power  which  may  be  abused  when  the  abuse  may  so 
eaMly  be  limited  and  restrained. 

There  waa  no  ambiguitv  about  this  measure.  The  pro- 
phet liad  abeady  gone  fortitt  tlie  President  haa  said  that 
the  laws  will  be  obstructed.  The  President  bad  not  only 
fbretoldtbe  coming  difficulties,  but  be  has  also  assembled 
an  army.  The  city  of  Charleston,  if  report  spoke  true, 
waa  now  a  beleagured  city;  the  cannon  of  Fort  Pinckney 
are  pointing  at  it;  and  although  they  are  now  quietiy 
deeping,  they  are  ready  to  open  their  thunders  whenever 
the  vmce  of  author!^  shall  give  the  command.  And  riiall 
these  terrors  be  let  loose  because  some  one  man  may  re- 
fine to  pay  some  small  mf>dicum  of  revenue,  which  Con- 
l^resB,  the  day  after  it  came  into  the  treasury,  might  vote 
in  aatiafiKtion  of  some  unfounded  claim  ?  Snail  we  set  so 
small  a  value  upon  the  lives  of  the  people?  Let  us  at 
least  w«t  to  see  the  course  of  measures.  We  can  never 
be  too  tardy  in  commencing  the  work  of  blood.  Hav  we 
not  indulge  the  expectation  that  South  Carolina  will  have 
■omeregpud  tofaerown  peace,  and  not  bring  matters  to 
an  iisae  with  unnecessary  precipiti^on?  I  nope  that  a 
vtnce,  which  has  gone  forth  from  Virginia,  will  arrest  her 
attention.  Sir,  I  nave  h^rd  my  State  slightingly  called 
the  Mediator  State.  She  is  so,  and  I  rejoice  that  she  has 
assumed  that  office.  In  the  great  cause  of  union,  I  trust 
she  will  always  joyfully  press  forward,  and,  addressing 
herself  to  a  uster  State,  whose  interests  are  nearly  iden- 
tical with  her  own,  I  will  not  doubt  but  that  her  mediation 
will  prove  sncccsifiil.  Then  scoff  at  her  who  may,  abe 
win  have  presented  you  the  olive  branch,  and  futrushed 
new  cause  for  your  gratitude  and  affection. 

I  regret  that  the  course  adopted  here  haa  not  been 
better  calculated  to  avoid  a  rupture.  I  fear  ma  that  what 
has  been  done  has  been  but  too  well  calculated  to  chafe 
tiie  q>ilit  of  that  honmied  and  loffy  State.  An  army  had 
been  sent  tfiidur,  instead  of  a  me«enger  oi  peace  t  rere- 
mte  cutters  to  watch  her  commefcet  an  armed  ship  Viding 
in  her  roadstead;  and  a  proclunation  issued  breathing 
denunciation.  These  were  not  calculated  to  allay  excite- 
ment. I  think  a  better  course  might  have  been  adopted. 
If  the  Prendenthad  rested  upon  bis  measage  at  the  open, 
ing  of  the  seauon,  my  belief  is  that  the  tariff  would  have 
been  reduced.  But  it  waa  in  the  nature  of  man  to  fight 
fot  money.  Some  of  the  advocates  of  the  tariff  on  Uiis 
dde  of  tlie  Potomac  were  ready  to  yield  a  portion ;  but  I 
fear  that  to  others  the  temptation  of  higk  prdtti  la  too 
strong  to  be  rensted,  more  egpeoally  when  the  army  a^ 
navy,  and  the  whole  nuli^ry  force,  is  to  be  employed  to 
rivet  high  duties  on  the  country.  An  honondile  excep- 
'  tien  waa  found  in  Virginia.  All  classes  of  sodety  and  all 
interests  united  in  lecomniending  a  suitable  medication, 
manuftctuTcr  and  all,  so  fitr  as  the  resolutiona  of  the  Ia- 
l^atature  famished  any  endenceof  pubUc  sentiment  But 
itisabad  mode  of  settling  disputes  to  make  acddiers  your 
ambaasadors,  and  to  point  to  the  halter  and  Uie  gallows  as 
yoar  ttAMMftfbi. 
Sir,  if  a  fbreign  coanti7  Tiolatea      trc*^  stipulation^ 


spoliates  upon  your  commerce,  and  holds  your  friendship 
as  nothing,  you  still  negotiate;  you  resort  to  every  possi- 
ble' expedient  to  preserve  peacei  you  will  invest  the 
President  with  no  discretionary  power  to  dedare  war  (but 
if  a  State  braves  your  authority,  and  threatens  to  set  ^onr 
laws  at  defiance,  you  pant  fur  the  contest,  and  commit  to 
the  hands  of  the  Proident  unlimited  discretion;  and  yet 
what  are  the  horrors  of  a  fbreign,  compared  with  those  of 
an  intestine  war? 

If  the  majority  shall  pass  this  bill,  they  must  do  it  on 
their  own  r^onnbiUty;  I  will  have  no  part  in  it.  When 
Kcntlemen  recount  the  blesringa  of  union;  when  they 
dwell  upon  the  past,  and  sketch  out  in  bright  perspective 
the  future,  they  awaken  in  my  breast  all  ue  pride  of  an 
American;  my  pulse  beats  responsive  to  theirs,  and  I  re- 
gard union,  next  to  freedom,  as  the  greatest  of  blesungs. 
Yes,  sir,  "the  Federal  Union  must  be  preserved."  But 
how?  Will  you  seek  to  preserve  it  by  force?  Will  you 
appease  the  angry  spirit  of  discord  by  an  oblation  of  blood? 
Supprae  that  toe  proud  and  haughty  spirit  of  South  Caro- 
lina Shan  not  bend  to  your  high  emcts  in  token  of  feal^; 
that  you  make  war  upon  her,  hang  her  Governor,  her 
legislators,  and  judges,  as  traitors,  and  reduce  her  to  the 
condition  of  a  conquered  province — have  you  preserved 
the  Union?  This  Union  connsts  of  twenty-four  States; 
would  you  have  preaerved  the  Union  by  atrikingoutrae 
of  the  States— one  of  the  old  thirteen  ?  GenUemen  bad 
boasted  of  Ae  flag  of  our  country,  with  itsAirteen  stan. 
When  the  Ught  of  one  of  these  stan  shall  have  been  ex- 
tineuislied,  will  the  flag  wave  over  us,  under  wbich'our 
fathers  fought?  If  we  are  to  go  on  strikingout  starafter 
star,  what  will  finally  remain  but  a  central  and  a  burning 
sun,  blighting  and  destroying  evfry  germ  of  liber^?  The 
flag  which  I  wish  to  wave  over  me,  is  that  which  floated 
in  triumph  at  Saratcwa  and  Torktuwn.  It  bore  upon  it 
thirteen  States,  ui  wuch  South  CaroUna  was  one.  8ir> 
there  is  a  great  difTerence  between  preserving  union  and 
preserving  Government;  the  Union  may  be  anidhilated, 
yet  Government  preserved ;  but  under  such  a  Government 
no  man  ouriit  to  denre  to  live. 

His  mode  of  preserring  the  Union  was  by  restoring 
mutual  confidence  and  affection  amongst  the  membersi  b^ 
doing  justice  and  obeying  the  dictates  of  policy.  Tht 
FreRdent  has  pmnted  out  the  mode  in  bis  opening  mes-- 
swe.  -  We  had  been  informed  that  there  was  an  excess 
of  96,000,000  in  the  treasury.  I  would  destroy  that  ex- 
cen;  yet,  I  would  not  rashly  and  rudely  lay  hatida  on  the 
manufacturer,  if  I  had  the  power  to  do  so.  While  giving 
peace  to  one  section,  I  would  not' produce  discord  in 
another.  It  would  be  to  accompUsh  nothing,  to  appease 
discord  in  one  section  and  produce  it  in  another.  The 
manu&cturers  de^  timei  give  them  time,  ample  time. 
If  they  would  come  down  to  the  revenue  atan&rd,  and 
abandon  the  protective  policy,  I  would  allow  them  fiUI 
time.  I  present  these  suggestion^  fm  1  am  anxious  to 
see  this  vexed  question  ad^sted. 

It  had  been  said  that  it  would  not  do  to  ofiier  terms 
wtule  South  Carolina  maintained  a  menacing  attitude.  I 
consider  thisriew  altogether  erroneous.  Snail  not  justice 
be  done  to  the  other  Southern  States?  They,  too,  com- 
plain loudly,  deeply,  of  the  oppressive  burdens  under 
which  they  labor  in  common  with  South  CaroUna.  But, 
regard  it  as  exclumvely  a  South  Carolina  question;  wliat 
prevents  you  from  yielding  to  her  wishes?  Pride,  alone, 
stands  in  tlie  way — ftlse  pride.  It  is  the  wont,  the  most 
pernicious  of  counsellors.  Against  its  influence  Lord 
Chatham  and  Eddiund  Burke  raised  their  voices  in  the 
British  PsrSament;  but  the  reply  waa,  that  it  would  not 
do  to  make  terms  with  revolted  colorues;  and  a  besotted 
ministry  lost  to  the  Englidi  crown  its  brightest  jewel.  It 
is  idle  to  talk  of  degrading  Government  bjr  yielding  terms. 
Tbia  Government  uatrong^— South  Carohna  weak.  The 
strong  man  nay  grant  termato  the^eaki  and,  by  so 
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doing,  give  the  highest  evidence  of  msgnuiimi^.  AU 
histwy  teems  with  instuices  of  the  evils  springing  from 
fidae  pride  in  Qovemments.  Bruised  thrones,  dismem- 
bered empirei^  cnubed  repabKcsf  these  are  its  bitter 
fruits.  Let  OS  throw  it  fhiin  os,  ud  tir  the  efficacy  of 
that  engine  wtuch  grants  never  use)  tnat  great  engine 
which  would  save  Poland  to  Rusria,  Ireland  to  Bnrand, 
and  South  Carolina,  not  as  a  province  with  her  palmetto 
trailing  in  the  dust,  but  as  a  free,  sover«gn,  and  inde- 
pendent State,  to  tUs  confederacy— the  engue  of  redress. 
This  is  my  advice. 

But  my  advice  is  dtsrenrdedt  you  rush  on  to  the  con- 
teat;  Toa  fltibdue  South  urolina;  you  drive  her  citizens 
into  the  mnasses,  where  Marion  and  Sumter  found  re- 
fuge; you  level  her  towns  and  dties  In  the  dust;  you 
clothe  her  daughters  in  mourning,  and  make  helpless 
orptians  of  her  rising  sons;  wber^  then,  is  your  glory? 
Olor^  comes  not  from  the  blood  of  slaughtered  breUiren. 
Gracious  Ood!  is  it  necessaiy  to  urM  nich  eonriderations 
on  u  American  Senate.'  Wlutheruathegeniusof  Ame* 
rica  fled?  We  have  had  darker  days  than  the  present, 
utd  Uiat  genius  has  saved  us.  Are  we  to  satisfy  the  dis- 
contents of  the  people  by  force — by  shooting  some,  and 
bayoneting  othersf  Force  may  convert  freemen  into 
slavesj  but,  after  you  have  made  them  slaves,  irill  they 
look  with  ctxnplacencv  on  their  chains?  When  you  have 
subdued  Soun  Cuwna,  lowered  her  proad  flag,  and 
trampled  her  freedom  in  the  duit,  will  she  love  you  fbr 
the  kindness  you  have  shown  her?  No;  she  will  despise 
and  hate  vou.  Poland  will  bate  Russia  until  she  is  agun 
freet  anJso  would  it  be  with  South  Carolina.  I  would 
that  I  had  but  mora)  in6uenoe  enough  to  save  my  countir 
in  this  hoar  of  peril.  If  I  know  myself,  I  would  jftril  sll, 
evoy  thing  that  I  hold  most  dear,  if  I  could  be  the  means 
of  stilling  the  agitated  billows.  I  have  no  such  poweri  I 
stand  here  manackd  in  a  minoritr,  whose  efforts  can  avail 
but  little.  Tou,  who  are  the  majority,  have  the  destinies 
of  the  country  in  your  bands,  [f  war  shall  grow  out  of 
this  measure,  you  are  alone  responrible.  I  will  wash  my 
hands  of  the  business.  Rather  than  give  my  aid  I  would 
surrender  my  station  here,  fori  aspire  not  to  imitate  the 
rash  boy  who  sat  6re  to  the  Ephesian  dome.  No,  sir,  I 
will  lend  no  aid  to  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  had  almost 
said  that  **I  had  rather  be  a  dog  and  bay  the  owon  than 
such  a  Roman."  I  wilt  not  yet  despuri  Rome  had  her 
Curtius,  Sparta  her  Leonidas,  and  Athens  her  band  of 
devoted  patriots;  and  shall  it  be  sud  that  the  American 
Senate  contunt  not  one  man  who  will  step  forward  to 
rescue  his  country  in  this  her  moment  of  p«il?  Although 
that  man  may  never  wear  an  earthly  crown  or  sway  an 
earthly  sceptre,  eternal  bme  shall  wrathe  an  evergreen 
around  his  brow,  and  his  name  shall  rank  iriUi  those  of 
the  proudest  patriots  of  the  proudest  dimes. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Dehware,  then  took  the  floor,  and 
moved  an  adjournment. 

TnrBSSAT,  FaamvamT  7. 

MILITARY  ORDERS. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  offered  the  fiOlowii^  resolution: 
BeKhed,  That  the  Prerident  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  hid  before  the  Senate  copies  of 
tlie  orders  which  hare  been  given  to  the  commandii^ 
officer  of  the  ntilit^y  forces  assembled  in  and  near  to  the 
city  of  Charleston,  South  Carolina;  and  also  copies  of  the 
orders  which  have  been  given  to  the  comTnander  of  the 
tiaval  forces  assembled  ii^  the  harbor  of  Charleston;  par- 
ticularly such  orders,  if  an^  such  have  been  given,  to  re- 
rat  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, witUn  the  chartered  limits  of  mkl  State. 

Mr.  P.  asid,  that,  as  a  response  to  tUs  resolution  might 
have  an  important  beaiiiwon  the  bill  which  was  now 
pen^ng^  and  as  he  supposed  that  no  Senator  would  ab- 


ject to  the  course,  he  would  ask  that  the  resolution  be 
eonridered  at  this  time.  • 
Ko  objection  being  made,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  resolutioi. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (who  had  Juat  eome  In)  wtid  thia  ap- 
peared to  be  a  very  important  resolution,  and  one  whicti 
required  aome  con»deration.  He  therefore  hoped  tiiat 
the  passage  of  it  would  not  be  pressed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  bad  no  objection  to  the  postpone- 
ment, but  he  derired  to  be  informed  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  what  kind  of  orders  could  be  issued  from 
the  War  Department,  which  Mgbi  to  be  kept  secret  at  a 
time  of  profound  peace?  If  there  was  likefy  to  be  war, 
he  would  wish  to  know  it.  If  not,  there  could  he  no  oh* 
jection  to  the  communication  of  any  orders  issued  in  a 
time  of  profound  peace.  He  Prerident  could  answer 
tUs  resolution  in  his  own  way,  and  the  Senate  would  be 
able  to  see,  from  the  possession  of  the  orders)  whether 
they  were  transcended  by  the  officer  to  whom  thnr  wm« 
sent,  and  to  attach  reqwnribili^  wber*  it  ought  to  fie.  If 
honorable  Semdors  were  nnwillinr  that  the  truth  should 
meet  the  light,  be  it  so.  But  he  hoped  tiiat  the  Senate 
would  concur  in  his  resolution. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  had  never  any  objection  to  any 
information  being  obtained,  which  was  proper  in  its  cha- 
racter, either  at  this  or  any  other  time.  The  propo- 
sition now  submitted  contained  much  matter,  and  scnne 
which  it  might  not  be  discreet  at  this  moment  to  give, 
although  it  might  be  proper  to  give  it  hereafter.  He 
eouU  wish  that  the  r^irfution  should  lie  over  until  to- 
morrow, when  he  would  interpose  no  objection  to  its 
passage,  so  far  as  his  vote  was  concerned.  At  present  he 
was  ignonnt  of  the  purport  of  the  resolution,  having  onlv 
just  heard  it  read;  nor  could  he  tell  the  desi^  with 
which  it  bad  been  introduced.  Much  had  been  said  about 
the  i^itary  force  copcentrated  in  and  about  Charieston, 
and  he  was  hhnself  as  anxioua  aa  any  gentleman  to  know 
when  and  where  this  force  was  concentrated.  But  he 
wished  to  see  whether  this  inquiry  did  not  go  too  tkr,  or 
whether  it  went  &r  enough.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  resolution  would  be  laid  on  the  table  until  to-morrow; 
and  that  the  bare  circumstance  of  Senators  being  inat- 
tentive or  absent  would  not  induce  the  Senator  from  Mia- 
risnppi  to  press  the  conrideration  of  the  resolution  out  of 
the  usual  order  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  O.  concluded  with  moving  to  postpone  the  Airtber 
oonKderation  of  tiie  resolution  until  to^norrow- 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  tlien  sgain  proceeded  to  the  bill  making 
farther  provision  fiw  the  mrilcction  of  the  revenue. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  addressed  the  Senate  as 
follows:  When  the  able  and  eloquent  Senator  from  Vii|;i- 
nia  [Mr.  Tvita]  rose  yesterd^  to  discuss  the  bill  under 
consideration,  he  expressed  his  apprehenwon  that  some 
loose  remark,  fidling  from  him  in  the  ardor  of  debate, 
mi^t  prove  &tal  to  him.  A  pleased  and  attentive  list- 
ener to  the  perspicuous  speech  of  the  gentleman,  in  vin- 
dication of  the  reputed  doctrines  of  the  State  which  he  has 
so  honorably  represented  on  this  floor,  1  confess  I  eould 
scarcely  suppose  that  he  stood  in  danger  of  any  <Sstortion ' 
of  his  views,  or  misrepresentation  m'  his  sentiments.  I 
know  well,  sir,  that  my  honorable  friend  will  acquit  me, 
in  the  outset,  of  any  ^ign  to  misrepresent  him;  and  he 
knows  equally  well  that  if,  in  the  courM  of  thin  debate, 
I  should  at  any  time  bil  to  state  hto  opinions  exactiy,  it 
will  give  me  pleasure  to  stand  corrected  by  lus  expbina- 
tiona.  While  about  to  dissent  fVom  his  doctrines  in  re- 
ference to  this  interesting  mbiect,  suffer  me  also  to  ex- 
press  the  hope  that  if  any  luckless  phrase  of  mine,  uttered 
uithe  heat  of  this  disctnrion,  should  go  bmnd  its  mark, 
and  offimd  his  hODOcable  pride,  he  Wui  "free  me  ao  ftr 
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ia  hit  atoat  genemu  tboughta,  that  I  have  shot  my  arrow 
o'er  the  bouse  and  hart  my  brother." 

If  adoubt  had  erer  eziMed  in  my  mind  as  to  the  coane 
wtuch  it  is  my  datv  to  pursue  in  r^jard  to  this  meaaure, 
that  doubt  would  bare  been  temored  by  the  just  influ- 
ence of  the  aentimentt  of  tliose  who,  as  the  immediate  re- 
presentatives of  the  pe(^le  of  tbat  State  which  has  com- 
■niiuoned  me  to  act  as  a  Beuator  on  this  Boor,  have  full/ 
expressed  tbemtelTaa  in  eert^n  reaolatiom,  a  copy  of 
vmch  is  now  before  me.  T^ese  resolutions,  la  sabstance, 
declare  that  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  not  a 
treaty  or  a  mere  compact  between  aorereigrn  Sti^e^  but 
a  form  of  Government  emanating  from  and  establidied 
by  the  people  of  the  United  States;  that  this  Government, 
altbougti  one  of  limited  powers,  is  aupreme  within  its 
sphere  of  action,  and  that  the  people  owe  to  it  an  alle- 

rice  which  cannot,  in  consonance  with  the  constitution, 
withdrawn  by  State  iiullifiGatioB  or  State  secession) 
tbat  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  the  only 
and  proper  tribunal  for  the  settlement,  in  the  hut  resort, 
of  controrernes  arisii^  under  tbat  constitution  and  the 
laws  of  Conrressi  that,  in  cases  of  gross  and  intolerable 
oppression,  for  which  the  ordinary  remedies  to  be  found 
in  the  elective  franchise  and  the  responsibility  of  pub- 
lie  officers  are  inadequate  the  ronedy  is  extrarconstitu- 
tional — resistance  and  revdution.  The  knguage  of  our 
people,  as  expressed  by  their  representatives,  touching 
tfae  fatal  delusion  pervading  the  ordinance  and  legislation 
•f  South  Carolina,  is,  that  while  they  entertain  the  kindest 
feelings  towards  the  people  of  that  State,  "^ith  whun 
they  stood  side  by  side  in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  and 
in  whose  defence  their  blood  was  freely  spilt,"  they  will 
not  fUter  in  tb«r  allegiance,  but  will  be  found  now,  as 
then,  true  to  thmr  country  and  its  Oovenusent:  and  tb^ 
pledge  themselves  to  support  tiiat  Government  in  tbe  ex- 
ercise of  all  its  constitutional  rights,  and  in  the  discharge 
of  all  its  constitutional  duties.  These  resolutions,  proclaim- 
ing as  they  do  tbe  sentiments  of  gentlemen  of  all  political 
parties,  do  not  uutruct  me  to  adopt  tbem  as  my  political 
text-book,  but  leave  me,  untrammelled  by  any  mandate, 
to  follow  the  course  which  my  own  ju^ment  nuj  dictate 
in  relation  to  Hk  whole  subject. 

But,  air,  my  sentiments  were  no  secret  to  the  people  who 
spoke  thus  b^  their  coDStitutionalot^n, the  legidative body. 
When  principles  directly  repugnant  to  these  were  first 
advocated  within  tbe  walls  of  this  chamber^  though  fresh 
in  my  seat  here,  my  voice  was  raisecL  against  them.  The 
first  effort  that  was  ever  made  here  to  support  tbe  pre- 
sent Carolina  doctrine  of  nullification  by  a  State  conven- 
tion, made  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Hr. 
Gkdxdt,]  now  a  happy  convert  to  much  of  my  political 
catechism,  and  sustuned  with  a  degree  of  ability  which 
baa  hardly  b'een  surpassed  in  this  debate,  was  opposed  by 
me  while  feebly  pressing  the  adversary  principks  now  in- 
culcated in  the  declarations  of  Delaware,  to  which  I  have 
adverted.  It  is  my  buwness,  sir,  to  reassure  tbat  honor- 
able member  of  the  truth  of  these  bis  new  articles  of 
futh,  and  to  tell  him,  too,  that,  however  uufiuhionable 
these  tenets  were  at  the  time  of  our  ancient  controversy, 
there  is  now  no  other  mode  known  among  men  whereby 
he  can  be  politically  saved. 

It  has  so  happened,  nr,  tbat  the  principles  with  which 
I  entered  public  life,  and  with  which,  by  the  blessing  of 
God,  I  will  live  and  cite — the  same  principles  for  which  1 
and  my  political  friends  have  been  contending  during 
the  vbole  period  of  my  service  in  the  Senate,  have  been 
discovered  by  the  Pre^dent,  in  this  perilous  crisis  of  our 
pubUc  affairs,  to  be  the  only  true  conservative  prindples 
of  the  constitution.  As  one  of  those  who  have  steadily, 
though  unsuccessfully,  opposed  what  in  my  conscience  1 
believe  to  have  been  usurpations  of  Executive  and  State 
power— doctrines  leadii^  to  tbe  present  ^sastrous  results, 
aa  I  have  often  pndicted,  in  rcierenoe  to  the  veto  dms- 


sage  of  the  lart  sesuon,  and  the  whole  course  of  our  recent 
national  poli^  towards  the  State  of  Geoi^ — true  miw, 
sir,  to  tbe  saae  principles,  I  find  myself,  by  a  sudden  re- 
volution in  tiie  sentiments  dt  the  administratioi)  on  tfab 
subject,  anxiously  supporting  its  very  strcmgest  measurea. 
At  the  same  time,  I  find  the  President,  without  tbe  aid  cf 
those  friends  with  whom  it  has  ever  been  my  pride  to  be 
associated  in  tbe  political  divinons  which  have  agitated  this 
body,  sustained  only  by  a  very  small  and  bopdcm  minor- 
ity the  American  Senate.  It  is  under  ume  nmw- 
stances,  sir,  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  r^Mirting 
this  bill,  [Hr.  Wilkiss,]  assi^  a  reason  for  its  paasagv 
so  very  different  from  any  which  I  could  suffer  to  govem 
me — so  repugnant  to  all  my  principles  of  action,  and  all 
my  humble  notions  of  r^ht  and  wrong,  that  1  deem  it  my 
duty  in  Smine  to  enter  my  protest  agauMt  it.  He  sup- 
ports this  bill  because  tbe  execution  of  ita  provisions  will 
devolve  on  the  President.  He  votes  for  this  great  near 
sure  because  it  confers  power  on  one  who  (teO  it  not  io 
Gath!)  "  never  abused  power!"  He  goes  for  tbe  nan, 
and  sustains  tbe  principle  far  the  sake  of  tlic  man.  Thers 
may  be  others,  ur,  who,  with  a  deep  devotioa  which  no 
circumstance  can  dimini^  or  abate,  with  an  ardent  seal 
which  no  Qrranny  could  cool,  with  a  blind  confidence 
wlucb  neither  ,time  nor  tide  could  ever  wear  away,  would 
bow  to  the  gixl  of  thdr  idcdatry,  and  devre  no  better 
reason  for  their  assent  than  Utat  which  they  render  in  thdr 
daily  aspiration  of  voluntaa  tuai*'  But  my  support 
of  this  measure  is  predicated  on  no  servile  subnusnon  to 
any  Executive  mandate,  on  no  implicit  and  unlimited  faith 
in  any  man. .  I  will  clothe  the  Executive  with  all  constitu- 
tional power  necessary  to  secure  the  faithftil  execution  of 
the  law*,  and  the  preservation  of  the  Union.  I  will  con- 
fer stronger  autbcMity  on  the  Ctuef  Magistrate,  because  I 
can  find  no  other  chance  of  salvKtion  for  my  cbuotryt  and 
I  will  not  be  deterred  ftom  the  adoptkm  cu  this  meaaurA 
by  any  cmnderation  of  tite  source  irom  which  it  bM 
emanated,  or  because  an  unworthy  reason  has  been  ad- 
vanced by  others  to  sustain  it.  Whatever  beauties  tbe 
cliairman  may  discover  in  this  part  of  his  own  argument, 
whatever  foreign  missions  or  splendid  offices  may  now 
glitter  in  tbe  vista  to  dazcle  and  delight  the  vision  of 
others  I  see,  and  wish  to  see,  no  prospeots  of  politieal  ad- 
vancemmt  ariring  out  of  this  sudden  revdutton  in  Exe- 
cutive t^inion,  ffv  any  meii^er  of  tbat  proud  opporitioii 
which  bfia  so  long  and  ao  atubbornly  mamtwnea  its  lof^ 
independence  of  character,  and  so  triumphantly  vindi- 
cated the  cause  of  constitutional  liber^  in  the  halla  of  the 
Capitol  of  this  countiy.  If  it  be  true  that,  in  tbe  honora- 
ble discharge  of  our  sacred  duftr  her^  we  have  cooioiitted 
the  Mu  hitherto  deesaed  unpardonable  againat  tbat  beiaff 
who  ia  so  promioent  an  object  of  tbe  bumble  adoration 
of  others,  let  that  mm  remain  unexpiated  by  any  atone- 
ment which  we  have  now  to  ofFert  and  should  pfilitica] 
death  be  tbe  punishment  to  be  inflicted  upon  ua  for  our 
transgressions,  let  us  at  least  perish,  hoping  nothing  tnm 
the  smiles,  and  fearing  nothii^  ^nm  the  frowns,  of  Exe- 
cutive power] 

Nor,  ^r,  as  I  trust,  wUlaoy  man  here,  who  hasever  just- 
ly laid  chum  to  tbe  honorable  title  of  "  National  Republi- 
can," be  prevented  from  ^ving  a  liberal  aupport  to  this 
bill,  by  tbe  genenJ  denunciation  of  it  as  a  federal  measure* 
We  know  well  tbat  this  same  ingenious  strati^m  baa  been 
resetted  to  for  more  than  thirty  years,  alternately  to  ele- 
vate or  depress  tbe  leading  demagogues  in  this  country. 
The  best  posmble  plan  to  escape  the  force  of  reason,  la 
to  appeal  to  the  ignorant  pr^udices  of  mankind.  One 
who  has  engaged  m  tlua  dttlMte,  traces^  by  tbe  aid  of  the 
most  marvellmis  powm  of  combinaticn  and  dcdoetioii, 
tfae  origin  of  tbe  nulliffing  resolutions  of  Kentud^,  in 
1798,  and  their  kindred  resolutions  of  Virgmia,  adopted 
in  tbe  same  era,  to  the  old  fiederal  party]  Ao  it^emoua 
flBodcm  wAter,  sir,  has  derived  tte  word  *■  cucunbcr** 
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from  *'JeMniah  Kingj**  but  even  his  pnuset  migbt  veil 
remain  unsung,  while  the  superior  ingenuity  of  the  aoAor 
of  this  char^,  against  the  men  of  other  days,  ihouM,  by 
bard  and  roinstrel,  be  celebrated  in  Budibraatic  lays  for 
the  adnuration  of  the  world.  The  Kentucky  resolutions, 
which  gave  birth  to  the  whole  heresy  of  nullification,  are 
entitled  to  no  respect,  whether  we  consider  the  time  of 
their  adoption,  or  the  mere  object  for  which  they  were 
drawn.  They  were  written  by  a  candidate  for  onice,  in 
a  period  of  high  par^  excitement,  for  the  very  purpose 
of  securing  his  own  election.  They  were  well  calculated 
to  intimidate  political  opponents  by  the  threat  of  ultimate 
disunion  in  tlte  event  of  his  defeat,  and  as  such  they 
were  denounced  by  many  of  the  other  States,  at  the  time, 
in  the  strongest  languwe.  They  slept  on  the  shell  after 
they  had  done  tfaor  omce,  without  an  eflTort  on  the  part 
of  any  man  to  vindicate  the  principles  contained  in  them, 
until  afler  the  lapse  of  thirty  ye*rs,  when  they  were 
awakened  by  the  trumpet  or  disconl  resoun^ng  again 
throughout  Uiis  happy  country.  I  say,  sir,  that  no  con- 
siderable effbrt  was  made  to  defend  them,  or  their  revo- 
lutionary principles,  from  1800  till  after  the  passage  of 
the  tariff'  act  of  18S4.  Yet  they  were  aastuled  and  de- 
noOQced  in  the  hearing  of  the  very  men  wh<^  if  they  had 
been  deemed  defenrible,  ought  to  have  been  fint  to  stand 
forth  in  thdr  behalf.  In  the  debate  on  the  Judiciary  in 
1803,  Mr.  Giles,  ofTirginia,  having  barely  so  far  alluded 
to  the  subject  as  to  mention  the  determination  of  the  fede- 
ral courts,  that  they  are  judges  in  the  last  resort  of  the 
constitutionality  of  your  laws,  to  prove  what  he  called 
their  unlimited  claims  to  power,  was  promptly  met  in  re- 
ply. 00  this  whole  question,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  who  vin- 
wated  the  true  prinaples  of  the  constitution  against  the 
then  recent  and  arrogant  pretin^ons  of  State  usurpation, 
by  whatever  name  it  may  be  called — State  veto.  State  in- 
terpmntion,  or  State  tyranny.  Entrenched  behind  the  very 
princi[)les  we  now  advocate,  he  threw  tiie  gauntlet  to  any 
champion  on  the  other  ade  who  might  ehoose  to  venture 
in  defence  of  the  doctrines  avowed  in  tliose  resolutions. 
Sir,  no  one  then  appeared  in  the  lists  to  accept  that 
challerwe.  Ilie  reaolutioni,  which  mi|^t  have  been 
fitirly  dwmed  as  covering  the  whole  ground  of  this  part 
of  the  debate,  were  not  even  named,  much  less  defended 
or  held  op,  as  authority  by  any  one.  They  bad  served 
their  purposes,  »r.  The  party  tlwt  framed  them  was 
seated  in  power,  and  it  wasuieir  interest  to  neglect  and  to 
despise  them. 

Suffer  roe,  nr,  to  add  one  other  preliminary  remark, 
before  I  proceed  to  the  argument  of  the  ouiin  question 
involved  in  the  consideration  of  this  bill.  The  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  [Hr.  Bbowk,]  to  strengthen 
bis  own  argument  against  the  use  of  force  to  sustain  the 
revenue  laws,  cited  a  passage  from  the  speech  of  the  same 
distinguished  representative  of  Delaware,  to  whom  I  have 
alluded,  delivered  in  Congress,  on  the  subject  of  the 
embargo  law.  The  object  was  to  show  that  our  Govern- 
ment, beiif  essential^  pacific  in  its  genius  and  character, 
ought  not  to  be  sustained  by  force,  when  concession  can 
be  properly  made  to  prevent  its  emplc^mentf  and  I  grant 
the  gentleman  the  full  benefit  of  all  the  passi^  he  has 
cited.  I  am  wilKng  to  o^opt  the  recommendation  of  that 
eminent  statesman  in  the  present  condition  of  this  coun- 
try. I  am  willing  to  concede  all  that  can  be  yielded  to 
an  honest  difTerence  of  opinion,  consistently  with  the 
honor  and  interest  of  the  nation.  I  would  now  cheerfully 

E're  my  vote  fbr  a  new  tariff,  which  should  extend  the 
t  of  articles  to  be  admitted  duty  free  as  far  as  that  list 
could  possibly  be  extended,  without  injury  to  the  essential 
manufactures  of  the  country.  But  it  ouglit  never  to  be 
hoped  for,  Uiat  the  system  which  now  protects  Uie  in- 
dustry of  tlie  farmers,  the  -mechanics,  and  manufacturerst 
in  short,  the  whole  of  the  laboring  freemen  in  the  mid- 
dle, Dorthcni,  and  western  States,  n-om  competition  with 


British  puipers,  shoold  be  utterly  and  unconditionally 
aban4oned.  Sir,  I.  am  well  satisfied  that  it  cannot  be  aa 
abandoned  without  the  imminent  danger  of  a  speedy 
revolution  in  this  Government;  and  that,  in  this  new  of 
the  subject,  it  would  be  infinitely  better  to 

~— •'BcMTtheilU  walian, 
>>  Thm  if  m  otbera  tbat  «c  know  not  of.*' 

If  the  measure  proposed  by  the  bill  should,  as  is  alleged, 
drive  South  Carolina  to  open  secesrion,  stiO,  mr,  I  btAi 
that  State  aeceBsion  is  a  lea  eril  than  State  nullification. 
1  think  Uie  soundness  of  this  opinion  is  easily  demonstn- 
ble.  If  the  latter  doctrine  be  triumphantiy  establiahcdf 
it  he,  indeed,  true  that  any  one  of  tliese  States  can  con- 
stitutionally and  rightfiilly  decide,  in  the  last  resort,  on 
the  mode  and  measure  of  redress'  for  all  her  alleged  griev- 
ances) then,  sir,  is  Soutii  CaroUna,  while  all  her  ports  are 
open  for  the  admission  of  every  article  of  importation, 
duty  free,  still  within  the  pale  of  Uie  Union,  and  entitled 
to  participate  in  all  its  blesungs,  though  she  refuse  to 
share  in  any  of  its  burdens.  The  whole  amount  of  south- 
em  exportR,  estimated  at  forty  millions  annually,  may 
be  exchanged  for  foreign  manufactures  and  foreign  pro- 
ducet  and  by  virtue  of  this  ordinance  of  nullification,  the 
exchanges  may,  through  the  free  ports  of  Charleston, 
Beaufort,  and  Georgetown,  be  transhipped  coastwise, 
and  forced  upon  the  consumption  of  the  whole  country, 
in  defiance  of  all  our  laws  for  the  coUection  of  duties. 
The  immediate  effiect  of  this  must  be  desolation  and  ruin 
to  us — desolation  and  ruin  so  certain  and  so  speedy,  that 
our  southern  fellow-citizens  would  find  us  a  prey  hardly 
worth  the  trouble  of  further  pursuit,  afler  the  lapse  of 
five  or  ten  years  from  tiie  period  when  such  a  qrstent 
should  go  into  effective  operation.  Throwing  out  of  new 
the  destruction  of  our  manufiu:turers  and  mechanics,  (the 
immediate  consequence  of  this  state  of  things)  I  ask, 
what  have  we— to  what  poswblc  resources  can  we  apply- 
to  meet  this  never-ending  drain  of  our  means  and  money 
to  pay  for  all  the  most  important  necessaries  of  life  thus 
purchased  abroad?  In  a  few  years  we  should  be  beggar- 
ed by  the  operation  of  such  a  state  of  things,  and  soon 
after,  where  the  husbandman  now  goes  happily  to  his 
plough,  and  the  mcchaiue  sings  cheerily  to  the  sound  of 
bis  axe  or  his  hammer,  the  country  would  be  rapidly  de- 
serted, and,  if|  a  few  more  fleeting  years,  would  present 
but  a<wild  and  melancholy  waste,  a  lasting  monument  to 
posterity  of  our  own  folly  and  puwllanimity.  And  let  it 
not  be  overlooked  by  tiioae  who  would  temporarily  riot 
in  the  profits  thus  drawn  from  the  hard  hand  of  honest 
industrr,  thattliey  would  eventually  be  the  losers  by  their 
own  avidity;  for  where  would  be  their  market  for  arti- 
cles received  in  exchange  for  their  immense  surplus  pro- 
duce,  when  we  should  be  no  longer  able  tobuy  them? 
On  the  other  hand,  the  consequences  of  the  secession  of  ■ 
South  Carolina  from  the  Union,  though  that  would  be  an 
event  deeply  to  he  deplored,  while  the  memory  of  our 
national  glory  is  retained,  would  be  infinitely  to  be  pre- 
ferred by  US  to  such  a  conidition  of  affairs.  In  the  event 
of  her  succesafully  maintairung  her  separate  indepen- 
dence, we  should  subject  all  her  products,  and  all  her 
exchanges  obtained  for  them,  when  introduced  among  usb 
to  our  own  tariff;  and,  if  peace  did  not  smile  upon  us  *M 
it  heretofore  has,  we  should,  at  least,  by  the  sacrifice  of 
some  of  its  blessings,  maintain  our  independence  of  all 
foreign  nations.  I  tell  the  honorable  members  from  Ca- 
rolina, therefore,  that,  while  seceswon  has  its  teitors  fbr 
me,  nullification  presenta  even  still  greater  evils.in  per- 
spective; that  I  have  been  driven  in  sorrow  to  that  task  « 
calculating  the  value  of  this  Union,  which  I  once  suppos- 
ed I  could  never  learn,  and  which  I  still  think  nd  man 
can  learn,  while  the  constitution  stands  unimpaired  by 
misconstruction,  and  that  I  cannot  be  deterred  from  the 
support  of  this  bill,  whose  only  object  is  to  countervail 
the  eifeetB  of  tlieir  Stale  ordinance  and  State  legiaUtkm, 
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by  the  threat  of  dinimon  aa  a  neceMary  consequeiico  of 
its  passage. 

I  come  then,  nr.  to  tiie  £scuflrion  of  tha  main  question 
before  ua. 

Are  the  ordinance  and  lam  of  South  Candina,  set  forth 
in  the  Prendent's  messaget  consonant  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States?  If  repugnant  to  theproTiuons 
of  that  aacred  inatniment,  has  the  State  It  rigltt  to  secede 
from  the  Union?  Have  we  the  power  to  coerce  obedi- 
ence to  our  revenue  laws?  And,  if  we  hare  such  power, 
are  the  provisions  of  tliis  bill  such  as  are  proper  to  secure 
that  obedience? 

There  never  waa  a  question  more  involved  in  meta- 
physical subtleties  than  the  essential  inqt^ry  into  the  ri^t 
of  mdlifieation  and  secession  has  been,  b/the  respective 
advocates  of  these  different  doctrines.  They  invariably 
seek  out  the  most  refined,  and  often,  I  may  add,  the  most 
indefinable  distinctions.  It  would  with  them  be  evidence 
of  gross  obtuseness  of  intellect,  to  fail  always  to  discrimi- 
nate between  the  foundation  of  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment andtiie  sourcas  fhrai  which  those  powers  are  drawn; 
between  sovereign^  and  aorereign  power,  delenmninf; 
at  the  same  time  with  precision  where  each  of  these  ori- 
ginated and  where  they  now  remain,  and  between  the  ef- 
fect of  a  ratification  by  the  people  of  the  United  States 
collectively,  and  that  of  a  ratification  by  the  same  people 
voting  by  State  divisions.  The  distinction  between  a  State 
and  the  people  of  a  State  is  made  and  carried  so  far,  that 
the  State  itself  is  considered  as  a  kind  of  ethereal,  super- 
natural beingt  vhoae  essence  is  ilUmitable,  uncontrolla- 
ble soverei^ty  over  the  veiv  people  composing  it,  and 
to  whose  will  alone  it  is  indebted  for  '*  a  local  habitation 
and  a  name."  The  recent  addresa  to  the  people  of  South 
Carolina,  by  their  delegates  in  convention,  is  replete  wlUi 
such  distinctions.    The  passage  from  that  curious  State 

Stper,  which  I  am  about  to  read,  exhibits  the  opiiuons  of 
e  eonrention  at  to  the  nature  of  **  sovereign^.*' 
**A  foreign  or  inattentive  reader,  unacquainted  with  the 
origin,  progress,  and  history  of  the  constitution,  would  be 
very  apt,  from  the  phraseology  of  the  instrument,  to  regard 
the  States  as  having  divested  themselves  of  their  sove- 
Hignty,  and  to  have  become  great  corporations,  subordi- 
nate to  one  supreme  Government.  But  this  is  an  error. 
The  States  are  as  sovereign  now  as  they  were  prior  to 
their  entering  into  the  compact.  In  common  parlance, 
and  to  avmd  circumlocutioh,  it  may  be  admianble  enough 
to  speak  of  delegated  and  reserved  sovereignty.  But,  cor- 
rectly speaking,  sovereignty  is  a  unit.  It  is  '  one,  indi- 
viuble,  and  unalienable.'  It  is,  therefore,  an  absurdity  to 
imagine  that  the  sovereignty  of  the  States  is  surrendered 
in  part,  and  retained  in  part.  Tlie  federal  constitution  is 
a  treaty,  a  confederation*  an  alUance,  by  which  ao  many 
sovereign  States  agree  to  exerdse  their  ioverdgn  powen 
conjointly,  upon  certun  objects  of  external  concern,  in 
which  they  are  equally  interested,  such  as  war,  peace, 
commerce,  foreign  negotiation,  and  Indian  trade;  and 
upon  all  other  subjects  of  civil  government,  they  were  to 
exerdse  their  sovereignty  sepmtely.  This  ia  the  true 
nature  of  the  compact." 

Sovereignty  is,  by  this  authority,  "  a  unitt"  it  is  also 
"indivisible  and  unalienable!"  and  the  inference  drawn 
from  these  premises  is,  that  it  is  an  absurdity  to  imagine 
that  the  sovereignty  of  the  Statea  ia  surrendered  in  part, 
and  retained  only  in  part.    In  vun  did  the  fVamera  of  our 

florioua  constitution,  in  their  circular  of  the  17th  Septen- 
er,  1787,  declare,  while  explaining  its  provisions^  and 
submitting  them  for  popular  approbation,  that  it  was 
'*obvioii«y  impracticable,  in  the  Federal  Government  of 
these  States,  to  secure  alt  the  rights  of  independent  sove- 
reignty to  each,  and  yet  provide  for  the  intereitaiid  safety 
of  all."  In  vain  did  they  declare  that  *'  individuals  enter- 
ing into  society  must  give  up  a  share  of  liberty  to  preserve 
the  real."  In  vun  did  they  (the  Statea  themselves,  for 


as  Statea  they  addressed  this  circular,  and  submitted  this 
constitution  to  the  people)  ordain  that  no  State' diall  enter 
into  any  treaty,  alliance,  or  confederation;  grantletters  of 
marque  and  repriaalt  cirin  money;  enut  hills  of  creditj 
make  any  thiii|f  out  gold  uid  wAftt  coin  a  tender  in  pay- 
ment of  dcbtsi  pass  any  hill  (^attainder,  expo^  /aefoiaw. 
or  law  impuring  the  obligation  of  contracto.  In  v«n  (Ud 
they  provide  tluit  no  State  shall,  without  the  consent  of 
Congress,  lay  any  impost  or  duty  on  imports  or  ex|>orts, 
except  what  may  be  absolutely  necessary  for  executing  its 
inspection  laws,  subjecting,  at  the  same  tim^  all  such  utws 
to  the  revirion  and  control  of  Congress.  In  vain  did  thc^ 
determine  that  no  State  dial^  without  the  consent  of  Con- 
gress, la^  any  duty  on  tonnage,  keep  troops  or  dupa  cS 
war  in  time  of  peace,  enter  into  airr  agreement  or  com-' 
pact  with  another  State,  or  with  a  foreign  Power,  or  en- 
gage in  war,  unless  actually  invaded,  or  in  suich  imminent 
danger  as  will  not  admit  of  delay.  And  (which  rendera 
the  position  assumed  still  more  preposterous)  in  vain  did 
the  people  of  South  Carolina,  on  ^e  33d  or  Mi^,  1788, 
solemnly  declare  to  the  whole  world,  that  they  freely  and 
fally  assented  to  and  ratified  this  constitution.  It  was  re- 
served for  the  wisdom  of  after  ages  to  discover  that  thqr 
had  not  the  power  to  make  a  valid  contract,  because  thdr 
sovereigntjr  was  **a  unit,  indivinble  and  unalienable." 
This  position  is  predicatol  on  no  pretended  distinction 
between  the  alienation  and  delention  of  sovereignty. 
The  object  for  which  it  is  assumed,  is  to  prove  that  no 
part  whatever  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  people  of  South 
Carolina  has  been  "surrendered."  The addren distinctly 
denounces  the  very  expression  "del^mted  soverei^ty" 
as  common  parlance,  or  vulgar  error,  and  as  utterljr  inad- 
missible,  except  to  "avoid  circumlocution."  Viewing 
the  iieople  of  all  the  States  as  having  delegated  the  essen- 
tial rights  and  attributes  of  sovereignty  which  I  have  Just 
enumerated,  I  say  that  the  people  of  no  one  State  can 
withdraw  or  revoke  them,  without  the  consent  of  tbe 

{teople  of  the  other  States,  obtained  according  to  Qie 
brms  and  rules  prescribed  in  the  constitution,  which  all 
have  freely  ratified.  The  Government  is  but  an  agent, 
you  tell  me.  True;  but  whose  agent?  Of  the  people  of 
South  Carolina  alone?  No,  but  of  tha  people  of  all  the 
States.  Surely  a  fraction  cannot  revoke  a  power  which  all 
have  conferred.  But,  even  viewing  this  agent  as  the  crea- 
ture of  South  Carolina  alone,  her  own  conrtitution  would 
prohibit  her  own  people  from  revolBtag  it  by  a  btre  ma- 
jority. Two*thiTds  oif  htf  Legislature  must  first  call  the 
convention,  and  tiie  delegates  of  that  convention  must  af 
terwards  be  elected  by  the  people.  The  Carolii^  doctrine 
itself  denies  the  power  of  revocation  by  a  mere  Le^ala- 
ture;  and,  in  pursuance  of  it,  the  otdinance  was  made  in 
convention.  The  sovereignty,  "one,  indinnble,  and  un- 
amenable," therefore,  has  not  been  found  hi  a  bare  major- 
ity of  tbe  people  there;  for  it  was  agreed  to  be  an  essen- 
tial, an  indispensable  prerequisite,  uiat  two-thirds  of  the 
people  should  order  tbe  convention  to  be  elected.  But 
now  comes  it  about  that  this  sovereignty,|*'one,  in^vinble, 
and  unalienable,"  could  not  move  without  the  consent  of 
two-thirds?  Sir,  by  their  own  constitution  a  portion  of 
their  sovereignty  has  been  restrained,  delegated,  and  ir- 
revocably alienated  even  to  their  own  State' agenta,  unleaa 
recalled  by  the  edict  of  two-thirda  of  their  own  people.- 
They  may,  through  a  majority,  overtfirow  thtir  own  State 
Government  no  otherwise  than  by  revolution.  Yet  they 
nuuntain  that  they  can,  without  revolution,  overthrow  our 
Government,  which  is  the  work  of  their  and  our  hands, 
when  they,  leas  than  one  twenty.fourth  part  of  the  power 
which  created  this  Government,  please  to  resume  tbor 
sovereignty.  They  admit  that  they  cannot  reaome  thii 
sovereignty  as  against  themselves,  in  the  case  of  tbdrown 
Government,  without  the  consent  of  two-thirds  <^  dieir 
own  people;  while  tiiey  insist  that  this  same  ethereal  ea- 
se nee,  wnen  broaght  to  bear  on  theoMelTea  and  u*  con- 
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j«rintly,  is  lodivirible,  uiwlieiikble,  uid  not  cimble  of  heiag 
<leleg*ted  or  surrendered  for  urr  paifKMe  known  ftmong 
men.  They  have  divided  tluaioaiTimIc  unit  Cany  out 
the  idm,  ur,  a  step  further.  In  some  of  the  States  the 
people  must,  by  a  majority  of  their  rotes,  first  direct  a 
fx>nvention,  and  then  elect  it.  In  otherSi  the  Legislature, 
by  a  bare  majority,  can  call  it.  In  others,  the  people 
mutt  twice  Mder  it  by  a  bare  majority  of  Umit  votes,  oe- 
fore  it  can  be  caDed.  If  eieh  of  thoe  Btatea  can  nUUily 
in  conrcntion*  whenever  they  ehoow  to  do  so,  the  aove* 
reiynty  of  some  operates  venr  differently  from  that  of 
others.  Delaware  could  nullify  at  any  time,  by  a  majority 
of  all  the  voters  entitled  to  Uie  r'^ht  of  suffrage.  But 
Kentucky  cunot  uotjlher  maj<nity  has,  at  two  succeirive 
clectiona^  called  the  conventiont  mhI  South  Carolina  can- 
not* as  we  have  seen,  without  the  previous  consent  of  two- 
Cfairds.  Tbx  indinsible,  unalienable,  nullifying  unit  in 
Delaware,  therefore,  isa  bare  majority;  while  in  Kentucky 
it  is  two  successive  majorities;  and  in  South  Csrohna,  and 
other  States,  it  is  to  be  found  only  in  two-thirds  of  all  the 
voters.  A  citizen  in  Carolina,  tiierefore,  hks  leas  nulliQr- 
■ng  power  ttian  a  dtizen  in  Delaware.  Their  political 
and  sovereign  rights  are  so  essentially  different,  that, 
while  the  latter  hu  less  than  one-fif^  of  the  populatioa  <^ 
the  former,  ma  hundred  Dehwariaos  can  outnuUify  more 
than  tme  hundred  and  forty  Caroliidaiis. 

1  ndnut,  rir*that,  by  tiie  very  terms  of  our  constitution 
or  fbna  of  Oovemment,  there  is  an  ultimiAe  sovereignty, 
s  paramount  power  of  amendment  and  revocation,  resting 
in  the  people  of  three-fourths  of  the  States.  Undoubte^T 
ly,  it  is  true,  that  this  ultimate  sovereignty  has  never  been 
alienated  or  delegated.  It  is  true,  too,  that  the  people  of ; 
the  UnUed  States  (not  of  South  Can^na  alone)  have  re 
aerved  to  themselvei,  or  their  req>ective  Ststee,  all  the 
attributes  of  lovere^nty  not  delegated  by  the  constitution. 
Nay,  more  sir,  1  recognise,  and  glory  in  the  rectwnition 
of  the  principles  of  our  revulu\ionary  fbrebthers,  uat  the 
right  to  resist  tyranny  and  oppresnon,  no  matter  by  what 
power  exercised,  sdu  exists  in  every  man,  not  as  a  consti- 
tutioaal  or  delegated  power,  but  as  an  inherent,  indivisible, 
and  unalienable  right.  But  this  uhn-eonitiiutional  and 
revtdutionaty  righ^  wluch,  when  exercised,  must  always 
confessedly  subject  those  who  attempt  to  enftvce  it  to  the 
penalties  of  treason  hi  the  event  of  their  fiulure,  is  as 
widely  different  from  the  pretended  right  of  nullification, 
as  the  heavens  from  tiie  earth.  It  is  open,  unblushing 
treason  against  the  Govemmeott  and,  even  when  asserted 
under  the  gallows,  has  the  merit  of  being  more  respecta- 
ble, bceauie  it  is  more  intelligible  and  daring  than  nullUi- 
caUon.  It  is  not  a  mere  State  r^t,  but  looks  drave  all 
the  restraints  of  power.  It  may  be  exerciied  ag«nst 
South  Carolina  1^  her  own  citizens,  or  aguost  this  Gov- 
emoMBt  by  the  people  ofthe  UnitedSlates.  Itis  nothing 
mwe  than  the  right  of  rebellion  ( the  right  of  self-preser- 
vation; the  r^ht  to  fight  in  self-defence.  No  man  ever 
did,  or  ever  ooukt  part  with  it.  If  successfully  rindicated 
in  a  rigfateoos  cause,  be  who  asserts  it  becomes  a  berot  if 
unsuceessfiiUir,  a  traitor.  Ask  the  nuUifier  if  this  is  the 
sovereignty  wbkh  be  refen  to  as  a  unit,  incUnnblo  and 
unalieliable,  andhewiUteUyou,no!  He  seeks  shelter  not 
in  bis  individual  resources,  but  under  the  aig^s  of  his  State; 
nay,  claims  protection  under  the  constitution  which  he 
seeks  to  destroy  t  is  horror-struck  by  the  chu^e  of  tresson, 
and  asserts  the  right  of  State  interposition  as  a  rif^t  re- 
aervedin  the  very  bond  of  our  Union:.»nd  when,  to  dis. 
prove  the  tight  of  the  State  to  interpose,  you  pmnt  him 
to  the  pirin  words  of  the  oonstitution,  which  negative  the 
light  of  amr  State  to  make  war  on  the  rest,  wmdi  pori- 
tiveljr  pnA'mit  my  State  to  engi^  in  any  war,  or  to  keep 
troops  when  this  Government  is  at  peace,  he  coolly  telfa 
you  that  these  are  State  rigbta  and  attributes  of  sovereign- 
ty,  which  are,  in  their  nature,  uimlienable.  Sir,  this  po- 
litical dogma,  undentoodiameseaMortliMevhowei^ 
Voin  IX— 35. 


never  had  any  foundation  In  truth.  As  an  a:dom  of  po- 
litical smence,  it  ia  unknown  among  statesmen.  Sovereign 
power  must,  of  necesrity,  be  delegated  in  all  representa- 
tive Govemmeotsi  and  before  tiie  feme  theory  of  civil 
Government  was  undentood,  even  in  the  darkoem  of  the 
feudal  uid  barbaric  ages,  when  ubitruy  power  most  pre- 
vuled,  sovereignty  and  sover«gn  power  have  been  a 


among  tbe  exampha  i 

sovereignty  itself  in  a  monarchy,  by  downright  bargrin 
and  sale,  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  recur  to  a  part  of  the  ms- 
tory  of  the  Isle  of  Han,  for  a  lonff  time  me  resi^nce  of 
the  Eatb  of  Derby,  who  nded  it  as  soverwgns,'in  the 
strongest  sense  of  Oiat  word.  Tbe  «<  Kings  of  Man,"  a 
sounmng  title,  wr,  dotiied  witii  all  the  eieential  attributee 
of  sovereignty  over  an  islaiid  in  the  Irish  sea,  about  thir^ 
miles  long  and  ten  wide,  exerdsed  ttiat  power  so  iign- 
riously  to  the  English  Government  In  tins  very  matter  of 
impost  and  revenue,  that  it  became  a  general  depot  for 
smuggling]  and,  in  1736,  tbe  Enf^ish  Government  passed 
an  act  "authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  royalties  of  Man." 
In  1765,  the  purchase  was  actually  made  of  tiie  Duke  of 
Atb^,  the  then  sovermgn  of  the  island,  who,  for  seven^ 
thomand  pound*  iteriiw,  aad  apenwon  on  himself  and  his 
dut^ess,  alienated  aH  the  rqyrities  and  eorereigiity  of  tMi 
little  independent  kingdom,  by  a  substantial  deed  of  bar- 
g^n  ukI  sale,  and  annexed  it  forever  to  the  British  em- 

Eire.  Tbe  <*  free  trade"  ceased,  and  the  English  impost 
iws  became  efioent  by  tiiis  alienation  of  soverognty. 
Our  own  purchases  of  Louisiana  and  Florida  fumidi  addi- 
ti(mal  examples  of  the  surrender  of  sovereigntf .  Under 
our  old  conrederation,  while  one  State  endeavroed  te  pro- 
tect ito  own  industry  by  imposts,  the  protected  articles 
were  admitted  do^  free  in  another;  and  for  the  very  pur- 
pose, among  others,  of  preventing  this,  was  our  constitu- 
tion formed.  Tbe  soverdgnty  of  the  United  Statcy  was  in 
the  people,  and  they  delegated  to  the  Government  of 
th«r  own  creation  all  the  rig^  <rf  soverdf^ty  with  which 
it  is  dothedi  not  by  a  bargwn  and  sale  for  money  paid, 
but  bj  a  written  constttatioo  for  blesringt  secured,  which 
are  above  aU  price,  and  infinitely  beyond  the  power  d 
any  man,  whetticr  in  or  out  of  Soutii  Carohna,  to  calcu- 
Ute. 

In  sh«t,  nr,  if  sovereignty  be  k  "unit,  indivisible  and 
unalienable,"  in  tbe  sense  nn- which  that  maxim  is  em- 
ployed in  this  address,  the  tnevitabletconsequence  of  It  is, 
that  there  can  be  but  two  forma  of  Government  known 
among  men-nm  abaidute  democracy,  oe  an  absolute  and 
uoehuigeable  Jespetiwn.  If  ttie  people  oamiot  ddcgate 
any  portico  of  their  soverdgn  power  for  tbmr  own  good, 
we  are,  oursehres,  ueurpeta  of  aathority,  and  ma;r  he 
fnuhy  of  treason  by  the  irei7  lot  of  attCBptinff  to  l^date 
for  tlieir  benefit. 

The  honwable  gentleman  from  Virginia  deems  it  indis- 

S enable,  while  supporting  what  be  terns  the  democratic 
Dctrines  of  1798,  to  amufe  ns  that  our  Gofcrnment  can- 
not be  sovereigi^  in  any  sense  of  tint  wotdi  that  U  is  but 
an  emanation  from  tiie  States^  and  holds  ite  raistence  but 
at  the  pleaiOM  of  tbe  Stalest  be  pnta  the  rignifieant 
interrogitory,  to  smlain  himelf  in  these  poritionib  ean 
there  be  sod)  a  thni^  as  a  dtixen  oTOe  United  States.^  To 
this  he  demands  an  answer. 

I  will  give  him  that  answer,  sir.  But,  as  one  of  those 
who  daim  the  piottd.titleof  a  dtizen  of  the  United  Stateib 
I  hold  it  to  be  a  BBcred  duty  first  to  deieribe^  for  hn  bene- 
fit the  cMigin  and  character  of  that  Gwemment  which  he 
has  so  grossly  misbifcen,  and  which  I  will  glidly  acknow- 
ledge as  the  great  protector  of  me  and  muie  in  the  enjt^- 
ment  of  that  inestimable  civil  liberty,  for  which  we  will 
never  cease  to  he  grateful. 

The  radical  and  fatal  error  into  which  he  has  foUen, 
omisista  ta  the  onumm  to  diwriminrte  between  a  FedetsI 
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Govemmetit,  a  NaUonal  GoTemment^  and  our  Oovern- 
inea^  which  u  nnther  excloHrely  federal  nor  nationali 
but  a  compound  of  both.  I  shall  enter  into  no  Inquiry 
mth  lum,  whether  a  mere  confedention*  or  league,  be 
preferable  to  a  consolidated  republic.  I  tell  the  gentle- 
man, at  once,  that  I  hold  the  evils  of  both  to  be  intolera- 
ble, and  that  it  is  no  part  of  my  task  to  ascertun  which  of 
these  miaerable  expedients  of  man,  in  his  folly,  is  most  re- 
pletemththeseeds  ofi&iarchyordespotism.  lamnoadvo- 
cateofa  consididated  Government,  dearly  as  I  cherish  the 
**  consolidatioa  of  our  Uraon;"  an4  although  I  have  heard 
nothing  more  common,  nnce  I  became  a  member  here, 
than  nmsy  denunciations  of  a  consoTidated  empire,  yet,  I 
have  never  yet  learned  that  any  m^n  of  common  sense 
contended  that  our  Government  was  of  this  descriplion. 
Bat,  with  ffricf  I  say  it,  it  has  become  the  fashionable  cant 
a  certam  school  of  pt^ticiana,  to  deny  to  our  constitu- 
tion twtf  charaetM^itie  of  a  national  rapoblic,  and  to  hold 
it  up  to  the  world  as  a  wretched  confederacy  of  inde- 
pendent, sovereign  States  the  will  of  each  of  which  is 
the  only  rule  of  its  actions. 

The  history  of  the  origin  of  this  constitution  is  soon  told. 
It  was  ftamed  by  the  States  in  convention;  and,  on  the 
l7th  of  September,  1787,  it  was,  by  the  same  convention 
of  States,  directed,  drst  to  be  submitted  to  **  the  United 
States  in  Congress  assembled,"  and  then  ''to  a  conven- 
tioB  of  delegates  ehoaen  in  each  State  by  the  pe^le 
thereof  under  the  recommendation  of  itsLwitlature,  Jbr 
thrir  astent  and  ratification It  was  ratified  by  the  peo- 
ple after  it  bad  been  proposed  by  the  States. 

It  oripnated,  therefore,  in  a  compact  between  the  peo- 
ple. Could  the  States  giiuit  more  than  the  people?  Wu 
the  nature  of  State  sovereignty  such,  that  the  people 
could  not  abridge  orabrogi^  it?  To  those  who  will  con- 
tend for  M  absurd  a  doctrine,  let  the  answer  be  given, 
that  the  States  themselves  were  aba  parties  to  the  con- 
pac^  and  are  estopped  by  their  own  act  to  deny  its  valid- 
ity. Thqr  contracted  with  the  people,  by  &«r  own 
{iropoiition,  that  it  should  bind  them,  and  each  of  them. 
If  gentlemen  wilt  connder  this  constitution  as  a  mere  con- 
pac^  let  tiiemfurly  acknowledge  the  extent  of  that  Com- 
pact and  the  seals  of  all  the  parties  to  it  Let  tiiem  say, 
then,  tiiat  it  was  not  merely  a  compact  between  the  SUtea, 
but  between  the  people  and  the  States;  between  the  peo- 
ple of  all  the  SUtes;  betvem  the  people  of  eadi  State, 
and  the  State  itself;  and  between  ^  people  of  each  Stat^ 
and  each  of  and  all  the  other  States,  and  ttie  United  States. 
Let  them  say  that  Carolina  bound  herself  by  it  with  her 
own  people,  with  the  people  of  every  other  State,  and 
wth  all  her  rister  States;  and  that  her  people  bound  them- 
selves by  it,  to  and  with  the  people  of  all  the  other  SUtes, 
and  their  State  Oovenimenti.  But  let  them  not  then  atr 
tempt  to  palEate  her  ordiaanoe  of  nullification  as  a  mere 
breach  of  contract,  or  want  of  good  fiuth.  When  her 
people  s^ned  the  bond,  they  broke  down  the  State  au- 
tbontv  by  that  vety  act,  to  the  extent  of  all  the  power  con- 
ferred by  the  bond.  They  thus  fkr,  and  to  this  extent 
mAy,  obUtetmted  the  very  dinsions  and  landmarks  of  the 
State.  Tb^  established  a  Government,  in  its  just  pow- 
ers, above  ne  State  Government,  which,  conscious  of  its 
own  weakness  and  inefficiency,  asked  them  first  to  do  so. 
They  roted  withm  the  State-Umits,  it  is  true;  they  did  not 
assemble  with  all  the  people  of  the  other  States,  at  one 
place,  and  vote  fn  an  aggregate  mass;  and,  because  the 
people  of  the  United  States  md  not  do  this,  which  it  was 
utterly  impracticable  for  them  to  do,  we  are  constantly 
told,  by  some  of  the  veriest  drivellers  that  ever  miscon- 
strued the  effect  of  a  popular  act,  that  their  ratification 
nrast  be  held  to.be  a  mere  State  ratification,  and  to  create 
nothing  more  than  a  mere  league  between  the  States. 
Why,  «r,  if  this  voting  for  delegates  by  State  Avirions 
makes  their  constitution 'nothii^  more  than  a  loigue  of 
States  it  nuat  make  it  Mmething  less.  They  £d  not  rote 


by  States,  en  maue,  but  by  counties,  by  hundreds,  by 
towndiipi,  and  parishes.  We  ought  not  then  to  conidder 
our  Government  as  a  confederacy  of  States,  but  a  compact 
and  league  between  the  most  petty  subdivirions  of  the 
States;  and  we  hare  formed  a  confederation  of  coantiet 
and  towns,  the  people  of  each  of  which  may,  at  any  time, 
nullify  our  laws,  and  stand  cbameable  only  with  a  breach 
of  compact!  The  delegates  of  tlie  people  of  each  State 
acted  in  separate  conventions,  and  not  in  one  gpencral  con- 
vention; and  Were  chosen,  not  by  general  ticket  voted 
throughout  tiie  Ui^ed  States,  but  by  tickets  voted  in  such 
diviuons  as  the  State  Legislatures  prescribed.  The  con* 
vention  of  the  States  that  framed  the  constitution  pre- 
scribed this  mode,  among  other  reasons,  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  peoipie,  and  as  best  adapted  to  ascertain  their 
sentiments.  Haid  they  voted  by  general  ticket,  the  quali- 
fications, as  well  as  the  true  sentiments  of  many  delegate^ 
might  have  been  unknown  to  nearty  one-half  the  voter*. 
Bendes,  the  object  in  view  could  be  obtained  in  no  other 
mode,  for  the  sovereipity  of  each  State  could  be  properly 
delegated  only  by  its  own  pec^le.  Had  they  voted  m 
maste,  the  aggregate  majority  could  not  have  alienated 
any  portion  of  the  sovereignty  of  ai^  member  of  the  con- 
federacy whose  people  had  dissented  fi-om  the  act. 

Originating,  as  the  Government  did,  then,  both  from 
the  States  and  the  people,  the  "foundation  of  its  powers'* 
would  have  authoriied  the  creation  of  a  mere  confedera- 
tion, or  a  Government  ettlunvely  national,  w  of  a  Gov- 
ernment combining  in  itself  the  essential  properties  of 
botii.  I  proceed,  briefly,  now  to  consider  the  nature  and 
character  of  this  Government,  and  the  operation  of  its 
powers. 

The  House  of  Representatives  is  a  body  in  which  the 
people  alone  are  represented,  in  the  Senate  the  State* 
alone  are  r«iresented,  without  reference  to  the  number 
of  petmle  within  tiieir  limits.  Hie  Executive,  aercmng 
a  qualified  veto  on  the  laws,  is  the  representative  of  the 
people  and  the  States  combined.  These  co-ordinate 
branches  of  the  legislative  power  are  checks  on  each 
other,  as  the  Senator  from  Mune  [Mr.  Houixs]  has  de- 
scribed them.  It  is,  indeed,  sir,  literally  true,  that  leaa 
than  one-fif>h  of  the  people,  by  the  agency  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  States  in  this  Senate,  could  now  defeat  any 
law  proposed  by  the  immediate  delegates  of  the  pe<^le  of 
the  United  States  in  the  other  brandi  of  Congress.  That 
House  is  national  or  popular;  this,  federative;  and  the  Ex- 
ecutive is  both  national  and  federative.  Well  may  it  be 
said,  that  there  never  was  a  Government  before  it,  in 
which  the  rights  .of  a  minority  were  so  completely  pro- 
tected. But  this  protection  does  not  stop  here.  Should 
all  these  departments  of  the  legislative  power  concur  in 
tnunpfing  on  a  minority,  by  tiie  enactment  of  an  nncon- 
stitUQOnu  law,  it  may  appeal  for  protection  a^nat  the 
operation  of  that  law  to  tne  Judiciary,  another  orancb  of 
the  Government,  the  membera  of  which  are  appointed  by 
the  Prewdent,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
representatives  of  the  States  in  this  body.  And,  lastly, 
should  the  Judiciaty  decide  in  favor  of  an  oppressive  law, 
there  lies  an  appeal  to  the  people  to  remove  the  agents 
who  have  been  guil^  of  the  opprestton.  The  fete  of  the 
alien  and  section  laws  would  furnish  die  honorable  mem- 
ber from  Virginia  wiUi  what  be  would  deem  an  apt  illus- 
tration of  the  effective  operation  of  this  last  and  most 
important  check  on  the  exercise  of  power. 

Soverdgn  power  was  not  only  considered  as  divirible 
by  those  who  formed  this  Government,  but  we  see  that 
the  chief  beauty  of  their  whole  structure  consists  in  the 
many  divisions  which  have  been  made  of  it.  One  portion 
of  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  House  of  RepresenUtives,  w  hicb, 
for  example,  can  alone  niginate  Impeachmentsand  bills  tot 
raising  reveme.  Another  portii^i  of  it  is  in  the  Senate, 
I  which,  wUle  it  generUly  exerciaes  concurrent  legt^tive 
Ipowcr  irith  die  Houae,  ha*  the  peeulki;i^;fat  to  efieck  the 
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£xecuthre  in  the  administrmtion  of  the  ^poiotin^  power, 
wad  eonatituta  the  Nation^  Ju^ciarj  in  all  casea  of  iin- 
peaciunent.  Another  OOTtion  of  aovereini  power  is  in 
tlie  Executive)  another  in  the  Congteta  and  the  Prendent 
combinedf  knotber  in  the  Judiciaiyi  another  in  each  State, 
which  can  nerer  lose  her  equal  representation  in  the 
Senate,  without  her  consent;  another  in  anwonty  of  the 
people  of  each  State;  and  another  in  three-fourthc  of  All 
the  States. 

The  people  have  conferred  upon  the  judicial  depart- 
ment  of  ttieir  Government  the  power  to  settle,  in  the  em- 
phatic hingua^  of  a  resolution  of  the  Legidature  of 
Delaware,  which  I  received  yesterday,  and  which  it  gives 
me  pleasure  to  sustun  to-day,  "  all  controversies  between 
the  United  States  and  the  respective  States,  and  all  con- 
troversies arising  under  the  constitution  itself."  I  view 
this  judicial  power  as  a  necessary  incident  to  the  right  of 
•elf-preservation  existing  in  the  Governnient,  and  as  bdnf 
expressly  delated  by  the  constitution.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  contends  that,  when  Governments  come 
into  collision,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
cannot  decide;  and  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Hr.^ 
Bibb]  Ukcsa  distinction  between  political  and  judicial 
power,  and  avers  that  the  question  now  in  agitation, 
touching  the  constitudonai  power  of  South  Carolina  to 
nullify  the  laws,  cannot  be  decided  by  the  court,  because 
the  decision  would  involve  die  exercise  of  political  power. 

When  Mr.  Marshal),  the  present  illustrious  president  of 
the  court,  in  his  place  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, took  the  distinction  relied  upon  between 
judicial  and  political  power,  be  clearly  explained  and  de- 
6ned  it.  I  want  no  better  authority  than  his  to  sustain 
my  pontions,  though  the  adversary  argument  has  been 
reateduponit.  HisconceptionB,aaexpraMdbyhimself in 
that  debate,  on  the  case  of  Jonatlun  Bobbins,  was,  that 
the  court  could  decide  only  in  cases  brought  befcHV  itf 
that  it  could  do  nothing  of  its  own  mere  motion-  It  has 
no  legislative  or  executive  power;  but  in  ever^  case,  in 
law  or  equity,  which  can  arise  under  the  constitution  or 
laws,  it  ii^  as  the  courts  of  the  United  States  are  now  organ- 
ized, the  sole  arbiter,  either  in  the  first  or  in  the  last  resort. 
And  nothing  has  ever  fallra  from  Mr.  Marshall  to  contra- 
dict this  pnndnlet  on  the  contrary,  the  whole  current  of 
authorities  in  the  court  sustains  it. 

The  true  point  in  issue  between  us  is  therefore  limited 
to  this:  can  the  question  as  to  the  validity  of  tlie  South 
Carolina  ordinance  and  legislation,  referred  to  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive message,  and  whose  sole  object  is  to  annul  and 
evade  our  revenue  laws,  arise  before  the  .court?  Why 
not?  If  it  be  not  presented  for  detennination  there,  no 
other  intelligible  reason  can  be  stated  to  account  for  the 
fact,  than  the  refusal  of  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
matter  to  bring  up  thiit  point.  In  an  action  for  a  breach 
of  our  tariff  laws,  the  citizen  of  South  Carolina  who  may 
claim  the  benefit  of  this  State  interposition,  may  plead  the 
epectal  matter  in  bar  to  the  action  setting  fortii  the  ordi- 
nance and  laws  under  which  he  demands  protection.  The 
attorney  for  the  Government  must  demur  to  the  plea,  be- 
cause the  facts  contained  in  it  are  not  tnmsmble.  The 
judgment  of  the  court  below  and  of  the  court  in  q>peal 
must  be  on  the  very  question,  whether  this  onUnance  and 
these  lavs  are  constitutional.  Will  any  profra»onal  gen- 
tleman  bere  deny  this^  Will  any  one  of  them  oblige  us 
by  stating  what  difficult  exists  in  this  mode  of  present- 
ing the  whole  questiod  in  controversy  between  us  to  this 
tnbuoal;*  Sir,  I  defy  their  scrutiny.  They  know,  as  I 
^o,  tiiat  the  ease  is  one  which  con  miy  arise  before  the 
court,  if  they  dare  to  submit  its  decision  to  that  tribunal 
which  the  constitution  has  dewgnated  for  the  purpose. 

The  President,  in  his  late  message  in  reference  to  this 
most  interesting  subject,  has  brought  back  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  true  principles  of  the  constitution,  and  main- 
tained the  authority  of  the  court  as  I  have  itatcd  it.  The 


sentimenU  of  the  Vice  President  ele*^  c«ncide  witii  hia. . 
Mr.  Van  Burcn,  in  Ua  ipeeeli  on  the  Judidwy  in  1836, 

says: 

"  It  has  been  jmtly  obwrred,  thirt  there  eidsts  not  uptm 
this  earth,  and  there  nerer  did  exisr,  a  judicial  tribunal 
clothed  with  powers  so  various,  and  so  important,  as  the 
Supreme  Court. 

"  By  it  treaties  and  laws  made  pursuant  to  the  constitu- 
tion are  declared  to  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  luid.  Bo 
far  at  least  as  the  acts  of  Congress  depend  upon  the  cmirta 
for  tbeir  execution,  the  Supreme  Court  ia  the  judge 
vheUier  or  no  such  acts  are  pursuant  to  the  eonititittion; 
and  from  its  judgment  there  is  noappeal.  Its  veto,  Uwre- 
fore,  nay  absolutely  Miflpend  inne-lenthi  of  the  aeti  of  the 
National  Legislature. 

'  •  Not  only  are  the  acts  of  the  National  Legislature  subject 
to  its  review,  but  it  ttaoda  as  the  umpire  between  the  con- 
flieting  poven  of  the  Qeneral  and  State  Oovmmenti. 
But  till*  M  not  an.  It  not  on^  mt»  a  final  judgment  upon 
our  acts  as  the  highest  le^slative  body  'known^  to  the  coun- 
try; it  not  only  claims  to  be  the  absolute  arbiter  between 
the  Federal  and  State  Governments;  but  it  exerdsei  the 
same  great  power  between  the  respective  States  femung 
this  great  confederacy  and  their  own  citizenf. 

"  There  are  few  SUtes  in  the  Cniom  «pon  wiMMe  acta 
the  seal  of  condemnation  has  ool^  fimn  time  to  time,  been 
placed  by  the  Supreme  Court.  The  sovereign  autboritiei 
of  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  New  York,  New  Jeraqr, 
Pennsylvania,  Haiyland.  Virginia,  North  CaroBna.  Missou- 
ri, Kentucky,  and  Ohio,  have  in  turn  been  rebuked  and 
silenced  by  the  overruling  authority  of  this  court  I  must 
not  be  understood,  air,  as  complaining  of  the  exercise  of 
this  jurisdictton  by  the  Supreme  Court,  or  to  pass  upon 
the  correctness  of  their  dedinoni.  The  autbori^  haa 
been  given  to  them,  and  tUs  ii  not  the  place  to  question 
its  exercise." 

In  oppontion  to  all  authorities,  however,  honorable  gen- 
tietnen  quote  the  Virginia  resolutions  of  17V8,  and  the  re- 
port on  them  in  1799.  Mr.  Madison,  who  has  recently  ex- 
plained a  report,  of  which  he  was  himself  the  author,  is 
considered  by  tiiem  as  not  now  correctly  understanding 
what  he  himself  wrote;  and  we  are  told  that  Vir^nia 
alone  can  expound  what  ^e  meant  by  her  resolutions. 
While  I  ntterly  deny  her  right  to  expound  far  the  reit  of 
the  world  the  constitution  <tf  the  United  SUtes;  wUle  I 
hold  lightly  even  her  own  resolutions,  drawn  and  sent  out, 
as  I  shall  ever  believe,  chiefly  for  their  political  effect  in  a 
pending  contest  for  political  power  between  herself  and 
another  section  of  the  country;  I  say  to  her  representatives 
h«e,that  if  she  meant  in  1798,  or  in  1799,  to  deny  the  pow- 
ers of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  arrogate  to  herself  tiie  au- 
tbority  to  decide  in  the  last  constitutional  resort  on  the  laws 
of  Congress  or  the  constitution  of  the  ITnited  States,  she 
has  repealed  her  resolutions  b^  still  later  resolutions,  in 
reply  to  those  of  Pennsjrlvania,  in  regard  to  the  Olmstead 
case.  My  honorable  fhend  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Fsk- 
uKsaoTsn]  has  shown  us  that  when  Pennsylvania  pro- 
posed, in  1810,  to  amend  the  constitution,  by  appomting 
an  arbiter  between  the  dedsions  df  the  States  and  &e  Gen- 
eral Qovemment,  Vu^nia,  by  an  almost  nioudmoas  vote  of 
her  Lef^sUture,  in  answer  to  the  proposition,  referred, 
Pennsylvania  to  the  eoort  as  the  only  proper  arbiter,  and 
recoffnised  the  very  primaplea  against  wnich  one  of  the 
Vii|pnia  representatives  is  now  contending.  Be  it  the  part 
of  others  to  attempt  to  exonerate  her  from  the  charge  of 
inconristeney  at  these  Cerent  periods—that  is  no  task  of 
mine.  1  think  with  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Rolxis] 
that  when  she  has  been  in  power,  as  she  was  in  1810,  the 
has  generally  been  a  safe  expounder  of  the  conatitutiont 


but 
and 


Uiat  her  political  expontions  made  when  out  of  power, 
struggling  to  obtain  it,  as  she  was  in  1798,  diould  form 
no  law  for  otlMrs,  ss  we  know  they  have  been  divegarded 
by  benclf.  The  Beiwtor  from  Vii|^  reaify  endeavors 
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to  nuU^  Uiereiolutioni  of  hit  own  State  in  reply  to  the 
pmpontion  of  Vam^Uniau  He  mm  the  last  reMlutions 
could  not  hare  been  veil  etuuidered.  because  thev  were 
nnairimondy  adoptedt  and  ahhough  I  bare  on  a  former 
ocoawmi  heard  the  honorable  member  exprem  dieaame 
sentiment,  my  aitomahment  bat  not  been  dhmniibed  hj 
the  repetition  of  it.   If  a  unarummis  vote  pren  byVir- 

Snia  in  1810,  to  support  of  my  principles,  be  evidence 
■k  she  at  that  day  muunderstood  the  constitution,  or  spoke 
wittaottt  consideration,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  imagine  how  her 
resolutions,  passed  bjf  ft  majority  in  1798,  now  dted  to  sus- 
tain other  doctrine^  are  entitled  to  any  wei^t  vhatever. 
The  honorable  member  is  himself  not  satisfied  with  the 
denunciations  of  the  last  resolutions  of  his  own  State, 
merely  on  account  of  the  unanimity  with  which  they  were 
adopted.  He  seeks  to  reconcile  them  with  his  opinions, 
and  for  this  puiposeinraits  a  distinction  between  a  propo- 
sition for  the  apDfrintment  of  an  arbiter  between  the  States 
and  the  FedenI  Govemment,  which,  he  says,  Virfi^nta 
never  refltaed  to  cdisider,  and  a  proporition  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  arbiter  between  the  courts  of  the  Statei 
and  the  courts  of  the  Federal  Government,  which  last,  he 
•ays,  WM  the  propontion  made  by  Pennsylvania,  and  ne- 

Stived  bv  Virginia.  With  all  due  respect  for  the  honor- 
Ic  nember,  I  must  reject  his  distinction  as  a  metaphyrical 
nttnement,  and  aa  a  mere  evasion  of  the  true  force  of  the 
iMgnage  m  which  VuKmia  spoke  in  her  best  daya.  The 
courta  of  the  Statei  and  the  courto  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment are  the  offidal  judicial  expositors  of  thwr  respec- 
tive Govemmentst  and  when  the  judges  of  the  former  are 
compelled  to  bend  before  the  superior  power  of  the  judges 
ofthe  latter,  as  they  werein.the  Olmstead  case,  the  State 
power  yields  to  the  nipremacy  ofthe  federal  power,  with- 
'  ;  *if»PP«>|Wi»te»phepB  of  action.  I'hraiigh  the  courts 
of  these  respective  Oovemmenta  are  they  always  properh 
brou^t  into  collision)  and  whenever  State  judm  who 
arecompdlcdtotakean  oathtosapportthefoderd  con- 
stitution, either  through  State  pride  or  prejudice,  or  in 
obedience  to  State  power,  or  from  any  other  cause  of  er- 
ror, fail  to  recognise  the  just  superiority  of  this  Govern- 
ment, their  decisions  must  be  submitted  to  the  supervision 
and  control  t>f  the  federal  courts— peaceably,  if  possible; 
forcibly  ,  if  necessary. 

Nothing  appears  to  me  more  >bsatd  than  that  eternal  de- 
claration daily  ringing  in  our  ears,  that  a  Government  which 
has  the  right  to  decide  on  the  extent  of  its  own  powers,  is 
a  Government  urithout  limitation  of  powers— a  consolidat- 
ed empire,  and  an  absolute  despotism-  Yet  we  not  only 
hear  this  declaration  made  with  a  view  to  break  down  the 
eourts,  which  form  the  best  bulwark  of  our  republic,  but 
we  also  hear  argoneota  adduced  to  attain  the"  object  in 
view,  from  the  histor>-  of  the  constitution  itself.  Witness 
the  following  statement  in  support  of  the  rig^t  of  nullifi- 
cation, extracted  from  the  aame  address  ofthe  South  Caro- 
hna  convention  to  which  I  have  already  referred : 

"It  is  fortunate  for  the  view  which  we  have  just  taken, 
that  Uie  hiAory  of  tiie  constitution,  as  traced  through  the 
journals  of  tbe  convention  which  fnuncd  that  instrument. 
Ijlacea  the  right  contended  for  upon  the  same  sure  founda- 
tion. These  journals  furnish  lAundant  proof  that  •  no  line 
of  jurisdiction  between  the  States  and  Federal  Govem- 
Aient,  in  doubtful  cases,'  could  be  agreed  on.  It  was  con- 
ceded by  Mr.  Madison  and  Mr.  Randolph,  the  most  promi- 
nent advocates  for  a  supreme  Government,  that  It  was  im- 
possible  to  draw  this  line,  because  no  tribunal  sufficiently 
unparbal,  as  they  couched,  could  be  foundf  and  that 
there  was  iioaltemallve  but  to  make  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment supreme,  by  giving  it,  in  allaqch  cases,  anegative  on 
the  acts  of  the  State  Legislatures.  Tbe  pertinacity  with 
which  this  negative  powerwas  insisted  on  bythe  advocates  of 
a  National  Government,  even  after  all  the  important  provi- 
sions of  the  judiciary  or  thsnl  article  of  the  constitution 
were  arranged  and  agreed  to,  proves*  beyond  doi^t,  that 


the  Supreme  Court  was  never  contemplated  by  either  par- 
ty in  that  convention,  as  an  arbiter  to  decide  conflicting- 
claims  of  sovereignty  between  the  States  and  Congress; 
and  tbe  repeated  rejection  of  dl  proposals  to  take  from 
the  States  uie  power  of  pladng  their  own  ctmstmetion  up- 
on the  articles  pf  union,  ennces  that  tbe  States  were 
resolved  never  to  part  irith  the  ri^t  to  judge  whether  tbe 
acta  of  the  Federal  Le^ature  were,  or  were  not,  an  in- 
fringement of  those  articles." 

Hr.  C.  also  referred  to  a  passage  of  the  same 
purport,  in  Mr.  Cairovb's  letter,  addressed  to  Governor 
Hamilton  during  the  last  summer.   He  titen  continued: 

I  teU  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  that  he  cannot 
defend  the  historical  statementa  contained  in  this  letter. 
It  slull  be  my  business  to  show  how  erroneously  the  facta 
have  been  stated  upon  which  these  conclusions  have  been 
based.  The  constitution  declares  that  treason  against  the 
United  States  shall  consist  in  levying  war  a^tnst  them,  or 
in  adhering  to  their  enenues,  giving  them  aid  and  comfort. 
If  the  people  at  South  Carolina,  when  levying  war  a^ainat 
this  Government,  can  be  exempted  from  tlie  operation  of 
this  clause  by  State  interposition,  itmustbe  inconsequence 
of  some  exception  contained  in  the  instrument  recognitti^ 
that  State  right.  Such  a  right  cannot  exist  without  some 
correlative  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
respect  it.  But  the  constitution  acknowledges  no  such  ob- 
ligation. It  denounces  the  penalties  of  treason  against  all 
who  levy  war  against  the  United  States,  without  any  salvo 
for  State  nuUifiera;  and  htstonr  tells  us  that  a  propontion 
to  save  from  iU  operation  such  as  should  levy  war  under 
the  authoriW  of  a  State  was  actually  voted  down  in  the 
convention  that  framed  the  instrument. 

That  proportion  was  made  by  Luther  Martin,  one  ofthe 
delegates  from  Maryland,  a  man  of  distinguished  ability 
and  great  legal  attunments.  representing  one  of  tiiose 
smairstatei,  the  safety  of  which  was  believed  to  depend 
on  the  establishment  of  a  purely  federative  Govemmeht. 
He  opposed  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  and  refiiaed 
his  signature  to  it.  The  House  of  Delegates  of  Maryland 
having  demanded  of  him  his  reasons  for  refusing  to  sign 
the  constitution,  he  appeared  before  it,  and  assigned 
those  reasons,  embracing  in  the  view  he  tlien  took  of  the 
constitution  nearly  all  the  objections  to  it  which  have  rincc 
been  urged  by  otbera.  He  objected  especiallv  to  the  pow- 
ers given  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  to  the  clause  provid- 
ing for  the  punishment  of  treason.  These  powers  he 
contended,  consolidated  the  Government;  and  be  wished 
to  reserve  to  the  States  tbe  right  of  rensting  them  when 
arbitrarily  exereised.  He  thought  the  time  might  come 
when  the  safety  of  a  State  might  render  it  necessary  to  re- 
sort to  the  Bi^ord;  in  which  case,  as  he  complained,  the 
constitution  provided  that  every  one  of  her  citizens  re- 
sisting the  laws  of  the  Federal  Government  should  be 
dealt  with  as  traitors.   1  refer  you  to  his  own  language: 

<■  It  is  declared  that  treason  against  the  United  States 
shall  consist  in  levying  war  against  them,  or  in  adhering 
to  their  enemies,  giving  them  tud  or  comfort. 

"  By  the  principles  of  the  American  revolution,  arbitra- 
ry power  may  and  ought  to  be  resisted,  even  by  arms,  if  ne- 
cessary. The  time  may  come  when  it  ^all  be  the  duty  irf" 
a  State,  in  order  to  preserve  itaelf  from  the  opprMon  of 
the  General  Government,  to  have  Tecourve  to  the  sword; 
in  which  case,  the  proposed  form  of  Government  declares 
that  the  State,  and  every  one  ofita  citizens  «ho  act  under 
ita  authority,  are  guihy  of  a  direct  act  of  treason,"  fcc. 

"  To  save  the  citizens  of  tbe  respective  States  from 
this  disagreeable  dilerAma,  and  to  secure  them  from  bein|* 
punishable  as  traiton  to  the  United  States,  when  actings 
expreasly  in  obedience  to  the  authority  of  their  own  State, 
I  wished  to  have  obtained  as  an  amendment  td  tbe  third 
section  of  this  article  the' following  clause:  'Provided, 
that  no  act  or  acta  done  by  one  or  nwre  of  the  States 
■gainst  tbe  United  Stateay  or  by  iny  d^jten  of  one  of  the 
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United  States,  under  the  authority  of  one  or  moTK  of  the 
nid  State%  shall  be  deeoied  treasm,  cr  punished  as  such; 
but,  in  case  of  war  beii^  levied  by  one  or  more  of  the 
States  agunat  the  Umted  State^  the  conduct  of  each  par- 
tj  towuds  the  oHier*  and  tbe^  adherenia,  respectiveljr, 
shall  be  regulated  by  the  lavs  of  war  and  of  nations.' 

"  But  this  provision  was  not  adopted,  being  too  much 
opposed  to  the  great  object  of  many  of  die  l«kdiog  mem- 
bers of  the  convention,  which  was  by  all  means  to  leave 
the  States  at  the  mercy  of  the  General  Government,  unce 
they  could  not  sueeeed  in  thririmatediate  and  entire  abo- 
IHion.** 

Such  was  the  Isnfpia^  of  one  of  the  delegates  that 
framed  the  constitution,  while  stantUng  before  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  for  which  he  had  seled,  and  endeavor- 
ing to  dissuade  her  people  from  ratifying  this  constitution. 
He  tells  them  that  he  had  ofl'ered  an  amendment  to  author- 
i»  resistance  to  the  Imvof  tiM  Federal  Government  by 
«he  Stateat  that  this  amendment  was  rejected;  and  that 
tiie  eonsaqoenee  of  that  rejection  is  such,  that,  riiould 
the  people  of  the  State  of  Maryland  adopt  the  instrument, 
ditf  can  never  after  resist  the  laws  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, without  incurring  for  all  her  citizens  employed  in 
soch  resistance  the  pains  and  penaltiei  of  treason. 

Mr.  CALHOUN:  If  the  authority  of  Mr.  Martin  be 
good,  it  ought  to  be  taken  on  both  sidest  and  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delawwe  wiQ  read  flittiier  on,  he  will  find  that  a 
proposition  to  protect  manufkctores  was  voted  down. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  profieeded  to  follow  his  aiyumenton 
the  single  question  before  him.  When  the  other  quertion 
suggested  by  the  eentleman  from  South  Csrolina,  touching 
the  protection  of  domestic  manuAkctures,  ^11  arise,  it 
will  be  time  to  show  him  that  no  motion,  either  of  Mr. 
Martin,  or  of  any  oUier  delegate,  reserving  to  the  General 
Ooremaient  the  power  of  protecting  domestic  manufac- 
turea,  was  ever  rejected  by  the  convention,  though  the 
same  power  was  exprenlv  taken  from  the  Statesi  and  the 
motion  to  which  the  gentleman  baa  referred,  was  a  motion 
to  confer  the  power  (tf  protection,  not  on  the  General  Gov- 
ernment, but  on  the  Stetes. 

The  same  distinguished  tlelegato  from  Maryland  is 
equally  explicit  as  to  the  true  meaning  of  that  part  of  the 


SUtes  IB  vested  in  one  Supreme  Court,  and  in  such  inferi- 
or^wirts  as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordain 
and  establish.  These  courts,  and  these  only,  will  have  a 
right  to  decide  upon  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  all 
quodons  arising  upon  their  construction,  and  in  a  judicial 
manner  to  carry  those  laws  into  execution,  to  which  the 
emuta,  both  superior  and  mferior,  of  the  resjieetive  States^ 
and  their  Judges,  and  other  magistrates,  are  rendered  in- 
competent. To  the  courts  of  the  General  Government 
are  alto  confided  all  cases  in  law  or  equity,  arisinx  under 
the  proposed  constitution,  and  treaties  made  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  SUtes;  alt  cases  affecting  ambassa- 
dors or  other  public  ministers,  and  consols;  sJl  casM  of 
adminl^  and  marilinie  jurisdiction;  all  controvernes  to 
vfaich  the  United  Statea  are  a  party;  all  controversies  be- 
tween two  or  more  States;  between  citizens  of  the  same 
State,  clttming  lands  under  ^nts  of  different  States;  and 
between  a  State  or  the  citizens  thereof,  and  foreign  States, 
citizens,  or  subjects.  Whether,  therefore,  any  laws  or 
MgubUions  of  the  Congress,  or  any  aeU  of  its  President, 
or  other  <^een^  are  contrary  to,  or  not  warranted  by,  the 
constitution,  rests  only  with  the  judges  who  areapptnnted 
by  Congress  to  determine;  by  whose  determinations  every 
Stito  must  be  bound.  Should  any  question  arise  between 
a  fbreign  consul  and  any  of  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  however  remote  from  tbe  seat  of  empire,  it  is  to 
be  heard  before  the  Judiciary  of  tbe  General  Government, 
and  in  the  first  instance  to  be  Iwud  tn  the  Supreme  Court, 


however  inconvenient  to  the  parties,  and  however  trifling 
the  subject  of  dispute." 

1  view  this  as  histmical  authori^,  eouung  from  the  high- 
est source.  It  was  not,  like  some  things  we  have  heard  om 
this  subject,  coined  for  tUs  occanon .  It  was  given  to  tbe 
wot4d  at  a  time  when  the  constitution  was  under  consider- 
atioa  before  the  people.  It  ought,  ur,  to  be  respected 
by  our  opponents,  for  tbe  author  was  himself,  as  appears 
by  his  views,  s  distinguished  nuIUfler.  I  put  it  new  to  the 
gentieman  from  South  Car(4ina  to  answer  roe,  mtii  what 
propriety  could  the  State  of  Ibnland,  vhoae  people 
adopted  this  constitution,  vrith  a  fiiU  knowledge  of  all  tbeee 
facta,  under  the  solemn  assurance  from  her  own  delegate 
that  no  power  was  reserved  in  ber  to  deinde  upon  or  ab- 
rogate me  laws  of  the  Union,  maintain  or  defend  tbe  right 
of  State  nulMeation  or  State  secession?  If  she  could 
not,  neither  can  SouUi  Carolina. 

Let  us  next  examine  the  history  of  the  conatitiition,  as 
traced  through  the  journals  of  the  convention,  relied  apon, 
as  we  have  aeen,  1^  South  Carolina  itateamen.  in  support 
of  this  pretended  right  of  nullification.  On  the  31st  of 
May,  1787,  "  it  was  resolved,  that  the  National  Lcpda- 
ture  ought  to  be  empowered  to  enjoy  the  legislative  rights 
vested  in  Congress  by  the  confederation,  and  moreover  to 
legislate  in  all  cases  to  which  the  separate  SUtes  are  in- 
competent, or  in  which  the  harmony  of  tbe  United  States 
may  be  interrupted  by  tbe  exercise  of  individual  legisla- 
tion;  and  to  ne^tive  all  laws  psssed  by  the  several  States, 
contravening,  in  the  opinion  of  the  National  ]>gialatiiret 
the  articles  of  the  Union,  or  any  treaties  subriating  under 
the  authority  of  the  Union," 

It  does  not  appear  that  there  was  any  division  of  senti- 
ment on  the  adoption  of  this  reiolation.  At  that  early 
period  of  the  convention,  it  was  thought  proper  to  check 
State  legislation  by  national  legishition:  ue  propriety  <rf 
checkii^  it  by  the  National  Judiciary  waa  not  yet  dete1^ 
mined  upon:  On  the  8th  of  June  Mr.  Finekney  moved, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Madison,  to  extend  this  power  in  tbe 
National  Legislature,  so  far  as  to  authorize  them  "  to  ne- 
gative alt  laws  which  shall  appear  to  them  improper;'* 
but  this  motion,  which  would  have.efTectually  consolidat- 
ed the  Government,  failed  by  a  vote  of  seven  States 
^nst  three.  The  resolution  of  the  31st  ofMay,  vesting 
in  the  National  Legislature  the  judicial  power  of  deter- 
mining what  State  laws  contravened  the  articles  of  union, 
or  treaties  under  the  authority  of  the  Union,  appears  to 
have  remained  the  sentiment  of  the  convention  until  the 
l?th  July,  when,  by  a  vote  of  seven  States  against  three, 
it  was  stricken  out,  and  it  was  unaninUHisly  resolved, 
"that  the  legislative  acta  of  the  United  StatM  made 
by  virtue  and  in  pursuance  of  the  articles  of  anion,  and 
all  treaties  made  and  ratified  nnder  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  Uw  of  the  respective 
States,  M  far  as  those  acta  or  treaties  shall  relate  to  the 
said  States,  or  their  citizens  and  inhabitants;  and  that  tiie 
iudiciaries  of  the  several  States  shall  be  bound  thereby 
in  thdr  decisions:  any  thing  in  the  respective  laws  of  the 
individual  Stittes  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding." 

Tiie  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  in  his  letter  to 
Governor '  Hamilton,  relies  on  tbe  vote  of  the  17th  July, 
which  n^fativee  the  resolution  of  the  31st  of  May,  to 
prove  that  the  sentiment  of  the  convention  at  that  time 
was,  that  no  power  should  be  vested  in  the  General  Gov- 
ernment to  contravene  the  acts  of  the  SUtes.  Vet,  on  that 
same  day,  aftd  immediately  before  the  passsge  of 
vote,  it  waa  "Resolved,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bedford, 
of  DeUware,  That  Congrew  should  legislate,  in  all  cases, 
for  the  general  interest  of  the  Uniont  and  also  m  those 
to  which  the  States  are  separately  incompetent,  or  m 
which  the  harmony  of  the  United  States  may  be  inter- 
rupted by  the  exercise  of  individual  legislation."  Why, 
then,  was  the  resolution  of  the  31st  of  May  repealed  on 
the  irth  of  July?   Evidently,  notjs  the  gentteraaa  from 
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South  Caroliiw  him  nippoied,  for  the  purpoK  of  deter- 
tnininfT  that  the  Genem  Govemmeiit  ihould  Dot  check 
State  UKisIttion  when  contrmiy  to  its  own,  butbecaute 
Ukv  huC  at  that  time,  seen  the  inipropriehr  of  conferring 
Juwdal  power  on  a  le^sbLtive  bodyt  ana»  accordingly, 
ontherery  next  day*  being  the  18th  of  July,  they  "unaol- 
moiuly  rcMlred,  that  the  jurisdietioa  of  the  National 
Judiciary  ahall  extend  to  cases  ariMog  under  laws  passed 
by  the  General  Legislature,  and  to  such  other  questkms 
as  involve  the  national  peace  and  harmony." 

Mr.  CALHOUN:  If  the  gentleman  will  refer  to  the 
jouToali,  be  irill  find,  that  in  August  after  this,  the  coo* 
vention  reftised  to  give  this  Goreriuiient  any  ^ower  to  ne- 

G6rt  State  laws  interfeiing  with  the  general  interests  and 
rmony  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CLAYTON:  True,  nr.  On  the  23d  of  August, 
after  the  important  proviuons  of  the  judiciaty  or  third 
article  ai  the  constitution  were  amuiged  and  agreed  to, 
it  was  moTed  and  seconded  to  agree  to  the  following  pro- 
position, as  an  additional  power  to  be  vested  in  the  Legts- 
kture  of  the  United  States:  "To  negative  all  laws  pass- 
'ed  by  the  several  States,  interfering,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Legislature,  with  the  general  interests  and  harmony  of 
the  Union,  provided  two.thirds  of  the  members  of  each 
House  assent  to  the  same."  And,  after  an  unsuccessful 
effort  to  commit  this  propOMtion,  it  was  withdrawn.  It 
was  not  adopted,  clearly  because  it  waa  a  new  pr<^>osition 
to  confer  Ju^ci^  power  on  the  National  Legislature  after 
the  convention  had  resolved  to  confer  all  the  power  ne- 
cessary for  checking  State  leg^islation  on  the  National  Ju- 
diciary. No  body  of  men  ever  was  more  sensible  of  the 
neceuity  ofkeepmg  separate  tiie  judicial,  the  legislative, 
and  the  executive  power,  than  that  which  fhmied  the 
American  constitution  waa  at  tii'n  period)  andjret,  thrir 
determination  to  separate  these  diflbrent-departmentt  of 
the  Government,  is  the  very  circumstance  refied  upon  on 
the  part  of  South  Carolina-to  demonstrate  the  want  of  any 
ju^clal  control  over  her  State  legislation.  Proposals  to 
blend  judicial  with  legislative  power,  rejected,  as  they 
were,  by  the  convention,  are  construed  into  propositions 
to  take  from  the  States  the  power  of  placing  their  own 
construction  upon  the  articles  of  union;  and  we  are 
gravely  told  bv  the  South  Carolina  convention,  and  by  her 
Senator  here,  that  these  votes  evince  the  determination 
of  the  States  never  to  part  with  the  right  to  judge  whe- 
ther the  acts  of  the  Federal  Legislature  were,  or  were 
not,  an  infringement  of  these  articles. 

There  is  one  class  of  cases  in  which  the  National  Legisla* 
ture  exercises  the  power  of  revision  and  control  over  State 
lq;iilation.  The  States  are  prohibited,  without  the  con- 
sent of  Congfress,  to  lay  any  imposts  or  duties  on  imports 
or  exports,  except  what  may  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
executing  their  inipection  lawsi  and  it  is  provided  that 
all  such  bws  shall  he  subject  to  the  revision  and  control 
of  Congress.  On  the  15th  September,  1787,  it  was  moved 
in  convention,  lo  strike  out  this  proviso,  the  effect  of 
which  motion,  if  successful,  would  have  been  to  subject 
these  State  inspection  laws  to  the  supervision  of  the  Na- 
tionalJudiciary,  but  not  of  the  National  Legislature.  The 
motion  fiuled,  aiid  the  retention  of  this  power  of  revision 
and  control  in  Congress  clearly  exhibits  the  excee^ng 
jealouqr,  on  the  part  of  the  convention,  of  any  State  in- 
terference on  the  great  subject  of  imports  and  duties,  over 
which  South  Carolina  has  recklessly  extended  her  State 
ordinance  and  State  legislation. 

Hie  action  of  the  Federal  Judiciary,  and,  indeed,  of  the 
Fednat  Government,  generally,  is  not  upon  States,  but 
upon  individuals.  A  law-suit  can  hardly  arise  between  a 
State  and  the  United  States.  It  would  seem  needless  to 
discuss  the  question,  whetlier  tiie  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  could  entertain  jurisdiction  of  a  case  be- 
tween Hum  Government  and  one  of  the  States.  Yet,  as 
this  jurisdiction  has  been  denied,  it  may  not  be  anuss  to 


advert  to  the  feet,  that  the  second  section  of  the  third 
artide  ezprcaly  extends  the  juAcial  power  to  all  "con- 
troverriea  to  which  the  United  States  shall  be  a  par^j" 
and  ordains  that,  in  those  cases  in  which  a  State  shall  be 
a  party,  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  original  jurisdic- 
tion. A  prevaihng  error  of  the  gentlemao  from  South 
Carolina,  in  all  his  expoations  of  the  conatitutioB,  in  rela- 
tion to  Uits  subject,  appears  to  me  to  consist  in  this:  that 
he  supposes  this  t^emment,  in  order  to  enforce  its  laws, 
in  defiance  of  the  ordinance  of  Soutli  Carolina,  must  be 
first  driven  into  a  law<«dc.  with  tiiat  State  as  a  Slatef  but 
no  sudi  suit  is  necessaiy  or  would  now  be  preper.  TIm 
object  of  the  bill  befbre  us  is  to  enforce  obedience  fron 
the  citizens  of  South  Carolina,  as  American  dtizens,  not 
lo  punish  the  State,  or  to  declare  **  war  against  her  for 
her  unjustifiable  onUnance."  We  do  not  recognise  her 
right  to  assume  the  attitiuieof  a  belligerent  nation  towards 
this  Government,  or  any  of  her  listOT  States)  and  we  daim 
no  right  to  make  war  upon  her  as  a  sover^^n  and  ind«- 
pendent  State.  On  the  emitraipr,  we  expressly  repudiate 
the  whole  doctrine  which  holds  her  up  as  a  foreign  nation : 
we  concur  with  Luther  Martin,  that  allegiance  is  due  from 
her  citizens  to  the  United  States,  and  that,  if  tiiey  levy 
war  against  this  Government,  they  incur,  by  that  act,  all 
the  puns  and  penalties  of  treason.  Nevertheless,  I  will 
take  the  piuns  to  refute  the  aiwument  drawn  by  the  gen- 
tleman firom  South  (Carolina,  in  bis  letter  to  Governor 
Hamiltmi,  from  the  journals  of  ^tte  convention,  toocUi^ 
the  power  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  aeontrorengr 
between  (lie  tiniled  States  and  one  of  the  Statea.  It 
is  truly  stated  in  that  letter,  that,  on  the  30th  of  August, 
1787,  the  foUowing,  among  other  propontions,  was  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  of  five:  "  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  shall  be  extended  to  all  controversiea  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  an  individual  State,  ca>  the 
United  States  and  the  eitixem  of  an  individual  Statet** 
but  the  historical  information  given,  by  the  gentleman  in 
that  letter  is  essentially  erroneous;  for  the  writer  supposes 
that  the  subject  was  never  moved  in  convention  s^ain. 
So  far  from  this  being  true,  it  appears  from  the  journals^ 
that,  on  the  32d  of  August,  the  honorable  Mr.  RuUedge, 
from  South  Carolina,  chairman  of  the  comnuttee  to  whom 
this  and  other  propositicms  were  referred,  reported  in 
fevor  of  it.  The  last  sentence  of  the  report  is  m  the  fel* 
lowing  words:  'Between  the  fourth  and  fifth  linea  of  the 
third  section  of  t)ie  eleventh  article,  after  the  word  *  con- 
troversies,' insert  'between  the  United  States  and  an  in- 
dividual person.*" 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  What  I  have  denied  is,  that  that  re- 
port was  ever  adopted  by  the  convention. 

Mr.  CLAYTONi  Then  the  gentleman  is  entirdy  nus. 
take  n  t  for  as  appears  by  the  joomal  of  the  convention  of 
the  27th  of  August,  just  five  days  after  the  report  waa 
made,  while  the  convention  was  engaged  in  consideting- 
the  draught  of  the  constitution,  reported  on  the  6th  of 
August  by  the  committee  of  five,  tne  3d  section  of  the 
11th  article  in  that  draught  came  before  the  House,  which 
was  in  the  following  words:  "Article  eleventh,  section 
third.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  ex- 
tend to  all  cases  ariring  under  laws  passed  by  the  L^is- 
lature  of  the  United  Statesj  to  all  cases  affecting  sunbaa- 
sadors,  other  public  ministers  and  consulsi  to  tiie  trial  of 
impeachments  of  officers  of  the  United  States)  to  all  cases 
of  admiralty  and  maritime  juria^ctioni  to  controverves 
between  two  or  more  States,  except  such  aa  shall  regard 
territory  or  jurisdictioni  between  a  State  and  citisena  ot 
another  State;  between  dtizena  of  different  Btateai  and 
between  a  State  or  the  citizens  thereof,  and  foreign  States^ 
citizens,  or  subjects.  In  cases  of  imp^chment,  cases  af- 
fecting ambassadors,  other  public  nunistera  and  conaull. 
and  those  in  which  a  State  shall  be  a  par^,  the  juriadie- 
tion  dull  be  oripnaL" 

It  was  then  moved  and  seconded  to  add  the  following 
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vords  after  the  word  <'controveraieai"  third  aectiofi, 
eleventh  artide— "  to  wluch  the  United  Statea  shall  be  a 
par^;"  which  passed  in  the  afRnnatire. 

It  was  also  mored  and  aecoodedto  inaert  the  word 
<*  controTcrsies"  before  tiie  wnds  "between  two  or," — 
passed  in  the  affirmative. 

Tt  was  moved  and  seconded  to  insert  the  words  "  the 
United  States  or"  before  the  words  «a  State  shall  be  a 
party,"  which  passed  in  the  affirmative. 

Thus  we  Bee>  m,  that,  on  the  27tb  of  Aunist,  ITST**  the 
csnvention  did  in  &ct  adopt  the  whole  of  this  part  of  Mr. 
Butledge's  report,  bv  extending  the  iuris^etlon  of  the 
Supreme  Coart  to  all  controversies  whatsoever  to  which 
the  United  States  shall  be  a  party.  The  amendments 
made  that  day  now  stand  incorporated  in  the  constitution, 
and  posterity  will  recur  to  them  only  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  a  special  vote  was  taken  in  convention  on  the 
rery  question,  whether  the  court  ihouki  have  jurisdiction 
inrer  all  poatible  caws  in  which  the  United  States  may  be 
interested,  whether  against  a  State  or  private  individuals. 

Mr.  CALHOUN:  But  will  the  gentleman  contend  that 
a  State  may  be  sued  since  the  adoption  of  the  eleventh 
amendment? 

Ur.  CLATTON:  The  eleventh  amendment  prevents 
any  suit  against  a  State  by  citizens  of  another  State,  or 
by  citizens  or  subjects  of  any  foreini  State;  but  does  not 
ia  any  way  impair  the  ri^t  of  the  United  States  to  lae  a 
Stite.   It  was  never  ^mgned  to  impair  Uiat  right. 

The  historical  evidence  of  the  intentions  of  the  framers 
and  friends  of  the  cmistitution  does  not  stop  with  the 
journal.  Their  cotemporaneous  expositions  in  "  the  Fe- 
deraUat,"  and  the  debates  in  the  conventions  of  the  peo- 
ple for  adopting  tiie  constitution,  all  show  the  fatal  error 
mto  which  the  South  Carolina  convention  has  fallen.  Mr. 
Hadiaon,  in  the  Tirginia  convention,  said,  "  It  may  be  a 
misfortune  that  in  organizing  any  Government,  the  ex- 
plication of  its  authority  sho^d  be  left  to  any  of  its  co- 
ordinate branches.  There  is  no  example  in  any  country 
where  it  is  otherwise.  There  is  a  new  policy  in  submit- 
ting it  to  the  Judiciaiy  of  the  United  States."  Mr. 
StiOman,  in  the  convention  of  Massachusetts,  said,  **The 
very  term  '  Government*  implies  a  supreme  controlling 
power  sinnewfaere:  a  power  to  coerce,  whenever  coer- 
cion sljalt  be  necesBiyt  of  which  neceanty  Govermnent 
must  be  the  jui^e."  A  complete  answer  to  all  that  part 
of  the  address  which  denies  the  power  of  the  court,  and 
asserts  the  right  of  a  State  to  decide  for  itself  as  one  of 
the  parties  to  a  compact,  was  given  by  Mr.  Wilson,  in  the 
convention  of  Pennsylvania,  about  forty-five  years  ago. 
"  I  cannot,"  says  he,  "discover  the  least  trace  of  a  com- 
pact in  the  system.  The  State  Governments  made  a 
bargain  mdi  one  another:  that  is  the  doctrine  that  is  en- 
deavored to  be  established  by  gentlemen  in  oppoution; 
their  State  soverngnties  wish  to  be  represented.  But 
far  otiier  were  the  ideas  the  convention,  and  far  other 
are  those  conveyed  in' the  system  itself.  I  know  very 
well  all  the  commonplace  rant  of  State  sovereignties,  and 
that  Government  is  founded  in  original  compact.  This 
does  not  suit  the  language  or  genius  of  the  system  before 
us.  It  b  not  a  contract  or  compacti  the  nratem  itself  tells 
youiriiat  itia.  Itiaan  ordinance,  an  eat^ltdimentof  the 
petite." 

_  GoTcmor  Johnston,  in  the  convention  of  North  Caro- 
lina, said,  "  The  constitution  must  be  the  supreme  law  of 
the  land;  otherwise  it  will  he  in  the  power  of  an^  one  State 
to  counteract  the  other  States,  and  withdraw  itself  from 
the  Union.  The  laws  made  in  pursuance  thereof  by  Con- 
gress ought  to  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land;  otlierwise, 
any  one  Stale  might  repeal  the  laws  of  the  Union  at  large. 
Every  treaty  ahould  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land) 
without  this,  any  one  State  might  involve  the  whole 
Union  in  war."  Sir,  I  will  trouble  you  mth  no  further 
quotatiom.   The  lurtory  of  1787  !■  full  of  them,  and  be 


who  consults  it  will  be  astonished  that  South  Carolina 
should  have  appealed  to  It  to  support  her.  Vain,  vain, 
indeed,  nr,  was  that  boast  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, that  *'  the  nationab  were  routed  in  that  day."  No, 
thank  God!  however  they  may  have  been  of  late  yean 
thrown  into  the  shade  by  the  false  glare  of  that  burning 
heresy  which  holds  out  this  Government  as  a  mere  con- 
federation of  States,  we  know  that  theirs  were  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  fathem  of  the  constitution,  and  that  they 
gloriously  triumphed  when  that  sacred  ordinance  roee 
upon  the  ruins  of  a  helplesa  league  and  a  itate  of  un- 
bridled anarchy. 

The  honorable  member  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb] 
has  stated,  with  great  ingenuity,  some  cases  in  wUch 
the  Supreme  Court  may  abuse  its  powers  while  exer- 
ciwng  its  appellate  jurisdiction.  In  his  view,  the  fea- 
tures of  this  great  tribunal  are  essentially  monarchical, 
because  the  judges  are'appointed  virtually  for  life;  and, 
being  liable  to  no  other  responnbility  than  the  nominsi 
power  of  impeachment,  may,  he  thinb^  at  any  tim£  es- 
tablish the  most  despotic  principle,  without  any  patsAblfl 
control,  save  that  of  revolutionary  reriatance  to  their  de* 
dsion.  Were  all  this  true,  the  argument  which  demon- 
strates the  possibility  of  abusing  power  does  not  disprove 
the  existence  of  the  power  m  tiie  court  to  decide,  in  tlia 
last  resOTt,  on  all  cases  ariung  under  the  constitution  and 
the  lawf .  But  it  ia  not  true.  By  the  constitution  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  court  is  expressly  made  liable 
to  such  exaeptions,  and  placed  under  such  regulation^ 
as  Congress  shall  establish.  Should  an  extreme  case, 
such  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  supposed,  ever 
occur,  the  remedy  is  not  revolution,  or  war  on  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  a  discreet  and  cautious  exercise  of  the 
power  of  Congress  to  curtail  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  court.  For  any  oUier  purpose,  save' that  of  prevent- 
ing the  deatmetion  of  the  Government  itself,  the  appel- 
late powers  vlt  Uie  court  should  never  be  essentially 
changed. 

Having  thus  far,  Mr.  President,  developed  my  views 
of  the  character  of  this  Government,  I  return  to  the  point 
from  which  I  departed,  to  answer  the.  interrogatoty  of 
the  gentleman  from  Vtrnnia — can  there  be  such  a  uiing 
as  a  <»tizen  of  the  United  States?  There  are  some  tbir- 
teenmillionsofhumanbdngawithiathdrlimita,  who  are, 
as  we  have  seen,  liable  to  the  punishment  of  treason  when 
levying  war  against  them;  all  bound  to  consider  their 
laws  and  their  constitution  as  supremei  all  indebted  to 
their  Government  for  protection)  all  contributing  to  the 
support  of  that  Government,  and  compelled  to  obey  it, 
both  in  peace  and  in  war;  forming,  together,  for  all  tbe 
great  purposes  enumerated  in  their  constitution,  one  peo- 
ple and  a  mngle  natioik  Tbe  allegiance  of  the  people 
is  rightfully  due,  because  it  has  been  freely  given  to  the 
United  States;  and  its  duties  can,  and  ought  to  be,  strictly 
enforced  by  the  severest  of  all  penalties  when  trutonosly 
withheld.  Hie  laws  of  this  Government,  and  the  various 
treaties  it  has  made,  recognise  the  character  of  citizen,  in 
its  broadest  signilication,  as  properly  belonging  to  every 
free  man  bom  and  residing  within  its  limits,  or  natural- 
ized by  means  of  its  legislation.  Cm  the  gentleman  from 
Vit|pnia  atill  deny  that  he  is  a  dtizen  of  tiie  United  States } 
'  Ur.  TYLER:  I  deny  that  I  am  a  citizen  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  deny  that  I  am  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CLAYTON:  It  is  no  part  of  my  purpose  to  bandy 
useless  metaphyseal  distinctions  with  any  member  here. 
He  is  as  much  a  citizen  of  this  Government,  as  a  French- 
min  is  a  citizen  of  the  Goremment  of  France,  or  an  Eng^ 
lishman  of  tbe  Government  of  his  country.  But  all  the 
acknowledgment  that  I  desire  of  tlie  honorable  gentle- 
man, in  order  to  compel  him  to  admit  the  justice  of  the 
principlea  upon  which  tbta  bill  it  founded,  is,  that  he,  and 
all  thoM  upon  whom  tbe  bill  ia  intended  to  onente,  are 
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utizeoi  of  the  Uiutetl  Stmtef.  When  th«  gentleinHi  hu 
mule  tbaiadmiunon,  in  vain  will  he  contend  that  hia  ob- 
Ugations  to  Virginia  arc  higher  than  those  which  he  owes 
to  the  Federal  GoTcrnment;  in  vain  wiU  he  contend  that 
his  most  valuable  rights  are  best  secured  to  him  by  the 
State.  Were  Virginia  the  separate  nation  which  hit  argu- 
ment would  make  her  appear  to  be,  her  citizens  would 
loon  find  the  difference  between  that  protection  which 
they  now  eniqr*  »  atizent  of  our  common  country)  and 
luch  protection  u  she  could  give  them.  High  as  the  now 
justly  stands  among  her  sister  States,  forming,  with  them, 
an  impregnable  bulwark  for  all  our  countrymen  agunst 
foreign  aggression,  die  wouM,  singlcJunded*  make  but  a 
Tery  sorry  figure  in  a  contest  with  any  eonndmble  foreign 
Power. 

Sir,  were  it  not  for  sheer  compURon  tovuda  some  of 
thoM  gentlemen  who  indulge  ui  so  (rflen  vntb  extravagant 
declamation  about  State  power  and  State  supremacy,  it 
would  be  welt  to  ring  the  truth  dail^  in  their  ears,  until 
they  are  cured  of  these  diseased  inuginationsi  that  neither 
the  " old  domiiuont"  nor  even  tbe  "empire  State"  her- 
self, could  nngly,  and  succcisfully,  measure  strength  with 
one  of  tbe  second  rate  powers  of  Europe.  The  gentle- 
man from  VirginiSi  who  hu  filled  his  present  station  with 
to  much  honor  to  bimarif  and  uaefulneM  to  hia  covntcy, 
demes  that  he  is  a  Senator  of  tbe  Umted  States,  and  asserts 
that  he  is  only  a  Senator  of  Virginia.  He  denies  the  very 
existence  of  such  a  diaracter  as  that  of  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States.  Each  member  here,  in  his  view,  is  bound 
to  legislate  for  his  own  State,  and  can  represent  no  other. 
But  where  is  the  clause  in  the  constitution  which  recog- 
nises a  Senator  of  Vlt^nia,  of  Delaware,  or  any  other 
Mn^le  State,  in  this  luJi'  This  is  not  the  Senate  of  Vir- 
ginw,  but  of  the  United  Statee .  Tbe  hononble  member 
s«rs  that  be  acts  here  «i1y  in  obedience  to  tte  wishes  of 
Virginia;  that  he  yields  obedience  to  this  Government  only 
because  Vii^nia  wilk  it.  The  constitution  and  laws  of 
the  United  States  have  no  binding  force  with  him  from 
any  other  cause  than  thi^  that  Viivinia  commands  him  to 
obey  them.  The  result  of  all  this  doctrine  is,  that,  when- 
ever VirpDia  wills  it,  he  will  violate  this  constitution,  and 
•et  these  laws  at  defiance.  In  opposition  to  all  this,  hen- 
the  creed  of  a  national  republican:  1  obey  this  constitu- 
tion, and  act  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  under  it, 
because  I  have  sworn  to  support  that  constitution.  I  hold 
myself  bound,  while  acting  in  my  station  here,  to  legislate 
for  the  benefit  of  the  wh^e  counti^,  not  merely  for  that 
of  any  section  of  it;  and,  in  tbe  dischai^  of  m^  duty,  I 
will  look  Inroad  ttiroughout  this  wide  repubhc,  never 
sacrificing  the  interests  of  any  one  part  of  it  merely  to 
gratify  another,  but  alwiQ^s  dealing  out  and  diatribuUng 
equal  justice  to  aU  my  eenntryment  wherever  they  may 
be  located,  or  by  whatever  title  they  may  be  distinguiihed 
'  from  each  other. 

I  cannot  dismiss  this  subject  without  entering  a  general 
protest  against  tbe  mode  of  argument  adopted  by  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side.  Throughout  the  whole  de- 
hate,  they  have  constantiy  supposed  that  all  tbe  partsof 
OM'  system  of  Government  will  be  aimultaneouwr  cor- 
rupt- Their  argument  is  bottomed  on  tbe  belief  that 
Congress,  the  Executive,  the  Judiciary,  and  even  the 
people  themselves,  will  be  lost  to  all  regard  for  the  true 
interests  of  the  nation.  The  remarks  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  dweltfmuch  on  supposed-cases 
of  the  abuse  of  federal  powert  but  it  seemed  that  his 
imannation  could  nerer  reach  a  posuble  case  of  the  ^use 
of  those  powers  which  he  claimed  for  tbe  States.  While 
the  advocates  of  South  Carolina  are  indulging  in  supposi- 
tions so  def^^ng  to  this  Government  and  the  people  of 
.  these  States,  why  is  it  that  she,  with  her  ordinance  of 
nullification,  her  replevin  laws,  her  test  oaths,  her  virtual 
disfrandtisement  of  her  own  citizens  for  an  honest  differ- 
ence of  political  opinim,  not  only  esofies  «U  thmr  cen- 


anre*  but  is  actual^  applauded  by  them  for  her  tyranny 
and  oppression?  As  gentiemen  have  indulged  so  much  in 
arguments  founded  on  extreme  cases,  1  will  give  them  one 
by  no  means  so  extravagant  as  some  which  Uiey  have  put 
to  us,  to  illustrate  the  consequences  of  their  own  doctrine. 
A  State  has  about  ten  thousand  votes. ,  Suppose  some  ten 
or  twelve  thousand  aliens  should  be  sent  into  that  State 
by  some  foreign  naticm,  for  the  very  purpose  of  working 
out  the  doctrine  of  nullification  there.  If  the  doctiine',be 
sound,  these  aliens  may  all  be  naturalized,  without  incur- 
ring any  obligation  of  obedience  to  this  Government  Jiy 
the  oaths  they  may  take  at  the  time  of  their  naturalization. 
Suppose  that,  in  conformity  with  the  great  object  foar- 
which  they  were  sent,they  electa  convention  ofnumfiers^ 
and  proceed  in  doe  form  to  abrc^te  all  the  acta  of  Con* 
.gress,  and  pass  all  laws  neocasaiy  for  ffnng  their  ordi- 
nanee  eflfeeti  what  an  easy  and  most  effectual  mode  for 
any  foreign  nation  to  subdue  this  Government,  and  break 
up  this  Union;  and  how  strange  is  it  (hat  no  foreign  nation 
has  ever  yet  been  wise  enou^  to  adopt  so  cheap  a  plan 
of  destroying  that  Government  which  has  been  the  object 
of  BO  much  jealoui^  to  tyrantsi  Duriiw  the  continuance 
of  the  old  confederation,  the  SUte  m  Ddaware  alone 
nullified  an  embargo  act,  to  which  all  tbe  other  States  had 
yielded  tiieir  assent,  at  a  time  when  that  act  was  consi- 
dered by  many  to  be  the  only  means  of  salvation  for  tbe 
army.  Under  that  form  of  Government,  as  one  of  the 
parties  to  a  mere  compact  of  States,  she  had  the  unques- 
tionable power  to  nulhfy  the  law;  but  when  the  conven- 
tion which  framed  our  present  conititotion  was  engaged 
in  deliberating  on  the  propriety  of  adding  a  national  char- 
acter to  the  Fedetative  Gorcrcment,  Mr.  Hanson  men- 
tioned tins  very  fact  to  illustrate  the  neceauty  of  rendering 
the  laws  of  the  Union  supreme. 

Before  the  constitution  was  adopted,  the  old  confedera- 
tion itself,  weak  and  inefficient  as  it  was,  had  tbe  power,  in 
tbe  opinion  of  Hr.  Jefferson,  to  enforce  tbe  execution  of 
its  own  revenue  laws.  In  his  letter  to  Hr.  Cartwright,  in 
1?87,  he  is  full  and  explicit  on  this  subject.  The  force 
which  he  derired  to  employ  to  compel  obedience  on  the 
part  of  the  States  to  tbe  requisitions  of  the  old  Congress, 
was  the  naval  power.  [Mr.  C.  then  referred  to  two  other 
letters  of  Hr.  Jefferson,  sustuning  the  same  opinion.] 

I  come  next,  sir,  to  a  brief  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion, are  the  provisions  of  the  bill  before  us  such  as  are 
proper  to  secure  that  obedience  to  the  laws  of  this  Gov- 
ernment whidi  the  proceedings  of  South  Carolina  are 
calculated  to  withhold?  The  teading  clause  in  Ibis  biD. 
authorising  the  President  to  employ  tbe  land  and  naval 
forces  of  the  Union  to  arrest  the  anconstitutioiial  proceed- 
ings of  the  officers  of  SouACaroKM^  should  tbqr  attempt 
to  rescue  imported  goods  from  our  revenue  (rfficer^  has 
been  the  subject  of  bitter  denunciation  by  Sootibem  gen- 
tlemen, and  particularly  by  tbe  ^ntleman  from  Virginia. 
Sir,  th^  is  almost  a  litem  (ranscnpt  from  the  act  of  1809, 
for  enforcing  the  embarn law.  [Mr.  C.  read  tbe  eleventh 
section  of  vuk  net,  to  «iow  ttut  it  employed  the  rety 
words  of  the  bill  before  tbe  Senate.]  Let  us  now  inquire 
who'voted  for  tn  act  so  SRuIar  in  its  pronaions  to  that 
now  before  us.  Fortunately,  the  joumabt^  Congresa  of 
that  day  have  preserved  the  yeas  and  nays  on  a  motion  lo 
strike  out  the  eleventh  section  of  the  embargo  law-  In 
both  Houses,  nearly  all  the  representatives  from  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia,  voted  for  a 
bill,  which*  when  now  sought  to  be  applioa  to  a  difftrent 
section  of  tbe  oomitry,  is  the  object  of  ilinr  aimn*dvcr«an 
and  horror.  As  strong  remonstrances  were  then  mnde 
against  tbe  passage  of  this  law  by  Congress  from  other 
parts  of  the  United  States  as  are  now  presented  in  behalf 
of  South  Carolina,  and  were  then,  as  they  will  be  now, 
made  in  vain. 

That  part  of  the  bill  which  authorizes  the  Prendent  t9 
remove  the  cutton^iuuse  flrora  land  to  wster,  and  Arcdi 
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the  collection  <^  duties  in  oah  wheBever  that  shall  be 
conceived  necetauy  in  order  to  secure  the  ct^eetion  of 
the  duties,  isconiideredsa  unconstitutional  b^  the  gentle- 
man fromVirgiiua,  because  it  delcprtes  power  to  the  Pre- 
sdent,  which,  is  his  apituon,CBD  bt  exenwed  \>y  Congress 
alone. 

Mr.  TTLBR  expUned:  He  nid  his  aiyiUMnt  was, 
that  the  constitution  devolTod  on  Congress  no  light  to 
deputise  another  to  execute  tbdr  power. 

Mr.  CUIYTON:  But  the  constitution  expressly  gives 
to  Congress  the  power  "  to  regulate  commerce;"  and  in 
the  execution  of  that  power*  it  has  been  found  Indispens- 
ahle  to  employ  agents  to  act  in  certain  contingencies  at 
thur  own  discretion.  If  Coi^reas  cannot  empower  a 
collector  to  demand  payment  of  the  duties  in  carii  for  the 
safety  of  the  rerenue,  it  cannot  empower  him  to  demand 
« valid  bond  for  the  duties.  No  legislative  power  u  de- 
volved on  anjr  executive  officer  hy  this  clause  of  the  bill) 
and  as  to  that  general  objection  which  honorible  gentle- 
men have  indulged  in,  touching  the  allered  preference 
given  by  this  r^ulation  of  commerce  to  the  porta  of  one 
State  over  those  of  another*  the  answer  is  conclusive,  that 
BO  part  vt  this  bill  is  confined  in  its  operatioos  to  the  ports 
of  any  one  State,  or  any  partioular  sectim  of  the  Umon, 
as  distinguished  from  the  rest.  The  terms  of  the  law  are 
general.  It  is  co^extensive  with  the  Union,  and  will  apply 
equally  wherever  the  enl  which  it  is  intended  to  redress 
ahall  be  found  to  exist. 

The  second  and  third  sections  of  this  fail),  wliich  au* 
thorize  the  removal  of  any  cause  now  pending  in  any 
State  court,  in  which  titber j»r^  dajma  nght  or  tide  un- 
der any  law  of  the  United  fltati^  and  which  render  irre- 

Eleviabte,  by  procesi  from  any  Slate  court,  any  property 
eU  or  claimed  by  any  person  under  any  law  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, are,  inmy^udgmeot,  unneceaiaty  and  improper 
restrtctiona  on  Uie  just  powers  of  the  State  coatts,  and 
vill  prove  opprea^ve  in  praotice  on  the  suitors  in  those 
courts. 

Mr.  WEB8TKB:  None  but  officers  of  the  Omted 
States  can  take  advantage  of  those  sectims. 

Mr. CLAYTON:  Such,  I  supposOk  was  the  intention  of 
tbecommitteei  but  the  gentieman  from  Massachusetts  will 
perceive  that  "any  officer  or  other  person"  is  authorized 
to  remove  the  suit  in  the  one  case,  and  to  rcMt  the  process 
of  the  State  court  in  tiie  other.  These  sections  should  be 
modified  to  suit  that  view  which  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts has,  it  seems,  heretofore  taken  of  themt*  or  if  it 
can  be  iriiowh  that  thev  are  necesauy  in  their  present 
diape  tooountervail  the  fe^slatiOB  of  South  Ca»lina,tbeir 
operation  ^ould  be  rtatncteiU  by  b  prorist^  to  such 
States  as  shall  attemptto  set  at  defiance  the  revenue  kws 
of  the  countty. 

The  uxtli  section  of  the  bill  provtdesthat.  in  an^  State 
where  the  jails  are  not  allowed  to  be  used  for  the  impris- 
onment of  persona  arrested  or  committed  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  or  where  houses  are  not  allowed  to 
be  used,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  marshal,  under  the 
(Srection  of  the  ^strict  judge,  to  use  other  convenient 
places^  and  to  make  such  further  proviuon#8  he  may  deem 
expedient  and  necessary  for  that  purpose.  To  this  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Virginia  takes  much  exception; 
he  decUresit  to  be  a  "  Botany  Bay  lawt"  and  tells  us  that 
it  is  even  worse  than  the  Engliah  act  which  has  received 
that  designation.  The  Botany  Bay  law  has  been  found  in 
En^jand  to  be  a  very  good  law,  most  salutary  in  its  ope- 
rations tberei  ^nd,  to  tus  day,  it  stands  unrepealed  on  the 
statute  book,  and  countenanced  by  the  appn^ution-of  the 
best  stateamen  of  that  country.  Botany  Bay  is  still 
thought  to  be  a  proper  place  for  people  guil^  of  less 
crimes  than  treason.    But  the  gentleman  will  perceive 

'Tliey.were  afterwards  so  modified,  on  the  motiooof 
the  chairman  of  the  comnutlee. 
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that  this  section  does  not  propose  transporUtion  as  a  pua- 
ishment  for  crime;  it  is  intraauced  here  because  we  nave 
been  officially  informed  that  South  Carolina  has  refused 
the  use  of  her  jails  to  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
and  its  object  is  to  secure,  without  the  aid  of  South  Caro- 
lioa«  jails,  and,  independentiy  of  South  Carolina  legida- 
tion,  the  persons  of  such  u  shall  dare  tovkdate  onr  mwb. 
It  is  rimilar  to  a  reaolution  still  remunii^  on  our  statute 
book,  and  adopted  soon  after  this  Govemmtnt  went  into 
operation .  On  the  3d  of  September,  1789,  Congress  re* 
commended  to  the  several  States  to  pass  laws,  nuking  it 
expressly  the  duty  of  the  keepers  of  thdr  jails  to  receive 
and  safe  keep  therein  all  prisoners  committed  under  the 
auUiority  of  the  United  States.  Several  States  having 
ne^^ted  to  comply  with  this  recommendation,  the  reso- 
lution to  which  I  nave  referred,  and  which  wilt  be  found 
in  the  second  volnme  of  the  lawi^  page 336,  wasadopted, 
providing  '*that,  in  case  any  State  shall  not  have  com-, 
plied  with  the  said  recommendation,  the  marshal  in  such* 
State,  under  the  direction  of  the  j  udge  of  the  district,  be 
authorized  to  hire  a  convenient  place  to  serve  as  a  tem-  ' 
poraiy  jail,  and  to  make  the  necessary  prbvi«on  for  tlus 
safe  keming  of  jvisoners,  committed  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  until  permanent  provision  sliould 
be  made  by  law  for  that  purpose."  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  object  to  tms  resolutibn,or  docs  be  consider 
that  the  exigency  that  has  now  occurred,  demanding  the 
enactment  or  a  law  similar  to  it,  is  less  urgent  than  that 
which  originally  called  for  its  adoption^ 

Mr.  TYLER:  By  that  resolution,  the  prisoner  was 
not  to  be  taken  outof  the  State.  By  this  bill,  be  nm  be 
carried  to  any  convenient  phce,  at  the  disentkm  of  llw 
ju^ge.  By  the  resolution,  the  place  was  pointed  out.  So 
the  English  bill  des^tfed  Botanv  Bay.  The  place  is 
specifically  named.  But  I  would  adc  the  genUtaian  ttcm 
Delaware,  whether  by  this  bill  there  is  any  linutation  what- 
ever imposed  upon  the  judge  or  maruial^  Th^  may 
carry  the  prisoner  wherever  they  think  proper. 

Hr.  CLAYTON:  1  detnr  tint  the  reKriutioi^  to  which 
I  have  referred  the  honi»Bble  member,  apeetfict  any  pai^ 
ticular  place  of  c<Mifinement,  or  that  the  manhal  is  requir- 
ed by  it  to  emifine  his  prisoners  within  the  limits  or  the 
State.  If,  however,  the  gentleman  seriously  requires  it, 
I  uiprehend  no  friend  of  the  bill  will  object  to  such  a  re- 
striction on  the  powers  of  the  marshal,  as  would  prevent 
him  fttm  talung  a  prisoner  beyond  the  limits  of  the  district. 
The  gentieman  from  Kentucky  has  indulged  in  tbe  most 
bitter  invectives  against  tikis  section  the  biU,  which  bs 
considers  as  a  provision  to  revive  all  the  terrors  and  op-  ' 
pressiona  of  the  Jersey  prison  ship.  Undoubtedly,  this 
bill  would  authorize  the  Executive,  when  driven  by  tbe 
laws  of  South  Carolina  from  any  other  place  of  imprison* 
ment  for  prisoners^  to  confine  them  in  a  vessel  on  the 
water.  And  if  this  Government  should  find  it  necessary 
to  tile  &ithful  execution  of  its  laws,  and  the  preservation 
of  its  own  character,  to  caajf  any  man,  either  in  tv  out 
of  South  CarolniB,  to  prison  in  a  sh».  I  trust  it  wUl  never 
be  deterred  from  the  discharge  of  its  constitutionBl  duty 
by  «ckly  commentaries  on  Botany  Bay,  or  mere  fimcy 
sketches  of  the  Jersqr  prison  ship.  The  great  object  of 
this,  and  the  other  sections  of  the  biU,  afl  who  read  it 
will  understand,  is  to  prevent  the  collision  of  actual  force 
between  the  General  uid  State  Governmental  andscMne  of 
its  most  important  features  have  been  drawn  from  tbe 
legid^ion  of  Congress  in  the  days  of  tbe  whiskey  insar> 
rection  and  of  the  Hartford  convention . 

The  honorable  Senator  from  South  CaroUna  haa  told  ub 
that  all  human  institutions,  like  those  who  formed  them, 
contain  vndun  tbenaelves  the  elements  of  their  own  de- 
struction; and  that  our  own  Government  is  now  exhibiting 
their  operation.  To  this  general  philosophic  remark  I 
should  not  have  objected  but  for  its  application..  All  the 
works  of  nan  an  destined  to  dceayt  but  while  the  Ann- 
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ricu  people  shall  remain  true  to  thennelTcst  their  Gov- 
mimentctnnotbe  destroyed;  for  it  contuiw,  within  itself, 
endless  and  erer-renascent  energies,  which  must  bring'  it 
out  in  triiimpbi  and  with  Antxan  vifor,  in  despite  of  every 
effbrt  to  orerthrow  it.  From  foreign  force  it  has  nothing 
to  ftari  it  dreads  nothing  now  from  any  section  of  this 
Union  which  shall  seek  to  prevent  the  just  operation  of 
our  laws  hy  fore^  intcrrention.  Yes,  sir,  a  foreign 
alliance,  sought  by  any  member  of  this  confederacy,  tor 
the  purpose  of  making  war  upon  us,  would  be  the  means, 
under  Heaven,  of  immediately  rallying  every  patriot,  of 
ever^  political  party,  under  the  broad  banner  of  the  re- 
public. Popular  virtuef  however,  is  the  only  safe  baab  of 
popular  Government,  Tliis  it  the  **  fountain  from  the 
which  our  current  runs,  or  bears  no  life;"  and  I  concede 
that  the  mortal  blow  to  the  liberties  of  this  country  may, 
st  hst,  be  struck  by  the  hand  of  one  who  has  been  indebt-, 
ed  to  it  for  existence. .  The  sliaft  which  shfll  stretch  the 
American  eagle  bleeding  and  lifeless  in  the  dust  must  be 
feathered  from  his  own  bright  pinions;  and  bitter  will  be 
the  curses  of  men,  in  all  ages  to  come,  against  the  traitor- 
ous heart  and  the  parricidal  hand  of  him  who  shall  loose 
that  firfal  arrow  from  the  string! 

"  Remember  him,  ihe  vUlnin,  riKhleoai  Heaven, 
Id  thy  great  daj  of  vengeance!  BIsM  the  tnhor, 
And  hi*  peraiekMis  eoonaeli,  «bo,  for  wealth. 
For  power,  the  pride  of  treataeaa,  or  revenge. 
Would  idunge  Us  native  Lmd  In  civil  war!" 

Mr.  MANGUH  roie^  and  nored  to  poatpone  the  fur- 
ther conridendion  of  this  bill  til!  t(MDi«ow.  He  ibited  that 
be  WM  desirous  to  give  bis  sentiments  on  this  bill,  but  he 
was  at  this  moment  laboring  too  severely  under  indicpo- 
attion  to  be  able  to  go  into  so  arduous  a  task. 

Mr.  POKSYTH  said,  he  was  unwilling  to  resist  such 
an  appeal  from  any  Senator,  but  he  would  make  a  single 
wggestion.  lliere  were  some  amendments  whidi  Uie 
committee  intended  to  make,  and  there  were  a  few  others 
which  would  b«  neccaaaty  to  obviate  aomc  objections 
which  its  friends  had  to  its  detidla.  He  would  suggest 
that  these_  amendments  should  be  now  proposed,  so  that 
the  bill  might  be  put  into  a  shape  which  would  make  it 
agreeable  to  all  its  friends,  and  afterwards  the  Senate 
might  proceed  in  the  discussion  of  its  general  principles. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said,  the  difficulty  could  not  be  obviated 
in  that  way.  The  eoamiitlee  liad  wpmnted  to  meet  to- 
aocTow  monui^,  lor  the  puipoae  or  maUng  all  the  neces- 
wry  anendmenti.  He  could  not,  (tf  course,  be  prepraed 
to  offer  them  all  at  ttda  time. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said,  it  would  be  impoasible  to  deter^ 
anne  what  amendmenU  would  be  likely  to  be  agreeable 
to  the  Senate,  until  the  anbiect  should  have  been  fully 
diflcuased.  He  hoped,  therenire,  that  the  debate  would 
go  on. 

Mr.  UNGaid  he  presumed  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
qrlvania  bad  not  diitinctly  heard  us  friend  from  Nortli 
Carolina,  who  had  stated  that  he  was  un^le  to  proceed, 
from  indisposition. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  suggested  that  there  was  another  con- 
mderation  which  was  entitled  to  waght  The  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  was  the  only  memoer  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Judiciary  who  had  objected  to  this  bill.  That 

Entleman,  therefinv,  stood  in  a  peculiar  attitude,  and 
put  it  to  the  Senate,  whetlier,,  on  the  score  of  iitstice, 
he  was  not  entitled  to  lueh  indu^g;enoe  aa  he  mi^t  re- 


Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  under  such  dreumstancea^  Iw 
could  not  vote  MSunst  the  motion  fbr  postponement. 

On  the  call  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  yeai  sad  nqra  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  aaid,  the  Senator  fhim  Pennsylvania 
could  not  have  heard  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina, 
who  had  put  his  request  on  the  ground  of  indlspontion. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  there  «-as  no  oeeanon  for  post- 
ponement. The  bill  could  make  progress,  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina  coukl  be  heard.on  any  other 
day  as  well  aa  now.  He  begged  the  Senator  to  connder 
that  but  a  few  days  remained  of  the  session,  that  a  num- 
ber of  Senators  deured  to  be  heard  on  this  question,  and 
that  important  bunneii  might  he  expected  fram  the  ottwr 
House.  If  this  IhU  was  to  be  definitivdy  acted  on,  it  could 
only  be  done  by  showing  a  determination  to  sit  out  the 
discussion.  They  ought  to  rit  there  until  late  in  the 
evening,  for  at  the  rate  of  a  speech  a  day  the  bill  would 
never  be  got  through. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  sud.  that,  if  any  other  Senator,  on 
either  side  of  the  House,  was  ready  to  go  on  with  the  de- 
bate, he  would  make  no  objection  to  sit  out  the  day. 
But  be  thought  that  the  gentleman  from  North  Carc^na 
was  in  justice  entitled  to  the  indulgence  of  the  Bcnate. 

Mr.  KING  Bud  that,  if  the  gentleman  from  Maasaehu- 
setts  wished  to  ddiver  his  sentiments  on  the  bill^  he 
boned  the  motion  would  be  withdrawn  fbr  that  puzpoae, 
and  he  would  be  happy  to  listen  to  Uie  gentlcnian  to  ai 
great  a  length  as  he  might  desire. 

Mr.  WEBSTER:  The  gentleman  from  AUbama  is  ex- 
tremely fcind{  and  hia  kindness  is  justly  appredated. 
The  genUeman  frrnn  Massachusetts  ftuly  undetatanda  Uie 
genllemaii  tttm  Aldiaina,  but  he  has  no  disporition  toad- 
dress  tiie  Senate  at  present,  nor,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, at  any  other  time,  on  the  subject  of  this  lull . 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  poslpoae 
the  further  conmderatiun  of  the  bill  to  to^norrow  and  de- 
cided in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Fornth, 
Holmes,  Eiag,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Itives,  MtMh 
son.  Smith,  "iVler,  Wi^mman— 14. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Cby,  Dallas;  Dudley,  Cwing, 
Foot,  Frelin^uysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kwe, 
Knight,  Nau£un,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkina,  Wright— 25. 

Mr.  MANGUM  commenced  his  olMerratiom  in  oppo- 
idtion  to  the  bill.  He  adverted  to  the  peculiar  and  novel 
Mtuation  in  which  he  Iband  himself,  standing  thm  fbr 
the  first  time  making  battle  in  his  feeble  way  against  the 
mass  of  friends  with  whom  he  had  heretofore  contended 
shoulder  to  Mulder.  But  he  found  himself  sust»ned  by 
asMStance  from  his  native  land — from  that  region  where 
all  his  affections  were  centered — by  men  who  were  not 
under  any  Executive  influence,  and  who  stood  forwrard  to 
perform  their  doty  regardless  of  all  conaequeocea  to 
themselves. 

Opposed  to  him  he  perceived  |;enlleiiien  who  bad 
hiUierto  not  e:dfbited  any  grat  anxiety  to  ud  tbia  adin- 
nistration;  but  who,  discover!  ng  in  this  bUI  a  policy  which 
conformed  to  their  own  principles,  were  stdicitous  to  pre« 
it  through.  He  regarded  this  as  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant questions  whidi  would  be  discussed  before  the  pre- 
sent Congress. 

^  He  then  proceeded  to  diacuas  the  question  of  tiie  P<nr- 

quire,  to  enable  him  to  give  a  sattf&etory  expontion  ofler  of  the  Government.   After  proceeding  about  flneen 


reasons  by  which  he  was  actuated,  tne  more  espe- 
cially as  he  appeared  to  be  so  unwell. 

Mr.  WJIJCINS  said  he  sliould  be  the  last  man  to  force 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  for  whom  he  had  a 
great  respect,  to  enter  into  this  discusrion  without  luffi- 
eient  sreparatim.  But  he  believed  that  he  was  Iblly  pre- 
pMrcd  to  debate  the  queation  at  tins  time . 


odnutes^ 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  tiiat  the  Senate  now  ad- 
journ, as  the  gMitleman  was  evidently  too  much  indis- 
posed to  proceed.  He  asked  fbr  the  yeas  and  nay%  which 
were  ordered  accordingly. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the 
gative— Yeaa  10,  nays  35. 
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Mr.  M.  then  resumed,  and  drew  a  pandlel  between 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Dritiah  Government  previous 
to  the  war  of  the  revdution,  and  that  which'  was  now  pur> 
jBued  by  the  General  Government  against  South  Carolina. 
To  HMtain  this  view,  he  read  copious  extraeb  from  the 
history  of  that  period.  After  continuing  in  thisstrun  for 
some  time,  Mr.  M.  yielded  the  floor  to 

Mr.  9FBAGUE,  who  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ad' 
joum;  which  was  negatived — Yeas  15,  nays  16. 

Mr.  M.  then  resumed,  and  continued  his  argument 
untB  near  4  o'clock,  when  he  again  yielded  the  floor  to 

Mr.  TYLER,  who  said  that  the  Senate  had  now  suffi- 
«ieiitly'in^calted  tbetr  deterntination  to  ut  till  a  late  hour 
every  aftemooni  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  this  debate 
to  a  close.  He  would  therefore  move  that  the  Senate 
now  adjourn. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  motion; 
but  rose  for  the  purpose  of  giving  notice  that,  for  one,  he 
should  vote  hereafter  against  any  motion  to  adjourn  be- 
fore five  or  six  o'cloelc,  nntit  the  bill  should  be  disposed  of. 

The  motkm  to  acyoum  was  then  carried  without  a  di< 
vision. 

Fbidat,  FsBBviaT  8. 

MILiTARY  ORDERS. 
Tht:  Senate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  took  up  the 
foUowingresolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  PoiHsnna: 
*■  Baokedt  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  hid  before  the  Senate  copies  of 
the  orders  which  have  been  given  to  the  commanding 
ofGcer  of  the  military  forces  assembled  in  and  near  to  the 
city  of  Charleston,  South  Carolina}  and  also  copies  of  the 
orders  which  have  been  given  to  the  commander  of  the 
naval  forces  assembled  in  the  harbor  of  Charleston;  par- 
ticularly such  orders,  if  any  such  hare  been  given,  to  re- 
sist the  constituted  aiahorities  of  the  State  of  South 
Cardina,  within  the  chartered  Unitt  of  sud  State.  *' 
The  rewdotion  briiw  read- 
Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  was  in  fevor  of  the  main  object 
of  the  resolution,  but  he  wished  to  propose  a  motlinca- 
tion  of  it  before  it  was  adopted.  Tlw  first  part  of  the 
resolution,  he  said,  did  not  leave'  to  the  Executive  that 
discretion,  as  to  the  extent  and  bearing  of  tiie  information 
to  be  communicate^  which  was  always  allowed  in  reso- 
lutions of  this  kind,  that  nothing  mi^t  be  requincd  from 
the  Executive  detrimental  to  the  public  interest.  On 
this  occasion,  he  would  barely  say,  without  pretending-  to 
any  particular  knowledge  on  the  subject,  that  he  believ- 
ed the  answer  to  the  resolution,  as  he  should  propose  to 
modify  it,  would  be- satisfactory  to  the  gentleman  and  the 
Senate.  Hia  design  in  moving  an  amendment  was  not 
to  prevent  the  copies  of  all  military  orders  issued  by  the 
Gavemnent  from  being  sent  to  the  Senate,  but  to  put  it 
in  the  pow^  of  the  Executive,  irithout  being  subject  to 
the  imputation  of  refuring  to  comply  with  a  request  of 
the  Senate,  to  withhold  any  thing  connected  with  the 
'papers  called  for  which  might  involve  private  indivi- 
duals. For  himself,  he  was  for  withholding  nothing  that 
it  was  proper  to  ask  for,  operate  how  it  mi^t  If  there 
were  any  orders  aflceting  the  constituted  authorities  of 
South  Carolina,  especIiOfy,  he  thought  Oie  Senate  and 
the  people  ought  to  have  them,  without  any  reservation. 
Mr.  O.  then  moved  to  amend  the  reaolution,  by  inserting 
after  the  words  "before  the  Senate,"  the  words  «'so 
&r  as  may  in  his  judgment  be  compatible  with  the  public 
interest." 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  thoupht  yesterday,  from 
indications  then  ^ven,  that  this  cidl  placed  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  m  an  awkwurd  predicament,  and  he  was 
now  sure  of  it.  After  they  had  consulted  their  pillows^ 
they  had  come  to  the  Senate  with  a  determination  to  des- 
trc^  it  if  in  their  power  to  do  so.    He  denied  the  propo- 


sition, that,  in  regard  to  any  orders  to  an  officer  of  the 
army  or  the  navy,  in  time  of  peace,  it  had  been  usual,  or 
was  proper,  to  make  any  exception  wbatcm  in  caUs 
upon  the  Executive.  There  were  two  claaaei  of  casesi  ■■ 
which,  when  calls  were  made  upon  the  Executive  fat  in- 
fbrmation,  exceptions  were  made:  the  one,  in  the  case  of 
a  pending  treaty,  when  a  disclosure  of  diplomatic  papers 
or  correspondence  by  the  Executive  might  be  detrimen* 
tal  to  the  public  interest,  in  which  case  a  discretion  as  to 
that  point  was  usually  left  to  the  Executivet  the  other 
class  of  case*  was  when,  in  time  of  war,  a  call  was  made 
upon  the  Executive  for  copies  of  orders  issued  to  the 
commanding  officer  at  any  particular  stationk  in  wUdi 
case  it  was  mdispensably  necessary  to  leave  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive a  discretion  to  withhold  them,  oranypart  of  them, 
because  the  dlsclosuTe  of  them  might  give  wamii^ 
to  the  enemy,  injurioudy  to  the  interest  of  our  own 
cause.  But  in  time  of  profound  peace  with  all  the  world, 
and  at  home,  and  at  a  time  when  no  act  of  vicdence  had 
been  eoounitted  by  any  pmlion  of  the  American  peoplei 
when  the  strong  arm  of  the  Legidature  was  stretched 
out  to  the  X^egiwture  of  one  of  the  States  of  the  lTniat^ 
commanding  them  to  retrace  their  steps,  or  aUde  the 
pains  and  penalties  of  treason;  and  when  we  see  the  as- 
sembly of  land  and  naval  forces  on  that  station,  and  want 
to  ask  why  the  Executive  teembles  them,  and  what  they 
are  to  do,  Ob,  says  the  gentleman,  pray  keep  these  orders 
secret.  Sir,  wut  misc^iief  can  proceed,  in  tiiia  time  of 
peace,  from  giving  pubGt^  to  the  order*  to  tiie  eoat- 
manding  officen  w  ttMee  fivrcea?  Sappoee  a  caM:  lop- 
pose  that  an  order  should  have  been  issued  to  the  no- 
tary, if  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
should  attempt  to  assemble,  to  go.into  their  halls  and  dis- 
perse them,  or  that  an  order  should  have  been  issued  to 
capture  certun  individuals,  and  diqiose  of  them  under  the 
second  sectimi.  Gentlemen  may  smile  attba^bottH^* 
suppose  the  case  of  orderi  having  been  isMed  such  as 
those  which  w««  issued  under  the  aidmitustration  of  tx>rd 
Korth,  for  the  seizure  of  particular  refractory  individuals, 
ought  not  such  things  to  be  known?  I  will  not  say  why 
gentlemen  wince  at  this  call;  it  may  appear,  on  a  full 
disclosure,  that  tiiere  is  something  rotten  in  the  State  of 
Denmark — yes,  rotten,  which  will  not  bear  examination. 
It  may  appear  that  the  Executive  u  disposed  to  ezmte 
discord  and  civil  war  in  the  Sooth,  In  order  to  have  a 
pretext  to  march  an  unty  to  overran  the  country.  If  no 
such  alarming  disclosures  are  apprehended,  why  not  let 
the  resolution  pass  as  originally  ipoved?  Coupled  with 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  Mr.  P. 
said  he  would  withdraw  his  resolution,  if  he  could.  He 
would  thank  that  gentleman,  he  said,  or  any  other,  to  teU 
him  what  exception  could  be  taken  to  the  call  wUch  it 
proposed,  in  a  time  of  profound  peace,  when  the  answer 
to  it  coidd  not  operate  to  the  prejudice  of  our  fbreign 
relations.  We  nave  htely  heard  some  strange  doo- 
trines,  Mr.  P.  said,  about  SUte  sovereignty,  and  the  tc> 
premacy  of  the  General  Government;  and,  if  not  checked, 
they  will  ultimately  creep  up  to  the  supreme  head  of  the 
Government,  which  will  be  found  granting  privileges, 
and  issuing  orders  to  the  people,  instead  of  derivii^  au- 
thority and  instruction  from  them.  He  was  sori7  to 
see  tlus  opposition  to  his  reasonable  motion;  it  seemed  to 
be  in^cative  of  a  diqMwtion  to  shroud  in  secrecy  the 
movements  of  the  Executive  authority  I  and  if  this  amend- 
ment should  be  fastened  upon  his  motion,  he  should  tdce 
the  liberty,  in  future  discusnon,  of  drawing  h«  own  infe- 
rences as  to  the  nature  of  the  orders  which  gentlemen 
dare  not  call  for.  Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  there  was  a  dnwnft 
room  last  night,  and  great  anxie^  was  manifcited,  it  m 
said,  on  the  i»rt  of  some  gentlemen,  to  get  the  ear  of  the 
President. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  sud,  that  whenever  the  gentleman  from 
Mtsrisaippi  diould  think  proper  ta^draw  the.infercnecfl 
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wliich  he  tud  alluded  to,  tbey  ahould  be  met  with  a  pon- 
ttve  denial ;  Ur.  G.  vould  undertake  to  aay,  with  the  little 
inRmnation  that  he  bad,  that  no  tniUlar^  moTMnent  had 
been  made  hf  the  Executive,  either  agunit  individaala  or 
waimt  the  authority  of  the  Stateof  South  Can^na.  And» 
mile  die  gentleman  from  MiMiatippi  profeiaed  ao  great 
an  an^ety  to  prevent  or  avert  civil  atnfci  Mr.  G.  aaked 
whetiier  the  aniwer  to  hia  resolution,  unlimited  as  it  waa, 
ni(^t  not  lead  to  tbo  very  result  wluch  b^  deprecated? 
Now  Buppoae  the  case,  that  some  citizen  of  South  Caroli- 
na, among  the  most  respectable  erf*  her  citizens,  should 
have  given  infonnatiMi  to  the  Executive,  and  that  upon 
that  information  orden  ahould  havs  been  taiuedt  doea  the 
gentleman  want  tiie  name  of  thii  ctttzen  and  all  these  eir- 
cumsUnces  disclosed?  [Mr.  POINDEXTER,  (in  an  un- 
dertone:) Tea,  the  whole  of  them.]  Would  not  such 
^flclosure  lead  to  the  immediate  shed^ng  of  blood?  [Mr. 
P.  expressed,  in  an  under  tone,  his  disregard  of  the  con- 
fMuences.]  I  wiahto  seeall  that  the  Executive  has  done, 
•aid  Hr.'  O.,  in  continuation,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  aee  aU 
conltdentialcommunicationa  which  it  has  received  throwli 
before  the  public,  the  disclosure  of  which  would  be  fol- 
,  lowed  by  blood.  That  was  what  he  ilished  to  avoid.  He 
had  no  crfijecticm  to  seeing  copies  called  for  of  evetpr  order 
which  the  Executive  had  iasurai  but,  if  all  communicationa 
with  the  officera,  confidential  or  otherwise,  were  to  be  dis- 
closed, consequences  mtgbt  be  expected  to  follow  which 
gentlemen  who  urge  tiiis  resolution  would  themselves  de- 
plore. What  <Ud  the  gentleman  want?  To  know  wbat 
tiie  Executive  bad  done  of  a  public  nature?  The  amend- 
ment now  proposed  would  not  prevent  his  getting  that  in* 
formation  m  mil.  Gentlemen  had  better  wait  until  they 
got  the  answer  to  the  resolution  before  they  undertook  to 
tell  what  it  would  disclose;  they  would  then  find  that  no- 
thing Dke  war  was  intended;  nottun^  but  defensive  mea- 
sures, and  those  of  the  moat  pacific  kmd. 

Further,  Mr.  G.  said,  without  knowing  any  thing  of  the 
kind*  he  would  suppose  another  ease:  that  an  officer  waa 
stationed  at  any  particular  post,  whose  feelings  were  too 
strongly  enlisted,  in  any  way,  as  to  interfere  with  a  proper 
discharge  of  his  duty,  and  that  information  to  that  effect 
diould  have  been  given  to  the  Executivej  doea  the  gentle- 
man want  that  inforti)atton  ?  [Mr.  POINDEXTER,  (in  an 
undertone:)  Ves,  I  want  that.]  Did  gentleman  want  to 
degrade  the  officer,  Hr.  G-  asked,  or  to  ask  from  the'Ex- 
eeutive  information  which  it'would  be  improper  for  bim  to 
disclose?  If  the  gentleman  wanted  to  know  what  bad 
bfen  done  by  the  Executive,  to  that  Mr.  O.  had  no  objec- 
tion; but,  wben  he~wanted  copica  of  all  cranmumcatiuns 
that  liad  passed,  such  a  disclosure  might  produce  great 
mischief,  and  could  do  no  good. 

One  brandi  of  that  resolution  Ur.  G.  himself  wished  to 
see  answered.  If  any  thing  had  been  meditated  a^nst 
the  authorities  of  the  State  of  South  CaraUna,  he  wished 
to  know  it  all}  for,  if  any  tiling  of  that  aort  Was  to  ap- 
pear^ Hr.  G.  would  think  with  the  gentleman  from  Mi&sis- 
sippi,  that  the  Prewdent  of  the  United  Statea  had  trans- 
Mnded  his  duty,  and,  much  as  the  Executive  possessed 
lus  confidence,  he  would  not  stand  in  the  way  of  his  be- 
ing made  amenable  therefor  to  the  American  people.  I 
tiiink,  however,  aud  Mr.  G.,  that  we  had  beUer  forbear 
all  remaika  such  as  those  about  punishing  under  the  second 
section,  fiu^  until  we  haveaomelactsto  ground  them  upon. 
I  have  seen  no  attempt  or  dispositian  on  the  part  of  Ihe 
Preaident  of  the  United  States  to  proceed  lawlessly  in  re- 
ference to  titia  matter.  Does  the  tone  of  his  communica- 
tions to  us  savor  any  thing  of  action  under  the  second  sec- 
tion? Has  any  lawless  or  unconstitutional  temper  been 
manifested  here?  I  am  very  elad  tlie  gentleman  has  in- 
troduced hb  resolution,  siri  if  he  had  the  power  to  wilh- 
dtaw  it,  I  would -myself  renew  it. 

Hr.  POINDEXTER  ruse  to  expliun.  He  had  not  aaid 
that  the  President  bad  exerciaedany  uncoostltutional  pow- 


er. He  had  said,  suppose  Aat  such  and  such  orders  were 
given,  that  it  would  create  a  very  different  semntion  in 
Uiia  body,  and*throiq;bont  the  Umted  Statea,  if  these  focts 
mremade  known]  vid  flie  attempt  to  conceal  &ct%  what- 
ever fliey  were,  left  Um  at  lUierty  to  infer  whatever  he 
pleased  from  it. 

Mr.  GRUNDT  said  that  there  was  no  wish  existing  any 
where  to  conceal  any  movement  of  this  GoveromenI,  be- 
yond the  wish  to  prevent  conflicts  which  miffht  arise  among 
citizens  of  South  Carolina  from  improper  diseh)sures.  We 
know  the  unfortunate  state  of  excitement  which  exists  in 
that  quarter,  and  we  do  not  wish  such  disclosures  to  be  re- 
quired as  might  make  tbem  rush  into  instant  battle  one 
with  another.  Such  might  he  the  consequence  of  calling 
for  all  papers  on  the  subject  from  the  Executive.  These 
lapers,  therefore,  he  thought  ought  not  to  be  made  pub- 
ic. As  to  the  allusion  which  Ae  gentleman  had  made  to 
the  drawing-room,  Mr.  G.  said  he  did  ntit  pretend  to  on- 
dentand  what  he  meant  by  it.' 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  there  was  not  one  word  in  this 
resolution  whidi  ought  to  provoke  oppositiont  and  he  waa 
very  much  surprised  that,  when  a  Senator  rises  in  his  pisce 
to  ask  for  the  information  required  by  the  resolution,  with 
a  view  to  understand  what  orders  have  been  issued,  and 
whether  these  orders  have  been  predicated  upon  any  in- 
formation exclusively  obtained  by  the  Executive  in  refer- 
ence to  the  state  of  things  in  Soutii  Carolina,  it  should  be 
rensted.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  imagine  the  motive  for  de- 
nring  any  concealmenL  Wu  he  (Mr.  C.)  to  understand 
that  the  Prendent  of  the  United  SUtes  had  been  corre- 
sponding with  any  party  in  South  Carolina,  that  he  had 
been  receiving  anonymous  communications,  and  that  he 
has  been  acting  on  such  anonymous  information?  What 
men  would  take  information  of  this  character  in  the  pre- 
sent excited  state  of  the  countiy,  fi-om  a  party  in  the 
State,  in  order  to  ground  thereon  proceedings  against 
South  Carolina?  What  Chief  Magistrate  would  corre- 
spond with  a  par^  under  sudi  drcumstaocea?  He  could 
not  imagine  a  state  of  things  so  unprecedented.  If  the 
fact  be  as  the  Senator  supposed;  if  it  was  necessary  to 
screen  any  body  for  acting  improperiy,  let  the  responsi- 
bility (said  Mr.  C.)  rest  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  He  may  communicate  what  he  thinks  pnper. 
He  wished  to  let  the  whole  rest  on  the  respondbility  orthe 
Prendent.  The  whole  course  of  the  cfppoation  to  the 
resolution  was  moat  extraordinaty,  and  calculated  to  pro- 
duce excitement  in  South  Carolina.  Waa  he  to  under- 
sland  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  been  se- 
cretly corresponding  with  that  party  which  stood  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  majority  in  that  State,  and  that  he  waa  pro- 
ceeding to  act  under  the  representations  thus  obtained,  in- 
stead of  adopting  that  plain  and  open  course  of  action 
which  would  become  the  highest  Executive  ofllcer?  The 
sensation  which  would  be  produced  by  the  imperfect  in- 
formation which  would  be  obtuned  by  the  resolution  in  its 
amended  form,  would  be  far  greater  than  any  which  would 
arise  out  of  the  publication  of  tite  entire  facta. 
The  hour  of  12  striking  at  this  moment — 
The  CHAIR  arrested  the  discussion,  and  stated  that, 
according  to  the  resolution,  directing  that  the  apecial  order 
shall  be  called  at  12  o'clock  till  the  end  of  the  seaaion,  he 
considered  it  to  be  his  imperative  duty  to  announce  it  at 
titat  hour;  and  he  desired  to  have  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
to  the  contrary,  if,  in  its  opinion,  his  construction  that  the 
arrival  of  the  hour  cut  off  all  business  which  waa  pending 
was  not  the  correct  one. 

Mr.  KING  expressed  his  belief  tiiat  the  practice  of  the 
Senate  under  this  resolution  should  be  the  same  as  it  was 
when  one  o'clock  stood  as  the  hour  for  taking  up  the  spe- 
dal  order.  It  bad  been  the  practice  to  take  up  the  special 
order  after  any  morning  buainesa  wai/er  condderation 
should  have  been  discussed,  if  even  it  aomcwhat  overstep- 
ped tlic  hour.  I 
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Mr.  CALHOUN  mtiimted  that  the  |iractiee  was  to  take 
up  the  special  order  after  the  disporftion  had  been  vtade 
of  any  pending  buaiiien,  and  that  it  bad  not  been  the 
pnctioe  fi»  the  Ghuk  to  oall  it  in  the  nkbt  of  a  imm- 
•km. 

Mr.  SHITR  ooiuidered  tint  the  re«faitioa  nude  it  im- 
pendire  on  the  Cuib  to  cdl  speeial  order  at  the  hour 
'specified. 

Mr.  FOOT  expretaed  a  Monibronnion;  and  reminded 
the  Senate  that  he  bad  objected  to  ue  reaohition  prerioufl 
to  its  adoption)  on  the  gnmod  that  it  would  prevent  the 
third  reaung  of  any  biuwhieh  nright  be  before  the  Senate 
during  the  reat  of  the  aevion.  Aa  the  readution  had 
been  adopted,  it  m  the  duty  of  ttie  Cuim  to  call  the  or- 
der at  the  hour. 

Hr.  GRUNDY  wished  to  know  whether  he  was  to  aos- 
pend  his  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Sbuth  Carolina  until 
to-morrow.'  He  wished  the  point  of  order  to  be  Mttle<l, 
that  they  ought  go  to  work  about  aoanetbing^. 

Mr.  KING  autafaied  ttie  mtw  Hdcen  tho  Scnater 
from  Connectictt^  aa  to  the  obttruetion  whidi  die  Teaolu- 
tion  would,  as  construed  by  the  CsAXBt  throw  in  the  way 
of  public  business. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said,  that  if  he  night  be  allowed  to  put 
lua  own  construction  on  his  own  langoage,  when  he 
dimughted  this  resolution,  he  inteaded  it  to  be  itnperative. 

Hr.  POINDBXTBR  said,  Ae  response  to  the  resolu- 
tion* now  under  debate,  was  of  great  importance  to  tbe 
progress  and  end  of  the  bill  under  diacnmim.  If  it  was 
to  be  sent  at  all  to  the  Prendent,  it  ought  to  be  sent  imme- 
diately.' He  wislied  to  allow  the  Senate  an  opportunity 
to  take  the  rote  upon  it,  and  he  would  therefore  more, 
for  the  pretent-- for  he  did  not  vish  to  trespass  too  long 
on  this  ftrorite  spedsl  order— to  hy  the  ipedal  order  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  BROWNsudhe  should  rote  in4iror  of  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Msassppi. 

The  CHAIR  said  it  was  not  m  <mler  to  debate  a  notion 
t^Uy  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Hr.  POINDEXl'ER  withdrew  his  motion. 

Hr.  BROWN  then  said,  that  he  was  against  the  post- 
ponement ofthis  discussion.  So  longas  it  should  be  before 
the  Senate,  the  existing  excitement  would  be  kept  op 
throughout  the  country.  He  did  not  beliere  that  there 
was  any  necesin^,  in  discussing  Ui«  bill,  fivflieinformaUon 
which  the  reMMutit^  proposed  to  call  for.  He  did  not 
perceive  that  it  would  at  all  aid  the4enate  in  tbe  discnanon 
of  the  bill  before  the  Senate.  Whenever  a  rote  should, 
therefore,  be  taken  on  the  resolution,  he  should  give  bis 
vote  against  it.  He  deemed  it  to  be  tbe  duty  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  pour  oil  on  the  agitated  billows,  and  not  to  excite 
them  to  more  dangerous  and  tumultuous  action. 

Mr.  POINDBXTBR  then  renewed  his  motion  to  l«y 
the  special  order  on  the  table,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  whi^  were  ordered,  and 

The  question  being  taken,  was  decided  as  follows: 

YBA8. — ^Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Chambers, 
Cbiyton,  Forsyth,  King,  Miller,  Uoore,  Poindcxter,  Tyler 
—II. 

NAYS — ^Messn.  BelUlBlack,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dqdiey,  Foo^  Frelmghuysen,  Orundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Uohnefl,  Kane,  Kn^ht,  Nandain,  Prentia%  Rives, 
BcAlriai,  Robiaaon,  Runlei^  South,  Sprunie,  Upton, 
Tomltoson,  Wagsaman,  Webster,  WUte,  Wilkin%  Wright 
—99. 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  again  to  the  special  order 
of  the  day,  being-  the  bill  makit^  further  t>roviSMHi  for  die 
collection  of  the  revenue. 

Hr.  WEB8'i;^R  said  be  wished  to  interrupt  the  course 
of  tbe  debate  for  a  moment^  in  order  to  set  one  mat- 
ter right,  if  he  could.'  Since  a  warm  contraveny  was  ris- 


[Bmtatx. 


ing  on  thia  measure,  be  Aoinht  it  but  proper  that  we 
ahoold  andenland  between  what  pnrtiei  the  controreiay 
existed. 

Soon  af^  the  declaratkm  of  war  b;  liie  ViUted  States 
against  £ngbnd»  an  Amerioan  reisel  fell  in  at  sea  whh 
one  of  England,  and  ^fave  inftrmation  of  tbe  dedaration. 
The  Englii^  master  mquired,  with  no  little  warmth  of 
manner  and  expression,  why  the  United  States  bad  gone 
to  war  with  England?  The  American  answered  him,  that 
difficulties  bad  existed,  for  a  good  while,  between  the  two 
Governments,  and  that  it  was  at  length  thought,  in  Ame< 
rica,  to  be  high  time  for  the  parties  to  come  to  a  better 
un^rstanding. 

I  incline  to  think,  Mr.  Preddent,  that  a  war  has  broken 
out  here  which  is  very  likely,  before  it  closes,  to  brinf 
the  parties  to  a  better  understan<Ung.  But  who  are  the 
parues?  Will  vou  please  to  remember,  sir,  that  this  is  a 
measure  founded  in  Executive  recommendation^  The 
President,  charged  by  the  constitution  with  the  duty  of 
exeeatiiw  the  laws,  has  sent  us  a  message,  alleging  that 
poweritif  combinations  are  fbtning  to  resist  thmr  execu- 
tion; that  the  existing  laws  are  not  sufficient  to  meet^he 
cririsi  and  recommending-  sundry  enactments  aa  necessary 
for  the  occasion.  The  message  bring  referred  to  tbe  Ju- 
diciary Ctminiittee,  that  committee  has  reported  a  bill  in 
complianc(L.with  the  President's  recommendation.  It  has 
not  gone  beyond  the  mesmge.  Every  thing  in  the  bill, 
every  single  provimon,  which  is  now  complained  of,  is  in 
the  me«ge.  Yet  the  whole  war  is  raised  against  the  bill, 
and  against  the  committee,  as  if  the  eorondttee  had  ori- 
ginated the  whole  matter.  Gentlemca  get  up  and  address  • 
us,  aa  if  the^  were  ai^ng  j^nst  some  measure  of  a  &C' 
tioos  oppoaitioD.  They  look  tbe  same  way,  sir,  and  speak 
with  the  same  vehemence,  as  they  used  to  do  when  they 
raised  th«r  patriotic  voicea  agunst  what  they  called  a 

coalition.'*  ' 

Now,  Br,  let  it  be  known,  once  Tw  all,  that  dils  Is  an 
administration  measure;  that  it  is  the  Prerident's  own 
measure;  and  I  pray  gentlemen  to  have  the  goodness,  if 
they  call  it  bard  names,  and  talk  loudly  agrinst  its  Mends, 
not  to  overiook  its  source.  Ixt  them  attack  i^  if  they 
choose  to  attack  it,  in  its  origin. 

Let  it  be  known,  also,  that  a  majority  of  the  commit- 
tee reporting  tbe  bill  are  friends  and  supporters  of  the 
administration)  and  that  it  is  muntaincd  in  this  House  by 
those  who  are  among  hia  stead&st  friends,  of  long  stand- 
ing. 

It  is,  sir,  as  I  hare  already  said,  tbe  Prerident*s  own 
measure.  Let  those  who  oppose  it,  oppose  it  as  such. 
Let  them  fairly  acknowledge  its  origm,  and  meet  it  ac- 
cordingly. 

The  honorable  member  fhnn  Kentuclq^,  who  spoke 
first  against  the  bill,  said  be  found  in  it  another  Jersey 

prison  ship;  let  him  stale,  then,  that  the  President  has 
sent  a  message  to  Congress,  recommen^ng  a  renewal  of 
the  sufFerings  nnd  horrors  of  the  Jersey  prison  ship.  He 
says,  too,  that  the  bill  snuffs  of  the  alien  and  sedition  law. 
But  the  bill  is  fragrant  of  no  flower  except  the  -same 
which  perfumeathe  message.  Lethim,  then,  ssj,  ifhe 
thinks  so,  that  General  Jackson  advises  a  revival  of  the 
principles  of  the  ahen  and  sedition  laws. 

Tbe  honorable  member  from  Virginia  [Hr.  Ttlsb]  finds 
out  a  resemblance  between  this  bdl  and  the  Boston  port 
bill.  Sir,  if  one  of  these  be  imitated  from  the  other,  the 
tnutation  is  the  Prerident's.  The  bill  makes  the  Presi- 
dent, he  says,  sole  judge  of  the  constitution.  Does  he 
mean  to  say  that  the  President  has  recommended  a  mea- 
sure which  is  to  make  him  sole  Judge  of  the  constitution.' 
The  bill,  he  declarei^  sacrifices  every  thing  to  arbitrary 
power— he  will  lend  no  aid  to  its  passage — he  would  ra- 
ther "be  a  dog,  and  bay  the  moon,  than  such  a  Roman.** 
He  did  not  say  "the  old  Roman."  Yet  the  genUeman 
well  knows,  that  if  any  tiling  is  sacrificed  to  ariiilrary  pow- 
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er,  the  sacrifice  bad  been  demanded  bj  the  "old  Ro- 
man,**  u  he  and  otben  have  called  fahni  by  the  Prendent 
wimn  he  baa  lupportedt  ao  often  and  so  ably,  for  the 
Chief  Magiatracy  of  the  country.    He  says,  too,  that 
one  of  the  sections  is  sn  Engfliah  Botany  Bay  lav,  except  | 
that  it  is  much  worse.   This  section,  sir,  whatever  it  may  , 
be,  is  just  what  the  President's  message  recommended. 
Similar  obserrationsare  appliciUile  to  the  remarks  of  both 
the  honorable  gentlemen  from  North  Carolina.    It  ia  not 
necessary  to  particularize  time  remarks.  They  were  in  { 
the  same  strain. 

Thererdre,  sir,  -let  it  be  understood,  let  it  be  known, 
that  the  war  which  these  gentlemen  Choose  to  w^,  is 
waged  a^nst  the  measures  of  the  administration,  against 
the  President  of  their  own  choice.  The  controTcrsy  has 
arisen  between  him  and  them,  and,  in  its  prt^ess,  they 
will  probably  come  to  a  distinct  under^nding. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  to  be  understood  as  admitting 
that  these  charges  agiunst  the  bill  are  joat,  w  that  they 
would  be  juat  if  made  against  the  message.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  thmk  them  wholly  unjust.  No  one  of  them,  in 
my  opinion,  can  be  made  good.  I  tlunk  the  bill,  or 
some  similar  measure,  had  become  indispensable,'  and 
that  the  Preudent  could  not  do  otherwise  than  to  recom- 
mend it  to  the  connderatiMi  of  Congress.  He  was  not  at 
liberhr  to  lode  on  and  be  silent,  while  dangers  threatened 
the  Union,  which  existing  laws  were  not  competent,  in 
his  judgment,  to  avert. 

Mr.  President,  I  take  this  occasion  to  say,  that  I  sup- 
port this  measure,  as  an  independent  member  irf'tbe  Sen- 
ate, in  the  dischai^  of  the  dictates  of  my  own  con- 
science. I  am  no  man's  leaderi  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  follow  no  lead,  but  that  of  publiu  duty,  and  the  star  of 
the  censtitutioo.  I  befiere  the  eountrr  it  in  connden- 
ble  dangert  I  belieTe  an  unlavfbl  condHnation  threatens 
the  integrity  of  the  Union.  I  believe  the  crins  calls  for 
a  mild,  temperate,  forbearing,  but  inflexibly  firm  execu- 
tion of  the  laws.  And,  under  this  conviction,  I  give  a 
hearty  support  to  the  administration,  in  all  measures 
which  1  deem  to  be  bir,  just,  and  necessary.  And  in  nip- 
porting  these  measures,  I  mean  to  take  my  fitir  share  of 
responnbility,  to  support  them  frankly  and  iairly,  with 
out  reflections  on  tiie  past,  and  without  mixing  other  to- 
pics in  thdr  discussion. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  undentuid  the  flenliment  of 
the  country  on  this  subject.  I  think  public  opinion  sets 
with  an  irreristible  force  in  favor  of  the  Union,  in  favor 
of  the  measures  recommended  by  the  President,  and 
against  the  new  doctrines  which  threaten  the  dissolution 
of  the  Uiuon.  I  think  the  people  of  the  Umted  States 
demand  of  us,  who  are  intrusted  witli  the  Oovemment, 
to  maintain  that  Government;  to  be  just,  and  fear  noti 
to  make  all  and  suitable  provisions  for  the  execution  of 
the  laws,  and  to  sustain  the  Umon  and  the  constitution 
against  whatsoever  may  endanger  them.  For  one,  I  obey 
tliis  public  voicet  I  compjijr  witli  this  demand  of  the  peo- 
ple. I  support  the  administration  in  measures  which  I 
believe  to  be  necessary  i  and,  while  pursuing  this  course, 
I  look  unhesiutingly,  and  with  the  utmost  confidence, 
for  the  approbation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  TYLER  then  rose.  He  had  never  inquired,  he 
said,  from  what  quarter  the  bill  came.  It  had  never  en- 
tered into  his  conception  that  it  was  a  matterof  the  small- 
est consequence.  It  had  never  been  his  tuU>it  to  look  to 
the  source  rather  than  to  the  principles  of  a  measure 
upon  which  he  was  called  on  to  decide.  He  did  not  op- 
pose this  measure  because  it  was  supported  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts!  *tid  would  the  gentlenwi 
believe  in  his  sincerity,  when  he  declared  that  he  would 
give  his  support  to  any  measure'proceeding  from  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts,  which  he  himself  approved,  as 
promptly  and  as  heartily  as  if  it  proceeded  from  the  very 
highest  officer  of  the  Government.   This  was  not  the 


first  time  that  he  had  been  placed  in  opposition  to  roeft* 
SUTC8  of  which  the  Prendent  was  the  lonrce,  or  of  which 
the  Preddent  improved.  It  had  been  his  ftattone  here  to 
be  more  than  cmce  opposed  to  some  Executive  mcasuret. 
He  did  not  find  fault  with  this  bill,  because  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  and  his  friends  approved  of  it)  for  if 
the  bill  had  his  own  approlntion,  he  would  support  i^ 
even  if  ^e  Prc«dent  was  opposed  to  it.  But  be  was 
obliged  to  the  gentlonwi  f^om  Muiaohiiietti  tat  the  aog- 
gestion  of  the  real  aouice  of  the  metsore.  Be  was  ncnr 
led  to  understand  that  it  came  from  the  Prewdent.  [Mr: 
WEBSTER:  Not  so.  The  bill  waa  from  the  conunitteet 
but  no  one  can  read  the  bill  and  the  message  without  aay- 
jing  that  the  bill  ia  founded  on  the  meoage.]  Mr.  TVL.ER: 
I  Then  tiie  President  did  not  prescribe  the  forms  of  the 
bin.  But,  if  the  Preudent  has  aeot  us  a  Botany  Bay  bill, 
he  (Mr.  T.)  would  call  it  so,  and  as  such  oppose  it. 

Mr.  WESBTEB  would  merefy  remark,  that  the  oom- 
nnttee  to  which  he  belonged  were  In  the  haUt  of  dnwiug 
their  own  bills.  The  fiwts  were,  that  the  Preadut,  in 
the  disdiuge  of  his  official  duties,  had  recommended 
certun  measures  to  meet  certain  evantsi  in  his  annual 
message  he  had  suggested  that  he  might  have  occaaon 
to  take  this  coursei  m  his  late  messs^  he  had  recom- 
mended* specific  provimona  for  specific  casett  and  the 
Committee  on  the  Ju^ciaty  had  framed  a  bill  in  accoid- 
•nee  with  those  prorinons. 

Mr.  BIBB  could  not,  he  *ud,  help  being  surprised  at 
the  remarks  which  had  fUlen  from  his  honorable  friend, 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  He  would  like  to  know 
what  part  of  his  ofiicial  conduct  bad  given  that  gentleman 
reason  to  suppose  that,  in  respect  to  all  measures  before 
this  body,  he  ^d  not  act  uptm  his  own  reqionability  and 
judgment?  What  reason  had  the  f^enOenian  to  luppoae 
that  be  was  the  humble  and  tubMmenl  tod  of  uy  man, 
and  constrained  to  vote  this  or  that  way  ?  He  threw  back 
the  imputation.  He  threw  it  not  on  any  Senator,  but  he 
threw  It  back  indignantly  from  himself.  Have  we  come 
to  this,  that  an  independent  sentiment  cannot  be  express- 
ed on  this  floor,  on  the  individual  and  official  responsibi- 
lity of  a  Senator,  without  his  being  taunted  with  the  sug- 
gestion that  Ira  opinions  are  in  oppontion  to  an  Executive 
meaaagef  If  the  gentleman  bad  no  means  of  knowing 
the  Hurce  of  tiw  meaeore,  but  from  a  comparison  of  the 
message  with  the  bill,  then  his  opinion  is  a  matter  of  m- 
ference  <mly.  When  be  says  that  the  bill  is  a  response 
to  the  message,  he  means  to  say  that  in  the  judgment 
of  the  committee  it  was  tluu  responuve,  or  that  the  com- 
mittee intended  to  render  it  responsive.  If  that  was  the 
sense  in  which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetu  says  it  is 
responsive,  be  would  take  it  as  a  matter  of  inference^ 
founded  on  the  ahnibri^  between  the  biU  wd  the  me>- 
sage.  He  wanted  to  know  irtiether  Oiere  WM  vaf  blddeo 
light  in  regard  to  this  matter;  whether  there  was  any  -ae- 
cret  connexion  between  the  bill  and  the  message? 

He  put  it  to  tiie  honorable  gentleman  to  say — and  he 
should  pause  for  a  reply — whether  there  was  any  Unk  or 
communication  between  the  bill  and  the  memagc,  other 
than  that  which  was  qiparent?  He  denied  that,  aeracd- 
ing  to  hit  notion,  the  m\  was  in  aoeordanee  wHh  the 
message.  If  tlift  Prendent  desired  that  aiqr  mch  power 
should  be  |;ivei>  to  him  as  this  bill  gives,  he  would  find 
no  expression  bf  that  desire  in  the  messi^.  He  could  not 
imagine  that  any  Prerident  would  have  &)e  daring  effron- 
tery to  ask  of  Congress  to  give  him  such  powers.  There- 
fore, he,  would  take  it  for  granted  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
inference  merely.  Hie  biU  responds  to  the  message,  ia 
so  tu  as  it  aflfords  ud  to  uvil  prooessi  bat  inaoftras,  by 
its  first  and  fifUi  tectiras,  it  confides  to  the  Chief  Magw- 
trate  an  inordinate  discretionary  power,  it  was  no^  in  hia 
mind,  «  fair  inference  that  the  bill  wau  response  to  the 
message,  and  that  tlie  President  aougttt  to  be  cloUied 
with  the  powers  witti  which  the  biK  hiveated  tun.  Tot* 
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rents  of  invectire  tnd  reproach  bad  wmetimes  been  turo' 
ed  againit  those  who  dared  to  ruse  their  vmcei  or  ^ve 
their  Totes  in  opposition  to  measures  of  the  administration. 
For  his  own  put.  he  had  mrthhigr  to  hope  nor  to  expect 
from  the  adnunistraUon.  He  na^k  nothing  from  it. 
Therefore,  whether  he  withheld  or  gare  the  powers 
asked  hj  it,  wu  a  qucition  between  lum  and  lus  fsonati- 
tuents;  and,  in  a  great  iHngf^  for  faTil  Kber^*  he  con- 
sidered himself  an  atom. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  it  was  unnecessary  for  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  to  throw  back  any  imputation,  for 
none  had  been  cut.  He  had  satd  nothing  about  subser- 
viency to  the  Executire.  In  regard  to  the  interrogatory 
of  the  gentleiDMi — wMch  he  was  not  certain  that  be  un- 
dentood— he  would  briefly  reply,  that  die  mesnge  hav- 
ing, in  usual  course,  been  referred  io  a  standing  commit- 
tee of  this  body,  the  committee  aat  down  and  drew  a  bill, 
in  conformity  with  the  provisons  recommended  in  the 
message  as  Jar  as  they  could.  He  would  tell  the  ^entle- 
nun,  that  there  was  notlung  in  the  Ist  and  5tb  sections  of 
the-  bin,  which  in  the  mesnge  is  not  recommended;  and  if 
the  gentleman  would  recur  to  the  message,  he  wotJd  find 
the  su^;estion  of  those  provisions.  Further,  he  wouU 
tell  the  gentleman,  that  the  President  hat  had  the  "dar- 
ing efi^ontery"  to  ask  for  these  powers,  no  matter  how 
high  may  be  the  ofience. 

Mr.  BROWN  remarked,  tha^  aa  some  gentlemen  bad 
risen  to  make  a  confesuon  of  their  ans,  in  reply  to  the 
accusation  from  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  he 
hoped  be  alio  might  be  allowed  to  tay  a  word  as  to  his 
own  <!oane.  He  bad  never  looked  to  any  quarter  for  tn- 
stntctioot  in  regwd  to  his  vote  on  this  bill,  neither  to  the 
Prnddent  nor  the  Judiciary  Committee.  The  gentleman 
uaures  us  that  "  the  bill  ia  frag^rant  with  no  flowers  which 
do  not  also  perfume  the  President's  message.'*  But  he 
had  considered  that  the  gentleman  himself  nad  the  chief 
hand  ui  pna^  to  the  bill  those  fragrant  flowers  with  the 
■A^eets  of  which  it  was  redolent  like  a  prudent  c«n- 
nuuider,  the  mtntlenun,  be  thoncht.  had  entrenched 
linnself  behind  strong  defences— bebind  an  Executive 
recommendation.  If,  sir,  sud  Mr  B.,  we  have  used 
hard  names,  we  have  had  an  able  preceptor,  in  their  use, 
for  the  last  three  years.  Our  intutecta  must  be  very  ob- 
tuse, if  in  that  time  we  could  not  have  learned  lometlung 
frmn  the  gentleman's  example.  But,  for  my  own  part,  I 
want  capacity  for  the  art  1  cannot  use  opprobrieua  hm- 
goAge  in  respect  to  the  Premlent,  for  I  do  not  believe 
that  he  deaeftes  it.  I  have  stood  b^  him  when  he  vindi- 
cated and  maintwned  the  constitution  of  the  country,  in 
opposition  to  the  efforts  and  the  reproaches  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts.  If,  on  one  occasion,  I  have  dif- 
fered from  him  in  ojunion,  it  is  not  to  be  amatter  of  accu- 
sation against  me;  and  certain!^  I  am  not  to  be  told  of  it 
from  this  quarter. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  had  nmarked,  be  nid.  that  the  gen- 
tleman had  given  hard  nalnea  to  the  bill,  not  to  thtf  fte- 
indent;  and  he  still  tbon^ttbciy  would  have  dwwn  amore 
nlUnt  bearing  in  Erecting  their  attack  against  the  source 
from  which  the  bill  came. 

Hr.  BIBB  made  a  remark  in  explanation.  If  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  supposed  that  he  threw  back 
on  him  tbe  imputation  of  subserviency,  he  was  mistaken. 
He  bJid  exprewy  disclaimed  that  purpose  in  his  remarka. 

Hr.  HOLMKS  rose  and  said  a  wofd  or  two,  which, 
firm  the  noise  in  the  gallery,  the  reporter  could  not  dis- 
tinctly hear.  He  understood  him,  however,  to  refer  to 
the  profesnona  and  confeauons  which  had  been  made  by 
some  honorable  gentlemen,  in  the  debate,  and  to  say, 
jestingly,  that,  after  all,  there  was  but  one  member  of 
the  Senate  whose  ooune  had  been  entirely  eonnstent 
throughout,  and  that  member  was  hta  own  dear  self. 


the  oomotittce  propoaed.   But,  at  the  suggestion  tfiat  tiie 
dlscuaaton  would  be  ctmtinued,  he  gave  wsy. 

[Hr.  Mi.Hetni  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  but  being  de- 
tained from  the  Senate  by  indispontion,  Mr.  DAiXAS 
rose.] 

Mr.DALLAS  said,  that  he  found  himself  unexpectedly 
in  possession  of  tiiie  floor,  in  consequence  of  the  indis- 
poariioa  of  the  Senator  whom  we  would  all  have  heard 
with  pleasure,  and  the  cause  of  whose  inabilitv  to  pro- 
ceed was  a  matter  of  general  regret.  He  felt  himself 
taken  by  surprise,  and  would  labor  under  some  disadvan- 
tage in  addresnng  the  Senate  at  this  time.  His  own  con- 
dition of  bodily  health  was  somewhat  rimilar  to  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina]  but  he  trusted  tiia^  aa 
he  proceeded,  he  should  gather  strength  from  the  cause 
which  be  advocated.  Representing  a  urge,  respectable, 
but  unassuming  State,  wnose  overwhelming  democracy 
had  for  years  sustuned  the  sdminiitration  of  the  Govern- 
ment now  existing,  he  had  a  plain  and  easy  road  to  travel. 
He  was.tmpelled  by  tbe  unanimous  voice  of  his  constitu- 
ents, which,  notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
frcnn  Virginia,  was,  he  assured  him,  well  eonudered,  and 
in  perfiBct  eonfonnity  with  the  past  practice  and  present 
pnndples  of  that  State.  The  Senator  was  mistaken  in 
tile  supposition,  that  the  votes  in  the  Legisbture  of  Penn- 
sylvania indicated  any  change  of  opinion,  on  their  part, 
in  relation  to  the  protective  policy  or  the  country.  Their 
opinions,  on  that  subject,  were  just  as  unanimous  as  ever. 
But  they  valued  the  wmony  of  the  Unioni  and  to  pre- 
serve that,  repubficMi  Pennqrlvania  would  change,  after, 
and,  if  necessary,  ahdish  the  protective  system.  The 
votes  alluded  to  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  were  accom- 
panied mth  a  declaration  that  they  were  given  for  [the 
purpose  of  leaving  the  representatives  of  Pennsylvania 
free  to  take  such  measures  as  would  preserve  the  har- 
mony of  the  Union.  But  the  bill  before  us  was  peculiarly 
adapted  to  the  principlesof  Pennsvtvania. 

llie  measure  was  recommendeu  by  tbe  President  in  a 
message  to  C<9lgres^  wtdch  was  referred  to  a  standing 
committee  of  the  House.  Hiat  committee  had  reported 
this  bill.  It  was  an  administration  measure.  Honorable 
gentlemen  might  be  assured  that,  whatever  language  was 
applied  to  the  bill,  there  were  those  who  would  not  flinch 
from  ita  responsibility.  As  a  political  man,  be  would  say, 
that  the  President,  in  recommendii^  this  meaaure,  would 
attach  to  himself,  more  stron^y  tbm  ever,  he  would  not 
say  all  the  people  of  the  counby,  or  all  tbe  members  of 
any  political  party,  but  the  entire  democracy  of  Pennsyl* 
vania.  That  democracy,  with  ita  fifty  thousand  majority, 
was  ready  to  assume  thotresponubility  of  this  act.  However 
heavy  might  be  the  responsibility  thrown  on  this  measure, 
he  would  undertake  to  sav,  that  his  State  was  ready  to 
assume  ita  full  share.  He  felt  very  anxious  to  treat  tliis 
question  as  one  of  a  grave  and  very  important  naturei  and 
he  proposedrwitii  a  view  to  the  accomplisliment  of  his 
task,  with  as  Uttle  labor  to  bhnself,  and  te^ousness  to  the 
Senate  as  was  posnble,  to  inquire,  in  tbe  first  placfc,  what 
causes  had  led  to  this  measure;  second,  whether  we  had 
the  constitutional  power  to  exact  it{  and,  third,  what  were 
its  probable  tendency  and  effect.  Many  remarks  had  been 
made  in  the  discussion,  to  which  he  should  pay  no  atten- 
tion! not  from  want  of  respect  to  those  from  whom  they 
had  fldlen,  but  from  want  of  comprehen»on  to  see-thrir 
app&cation  to  the  subject.' 

What  were  the  causes  which  led  to  the  bill?  It  was 
undoubtedly  drawn  from  analogous  practice,  but  it  was 
out  of  the  ordinary  course  of  legislation.  The  causo 
would  be  found  in  the  proceedings  of  a  popular  conven- 
tion held  in  South  Carolina,  and  the  legislative  and  exe- 
cutive acta  following  them.  He  was  at  all  times  prepared 
to  treat  the  movementa  of  a  amreign  member  of  the 


MrrwiLKINS  hewouIdnvaU  luoMelf  of  thisop-lunion  with  respect.  They  were  not  to  be  viewed  u  the 
poituau^to  premt the  ameBdnenli  to  the  bill  wUehlfootiouaproeeedingaoTiipiditical party.  Thetnwainot 
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the  Attitude  of  »  chuifcelin^.  The  proeeedinn  to  whidi 
be  referred  resulted  from  the  deliberate,  tmif  he  int^t 
Bay,  the  inflexible  purpose  of  a  highly  resectable,  tl- 
thouehi  inhis  sfiprebeiuuon,  tnis^ded  State.  He  mi^t 
be  mistaken  in  representing  the  attitude  of  the  State.  He 
referred  to  the  appearances  erery  where  existing  in  the 
Btate.  This  attitude  m]f^t  possibly  be  very  soon  changed, 
and,  in  that  case,  our  proposed  l^slation  in  regard  to  it 
must  be  changed. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  I  tMs  is  a  possibitity,  but  I  do  not 
say  that  it  is  a  pK^ability.  There  might  be  gentlemen . 
at  the  bead  of  this  South  Carolina  excitement,  vhose  in- 
fluence and  standing  in  political  power  might  be  such  as 
to  enable  them  to  assume  the  attitude  of  Louis  XIV.,  and 
to  say,  *  •  We  are  the  State. "  Or  there  might  be  some  in. 
dinauali^  who,  inutatuig  the  tone  (tf  Nap<deon  Booapnt^ 
iD^^t  say*  **I  am  ibr  South  CaroUnai**  iriuweTeiy  breath 
nugbt  retard  the  operation  of  dus  ordiiiance,  procumation, 
and  laws,  and  these  military  amngementsi  or  whose  very 
breath  might  impel  those  movements,  as  matters  might  be. 
It  was  not,  however,  a  very  Uk.ely  supposi^on.  We  must, 
said  Mr.  D.,  look  at  the  deportment  of  South  Cardina  as 
it  is 'exhibited  in  these' dooumenti,  and  view  it  accord- 
ing to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  udinance,  lepaUtive 
ewetments^  and  the  military  and  executive  arruwements 
of  the  State.  Well,  sir,  following  out  the  inquiry  still 
further,  I  would  ask,  whst  is  tlie  cause  for  this  tt^pMattve 
measure  now  before  the  Senate  of  the  Umted  States^  I 
would  ask,  what  we  are  to  deduce  from  the  legislative 
movements  in  South  Carolina'  In  tlie  first  plM»,  sir, 
there  is  an  effort,  on  the  part  of  that  ringle  State,  to  incor- 
pwate  into  the  oonstitution  of  the  United  States  two  here* 
tofbre  unknown,  unacknowledged,  and  unexpressed  yrin- 
ciples^I  mean  nullification  and  secesaion.  In  the  second 
puce,  viewing  these  documents  in  tlie  manner  I  have 
stated,  I  consider  that  tbey  involve  an  abrogatiua,  positive 
and  universal,  of  the  revenue  laws  uf  the  United  Stalest 
not  within  the  State  of  South  Carolina  merely,  but,  as  I 
ttiink  1  can  show,  throughout  the  whole  of  the  United 
States.  And  lastly,  sir,  we  deduce  from  these  documenU 
an  application  of  the  judicial  and  physiod  force — the  ju- 
didal  and  physicalforce— of  the  powers,  sentences,  judg- 
ments, decrees,  condemnations,  confiscations,  compulsoi^ 
oaths,  summary  convictions,  dungeon^  and  halters,  to 
prevent  the  execution  of  the  lavs  u  the  United  States  by 
the  officers  of  the  United  States. 

In  relation,  Mr.  President,  to  nulli6cation  and  seces- 
sion, tbe  question  i%  hsve  we  the  conitttutiond  power  to 
pass  this  biUf  In  reference  to  tbe  abrogation  of  the  reve- 
nue laws  by  the  State  of  South  Csfvlina,  I  say  that,  as  a 
matter  of  equal  constitutional  iuatlce,  the  abrogation  of 
those  laws,  according  to  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina, 
abrogates  them  throughout  the  whole  country.  I  say  it 
is  the  necessary  consequence  of  annulling  them  in  that 
State.  We  are  bound  by  our  oaths,  as  Senators  of  the 
United  States,  not  to  acquiesce  in  or  sanction  such  pro- 
ceedinin.  We  have  no  nght  to  give  a  prelerence  to  the 
ports  of  one  State  over  tbe  ports  of  another.  Sir,  1  put 
It  to  tbe  honorable  Senators  present,  whether  a  tacit  ac- 
quiescence on  the  part  of  this  body  ought  to  be  given  to 
a  regulation  in  South  CaroUna,  which  establishes  free 
trade  in  the  port  of  Charleston,  thereby  giving  it  a  pre- 
ference over  any  port  in  the  United  States.  Would  not  a 
tacit  acquiescence  be  a  violation  of  our  oaths  as  Senators? 
Let  us  look  to  the  principle  of  morality  as  connected  with 
this  subject  There  are  wis  of  omisnon  as  well  as  sins  of 
commission.  He  who  is  not  prepared  to  do  his  duty,  or  i 
refruni  from  it  from  a  fear  of  consequences,  acts  in  viola-  : 
tionofit.  No  single  State,  no  several  StBteaofthis  Union,  t 
can  be  expected  to  fiimish  all  the  revenue  which  the  Gov-  i 
ernmetit  requires — the  entire  consumption  of  tbe  country  i 
upon  which  the  taxes  are  taidi  these  imposts  should  be 
borne  equally  by  th«  entire  masaof  th«  Aneriean  people,  i 


I  Sir,  I  protest  that,  wealthy  as  the  people  of  the  State  of 
i  Pennqrlvania  mi^  be,  pouring  at  all  times  thor  countless 
'  thousands  into,  the  pabhc  treasury — I  protest  i^ainst  tbe 
1  Congress  of  the  United  States  requiring  one  cent  from 
■■  the  population  of  that  State  which  is  not  fiilly  required 
fivm  others.    If  you  do  make  it  a  matter  of  equal  legisla- 
tion, thougb  we  would  cheerful!;^  contribute  ndllions  to 
;  the  general  treasuiyuiotHnmon  with  the  other  States  ye^ 
show  preference,  in  thfe  slightest  degree,  to  any  piwtion 
;  of  the  Union,  and,  aa  a  member  of  uiat  great  mnmon- 
wealth,  I  would  protett  agunat  it    Charleston  cannot  be 
a  &ee  port,  compatibly  with  the  constituticm  of  the  United 
States,    l^e  insUnt  that  the  legishition  of  tins  Congress 
shall  proclaira  it  to  be  so,  I  shall  likewise  declare  Phila. 
ddphtaa  free  port    New  Yoik'abo,  aa  well  aa  every 
other  port  in  tiie  Umted  States  will  lave  a  just  ri^t  t« 
be  deolared  fr«e.    Sir,  this  eftet  is  as  unavoidable  in 
practice,  as  it  is  sound  in  oanstitutional  theory. 

If  the  pontion  now  taken  by  South  Carolina,  in  refer- 
ence to  cWleston,  be  sustained  by  tbe  connivance  of  this 
body,  your  revenue  is  lostj  not  a  part  uf  the  revenue,  but 
the  whole  of  your  revenue,  is  gonet  all  that  is  collected 
by  tbe  Oovcrnment  of  the  United  States  by  virtue  of  the 
acts  wh'wh  are  nullified  in  South  Carcdina.  Howiiit'  I 
speak  practically.  If  it  be  for  one  moment  entertained 
that  tbe  duties  collected  under  Uiese  lawa  are  to  be  en- 
forced in  every  port  but  tbe  port  of  Charleston,  and  tbe 
other  ports  of  SouUi  Carolina,  will  not  the  mercantile  com- 
munity throughout  the  wbtde  of  this  country  make  these 
poKsthe  great  marts  of  distribution,  Uirou^  the  coasting 
trade,  to  all  the  other  States  of  the  Union?  Aa  a  mtter 
of  prudence,  as  a  matter  of  neceanty,  they  nmst  do  it,  or 
they  could  not  sustun  themselves.  They  mustdirect  tbor 
foreign  correspondenta  to  consign  their  cargoes  to  tfae 
port  of  Cbarieaton,  and  other  ports  in  South  Carolinat 
and  their  ships  would  be  employed  in  tbe  whole  coasting 
trade  of  the  United  States,  to  distribute  thdr  cargoes  fr«e 
of  all  duties,  and  exonerated  from  all  tax  throughout  all 
the  ports  of  the  country.  No  merchant  in  Pennsylvania 
could  bear  up  agunst  such  a  system,  and  therefore  BMHt 
become  bankrupt  He  could  not  consent  to  pay  tbe  dul/ 
which  is  now  properly  levied  on  these  goods,  whil^  In  a 
oeii^dmrinr  State,  tbe  goods  came  in  fnte  of  charge.  Aa 
a  iMtter  of  neccsM^*  as  well  as  of  sound  constitutional 
duty,  if  a  free  port  were  contuTed  at  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  you  must  make  every  port  free.  Your  Govern- 
ment wiir  then  be  without  revenue;  that  will  be  tbe  neces- 
sary consequence.  I  believe,  sir,  that  that  ia  •  Utopian 
creature  the  world  has  never  seen  or  heaid  o£  We  can- 
not  exist  without  a  revenue)  we  must  have  it  for  all  tbe 
grttt  purpose!  of  the  body  pditio.  The  extii^utshment 
of  the  revenue  is  the  necessary  consequence  of  adopting 
this  doctrine,  and  is^  in  itself  a  superabundant,  a  stron^f, 
if  not  an  imperative  call  on  those  who  are  nanajnn^  the 
concerns  of  the  Ametican  peopU^  to  prerent  Mien  a  oou- 
tingency. 

If  the  Iqpdatioo  which  prondea  our  revenue  be  eoun- 
teneted,  we  must,  said  Mr.  D.*  (I  spcakit  with  ail  the 
strength  of  knguage  of  which  I  am  master,^  we  mnat— 
mor^y  must,  enforce  the  laws.  But  the  ibrogatiaii  of 
the  revenue  laws,  and  the  necessary  consequence  of  that 
abrogation  in  drying  up  all  the  sources  of  revenue,  is  not 
alone  the  cause  on  which  tbe  present  measure  is  recom- 
mended to  the  conmderation  of  Congress.  Look  at  the 
elaborated  details  by  which  this  fit  end  is  to  be  acoom- 
pUshedt  I  mean  tiioae  contuned  in  the  urdmanoe  and  Iwm, 
and  the  n^litery  arraiufements  which  have  been  oouwmi- 
ntcated  byfthe  Executive.  Look  at  these,  whieb  I  a^f* 
and  will  prove,  strike  conclusively,  directiy,  and,  taUdtm 
verbis,  at  some  of  the  most  important  provisions  of  tbe  con- 
stitution. 

Tbejr  expel  the  judieiid  power  of  the  Uiuted  Statea  out 
of  tbe  linutiof  the  State  ofloHUi  CnroGnat  or,  what  is  tw- 
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tamount,  pursue  *  course  by  which  those  laws  are  nude 
imperative,  and  inapplicable  as  iiir  as  regards  the  citizens 
of  South  Carolina.  I  will  go  stiU  farther.  They  break 
in  with  a  strong  band  on  ths  aancd^  of  personal  rights, 
on  the  privilege  of  person^  Ireedooit  and  on  the  liberty 
of  conscience.  Having  duly  weighed  the  phrases,  I  will 
ahovtbat  they  inflict  disfranchisement,  denadation,  exile, 
or  vassali^  indiscriminatelyi  on  all  who  dare  to  perform 
their  dut^  as  citizens  of  the  United  States^  by  enfbrcing 
and  sosbunlng  the  laws. 

He  hn^eard  often  on  this  floor,  and  elsewhere,  of  that 
which  bad  been  characterized  a  drapotic  majority,  and  of 
systems  of  oppression  resulting  from  the  tyranny  of  mem> 
bers.  Butf  m  this  coantiy,  be  had  never  Known  an  exhi- 
bition, except  that  which  be  now  witnessed,  and  which 
he  hoped  the  virtue  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina  would 
remove,  where  the  fundamental  principles  of  life,  liberty. 
And  law,  were  absolutely  abrogated.  He  had  said  that 
there  were  positive,  direct  violations  of  the  constitution, 
involved  in  the  meaauret  of  South  Carolina.,  Tet  it  was 
■llend,  on  the  bee  <^  th<»e  metsures,  thtt  they  were 

Kriectly  conformable  to  the  constitution.  If  nuIUGcatioD 
perfectly  conformable  to  the  constitution,  we  sluJl  see 
that  hereafter.  If  secession  be  conformable  to  the  consti- 
tution, we  shall  see  that  hereafler.  But  even  supporing 
these  doctrines  were  in  conformity'  with  the  constitution, 
•tilt  would  they  find  no  &vor,  if,  m  their  progress,  they 
tnmple  on  those  rights  which  are  recopiised  in  the  letter 
of  the  constitution.   We  know  that  there  is  «a  espresi 

E revision  in  Uie  constltotion,  that  no  State  sbiJl  pass  any 
iw,  fundamental  or  Atherwise  (and  (hiiordinanee  of  Soatn 


Carolina  is'  called  by  the  head  of  the  militanr  power     of  the  Uw.   Yet  this  ordbiuwe  wys,  yoa  sbdl  not  luve 


that  State,  a  fundamental  law)  Impairing  the  obligation  of 
contracts.  What  says  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina? 
That  all  contract  which  are  now  existing,  or  which  may 
hereafler  exist,  for  the  purpqse  of  emying  into  effect  the 
law  providing  forthe  collection  of  Uie  duties  on  imports, 
shall  be  null  and  void,  now  and  forever.  Is  Aat  a  viohu 
tion  of  the  constitution,  or  not?  If  this  ordinance  had 
confined  itself  to  such  contrscts  as  might  hereafter  be 
formed,  and  hod  simply  pronounced  the  law  on  which 
they  might  be  based  null  and  void,  that  would  have  been 
one  thing.  There  might  have  been  an  aivument  founded 
on  ttut  subject  But  it  was  not  sot  the  or£nance  decUres 
that  all  eontnoti  which  h&ve  been  or  may  be  entered 
into,  shidl  be  conndered  null  and  Toid.  Did  that  comport 
witii  the  proviuops  of  the  constitution  to  which  he  baa  re- 
ferred? He  had  a  diaUke  to  all  refinements  on  the  con- 
stitution. He  belonged  to.  that  admirable  class  nf  politi- 
cians who  adhered  to  tiie  plain  meaning  of  its  phraseol<^{ 
and  when  the  constitution  declared  that  no  SUte  should 
pus  any  law  iinpurii^  tlie  lAligation  of  contracts,  what 
could  be  said  of  a  law  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina  de- 
claring existing  contracU  to  be  null  and  void?  If  the 
frmroeriof  the  lawTclied  upon  the  end  to  Justify  the  means, 
they  would  find  their  reliance  a  bad  one;  for  no  end  which 
was  contemplated  by  tbem  would  jostify  such  ftieans. 

But  that  which  to  him  constituted  another  plain  violation 
of  the  constitution,  was  accompanied  by  a  direct  encroach- 
ment on  the  sanctity  of  private  rights,  the  sanctity  of  pri- 
Tatepropertjr,andtheamefityof^eeourtsofjaittce.  We 
have  a  pronrion  in  the  constitation  which  oeclares  that 
every  in<Uvidual  accused  of  crime  "  stisll  enjoy  the  right 
to  a  q>eedy  and  public  trial  by  an  impartial  jury  of  the 
State  and  district  wherein  the  crime  shall  have  been  com- 
mitted." What  was  the  meaning  of  this  provision?  That 
every  individual  juror  shall  be  charged  on  his  oMh  consci- 
entiously to  determine  between  the  people  and  the  psrty. 
It  was  a  sound,  settled,  and  unalienable  right,  which  every 
in^vidual  to  accused  poieiied,  to  have  an  impartial  jury 
to  tnr  him.  I  ask  (Kid  Mr.  D.)  that  there  iball.be  an  im- 
partial Juty  in  all  criminal  eaiei^  let  the  matter  aeenmp 
lion  be  what  it  XBMcf\  and^y  who  would  deprive  an  in^vid- 
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ual  so  accused  of  this  right,  would  go  far  toworda  the  estab- 
lishment of  arbitrary  nue.  Give  me  the  trial  by  jury  in 
all  its  bimess,  punty,  and  sanctity.  '  We  know,  that  in 
the  formation  of  the  constitution,  the  trial  by  jnry  was  re- 
garded as  a  subject  deserving  the  most  senous  conwlera- 
tion  of  our  greatest  statesmen.  It  bad  always  been  con- 
sidered as  one  of  tlie  most  sacred  order  of  privileges. 
Now  what  sayrf  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina?  That 
the  accused  shall  not  have  it.  It  provides  that  the  jury 
■hall  be  sworn  in  advance.  To  do  what?  I'o  hear  and 
decide  according  to  the  evidence  ?  No.  Todo  impartial  jus- 
tice between  tlw  people  and  the  accused?  No.  They 
were  to  be  aworii  in  advance  to  convict  the  primier  at  tlw 
bar. 

Am  I  right  in  this?  Am  I  correct  in  that  view  of  &e 
question?  An  oflicer  of  the  United  States,  executing  the 
laws,  renders  himself  amenable  to  the  criminal  law  of 
South  Carolina  under  this  ordinance.  He  is  taken  before 
one  of  ttie  State  courtl^  where  be  u  indicted  for  the  o& 
fence.  Hecivea  the  court  and  the proaeoutinjgGoaniel  to 
understand  that  be  stands  there  as  a  citizen  oithe  United 
States,  and,  as  such,  he  daims,  aa  a  privilege  given  to  him 
by  the  constitution  and  the  principles  of  eternal  and  im- 
mutable justice,  to  challenge  the  constitutionality  of  the 
law.  Can  he  do  so?  No.  The  orflinance  is  despotic. 
The  jurymen  are  sworn,  under  that  ordinance,  and  m  the 
presence  of  the  prisoner,  to  convict  him. 

In  the  course  of  my  entire  experience  as  a  fuinunal 
counsel,  (said  Mr.  D.)  and  I  have  practised  at  die  bar 
from  early  youth,  I  have  never  known  any  right  so  con- 
stantfy  appealed  to  in  criminal  eases  as  the  consbtutionaliQr 


this  right  in  South  Carolina. 

Here  is  involved  a  ^rect  violation  of  the  constitution. 
There  were  other  parta  of  the  constitution  which  were 
either  in  their  ^rit  or  tb^  terms  directly  violated.  This 
ordinance  viewed  almost  every  contract  or  eempaet  in- 
volved in  that  constitution.  That  instrument  is  full  of  mu- 
tual contracts  between  Uie  States.  Almost  every  provinon 
implies,  if  it  does  not  express,  the  compliance  on  the  parts 
of  the  States  with  some  contract.  Tnis  ordinance  with- 
draws them  from  the  performance  of  these  obligations. 
He  would  refer  to  one.  The  whole  of  these  free,  sove- 
reign, and  independent  States  had  incorpmatedinto  tbdr 
constitution  a  provinon,  from  wUch  no  one  can  lly,  to 
guaran^  to  every  State  a  republican  form  of  Oovernment. 
That  provision  is  openly  viohted  by  this  ordinance.  What 
does  we  provision  import?  Look  at  it  with  the  eye  of  ctun- 
mon  sense,  and  not  through  the  medium  of  refinementi 
with  the  eye  of  those  who  framed  the  constitution,  and  oT- 
the  people  who  ratified  its  provinons.  "  We,  the  people 
agree  to  guaranty  to  the  wht^  of  this  eoofedaw,  and 
to  Blithe  States,  a  republican  form  of  Government.»  The 
Senate  would  see  that  if  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina 
were  to  previsil,  this  provision  would  be  defeated^  and  ren- 
dered a  mere  nullity.  Can  we  (said  Mr.  D.)  guuanty  a 
republican  form  of  Government  to  a  State  which  discWms 
our  risiit  to  do  so,  which  puts  herself  upon  her  sovereiffn- 
ty,  and  sets  up  for  herself  ?  If  she  does  this,  the  constitution 
is  worse  than  a  &ree.  If  South  Carolina  should  desire  to 
establish  a  monarelqr,  if  a  majoritr  of  Uke  pemle  of  the 
States  dumld  so  drade,  and  secede,  we  nught  the  very 
next  day  see  a  Rotator  there  instead  of  a  republican  form 
of  Government  Thus,  it  would  be  shomt  that  we  hod 
guarantied  a  form  of  Government,  which  any  State  in  the 
Union  would  have  the  power  to  abolish  and  abandon.  In 
carrying  out  the  ordinance  of  South  C'atiolina,  intended  to 
nullify  the  revenue  laws  alone,  the  Legialatore  of  the 
State  lud  practically  nulfified  an  immonse  bo^  of  laws; 
and  this  mode  of  obtaining  their  ^ject  had  been  agreed 
to  be  constitutional  and  rij^t. 

Tliey  had  nullified  titat  important  provinon  which 
cures  the  right  of  trial  by  an  inptf!^  j  ury. 
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Ur.  MILLER  denred  to  be  inronned  if  the  gentleman 
meant  to  say  that  proviMon  hi  the  conatitution  vaa  appli- 
cd>1e  to  ttie  State  courti^  as  well  as  to  the  (Tnited  States 
courts? 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that  he  preiMd  the  argument  in  the 
first  place,  not  merely  op  the  constitution  of  the  United 
BtatM,  but  on  the  prinetples  of  eternal  and  immntable 
juiticr. 

[Mr.  MILLER:   That  id  another  thing.] 

But  he  (Mr.  D. )  would  ^ov,  also,  that  the  constitutional 
clause  was  direct^  applicable  tp  this  pnnt.  The  criminal 
jurisdiction  of  the  SUte  courts  was  extended  to  officers  of 
the  United  States  engaged  in  the  execution  of  the  laws.  An 
act  performed  in  the  exercise  of  his  duty  by  an  officer  of 
the  army  or  navy,  renders  him  amen^le  to  the  State  tri- 
bunah^  and  he  is  punishable  by  them.  The  ordinance  says, 
in  effect,  although  you  may  be  a  nulitaiy,  or  naval,  or 
tiriloflkcr  of  the  United  Slates,  and  ci^piged  in  the  pcr- 
IbniMnee  of  your  official  datie^  we  will  dng  you  into  the 
State  courts  and,  when  there,  wc  iriU  preclude  your  ap- 
pealing to  the  constitution  and  kws  under  which  you  act- 
ed, and  we  will  try  you  by  a  jutr  sworn  to  convict  you,  out 
and  out.  That  provision  of  the  constitution,  therefore, 
was  entirely  applicable  to  this  case.  If  there  was  any 
heart  and  head  on  which  the  injustice  of  tliis  course  was 
indelibhr  engraved,  he  was  sure  it  waa  on  the  heart  and 
head  of  the  gentleman  fi<om  South  Carolina. 

He  wasgoing  on  to  say.  that  the  State  of  South  Caroli- 
na, in  nulUtying  the  revenue  laws,  had  nullified  also  an 
iminenae  body  of  other  1»wb.  She  had  annulled  the  pro- 
rinons  of  the  judiciary  act,  prescribing  the  mode  of  ap- 
pealing from  the  State  tribunals  to  the  federal  courta,  m 
all  cases  of  law  and  equity  ariang  under  the  constitution 
and  laws  of  the  United  States. 

But  he  would  go  briber.  Not  by  the  ordinance  of 
South  Cart^na,  but  by  the  military  arrangemeota  of  the 
Executive  of  the  State,  waa  that  provliion  of  the  constitu- 
tion which  takes  away  from  a  State  the  power  "  to  keep 
troops"  signally  violated.  I  take  (said  Mr.  D.)  these  do- 
•  cumenta  to  mean  U\t\y  and  candidly  what  they  express.  1 
take  their  meaning  in  their  &ir  and  candid  spirit.  They 
who  fi«med  the  ordinance  and  laws  are  entitled  to  tbb 
construction.  Th^  mean  what  they  speak,  and  perhaps 
socnething  more  than  they  sjieak.  And  when  we  see  the 
Executive  of  the  State  keeping  troops  in  Charleston,  it  is 
obvious  that  this  provi«on  of  tne'constitution  is  violated. 

Again:  These  laws  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina  con- 
tain principles  which  are  subversive  of  those  of  the  United 
States.  Not  only  is  the  supremacy  of  our  Uwa  whistled 
to  the  wind,  but  the  paramount  character  of  our  national 
allegianoe  is  denied  and  overthrown. 

It  had  been  asserted  that  the  allegiance  of  the  citizen  is 
due  only  to  the  State  to  which  he  belongs.  The  principle 
which  claims  this  allegiance  for  the  United  States  waa  to 
be  (bund  interwoven  in  many  of  our  laws.  Congress  is 
autboriacd  to  establish  rules  of  naturalization— for  what? 
Why,  to  convert  an  alien — a  foreigner — into  a  citiien  of 
the  United  Statest  to  give  to  an  Irisoman,  an  Englishmsn, 
a  Frenchman,  or  any  other  forngner,  the  privileges  of  a 
native.  How  had  Congresscarriedoutthisprindple  of  na- 
turalization? InrefePcneetotliisestabliahedrule.  (sudMr. 
D.^  there  is  no  test,  no  standard,  which  applied  to  native 
citizens.  The  individual  who  is  born  in  Charleston,  unless 
he  quiu  the  ranks  of  private  life,  and  takes  a  public  office, 
is  never  subjected  to  tlie  obligation  of  an  oath.  But  it  is 
not  so  with  Ihe  foreigner.  We  put  a  test  to  his  lips  the 
moment  he  desires'  to  enter  the  sanctuary  ttS  our  citizen* 
ship.  What  is  it?  He  abjures  all  atlegianee  to  a  fbrtign 
sovereign— to  the  King  of  England,  the  King  of  Fnuiee> 
or  whoever  it  may  be,  and  swearf>,  not  to  support  the  con- 
stitution of  any  particular  State,  but  tlie  constitution  of 
the  United  States.  This,  time  out  of  mind,  baa  been  act- 
ed on  as*  constitutional  farar.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman 


from  Nfvth  Carolina,  whether,  if  the  doctrine  of  para- 
mount allegiance  to  ft  State  should  prevail,  dl  the  persona 
thus  naturalized  by  the  law  of  the  United  States  Would 
not  be  denaturahzed  and  outeasta?  There  could  be  no 
doubt,  therefi)re,  th^thia  principle  was  in  violation  of  the 
constitution.  These  fbrdgners  were  sworn  to  support  the 
coiistitution  of  the  United  States;  hut  we  were  now  told 
of  an  allegiance  paramount  in  ita  character,  and  which 
they  never  heard  of  before,  to  which  they  were  required 
to'  submit.  This  was  not  onlj'  an  abrogation  of  the  pro- 
vision in  the  constitution  which  authorizes  Congress  to 
form  rules  of  naturalization,  but  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
personal  righta  of  all  those  foreigners  who  had  thrown 
themselves  on  the  hospitality  of  our  country.  The  consti- 
tution required  no  test  but  the  oath  of  one  who  had  ar- 
rived at  fiill  age,  and  who  had  come  here  of  his  own  ac- 
cord; when  he  wished  to  become  a  atizen,  the  oath  waa 
administered,  and  he  was  admitted  to  all  the  priril^cs  and 
immunities  of  dtizenship  in  every  State.  After  taking 
that  oath,  he  might  ^  to  any  part  of  the  United  States 
wherever  his  diaporition  miriit  lead  him,  for  he  had  passed 
tile  Rubicon,  and  entered  the  temple  of  Liberty  with  ust 
and  whether  he  became  a  reudent  of  South  Carolina,  or' 
any  other  State,  he  waa  entitled  to  the  community  of  privi- 
leges. 

T,  (said  Mr.  D. }  who  have  these  rij^ts,  value  as  hi|^ly  as 
any  of  ber  sons  the  dtizenalup  «  Pennqrlvania.  The 
privileges  in  that  State  were  equd  to  thoae  of  any  State. 
But  he  valued  much  more  that  pririlege  which,  while  it 
retained  to  him  the  reality  of  the  citizendiip  of  VvrnKjU 
vania,  gave  him  also  the  title  of  citizen  of  twenty-three 
other  equally  respectable  States.  The  title  of  citizen  of 
the  United  States  superadded  loftineas  and  dignity  of  .cha- 
racter to  the  other.  It,  did  not  extingulah  local  pride 
and  local  affectionat  they  ought  to  be  cherished  and  pre- 
served. But  he  did  not  cmuider  that  a  common  attach- 
ment  to  the  other  States  diminished  or  interfered  with 
thue  feelings. 

Such  were  the  extraordinary  circumstances  which  con- 
stituted the  cause  of  this  bill  being  presented  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Senate.  Having  reviewed  these  conMd> 
eraUon^  he  could  not  help  asking  the  Senators  from  South 
Carofinawhatwastheactualcon^tionofthat State?  What 
waa  her  social  and  political  condition^  Those  who  were 
involved  in  Ihe  wanbth  of  hef  local  exasperations  could 
not  be  aware  of  it.  If  they  could  withdraw  their  hearts 
and  their  minds  for  a  moment  from  the  sphere  of  that 
bunung  excitement,  and  view  her  condition  with  the  eye 
of  a  stranger,  they  could  not  help  deducing  some  infer- 
ences of  a  moat  lamentable  character.  Wbal  conatitutes 
a  republican  form  of  Government?  It  was  a  broad  ques- 
tion, and  he  would  not  pretend  to  answer  it  But  be 
might  safely  say  that  was  not  a  republican  Government 
where  one  man,  or  any  combination  of  men,  poasessed 
lastingly,  uncontrolled  and  unchecked,  the  entire  power* 
of  sovereignty.  What  is  the  definition  of  the  Govern- 
ment now 'exercised  in  South  Carolina?  There  ia  a  con- 
stitutional Legislature  in  the  State,  but  there  is  another 
power,  not  at  this  moment  in  actual  aesrion,  which  holdsin 
ita  discretion  all  the  right  and  the  whole  aovereignty  of 
the  people.  This  body  was  not  restricted  to  any  limita  in 
action.  Its  power  waa  indefinite,  unbounded,  and  incalcu- 
lable. It  was  not  in  session,  but  it  appeared  that  the 
breath  of  a  single  man  was  sufficient  to  counteract  or  sus- 
pend their  measures.  Highly  as  he  respected  the  people 
of  South  Carolina,  possessing  as  they  did  all>the  righu  m- 
hercnt  in  a  people,  he  could  not  but  observe  that  their 
soverewn  power  was,  in  this  instance,  but  an  instrument 
in  the'  unds  erf"  an  individual,  or  a  few  individuals. 

Every  one  knew  what  was  the  operation  and  meaning 
of  a  convention.  A  convention  usually  assembled  for  a 
special  purpose.  When  they  had  completed  the  work 
for  whicn  they  bad  convened,  wtwt  followed'  That  which 
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wudone  in  the  case  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  the  rewlt  was  submitted  to  the  people  for  their 
ratiAcation.  Was  Uimt  done  in  South  Carolina?  '  The  pco> 
pie  had  in  eont«nphtion  nulUfication,  not  secesMon,  and 
that  peacefiilly.  The  ordinance  of  South  Carolina  pro- 
vides for  secesHon,  and  leads  of  necessity  to  force,  and 
contemplates  a  conflict.  Why  had  not  that  onfinance 
been  submitted  to  the  people  for  their  ratification?  The 
cODTcotion,  whose  duration  may  be  prolonged  at  ita  own 

Elearare,  hdds  the  life  of  every  man  in  Stwth  Carolina, 
is  fiberty,  and  his  entire  property*  at  ita  merey .  It  was 
astandinir  rerolutionat?  conrentiont  untrmnmeHledt  in  a  re- 
publican countiy.  These  also  were  considerations  which 
caused  the  present  l^islmtlve  measure  to  be  suboutted  for 
adoption. 

There  was  cause  sufficient  not  only  to  justify,  but  to  de- 
mand lepslative  interference.  It  was  the  action  of  a  free 
and  sovereign  State,  done  with  a  settled  and  premeditated 
purpose.  It  jeopards  tlie  lives  and  propert)r  of  citizens 
of  the  United  States.  There  is  a  discretion  vested, 
whether  in  a  few  or  many  no  matter,  which  is  hostile  to 
all  laws,  to  annul  not  one  or  two  laws,  but  a  whole  vdume 
of  laws,  which  iriolates  the  constitution,  endangers  the 
rights  of  the  States  and  the  peace  of  the  Union.  And 
when  this  case  is  obviously,  practically  put  to  every  man 
who  looks  the  matter  in  the  face,  whatever  the  delunons 
of  abstnct  theories,  is  it  necessary  to  tell  honondile  Sen* 
attm,  whoare  hound  to  presenre  the  righta  eomndtted  to 
thrir  dnive,  that  thejr  should  aott  that  they  will  be  recre- 
ant to  dieir  oaths  and  th«r  consciences,  iftheydonot?  It 
nnst  be  some  reasonir^  stronger  than  any  he  bad  yet 
heard,  some  form  of  mind  almost  b^ond  the  capacity  of 
num,  which  cooid  satisfy  him  that  it  was  not  necessaiy  to 
legislate  in  this  matter. 

The  second  of  the  inquitiea  which  he  had  set  up  as  a 
sort  of  finger-post  to  guide  him  in  his  argument,  was. 
Have  we  the  constitutitmal  power  to  enact  this  bill  into  a 
law?  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calbooit] 
had  considered  this  to  be  the  main  question.  It  seems  to 
tne,  said  Mr.  D.,  to  be  conceded  by  the  argument  of  the 
Ifentlcman  from  North  Carolina,  who  is  not  now  in  his 
pUee,  [Mr.  Maksum.I  that  if  we  have  the  constifutional 
power  to  pass  this  bill,  it  is  not  merely  expecUent,  but  we 
are  bound  by  our  duty  to  ^  so.    He  would  meet  thb 

Sueation  as  fully  as  his  limited  powers  would  enable  him. 
y  this  bill,  continued  Mr.  D.,  we  are  aiked  to  enforce 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  against  a  sovereign  act  of 
abrogation.  This  is  the  question  precisely,  as  I  understand 
it  We  are  asked  to  enforce  the  laws  of  tiie  United  Stotes 
agannst  an-alleged  sovereign  act  of  abrogation.  Can  we 
do  so?  In  my  opinion,  we  cant  snd  because  we  can,  we 
muM.  I  do  t)ot  stop  to  inquire  into  the  validity  trf*  the 
ordnance  issued  by  South  CaroKiuu  As  1  tmdmland  the 
11th  and  13th  articles  of  the  constitution  of  that  State, 
that  ordinance  isabsolutely  void.  Irregidarly  precipitated, 
without  having  been  submitted  to  prescribed  forms,  I 
believe  it  to  be  null.  I  have  said,  and  do  say,  that  they 
who  made  tliis  ordinance,  without  relying  on  the  parity  of 
their  own  motireB,  ought  to  have  sent  it  forth  to  reeave 
the  ratifleation  of  all  the  citizens.  Thqr  had  not  done 
this.  I  feel  some  amaxement  that  they  did  not  adopt  this 
mode  vS  ascert«mng  the  pubHe  vUl.  After  so  essentially 
chan^g  tbe  course  of  justice,  aa  to  trammel  the  judges 
and  jurors  of  the  State,  after  embracing  the  feature  of 
force,  I  think  they  should  have  sent  thrir  ordinance  forth 
for  the  ratification  of  the  citizens  of  the  State.  But  let 
them  settle  that  among  themselves. 

Have  we  the  power  to  enact  tiiia  bill?  IftiieState  au- 
thorities have  the  power  to  abrogate  our  kw%  can  they 
disclaim  the  constitotion?  If  they  can  do  one  those 
two  things,  tbey  can  do  the  other.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
should  not  prefer  aecesrion  to  milHftcation.  SecesiioD  is 
manly,  unmasked,  open,  and  aborcboRrd}  but  nalUfica. 


[SaSATE^ 


tion  is  secession  in  di^cuise,  with  a  constitutional  mask, 
partial  in  its  pretenrion^  and  covert  in  its  operation.  It 
ts  admitted  that  both  put  the  State  out  of  the  Umoni  the 
one  to  the  estent  of  its  own  rule,  the  other  unqu^fiedly. 
'Hiey  are  essentiallr  dependent  upon  the  same  constitu- 
tional reasoiung  and  principlest  and  what  1  have  to  say  as 
to  cither  will  equally  apply  to  both. 

In  diacumng  and  determining  a  case  of  conflict  between 
sovereignties  actual  oe  alleged,  we  are  necessarily  driven 
to  fundunental  principles  and  researches.  What,  then, 
said  Mr.  D.,  is  sovereignty?  It  is  the  power  of  aeU^^- 
ernment.  Strictly  speakmg,  a  Govenunen^  in  the  (ndi- 
nary  acceptation  of  the  word,  is  the  mere  agency  or  ma- 
chinery through  which  the  powers  of  society  are  exerted, 
and  its  rights  enforcedt  sovereignty  does  not  belong  to  it  as 
an  attribute.  Itmay  be  can«dered  representatively  sove- 
reign, but  not  otiterwise.  iagree,  then, without  hesitation, 
in  this  view  of  the  subject,  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  8bite8,(diat  ia  the  Executive,  Judical,  and  Legis- 
lative branches,  separately  or  conjointly,)  are  not  sove- 
reign. Tbe  people  alone  are  the  absolute  owners  and 
uncontrolUble  movers  of  such  sovereignty  as  human  be- 
ings can  claim  to  exercise.  It  was  unnecessary  to  remind 
us  of  this  truth  i  although  it  seemed  to  be  propounded  as 
a  f(H«ible  novelty.  I  bold  it  essential  to  the  existence  of 
republicanism,  here  or  elsewhere.  Had  a  starliiur  been 
taught  to  repeat  at  my  ear,  every  hour  of  my  life,  the 
phnse  *'the  people  are  sovereign,'*!  ahotild  not  hive 
known  it  better  tiian  Ihavedways  knownit. 

But  exalted  as  is  the  attribute  Of  sovereign^,  like  every 
thing  else  of  which  we  can  form  any  conception  what- 
ever, it  u  subject  to  the  eternal  and  unchangeable  rules 
of  juitice,  of  truth,  and  of  good  faith.  Hence  1  say  that 
sovereignty  may  curtail  or  surrender  its  own  rights  or 
powers,  and  to  such  extent  cease,  in  fact,  to  be  sovereign! 
and  that  it  may  be,  nay,  must  be,  bound  to  the  perpetusi 
observance  of  a  pledge  once  voluntarily  givei^  and  in- 
volving in  its  continuance  tbe  happiness,  interests,  and 
existence  of  other  sovereignties.  Speaking  in  reference 
to  mere  physical  liberty  of  action,  sovereignty  can  do  as 
it  plcases)  but  the  moral  law  is  out  of  its  reach;  it  cannot 
violate  that,  and  be  more  justified  than  the  bumblMt  in- 
dividual. He  ^  notneak  of  caaea  of  neeead^.  They 
are  above  all  law,  or  rather  are  governed  by.  a  law  of  their 
own.    Tbey  convert  rebellion  mto  revolution. 

Tliese  views  are  as  appfieable  to  leagues,  treatiea,  alli- 
ance^ and  mere  confederations,  as  tbev  are  to  national 
constitutional  unions.  Tbecasuiatsof  nullification  strength- 
en thnr  doctrine  very  little,  if  at  dl,  by  insisting  that  our 
Government  is  but  a  treaty  or  league  between  inoependent 
sovereigns.  Who  ever  heard  that  such  an  obligation  as 
that  whidi  results  ttom  a  treaty  or  league  <»>utd  oe  right- 
fully cancelled  or  avoided,  by  either  party,to  it,  athisplea^ 
sure?  llie  parchment  maybe  torn  totatterai  the  seal 
may  be  cut  from  the  iiutrumentt  but  tbe  moral  obligation 
outlives  tbe  violated  scroUi  it  rises  like  tiie  pboniiz  from 
tbe  relies;  it  cannot  be  destroyed.  The  iiyured  par^ 
mur  petanade,  and  tiltunately  draiand  ita  lulfiliiMnti  If 
refused,  war  mi^enliffce  it  Bovere^nty,  thev^  however 
transcradental,  must  confirm  to  the  inexorable  nid  all- 
{lervading  laws  of  right  and  wrongt  and  this  is  the  only 
limit  I  prescribe  to  that  which  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Calsovb]  seems  to  regard  as  absolutely 
unbounded,  uncontrollable,  and  irresponrible. 

The  great  leading  question  here  is,  what  relation  does 
the  sovereign  State  of  South  Carolma  bear,  under  tbe 
constitution,  to  the  twenty-three  otiier  States,  or  to  their 
acknowleteed  re|maentative  and  agent,  the  Government 
of  thejUiuted  States?  This  can  be  determined  solely  by 
the  constUution  itself.  Does  that  expressly  or  imphedly 
recognise  her  rif^t  to  dissolve  at  her  pleasure  the  Union 
it  perfects,  or  the  laws  which  that  Union  may  enact?  if 
H  do  no^the  uoutrorery  ii  at  an  end.  Cleailr  itooa* 
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tum  no  express  recognition  of  either  uaetted  right,  nulli- 
fication or  Mcesslon.  Out  they  are  boUinidto  be  implied, 
in  the  nature  of  our  good  political  organizBtion,  and  to 
be  among  the  reserved  rights  of  State  sovereignty. 

Let  us,  said  Hr.  D.,  inquire  Into  the  nature  of  our  po- 
litical structure.  What  is  this  political  being — the  Union, 
commonly  styled  "the  United  States?"  A  consolidated 
multitude?  Certainly  not.  A  federation  merely  of  totally 
distinct  masses  of  people?  Certainly  not.  It  is  something 
then  of  a  complicated  character,  between  these  two,  or 
combining  them  both.  To  be  justly  appreciated,  it  must 
be  well  understood,  and  not  flimsily  considered.  Gene- 
ralization and  vague  abstractions  delude  us,  and  neces- 
sarily lead  to  false  conclusions.  No  one  denies  or  doubts 
that  the  constitution  was  formed  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States;  and  no  one  denies  or  doubts  that  it  acts 
dlredtlyupon  the  people.  Its  ori^n  and  action  are  there- 
five  popalar  or  national.  But  was  it  not  formed  by  the 
people  at  distinct  aggregates  called  States,  in  Uieir  sove- 
reign capacities?  Clear^itwas.  And  is  it  not  carried 
on,  through  some  of  its  essential  processes,  by  the  sepa- 
rate States,  as  sovcrngns?  Clearly  it  is.  Its  origin  and 
action  are  then  federative.  Thus  it  is  both  popiwur  and 
fedentivet  or»  in  other  words,  it  is  an  entire  National 
Government,  of  which  both  the  Union  and  the  diatinctive- 
nesB  of  the  soverdgn  States  are  fundamental  and  inhereBt 
qualities. 

The  frame  of  our  Government  would  seem  to  have  two 
aspects;  and  all  disputations  arise  from  tile  common  pro- 
pensity to  insist  that  it  has  but  one.  The  hardy  champions 
of  what  is  called  consirfidation,  and  the  jealous  guanUans 
.of  State  rights,  adhere  obttinatehr  to  their  respective 
themies;  keep  at  a  stem  and  atea^  distance  from  each 
other)  and,  like  parallel  lines,  never  can  approach  or  unite. 
They  reminded  him,  sud  Mr.  D.,  of  the  trite  old  tale  of 
the  two  travelling  knif^hta,  who,  pasung  on  different  rides 
of  a  sculptured  image  in  the  road,  began  to  debate  about 
it|  the  one  insisting  that  its  color  was  white,  and  the  other 
asserting  it  to  be  black{  an  humble  friar  whom  the^  met, 
and  to  whom  they  submitted  their  controversy,  adjudged 
the'ima^  to  be  both  black  and  whit^  and  proved  it 
by  makmg  each  of  the  knights  ezanune  the  ade  whidi 
before  bad  been  seen  by  his  opponent  only.  Let  the  eon* 
stitution  of  our  Government  undergo  a  simihu-  trial  by  the 
partisans  of  the  respective  apposing  theories,  and  the  re- 
salt  will  be  similar;  they  would  ultimately  agree  that  it  is 
not  wholly  what  either  represents  it  to  be,  and  yet  that  it 
possesses  the  properties  which  both  ascribe  tq  it. 

I  am  apprebensire,  said  Mr.D.,  thathistorioilTefetences 
can  throw  but  little  fight  on  the  true  nature  of  our  con- 
stitution. It  must  be  its  own  best  expounder.  It  is 
written.  Its  features  are  strongly  delineated  and  power- 
fully ezpresuve.  It  was  dengned  to  last  for  ages;  and 
was  intended  to  be,  in  word  and  spirit,  just  as  compre- 
hensible and  cleitf  to  the  eleven  new  State  sovereignties 
by  which  it  has  been  embraced  unce  1787,  and  to  count- 
less future  ones,  as  to  the  original  thirteen.  Historical 
narrative  is  often  contradictory,  oktn  imperfect,  and  very 
rarely  within  the  reach  of  that  great  mass  by  whom  thu 
instrument  was  meant  to  be  understood.  Upon  the  lead- 
ing pmnt,  the  popular  or  federative  character  of  our  po- 
litical institutions,  we  might  be  fatally  misled,  according 
aa  our  attention  was  more  or  less  turned  to  the  circum- 
stances of  four  strifcii^  periods  of  ourannals.  He  would 
advert  to  them  for  a  momenti  mm  in  dread  of  the  maxim 
*'gtdimeiin  Utaraharet  ineoiliee,**  than  from  a  belief 
that  any  but  the  last  coutd  be  usefully  dwelt  upon.  These 
epochs  were  those  of,  1st.  The  General  Congress  wlu4h 
met  at  Philadelphia  on  the  5th  of  September,  17,7*i  3d. 
The  declaration  of  independence,  of  the  4th  of  July, 
1776;  Sd.  The  articles  of  confederation,  of  the  9th  of 
July.  1779;  and,  4th.  The  present  constitution,  of  the 
17ibof  September,  1787. 


1.  The  composition  ixf  the  Congress  of  1774  was  gov- 
erned by  no  uniform  principle.  Its  delegates^  or  depoties^ 
or  representatives,  were  appointed  and  assembled  with- 
out reference  to  any  basis  either  of  federation  or  conaidi-. 
dation.  it  may,  without  any  want  of  respect  to  the  great 
spirits  uid  patriots  who  constituted  it,  be  described  as  m 
scrambling  Congress;  one  raked  together  irr^ularly  and 
conftised^  from  all  parts  of  the  country;  whose  constitU'- 
ents  (Usregarded,  or  were  fgnorant  of,  the  jealous  refine- 
ments of  distinct  territorial  sovereignty;  and  got  togetbery- 
andkept  together,  under  the  influence  of  a  common  sym- 
pathy, of  common  wrongs,  and  of  common  purposes.  It 
was  certainly  an  assen^lage  more  national,  or  popular,  in 
its  apparent  origin  and  influence,  than  federative.  .  It  was 
designated  the  Congress  of  the  United  Colonies,  notwith- 
standing the  looseness  of  its  formation.    Confidence  sup- 

Elied  the  place  of  preconcerted  system.^  I  hoM  in  mr 
and,  sua  Mr.  D.,  an  analyris  of  the  proceedings  in  each 
of  the  colonies,  by  which  the  members  of  tiiis  celebrated 
Congress  were  selected  and  empowered  to  consult  and 
act  for  the  common  good.  It  may  not  be  useless  briefly 
to  refer  to  it.  The  members  whocame  from  New  Hamp- 
shire were  chosen  on  the  31st  ef  July,  1774,  at  a  meeting 
of  deputies  of  several  towns,  lliose  from  Massachusetts 
Bay  were  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
that  province  in  Jane,  1774.  In  August,  1774,  the  Gene- 
ral Assembly  of  Rhode  Island  chose  delegates,  who  were 
commisrioned  by  the  Governor.  In  Connecticut,  the  Co- 
lonial Committee  of  Correspondence  appointed  persons 
to  consult  and  advise  with  the  commissioners  or  commit- 
tees of  the  several  Enriish  colmies  in  America,  in  July^ 
1774.  In  New  York,  the  membeta  were  elected  by  com- 
unttees  fVom  tiie  dtyand  county,  and  from  other  districts. 
In  New  Jersey,  deputies  to  represent  the  colony  in  Con- 
gress were  appointed  by  committees  convened  in  the  seve- 
ral counties.  The  province  of  Pennsylvania  was  provided 
with  a  committee,  to  meet  the  committees  or  delegates 
from  the  other  colonies,  by  the  Assembly,  on  the  33d  of 
July,  1774.  In  the  three  counties  of  Newcastle,  Ken*, 
and  Sussex,  in  Dehware,  delegates  were  appunted  by  the 
Assembly,  on  the  Ist  of  August,  1774,  t«  a  general  con- 
tinental CoiwrMa*to  detemine  on  snch  measures  as  oii^ht 
to  be  imme^ktely  and  unitedly  adopted  by  the  colomes. 
In  Maryland,  a  general  meeting  of  delegates  from  different 
counties  «)ipointed  deputies  to  attend  a  general  Congress 
of  deputies  from  the  colonies,  to  effect  one  general  plan 
of  conduct.  In  Viiginia,  the  same  course  was  pursued  aa 
in  Maryland.  In  South  Carolina,  depoliea  were  aowinated 
at  a  general  meeting  of  the  inhafntanta  of  the  coloinr, 
which  the  Commons  House  of  Asaembl^-conflnned.  The 
meeting  of  these  delegates,  thus  vanously  dengnated 
and  auuiorized  atPhiluielphia,  on  the  5th  or  September, 
1774,  was  by  themselves,  in  one  of  their  earliest  and 
ablest  documents^  an  address  to  the  inhabitants  of 
(Quebec,  delineated  as  "  a  bright  and  strong  cbun  of 
utuon.** 

Mr.  D.  begge4,pardon  for  entering  into  these  detailed 
statementa.  They  served  to  show,  however,  that  union 
preceded  independence.  Independence,  indeed,  and  the 
Bovere^ty  wrested  with  it  from  the  crown  of  Great  Bri- 
twn,  were  achievemento  of  union,  and  were  wholly  un- 
attainable without  it.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
TxLxnl  was  historically  inaccurate  wjien  he  conceived  itw 
dependence  to  have  been  declared  by  any  siiwle  State. 
North  Carolina  and  Virgiraa  spoke  the  word  ewiesti  but 
only  in  resolutions  recommendatory  of  its  declaration  by 
the  general  Congress  for  the  United  Colonies.  It  would 
have  savored  of  folly  or  madness  for  any  one  of  llie  colo- 
nics to  have  contemplated  or  attempted  its  detached  inde- 
pendence. So  far,  indeed,  were  they  from  any  thing  of 
the  sort,  that  an  idea  of  subordinate  dependence  upon  the 
Congress  seems  to  have  actuated  Massachusetts,  Virginia, 
I  Penw7lTSJiia>  and  other  oolooiesb  when  they  in  succwsioB 
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took  iiutruclion  from  that  bodv  u  to  the  expediency  ind 
mode  of  estkbliriiing  new  local  Governmenta. 

3.  Qnthe  declantion  of  indepeodencci  it  could  not  be 
expected,  nid  Mr.  D.,  that  he  ahouU  ny  much.  Ita 
language  waa  aa  familiar  a«  houaehoM  worda.  Hie  man- 
ner in  vhich  it  waa  refetrnl  to  by  General  Charlea  Cotea* 
worth  pinckney,  a  member  of  the  South  Carolina  conreu' 
tion  of  irSSi  was  applicable  to  our  inquiry,  and  would 
■uperaede  the  neccMity  of  comment.  Mr.  D.  here  read 
from  Elliot* a  State  Conrention  Debates:  "  The  aeparate 
ind^sndence  tod  individual  aovereignty  of  the  aeveral 
Stateawere  oeTcr  thought  of  by  the  enli^tened  band  of 
patriota  who  framed  the  declaration;  the  several  States 
are  not  even  mentioned  by  name  in  any  part  of  it,  aa  if 
it  waa  intended  to  impress  the  maxim  in  America,  that  our 
freedom  and  independence  arose  from  our  union,  and 
that  without  it  we  could  be  neither  free  nor  independentt 
let  US  then  cooaider  all  attempts  to  weaken  this  Union, 
by  maiatainii^  that  each  State  ta  aeparately  and  indiridu- 
aUy  independent,  aa  a  apeciea  of  poUUcal  heresy  which 
can  never  benefit  ua^  but  nay  bring  on  ua  the  most  serious 
distresses.** 

Thus  far,  said  Mr.  D.,  history  is,  upon  the  main  point, 
at  the  least  equivocal.  The  next  epoch,  however,  is  per^ 
emptory  and  indisputable. 

2.  The  arttclea  of  confederation  of  1778  removed  all 
probability  of  subsequent  canl.  thxf  were  aa  aneed 
oon^t,  whose  second  line  begkn  with  the  emphatic  an- 
na nciation  that  **  each  State  retains  its  sovereignty,  free- 
dom, and,  independence;  and  every  power,  jurisdiction, 
and  right,  which  is  nut,  by  this  confederation,  expressly 
delegated  to  the  United  Ststesin  Congress  aasembled." 

But  I  hasten,  continued,  Mr.  D.,  to  the  only  period  of 
history  really  illustrative  and  binding  upon  Uie  exiatii^*: 
Government— fthat  of  the  preaent  constitution  of  Uie  United 
States.  And  this  must  be  viewed  in  renieet  to  its  forma- 
tion, and  in  respect  to  its  ratification.  My  own  conviction 
always  has  been,  after  carefully  examining  the  instruc- 
tions and  powers  with  which  th^  were  uivested  by  their 
respective  constituenciea,  that  toe  members  of  the  con- 
vention of  1787,  wise,  virtuous,  and  patrioOo,  as  they  un- 
doubtedly were,  transcended  their  authority.  Their 
prescribed  XtA  waa  in  truth,  and  simply,  to  amend  the 
articles  of  confederation,  in  those  parU  espetually  which 
experience  bad  proved  to  be  defective  and  inefficient. 
They  were  not  directed  nor  empowered  to  make  a  totally 
new  system;  to  settie  political  and  social  relations  upon 
altogether  a  new  plan,  and  with  new  combinations;  to  re< 
Itnquish  the  subsisting,  and  devise  a  substantially  lUfferent 
form  of  Govemmeot.  The  American  people  intrusted 
them  with  do  such  extenuve  discretionf  they  intended  to 
burden  them  with  no  such  Herculean  hbor.  Such  was 
the  opinion  of  many  of  the  mendwrs  of  that  convention 
who  stnij^led  hard  and  long  to  enforce  it,  and  to  main- 
tain, in  ita  purity,  unimpalr^,  the  mere  federative'  cha- 
racter of  our  institutions.  Robert  Yatea  and  John  Lan- 
sing, of  New  York,  with  Luther  Martin,  of  Maryland, 
were  conapicuoua  among  theae.  They  have  left  an  in- 
teresting- and  authentic  record  of  the  pn^ress  of  princi- 
ple and  result  in  the  convention.  Toe  constitution,  as 
now  fbnned,  was  resisted  by  these  ^ntlemen,  and  their 
associatei^  on  the  ground  of  its  being  a  structure  uoau- 
tborized  by  the  people  or  the  States,  and  as  establishing 
a  united  National  Government.  It  is  a  mistake  to  think 
otherwise.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttleb]  must 
permit  me  to  say  again,  that  he  u  inaccurate  in  represent- 
ing^ the  constitution  to  have  been  finally  accommodated  to 
the  sentiments  of  those  who  oppned  its  earUest  and  latest 
steps.  Mr.  Yates  and  Mr.  Lansing  left  the  convention  in 
utter  deapair  of  effecting  any  change  in  the  viewa  and 
work  of  the  majority.    And  Mr.  Martin,  in  his  Genuine 


affunst  the  instrument  as  perfected,  and  submitted,  for 
adoption  or  rejection,  to  the  people.  This  constitution 
was  understood,  both  by  its  mends  and  its  enemies,  to 
involve  a  partial  surrender  of  State  aoverdgntyi  by  the 
first,  this  surrender  was  described  as  liiniled  to  ccrtdn 
powers  or  rights,  though  absolute  u  to  these;  by  the 
second,  this  surrender  was  magnified  into  an  utter  divest- 
iture of  State  rights,  and  as  producing  a  grand  and  dan- 
gerous consolidation.  I  speak  the  wor«  of  Jeflerson, 
■aid  Mr.  D.,  when  I  inrat  upon  taking  the  constitution  in 
the  sense  in  which  it  was  adopted  by  the  Statesi  that  in 
iri^h  it  was  advocated  by  ita  n4endb,  and  not  that  wUcb 
ita  enemiea  apprehended.  The  very  men  who  studiously 
elaborated  every  sentence  of  it,  conveyed  its  character^ 
izing  peculiarity  to  Congrress,  in  the  letter  by  which  they 
accompanied  the  act  of  depositing  it  for  scrutiny  before 
that  body,  and  the  people  at  large.  I  refer,  said  Mr.  D., 
to  the  letter  u^ed  by  George  Waahington,  aa  Premdent 
of  the  convention,  dated  the  17th  Septnnber,  1787-  *'  It 
■a  obvioualy  impractieable  in  the  PMersl  Gorenunent  of 
these  Static,  to  secure  aD  rights  of  independent  soverrign- 

3 to  each,  and  yet  provide  for  the  interest  and  s^e^  of 
I."  **  It  ia  at  all  times  difficult  to  draw  with  precision 
the  line  between  those  rij^ts  which  must  be  surrendered, 
and  those  which  may  be  reserved;"  and,  bstly,  "  In  all 
our  deliberations  on  this  subject,  we  kept  steulily  in  our 
view  that  which  appears  to  us  the  ^rntest  interest  Of 
every  true  American— the  consolidation  of  our  ITidon,  in 
which  is  involved  our  proq>eri^,  feKdty,  ssfe^,  perhaps 
our  national  existence." 

Whatever,  however,  may  be  the  success  of  ingenuity 
in  expluning  away  language  thus  clear,  used  by  those 
who  formed  the  constitution,  >  it  is  imposnble  to  mistake 
the  sense  in  which  it  was  finally  rati^d  by  the  people  in 
the  conventions  respectively  representing  or  embodying 
their  State  soverdgnties.  And  here,  afUr  all,  is  the  au- 
thoritative point  of  investigation.  No  matter  who  con- 
cocted the  system;  no  matter  what  may  have  been  their 
actuating  motives,  or  impelling  principles;  no  matter 
whether  they  were  originally  warranted  by  their  letter  of 
attorney;  no  matter  how  they  regarded  the  tendencies  of 
the  Government  wlych  their  labors  had  matured  into  form 
and  shapet  waa  it  understood  by  those  who  ratified  and 
adopted  it*  Was  its  true  character  fiitrly  and  fuHy  de- 
veloped^ Did  the  American  people  make  it;  theirs,  un- 
derstan^ngly  and  intentionally?  These  are  the  only 
questions  whose  solution  definitively  terminates  dispute. 
Sir,  said  Mr  D.,  in  every  one  of  the  sovereign  conven- 
tions it  was  avowed  to  be,  and  called,  a  National  Govern- 
ment, of  a  compound  nature,  for  specified  purposes, 
whose  constitution  and  laws  were  to  be  paramount  and 
supreme.  This  was  the  definition  and  representation  of 
til  who  advocated  its  establishment;  and  thia  was  the 
sense  in  which  it  was  every  where  adopted.  I  turn,  nid 
Mr.  D.,  in  proof  of  what  I  say,  to  three  leading  exaili- 
pies — the  discussions  in  the  conventions  of  Pennsjrivania, 
South  Carolina,  and  Virginia;  and  I  select  the  views  of 
those  statesmen  who  are  known  to  have  led  to  the  con- 
clusion attained  in  each.  James  Wtlson  and  Thomas 
HcKean,  in  Pennnlvsnia,  Pinckney  and  Rutledge,  in 
South  Carolina,  and  Madison,  in  Virginia;  and  I  cannot 
even  mention  the  name  of  this  last  eminent  laan,  said  Mr. 
D.,  without  accompanying  it  with  the  expressions  of  an 
abiding  belief  tliat,  for  purity  of  heart,  lucidness  of  intel- 
lect, integrity  of  purpose,  wise  and  patriotic  forbearance, 
and  unflinching  firmness  of  truth,  our  country  has  not 
funushed  bis  superior  in  the  walks  of  public  or  private 
life.  He  iriU  wa  down  to  our  most  distant  posterit^r  as 
th«  best  model  we  have  yet  bad  of  what  an  American 
statesman  should  be. 

[Mr.  D.  then  read  extracts  from  the  debates  in  the 


Infonnation,"  subsequently  kid  before  the  Legislature  of  several  conventions  to  which  he  had  referred,  tending  to 
Maryland,  placed  impoiihably  upon  r«eoid  his  protes»^iliow  that  the  eoostitutioo  WM  distinctly  .and  imprei^Telr 
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decUred  wA  to  be  a  leigue.  an  allitnce}  ft  council,  a  con- 
lederftcjr,  but  a  Federal  and  Mational  Gorernment,  tn  Uie 
structure  of  wfiich  eaeh  State  sunendersd  a  portion  of  its 
•orereigntT',  whieb  tu  competent  te  enforce  Hb  own  laws 
a^nat  State  power,  and  whose  Ju£dary,  within  its  pre- 
■cribed  sphere,  wai  uncontnrilable  by  that  of  any  State.  ] 
ThMe  ilhutrations,  continued  Mr.  D.,  are  condurivc 
to  ihcw  the  tenie  in  which  the  conatitution  was  ratiflejl 
1^  the  people  of  the  Mrend  States.  He  pUsed  Uttle  or 
aoreliftnec  upon  mere  detached  words  or  phnieti  b» 
confidence  was  tn  broad  and  distinct  explanations  of  prin- 
d^et  Hid  powers.  It  is  more  curious  than  convincing  to 
tAtv^rvt,  M  he  had  done,  in  tlie  fae  timile  of  the  original 
draught  of  the  Declaration  of  Inaependeoce,  that  its  first 
line  stood  thus;  "  When,  in  the  course  of  human  events, 
it  becomea  necenary  for  a  people  tn  dissolve  the  politi- 
cal bands,"  &c.(  and  that  subsequently  the  indefinite  and 
unmeaning  article  was  Made  to  give  way  to  an  mtrrUnea- 
tion  of  pregnant  signification,  and  the  sentence  altered  to 
what  it  now  standi:  "When,  in  the  course  of  hmnan 
events,  it  becomes  necessary  for  one  people  todiMtretbe 
political  bands."  It  was  also  more  curious  than  convinc- 
ing to  notice,  as  he  had,  the  conjunctive  import  of  the 
phrase,  "  We,  the  people  of  the  United  State*,"  in  the 

ereattble  of  tiieeonstitiition.  "The  United Stktei"  must 
ave  been  here  used  in  the  sense  in  viudi  it  is  undenia- 
bly used  in  every  other  part  of  the  same  instrumeAt.  It 
involves  no  alluston  whatever  to  the  separate  sovereign 
States.  It  is  the  corporate  style  of  the  nation,  and  sug- 
gests to  his  mind  exactly  the  same  idea  as  '*  America** 
did  to  our  early  patriots,  or  "  Columbia"  would  have  sug- 
gested, had  it  been  adopted,  as  was  once  proposed.  And 
BO  also  is  it  more  curious  than  convincing  to  notice  the  un- 
^Unguiriung,  and,  if  he  might  be  allowed  the  expletive, 
the  anfederative  description  of  the  countnr  contiUned  in 
two  sifialt  words  of  the  second  clause  of  the  sixth  article 
of  the  constitution:  "1'his  constitution,  and  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  which  shall  be  made  in  pursuance  there- 
of, and  alt  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under 
the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land;  and  the  judges  in  every  State  shall  be 
bound  thereby,  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of 
any  State  to  the  contrary  notvrithstanding."  There  is  a 
consolidating  aspect  about  "the  land,"  as  descriptive  of 
the  range  within  which  our  constitution  and  laws  were  to 
be  supreme,  not  perhaps  discernible  in  any  other  single 
sentence  of  that  instrument.  But  enough  of  critical  nice- 
ties. They,  nor  any  of  the  matters  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, were  not  resorted  to  as  evidence  of  the  existence 
of  one  consolidated  people.  He  detested,  equally  with 
aB;y  man,  such  a  conclusion,  as  alike  destructive  <^the  fede- 
rative columns  on  which  the  constitution  has  reposed  the 
Government,  and  dangerous  te  the  liberties  of  the  country. 

Mr.  D.  hoped  he  had  not  altogether  failed  in  showing 
the  nature  of  our  political  organization.  The  people, 
in  distinct  ivgregatea  of  SUtes,  had  made  it.  The  same 
people  can  destroy  it  But  how  can  they  destroy  it  ^  By 
one  of  two  ways  only:  by  the  process  of  constitutional 
amendment  or  change,  as  prescribed;  or  by  the  process 
of  revolution.  Both  wa^s  are  sovereign  ri^ts:  the  first, 
reserved  and  directed  in  the  constitution  itself;  the  se- 
cond, inherent  and  unalienable  by  nature.  But  can  any 
alteration  of  the  constitution  be,  consistently  with  its  pro- 
visions, effected,  except  in  the  manner  it  expressly  or- 
duns^  If  it  can,  any  manner  is  as  efflecttve  as  the  one 
agreed  upont  and  our  sages  veiy  absurdly  burdened  the 
instrument.  Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  shall  a  rinpe  State,  exer- 
cising her  sovereignty  by  Uie  force  of  a  mMority  of  her 
citizens,  do  that  which  is  unequivocally  prohibited  to  less 
than  three-fourths  of  the  States?  Such  an  exertion  of 
sovereignty  is  incompatible  with  the  easenee,  the  moral 
essence,  of  the  constitutional  compact.  It  denies  and 
renounces  the  obl'igatioiii  of  justice  and  good  faith.  It  ta 


a  claim  to  euweland  iMeoterthe  molt  ikcvedeng*^ 

ments  entered  into  with  the  highest  and  ttoat  impoair^  . 
solemnities  of  sovereign  action.  It  inv^ves  a  pretennon 
to  do  wrong  without  responsibility.  I  have  admitted  the 
physical  power,  the  competent  of  force  and  nurobcrs; 
but  I  deny,  wholly  and  unqualifiedly  I  ^ny,  the  moral 
right. 

It  struck  him,  continued  Mr.  D.,  as  piscticany  lAcon- 
gnious  and  preposterous,  to  reserve  a  i^|ht  to  remne  at 
pleuore  what  is  agreed  to  be  aurrendeKd,  and  has  been 
finally  surrendered.  But  I  am  asked,  who  slwll  be  the 
judge  whether  the  surrenderhai  really  been  agreed  upon 
or  actually  made?  In  other  wonis,  whether  the  exercise 
of  a  power  by  law  be  constitutional  or  not?  I  do  not 
say  the  Supreme  Court,  nor  do  I  say  the  entire  OGrem- 
ment  of  the  United  States;  altiiough  1  am  indhied  to  be- 
Kevc  that  they  who  innat  upon  ettber  or  both  of  them 
have  the  warrant  of  the  constitution  fbr  tiieir  poritiona. 
There  Is  another  tribunal  in  the  way  of  nullification  or  ae- 
cesrion;  and  I  answer,  that  the  only  judge  in  the  last  re- 
sort, whether  the  constitution  shall  be  at  an  end  or  not, 
whether  the  Government  shall  be  arrested  in  its  opera- 
tions or  not,  is  the  very  sovereignty  by  which  it  was 
created,  and  from  which  it  received  its  first  impulse;  tttat 
sovereignty  is  "the  people  of  the  United  States.**  No 
earthly  power  can,  of  right,  impede  (he  course  of  their 
Government,  except  those  whom  they  have,  from  the 
starting  place,  commissioned  to  do  so,  or  themselves.  If 
they  liave  commisnoned,  as  I  am  disposed  to  think,  a  Ju- 
diciary constituted  by  themselves,  upon  principles  and 
after  forms  prescribed  by  themselves,  to  revise  and  deter- 
mine, well;  if  they  have  confided  in  the  whole  Govern- 
ment, perpetu^ly  renovated  and  supervised  by  tfaeot- 
aehres,  this  discretion,  well  s^int  but  if  neither  of  tfieae 
tribunals  be  vested  with  this  great  attribute^  then  1  say  it 
is  with  thems^es;  it  has  certainly  been  ^ven  te  no  <wier 
agency  or  being.  The  right  to  judge  finally,  then,  is  with 
the  same  sovereignty  whence  the  constitution  emanated. 
It  belonged  to  no  isolated  or  detached  portion  of  it.  I 

Elant  myself  also  upon  the  reserved  rights  of  the  States 
he  my  friend  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Baowx.]  Not 
on  the  reserved  rights  of  any  one  of  the  States,  bat  ^all. 
The  constitution  was  the  creature  of  idl;  its  deatrnttion 
or  abandonment  cannot  be  rij^tfully  accomplished,  ex- 
cept by  a  movement  which  shall  bind  all. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  I  cannot  find  in  the  constitution,  ex- 
pressly or  impliedly,  a  warrant  for  the  course  of  South 
Carolina,  and  can  therefore  entertain  no  doubt  of  our 
constitutional  power  to  enact  this  bill  into  a  law.  What 
are  its  tendencies  and  objects? 

It  is  painful  to  see  tlie  true  chancter  of  a  fegislative 
measure  so  strangely  perverted  or  misconcdved  a»  this 
has  been  in  the  course  of  the  present  debate.  We  have 
it  in  print  before  us;  it  has  lain  upon  our  desks  for  many 
days,  liable  to  the  strictest  examination;  it  hangs,  inac- 
cessible  to  vision,  upon  no  lofty  pillarf  it  has  already  tra- 
velled through  the  press,  and  has  been  canvassed  by  the 

Eeople,  in  a  varied  of  ways;  it  cannot  now  be  deformed 
y  mere  riietorie,  nor  buried  undn  a  mound  of  ahkxjuy. 
Like  the  coiutitution  on  which  I  have  been  commentmg, 
its  words  are  plain  and  intelligible,  and  itb  meant  fbr  the 
home-bred,  unsophisticated  understandings  of  oar  fellow- 
citizens.  Who  cannot  perceive  that,  in  every  one  of  its 
provisions,  in  all  its  possible  action,  it  is  purely  and  sim- 
ply defensive?  It  is  illuminated  with  a  declaration  to 
which  a  Senator  adverted,  "  let  us  alone,  and  we  vlD  let 
you  alone."  It  is  called  into  being  by  the  ordnance,  lawa, 
and  military  demonstrations  of  South  Carolina;  and  it  can- 
not work,  except  as  counteractive  of  avowed  schemes  to 
evade,  resist,  and  nullify  our  laws.  These  schemes,  it  is 
agreed  on  all  hands,  must  succeed,  if  we  supinely  fold  our 
arms.  If  Uiey  a(e  legitimate  and  just,  let  them  aucceed; 
if  theyarewroogi  aadsubTerrire  of  our  peace,  oar  con- 
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■titutioii,  and  our  itAtutes,  we  must  act.  or  give  up  the 
.  GovernineDtaBincutableoruiifittobe  adndnwtered.  The 
bill  propose*  to  exmuit  the  <nnl  and  judidal  meani  qf 
carrvinr  the  laws  Into  exeoutiont  before  a  aingle  move- 
ment  of  a  diflTerent  kind  be  countenanced.  When  our 
legal  cuatodj  of  imported  gooda,  under  the  duty  act,  is 
avowedly  to  be  deieated  by  the  extraordinary  replevin 
bw,  can  we  do  lew  than  double  the  number  and  strength' 
of  oar  custom-house  bolts  and  bars?  When  the  avenuea 
to  justice  are  pcnaimed  or  polluted  by  test  oaths,  can  we 
do  less  than  devise  modes  of  reachinE  and  entering  her 
eternal  temple,  through  purer  and  safer  channels'  And 
when  the  sublime  terrors  of  the  blue  cockade  and  the 
Palmetto  button  are  paraded  before  our  eyes,  may  we 
not  be  excused,  if,  in  mere  effort  to  keep  our  courage 
from  oozing  out  at  our  fingers'  ends,  we  permit  the  eagle 
to  soar  a  little,  only  a  little,  and  the  stars  and  stripes  to 
fan  but  gentty  our  fainting- spirits?  Sir,  said  Hr.  D.,  law 
U  alike  odious  and  daogerous  to  those  who  wish  to  disobey 
it.  Bestraint  is  always  arbitrary,  dictatorial,  despotic,  in 
tbe  vocabulary  of  tbose  who  desire  to  do  as  they  please, 
and  what  they  please.  Tet  are  tbe  people  of  this  country 
strongly  impressed  with  tbe  conviction  that,  without  law, 
there  can  be  no  liberty;  and  that  they  who  preach  disobe< 
diance  to  ^  one,  are  the  most  apt  to  diiregud  the  other. 
Tbeie  it  iomeUiing  very  oppressive  about  the  course  of 
control  which  this  bill  sanctu>ns.  Obedience  to  the  reve- 
nue laws  is  to  be  enfbrc«i  first,  through  collectors,  sur- 
veyors, and  tide-waiten.  Is  not  this,  sir,  quite  unprece- 
dented^ Tiien,  the  interference  of  manhali,  bailiffs,  and 
tipstaves,  is  authorized.  Who  can  imagine  a  greater  ex- 
tension of  arbitrary  powers  Anon,  impartial  (aye,  there's 
tiic  rob)  judges  and  jurors  are  provided.  Is  not  this  aa- 
■umtDg  a  most  belKgemit  and  oflenrive  attitude?  But  it 
gets  worse  and  worsei  if  oar  laws  are  tiireatened  with 
prostration,  our  officers  with  violence,  and  the  community 
with  riot,  conflagration,  and  bloodshed,  why  then  the  bill, 
in  pure,  unmixed,  unmitigated  despotism,  arms' the  Presi- 
dent with  the  overwhelming  and  exterminating  power  of 
issuing  death  warrants.  Nofhis  proclamation  to  disperse! 
Sir,  the  Bost(m  port  bill,  the  Jersey  prison  ship,  the  im- 
perial ukase  of  aesolation  agaihst  Poland,  was  nothing  to 
thist  all  their  virtues  concentrated  could  not  equal  a  Fre- 
ndential  proclamation  to  enforce  the  payment  of  duties 
on  a  hogsnead  of  sugar !  But  enormity  accumulates  upon 
enormity}  and  this  dreadful  bill,  denounced  as  a  declara- 
tion of  war,  actually  authorizes  the  oSlcera  of  the  customs, 
when  the  property  under  their  chatge  shall  be  endanger- 
ed by  unruly  combinations  and  force,  to  back  out  of  the 
sen|i^  run  ^var,  and  not  to  stop  until  tiiey  have  a  river 
between  themselves  and  their  assailants!  It  is  too  muchj 
the  principles  of  '98,  the  holy  cause  of  human  freedom, 
the  blood  of  our  ancestors,  the  blue  cockade  and  the  pal- 
metto button,  cannot  sanction  or  endure  it. 

Sir,  said  Hr.  D.,  this  is,  in  pUn  reality,  the  outline  of 
the  bill,  until  we  reach  a  point  at  which,  for  the  pui^cue 
of  protecting  the  lives,  liberties,  and  properties  of  our 
felMV-titizens  in  Sooth  Carolina,  it  may  become  necessary 
to  quell  refractory  and  treasonable  diaobedience  with  the 
vigor  and  pnnnptness  of  military  or  naval  force.  If  the 
eniergency  be  brought  on  by  uiose  who  are  bent  upon 
throwing  off  their  ^egiance  to  the  coostituUon  and  laws 
of  tbe  land,  we  may  deplore,  but  we  cannot  avoid  it;  we 
must  meet  it  with  every  possible  forbearance,  but  with 
nrmness.  Ours  will  not  be  the  re^nmbilily  for  conse- 
<)uences,  unless  we  fidl  in  mepariDKAdequate^  and  effect- 
Bvely  to  {irevent  or  amdiorate  them.  Nor  have  I  the 
tlread.  which  is  entertained  by  others,  of  unng,  on  special 
oecMtons,  and  by  authority  of  law,  tfie  regularly  armed 
energy  of  the  countty.  In  its  present  reduceJ  condition 
M  to  numbers,  though  admirable  state  as  to  discipline, 
more  fivce  could  not  be  expected  to  be  atcny  time,  or  on 
nny  point,  at  the  disporition  of  the  Executive,  than  Mr. 


Jefferson  called  out,  under  one  of  the  precedents  for  tbe 
present  law,  to  earry  into  effect  the  ernhmvo. 

In  all  such  cases  we  shall  probab^  find,  as  tiiat  Chief 
Magistrate  found,  that  there  was  great  efficacy  in  being 
prepared:  that  ttie  maxim  Is  universally  applicable,  "oi- 
lendite  beOuvit  paeem  habebitia."  But,  ur,  I  have  heanl 
our  army  and  navy  strangely  characterized  in  Uie  course 
of  this  discussion;  they  have  been  termed  hired  mercena- 
ries! Do  they  merit  the  imputation?  Aretha  band  of 
gallant  officers  who  have  shielded  jrou  from  invamon,  or 
carried  the  national  flag  in  triumph  over  every  sea,  and 
under  every  sun,  hired  mercenanea?  We  used  no  such 
language  during  the  war  for  free  trade  and  sailors'  rights; 
while  our  tars  were  humbling  a  haughty  foe,  and  send- 
ing into  our  ports,  to  be  greeted  with  our  sccUmationi^ 
prize  after  prize;  or  while  the  scarlet  trappinzs  of  British 
enterprise  and  valor  glittered  on  the  heights  of  Baltimore* 
or  the  plains  of  New  Orleans,  destined,  at  both  places,  to 
encounter  a  relic  ^  revolutionary  wcvth.  We  used*no 
such  words  as  hired  mercenaries,  then;  they  were  un> 
known,  alike  to  our  hearts  and  our  lipi;  and  may  titer 
pass  into  utter  oblivion  before  times  equally  trying  ^uU 
again  occur! 

Our  Union,  said  Mr.  S.,  is  an  incalculable  blessing. 
While  it  hw  lasted,  what  have  we  not  accomplished,  both 
in  peace  uid  in  war?  AH  the  great  objects  of  human 
associations  have  been  cultivated  and  attained  with  almost 
unexampled  rapidity  and  ease.  Liberty  has  been  chast- 
ened, and  made  forever  stable;  science  has  been  stormed 
in  her  hundred  trenches,  and  mastered  in  all  her  ram- 
parts; happiness  has  gently  diffused  itself  throughout  an 
immense  population,  taking  its  own  ways  over  a  bound- 
^leas  region  of  counUy;  and  wealth  and  power  have  gra- 
dually made  the  American  people  rivals  of  Greek  and 
Soman  fiune.  All  tbe  high  aims,  too,  of  a  virtuoos  amU- 
tioo  have  been  reached  in  war.  Independence  consum- 
mated; renown  every  where  acknowledged;  glory,  bright 
among  the  brightest !  Yield  away  the  constitution  and  tbe 
Union,  and  where  are  we.'  Frittered  into  fragments,  and 
not  able  to  claim  one  portion  of  tlie  past  as  peculiarly  its 
own!  Sir,  our  Union  is  not  merely  a  blessiogi  it  is  a  po> 
litical  necessity.  We  cannot  exist  without  it.  I  mean, 
that  all  of  existence  which  is  worth  having  must  depart 
witb  it.  Our  liberties  could  not  endure  the  mcessant  con- 
flicts of  civil  and  conterminous  strife;  our  independence 
would  be  an  unreal  mockery;  our  very  memories  would 
turn  to  bittemeas.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  justly  com- 
pared our  political  institutions  to  the  planetary  sysem.  I 
wiiih  he  would  agree  with  me  in  saying,  that  the  great 
principles  of  attraction  and  repulsion  are  equally  neces- 
sary in  the  two  cases;  that  the  sudden  interruption  of 
either  must  be  fatal;  that  the  National  Union  of  sovereign 
States  can  alone  preserve  us  from  chaos. 

Mr.  MliXER,  of  South  Carolina,  then  rose,  and  said 
that  'after  the  powerful  argument  to  which  the  Senate 
had  just  listened*  and  the  condemnatory  tone  of  that 
argument,  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  tiie  State  of 
South  Carolina,  it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  make  some 
observations  in  justification  of  the  proceedings  in  that . 
State.  He  woiud  either  proceed  now»  or  pntpone  hia 
remarks  until  to-morrow,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  M.  here  gave  way  toa  motion  to  adjourn,  and 
^  The  Senate  adjourned. 

»         Sa-ruBOAT,  FaamoABr  9. 
UIL1TART  OBDEBS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  offer- 
ed by  Mr.  Poikdzxtsb,  calling  for  copies  of  all  orders, 
&c.  to  military  and  naval  commanders  at  Charleston,  be. 

Mr.  GKUNDV,  remarking  that  a  few  moments  only  of 
time  remained  before  the  hour  at  which  the  special  order 
was  to  be  «dled,  said  he  should  be  brief  in  vhat  he  hid 
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to  SR^  in  reply  to  the  remtrks  nude  yesterday  upon  the 
uneodment  proposed  by  him,  haring  for  its  object  to 
leave  the  usual  discretion  with  the  Executive  in  regard 
to  the  papers  proposed  to  be  asked  for. 

From  what  he  (Mr.  G.)  bad  said,  the  gentleman  fnHD 
Sooth  CardRna  [Mr.  CAUiovitl  had  aeemed  to  draw  an 
Intisrence  that  MMne  corre^onaence,  of  an  exceptionable 
nature,  bad  taken  place  between  the  President  and  some 
individuals  in  some  part  of  South  Carolina.  I  have  only 
to  siy,  upon  that  point,  said  Mr.  6.,  that  that  inference 
can  mid  no  foundation  or  support  in  any  remarks  of  mine. 
I  said  nothing  whatever  to  warrant  it.  Nothing  that  I 
lay  or  know  must  be  retied  upon  ai  evidence  of  iaeh  ftcta, 
as  the  gentlemen  seenu  to  suppose  to  exist.  What  I  lud 
waa  thia:  that,  considering  the  peculiar  situation  of  affairs 
fai  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  it  was  ft  thing  to  be  ex* 

Seeted  that  individuals  should  have  written  to  the  Prem- 
ent  on  the  subject)  net  that  the  President  had  respond- 
ed to  such  communications,  or  given  information  in  return. 
I  spoke,  in  saying  this,  the  inference  of  my  own  mind, 
drawn  from  what  every  one  knows  to  he  the  state  of 
thinn  there.  When  jnrties  were  arrayed  agwnst  one 
aootber  as  they  are  there,  and  a  great  ezdtement  ensted*, 
it  was  not  to  be  presumed  that  every  one  would  remain 
silent,  and  that  the  General  Government  would  have  no 
information  of  what  took  place  there.  This  was  a  sup- 
position entirely  inadmiauble  by  any  well-regulated  miod. 
But  be  had  not  intimated  that  the  Prevdent  had  respond- 
ed to  lueh  eommunications,  nor  had  he  heard  it  charged 
that  be  had.  He  had  indeed  aeen  something  in  a  South 
Carolina  paper,  importing  that  the  proolamation  of  the 
President  had  been  known  of  there  before  it  waa  known 
here;  but  he  had  seen  that  rumor  contradicted  here  by  a 
paper  entitled  to  as  much  credit  as  the  one  vUch  pro- 
mulgated it,  ai)d  he  had  no  beliefin  it. 

It  had  been  said,  that  the  President  could  withhold  any 
infonnation  be  chose,  without  the  qualification  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  restdution.  That  was  very  true*  Mr. 
Q.  said.  R  had  also  been  remarked,  that  the  Prerident 
waa  not  afiwd  of  responsibility .  That  was  true,  too,  Mr. 
G.  aa^.  Every  body  knew  it  to  be  so.  But,  in  asking 
him  for  information,  it  ought  to  be  so  asked  aa  not  to 
seem  to  require  from  him  more  than  he  ought  to  commu- 
nicate. What  ia  it,  siUd  Mr.  G.,  that  we  widi  not  to  be 
communicated  f  Only  that  the  names  of  private  indivi- 
duals, if  any  such  are  connected  with  the  information  in 
poflseadon  of  the  PrcMdent,  may  not  be  exposed.  There 
was  no  necessity  for  any  such  diaclosore.  Whatever  the 
Executive  had  done,  he  would  communicate;  and  why  h«! 
had  done  it. 

It  was  merely  to  prevent  private  individuals  from  beii^ 
compromitted,  that  Mr.  ti.  wished  to  limit  this  call.  Was 
not  party  excitement  already  high  enough  in  South  Caro- 
lina.' Waa  it  not  already  h^h  enougn  throughout  Ae 
nation?  Did  genUemen  want  toaddniel  to  the  flame* 
If  they  did,  Mr.  G.  said  he  was  opoosed  to  it.  He  would 
rather  see  peace,  and  good  will,  ana  harmony  prev^  than 
by  any  act  or  vote  of  his  increase  the  discord. 

Mr.  CALHOUK  here  apologizing  for  interrupting  Mr. 
OavKDT,  suggested  ttiat  it  would  perhaps  savhhim  some 
time  to  apprize  him  that  the  mover  of  the  reaolution  was 
not  present  in  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GRITNDT  sud  he  should  soon  ftiOsh  what  little  be 
had  to  Hy,  when  the  resolution  might  be  laid  over  till 
the  mover  was  present.  He  wished  that  this  resolution, 
without  being  the  means  of  any  unnecessary  exdtemen^ 
should  be  promptly  acted  upon,  because  he  believed  that 
it  would  elicit  information  which  would  go  in  a  great  de- 
gree to  allay  the  public  feeling,  and  to  remove  groundless 
apprehensionst  tfiat  it  would  indeed  abate  rather  than  in- 
crease tiie  existing  excitement  in  the  South. 

The  Senator  from  South  Candtna  had  seemed  yester^ 
day  to  intimate  that  the  infbrmation  which  he  (Mr.  O.) 
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had  then  fpven  ought  to  be  regarded  as  semi-official. 
Now,  Mr.  G.  said  he  wished  that  Senator  and  Ul  other* 
to  understand  this:  that  when  he  q>oke  on  Uiis  floor,  he 
spoke  as  one  of  tiie  repretoitativea  of  the  State  of  Ten* 
nessee,  and  that  no  otiier  in^vidual  was  to  be  affected  or 
eomidtted  by  what  be  said.  When  he  did  speak  fbr 
others,  be  would  say  lo :  when  he  did  not  say  so,  he  spoke 
only  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  Tennessee.  He 
disclaimed  any  remarks  of  his  being  taken  for  any  thing 
but  the  dictates  of  his  own  judgment,  for  which  no  other 
person  was  responuble. 

He  would  now  state  to  the  Senate  (that  tiiere  might  be 
no  misundentandii^  of  the  subject)  idiat  kind  of  a  reao- 
lution would  answer  all  his  purposes,  anrioos,  as  he  really 
was,  that  die  whole  matter  should  be  niread  before  the 
American  pe<^le,  believing  that  it  would  appear  to  be  of 
a  peaceful 'and  not  warlike  character.  Tne  resolution 
might  read  thus:  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  lay  befM«  the  Senate  copies  of  all  order* 
which  have  been  issued  in  relation  to  the  opefation  of  tlie 
troops  or  armed  vessels  of  the  United  States  in  or  near 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  nnce  the  first  day  of  July  laat^ 
(or  any  other  date  that  genUemen  pleased. )  Under  sudi 
a  resolution  (said  Mr.  G.^  we  should  get  tiie  whole  of  the 
infonnation  desired,  without  requiring,  or  appeariiup  to 
require,  of  the  President  any  information  which  nught 
injuriously  affect  any  ijidividuals. 

[The  debate  here  ended  fbr  the  present.] 
SPECIAL  ORDER. 

The  CHAIR  baring  called  the  n>ecial  order,  being  the 
bill  to  provide  further  for  the  eoiUectioD  of  the  duties  on 
imports — 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  pos^Kme  the  fiutiwr  consi- 
deration die  bill  until  Monday,*wttb  a  view  of  [Koceed* 
ing  to  the  consideration  of  executive  buwieas. 

Mr.  WILKIN8  asked  Ibr  the  yeas  and  nay^  which 
being  taken,  stood : 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  BUck,  Brown,  Cal- 
houn, Clayton,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  Kii^,  filler, 
Moore,  Naudidn,  Vxtta,  Robinson,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tip- 
ton, Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wright>-33. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chamber^  IKekerioiw 
Dudley,  Ewing,  F^iot,  Freltnghuysen,  Henuioki^  Johik- 
stori.  Knight,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  TomfiniOBi, 
Webster,  Wilkins— 17. 

So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  agreed  to. 


MoviiAT,  FaaxiraXTll, 
MODIFICATION  OF  THE  TARIFF. 

"  Mr.  CLAY  gave  notice  that  he  should  on  toaorrwr 
ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  mo^y  the  vaiiooa  acta  ini- 
ponng  duties  on  imports. 

MIUTARY  ORDERS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  conrider  the  resolution 
offered  by  Mr.  PoutnxxTsa. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said,  be  did  not  rise  to  go  into  a 
further  discussion  of  this  subject,  bet  merely  to  nentioo, 
that  a  call,  analagous  to  this,  waa  once  made  on  Mr.  itt- 
ferson,  at  the  period  of  what  was  called  the  Burr  coospi- 
racyt  when  a  reaolution  waa  inttoduoed,  in  the  other 
House,  by  Mr.  Randolph,  which  went  further  than  thia. 
It  was  to  ask  of  the  Secretary  of  State  what  had  been 
done  in  relation  to  the  supposed  conspira^,  and  what 
was  intended  to  be  done. 

Mr.  GRUNDY;  1  am  thoroughly  persuaded  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  the  public  dioiud  be  in  pooewon 
of  the  orders,  whatever  th^  mav  be,  that  have  been  is- 
sued from  the  War  Department^  m  relation  to  this  subject. 
My  fiNir  i^  that  if  we  keep  on  disenanng  the  reaolittiaik 
eveiy  monUng?up  to  the  time  iriten  the  order  of  the  di^ 
is  takra  up,  we  ihill  lose  dw  beneftt-Qf  having  theae  pap 
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pen  spread  before  the  Senate  *fid  the  poblici  and  may, 
perhaps,  chan^^e  the  character  of  the  discuuion  now  goin^ 
"  on  in  relation  to  the  bill  pending'  before  the  Senate- 
Hoping  that  the  erils  which  lie  had  originally  feared  from 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution  vithoat  amendment  mi^t 
not  happen,  he  vas  induced  to  withdraw  his  propontion 
to  amend,  and  to  request  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  reac- 
tion in  the  re|^lar  form. 

The  reiolutiOn  wai  then  i^freed  to  without  amendment. 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  having  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to 
provide  further  fbrtM  collection  of  the  duties  on  imports: 

Mr.  MILLER  roae,  and  tiiid  he  was  greatly  indebted  to 
the  motives  of  the  Senate  for'rising  after  the  conclusion 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  He  was  persuaded 
Chat  the  liberal  spirit  which  dictated  this  course  had  its 
origin  in  a  source  of  benevolence  more  enlarged  than 
mere  personal  courtenr  to  himself.  It  is  very  obvious 
(said  Mr.  H.)  that  this  bill  is  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of  out- 
lawry against  South  Carolina;  a  spedea  of  trial  for  political 
heresyt  common  justice  requires  that  he  should  oe  per- 
mitted to  plead.  She  baa  the  plighted  fiuth  and  sacred 
honor  of  representatives  of  the  States  that  an  impartial 
sentence  will  be  pronounced.  The  elevated  rank  which 
that  State  has  always  maintained  cannot  make  her  indif- 
ferent to  the  opinions  of  others;  yet  a  firm  reliance  ot}  the 
correctness  of  her  principles  will  not  permit  her,  out  of 
deference  to  others,  to  disown  them,  or  dissemble  where 
she  does  not  believe.  I  may  be  permitted,  once  for  all, 
to  say,  we  are  attached  to  the  Union  as  we  are  to  all  good 
thingst  we  cherish  it  for  the  blessings  ,it  bestows.  While 
we  admire  and  venerate  the  Union,  let  us  not  be  under- 
stood as  so  far  enchanted  by  a  name,  as  to  surrender 
everything  toiL  We  love  the  Union,  but  we  love  our 
rights  and  constitutional  freedom  more.  I  shall  attempt 
to  prove,  by  fiur  reasoning  and  fiusti,  that  the  people  of 
South  Carolina  are  bound  to  obey  the  ordinance  which  is 
the  inducement  to  our  present  legislation.  If  I  can  make 
good  this  position,  it  will  follow  that  any  act  of  Congress 
which  shall  control  such  obedience  is  unauthorized,  and 
mtist  find  its  support  in  the  power  to  act,  and  not  in  the 
right  to  do  so.  In  advance,  I  protest  against  the  doctrine 
that  the  States  never  were  sovereign.  South  Carolina  was 
sovereign  before  lbe4th  ofjuly,  1776)  heraeparate  charac- 
ter was  never  merg^ed  by  Uie  Declaration  of  Indepen- 
dence, nor  by  the  articles  of  confederation.  The  old  ar- 
ticles of  confederation  were  conceauons  by  the  States  of 
certain  powers  in  derogation  of  their  sovereignty,  but  not 
subversive  thereof)  they  retained'  every  power  not  dele- 
gated, and  some  of  the  powers  conceded  were  as  purely 
sovereign  as  any  in  the  present  constitution)  the  nght  to 
enforce  the  powers  conceded  was  as  ample  and  conclu-, 
sive.  The  Union  was  declared  to  be  perpetual  by  the  old 
confederation;  when  the  proposition  was  made  to  adopt 
the  present  constitution,  all  were  free  to  adopt  or  reject 
it.  The  first  revenue  law  rcco|rniBed  North  Carolina  and 
Rhode  lalatid  as  out  of  the  Union;  they  were  adherents' 
to  the  confederation.  The  other  eleven  Stales  seceded 
from  The. then  Union,  and  had  no  right  to  declare  war 
agunst  North  Carolina  and  Rhode  Island,  to  compel  them 
to  come  into  the  present  Union:  they  mMit  have  remain- 
ed out  of  the  Union  up  to  this  time.  Their  rights  were 
the  same  then  aa  all  others,  and  all  othera  the  same  as 
theirs;  they  were  all  independent  SUtes,  free  tocbirie  in 
or  not. 

South  Carolina,  in  her  sovereign  character*  came  into 
the  Union.  If  Uie  States  were  sovereign  when 'they 
adt^ted  the  constitation,  and  did  not,  at  that  time,  intend 
their  own  annihilation,  then  they  certainly  can  maintain 
the  right  to  protect  themselves  against  annihilation.  Ev- 
ery superior  court  exercises  the  power  of  lelf-protecUon. 
It  Is  impossible  to  conceive  of  sovereign  power  dtreited 
Vol..  IX— 28. 


of  the  right  of  self-protection.  To  recognise  such  a  prin- 
ciple is  political  suicide.  The  intention  to  surrender  this 
vital  principle  cannot  be  presumed.  It  must  be  express. 
No  inference  from  doubtful  premises  will  autheriie  the 
assumption  that  a  sovereign  meant,  by  ptrtingwith  a  por- 
tion of  power,  to  aurrender  all.  A  contract  which  would 
deprive  a  freeman  of  his  liberty,  to  make  him  a  slave,  must 
not  depend  on  implication.  No  man  ou^t  to  be  con- 
strued out  of  his  life;  no  sovereign  ought  to  be  supposed, 
intentionally,  so  blind  and  reckless,  as  to  stipulate  for  his 
Own  disfi^nchisement,  unless  upon  the  most  explicit 
terms.  There  was  no  motive  to  destroy  the  Stales  as 
sovereign  communities  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution.  The  terms  used  will  not  warrant  such  a 
construction;  and,  out  of  abundant  caution,  the  rights  not 
delegated  were  reserved  expressly.  If  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  opposite  theory,  the  one  which  supports  this  bill, 
does  not  regard  the  States  as  having  any  rights  whatever; 
that  there  is  not  a  vestige  of  power  that  they  can  call 
their  own,  or  assert  aa  their  own,  but  which  this  Govern- 
ment may  supersede  by  force,  that  theory  cannot  be  ri^t. 
What  right  can  a  State  haye  which  she  may  lawfiiUy  re- 
fuse to  surrqjider  >  Not  one.  There  is  not  a  principle  of 
municipal  or  criminal  law,  but  what  Congress  may  i^pe^l* 
and  enforce  by  the  sword.  They  may  pan  laws -of  pri- 
mc^niture,  to  foster  manuiactunng  aKs  and  civilization. 
They  may  foster  capital,  and  make  it  accumulate  in  the 
eldest  son,  to  promote  the  general  welfare;  and,  when  this 
is  done,  the  federal  judges  will  have  juria^ction  ,of  such 
cases,  and  will  surely  support  the  law .  The  whole  criminal 
code  can  be  made  tributary  to  the  clause  that  ^'excessive 
bail  shall  not  be  required,  nor  excessive  fines  imposed,  nor 
cruel  and  unjust  punislunent  inflicted."  It  m«r  be  urged  in 
vain:  tills  restriction  applies  akme  to  the  Federal  Gorem- 
ment.  ' 

We  have  heard  the  Senator  from  Pennsyhwua'  de- 
nounce South  Carolina  for  not  conceding  a  fair  trial  under 
the  «xth  amendment,  which, was  intended,  when  adopted, 
to  apply  only  as  a  restraint  upon  the  Federal  Government. 
Under  the  .clause  authorizing'  naturalization,  Congreas 
may  declare  no  American  citizpn  shall  lose  his  life  under 
State  taws,  or  be  deprived  of  the  rights  of  a  citizen  by 
decapitation;  and  the  armed  force  of  the  nation  be  put  at 
the  power  of  the  President  to  enforce  the  rig^t  of  citi- 
zenuiip  against  the  criminal  power  of  the  State.  Every 
culprit  may  appeal  to  the  federal  courts,  and  the  whole 
criminal  justice  of  the  country  be  superseded.  Take  a 
clause  in  the  bill  under  consideration  as  a  «aniple, 

"Sec. 3.  Upon  auggcstion  and  affidavit  of  a  rogue  or 
villain,  that  he  is  prosecuted  for  something  done  under  law 
of  Congress,  thi%  ipso  faebh  ia  to'  transfer  the  case  firom 
the  State  court  to  the  federal  court." 

It  most  be  for  something  done  in  furtherance  of  the 
revenue  law;  but  who  is  to  decide  whether  it  is  a  flagrant 
highway  robbery,  or  the  innocent  execution  of  the  reve- 
nue laws;  that  it  is  to  be  transferred  by  the  defend- 
ant, the  culprit,  upon  his  own  construction  of  his 
own  rights?  He  has  the  absolute  right  to  decide  the 
character  of  the  charge^  and,  upon  his  oath,  stained 
with  peijury,  warped  by  prejudice,  or  bottomed  in 
ignorance,  he  is  transmuted  into  the  federal  court. 
If  he  be  really  guilty  of  misdemeanor  against  a  State 
law,  or  has  committed  a  capital  crime,  apd  sees  the 
approach  of  bis  punishment,  his  guilt  apparent,  or  the 
proof  ready  forthwith  to  jsubject  him  to  the  retributive 
justice  of  the  violated  laws  of  a  State — without  the  slight- 
est foundation  for  the  truth,  the  State  judge  must,  if  the 
guilty  person  makes  the  affidant,  tranmr  him  to  the  fed- 
eral court  or  federal  jul.  When  he  is  brought  for  trial  in' 
the  federal  court,  it  may  ajppear  on  the  trial  that  the  colirt 
has  not  the  pretence  of  jurisdiction,  and  thereupon  the 

Erisoner  may  be  ^acharged ;  there  is  no  power  to  remand 
im  to  the  Sttteeourt.   By  thiapi^uua  crii|dnRl  laay  es- 
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cftpe  1)18  punishment  and  the  State  courts  and  the  State 
autbortl^  trampled  oa  by  the  lawless  felon.  The  right  to 
transfer  is  preceded  by  no  examination;  the  prisoner  is  to 
be  J  udge  in  his  own  cause,  and  would  be  blind  to  his  own 
prospect  of  escape,  if  he  did  not  swear  roundly  where  he 
was  clearly  guilty,  in  order  to  get  out  of  the  clutches  of 
the  law. 

Thus  it  appears  that  the  States  may  not  only  lose  all 
power  to  punish  offenders  anunst  their  laws  purely  local, 
but  that  it  b  jpropoaed  actually  to  enact  such  a  provision. 
The  Senator  n-om  Delaware,  to  whom  I  always  listen  with 
pleasure — to  none'more  so — in  his  argument  against  the 
rights  of  the  States,  pu^s  an  extreme  case.  He  says:  Sup- 
pose 10,000  foreigners  to  become  naturalized,  and  to  lo- 
cate themselrea  in  Delawaret  they  would  be  equal  to  the 
prewnt  number  of  votes  In  tiiat  State;  they  might  nullify 
•  law  of  Congress;  and  that  this  vpuld  be  an  efficient 
means  in  the  Bands  of  foreigners  to  subvert  our  Govern- 
ment.   Sir,  I  admit  this  is  an  extreme  case,  and  a  violent 
supposition;  but  I  will  meet  it}  1  will  never  be  driven  from 
a  ^neral  rule  laid  down  by  me,  by  an.  extreme  case;  a 
principle,  to  be  worth  any  thing,  should  be  able  to  resist  all 
extreme  cases.    Although  the  Senator  has  thought  prop- 
er to  disparage  State  rights  in  the  person  of  Delaware,  so 
ab^  represented  by  him  an  thia  floor,  I  will  not  follow 
his  example.   I  hare  known  a  ^ud^  refuse  to  lefcounsel 
suppose  him  capable  of  committing  a  fraud.  -^I  consider 
it  somewhat  a  (^courteous  supposition,  that  a  concentra- 
tion of  foreigners  in  the  State  of  Delaware  mi^ht  be  the 
means  of  introducing  foreign  infiuence,  and  injury  to  the 
operations  of  our  Government,    liy  reply  to  this  case  is, 
that  if  ten  thousand  foreignen  are  naturalized  in  the  Unit- 
ed States,  and  settle  in  Delaware,  they  will  be  iutizens  of 
that  State.   If,  by  their  votes,  a  law  of  Congress  is  ar- 
Mated,  no  nutter  from  what  motive,  you  must  apply  the 
ultimate  reforming  power,  as  was  done  when  Burr  ran  for 
President  against  Jefferson,  and.Chishotm  sued  the  State 
of  Georgia.  Because  the  State  of  Delaware,  from  her  num- 
bers, may  not  be  able  to  resist  ttie  force  of  numbers 
thrown  upon  her  under  the  laws  and  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  it  is  no  good  reason  to  arg^e  dther  Dela- 
vire  or  any  other  State  out  of  her  reserved  sovereign 
powers  and  rights. 

If  Congress  were  to  levy  an  export  duty,  (if  they  can 
lay  a  general  embargo,  they  can  levy  an  export  duty  by 
the  same  reasoning — the  greater  power  includes  the  mi- 
nor,) in  that  event,  ought  not  Delaware  to  disregard  it,  or 
ftny  odier  State?  Ana  yet  any  legislative  declaration,  sus- 
twning  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  may  be  met  with  miUlary 
power.  Instea4  of  the  Stateabeing  sovereign,  the  oppo- 
Hteugument  makes  them  slaves.  The  definition  of  a  slave 
it  one  who  holds  his  rights  at  the  pleasure  of  another;  the 
States  hold  their  rights  at  the  will  of  Congressj  ergo,  the 
States  are  slaves.  Where  two  persons  cUim  land  under 
different  grants,  tlie  correct  rule  is  to  locate  in  favor  of 
the  elder  grant.  In  doubtful  cases^^  begin  at  the  old  well 
known  comer,  which  is,  the  States  were  sovereign  and 


in  the  world,  nor  et|l}er  of  the  four  quarters  thereof,  but 
in  the  verr  people  who  were  then  organizing  a  Gorenw 
ment  for  memselres — tiie  people  of  South  Carolina. 

It  does  not  appertain  to  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina  to 
deny  the  authority  of  his  Govemment,  thus  instituted. 

The  people  of  South  Carolina  have  the  supreme  power, 
so  far  as  to  govern  themselves.  They  divestedlhemselves 
of  this  power,  except  when  they  should  be  called  toge- 
ther by  two-thirds  <n  both  branches  of  the  Xegislature. 
"No  convention  of  the  people  shall  be  called,  only  by 
the  concurrence  of  two^hirds  of  both  branches  of  the 
whole  represraitation ."  Having  established  the  principle 
that  all  power  was  in  them,  th^  put  their  Goversment  in 
motion,  and  limited  their  own  power  by  a  check  that  they 
would  not  resume  it,  pxcept  by  two-thirds  of  the  repre- 
sentation consenting  thereto.  When,  therefore,  two-thirds 
agree  that  the  power  shall  be  resumed,  whidi  is  a  first 
principle  in  their  Government,  the  GoTCroDient  then  be- 
comes a  pure  democracy. 

Mr.  HOLMES  here  inquired  when  thtf  constitutibn  of 
South  Carolina  was  adopted;  whether  it  was  notwibte- 
quent  to  the  federal  constitution? 

Mr.  MILLER  answered,  in  1790,  subsequent  to  the 
federal  constitution.  Mr.  M.  said,  he  did  not  cooMder  the 
Senatw  firom  Maine  could  make  much  out  oF  the  time* 
aince  he  contended  that  one  convention  was  equal  to  ano- 
ther. A  convention  had  adopted  the  federal  constitution; 
a  convention  of  the  same  people,  -after  this,  for  them* 
selves,  at  least,  could  say  that  all  power  lies  with  them- 
selves, for  their  own  government.  Subsequent  lawsab- 
rog»te  prior  laws,  if  they  conflict.  One  Congress  caanot 
prevent  a  subsequent  one  from  repealing  a  law;  nor  can 
one  convention  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina  have 
more  power  than  another.  Things  that  are  e^ual  cannot 
bind  one  another.  A  people  that  are  sovereiga  to-dsy* 
must,  when  assembled  ngfatfiilly,  be  sovereign  to-morrow : 
the  last  act  of  the  sovereign  power  must  govern  those 
who  are  subject  to  it. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Ur.  Dallas]  has  ob- 
jected that  the  acts  of  the  Ute  convention  in  South  Caro- 
lina were  not  submitted  to  the  people.  Tbaa  objection 
proceeds  upon  a  capital  error  as  to  the  nature  of  m  con- 
vention j  they  were  the  people  themselves,  and  their  act  was 
the  act  of  the  people,  without  any  further  confirmation. 

The  constitution  of  the  United  States  was  adopted  by  a 
similar  convention,  and  never  brought  befoce  the  people. 
The  meaning  of  a  convention  was  an  assembly  oi  every 
person  having  any  political  rights  in  the  State,  and  the 
majority  of  the  people  to  govern. 

What  would  the  Sumter^  Ptnckneyi^  and  Taylon 
have  thought,  if,  by  the  assertion  in  our  State  constitutioii, 
that  all  "  power  is  in  the  people,*'  the  basis  of  the  acta 
of  the  late  convention,  the  Federal  Executive  had  there- 
upon issued  his  proclamation,  commanding  them  to  re- 
assemble and  snatch  this  heresy,  this  disorganizing  edict, 
from  their  archives.  Sir,  they  would  have  placed  their 
hands  on  their  swords,  and,  Tike  the  sturdy  bsrons  of  old. 


allow  to  each  patty  within  their  grants  what  the  compact 
g^vea,  and  to  the  Btatea  the  benefit  of  the  above  rule.  In 
politics,  you  may  a&  well  dispute  the  proposition,  that  in 
the  beginning  the  States  were  sovereign,  as  in  religion,  to 
dispute  that  in  the  be^nning  the  '*  word  was  God."  He 
who  does  ettiier  is  an  infidel  to  theftue  Guth  ofourcimsti- 
tution  and  religion,  and  I  will  waste  no  words  with  him,  but 
prefaced  from  premises  adtnittedto  conclusions  denied. 

After  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution  in  a  con- 
vention of  the  people.  South  Carolina  made  her  own,  in 
which  there  is  this,  article:  **All  power  is  originally 
vetted  in  the  people,  and  all  free  Governments  are  found- 
ed on  their  authority,  and  are  instituted  for  their  peace, 
•afety,  and  happiness."  Now,  it  may  be  asked,  what 
*<  pcopU"  is  meant  in  tUs  article  I  Surely,  not  the  people 


independent  when  they  iqade  the  constitution,  and  fairly  implied,  we  are  unwilling  that  our  constitution  shall  be 


changed,  if  the  position  be  correct,  "  that  the  aggres- 
sion may  be  regarded  as  committed  when  it  is  officially  au- 
thorized, and  the  means  of  enforcing  fully  provided,"  tlien 
the  aggression  now  complained  of  was  committed  when 
this  clause  was  introduced  into  the  State  constitution  t  since 
that  has  given  the  power  to  do  what  has  been  done,  and 
also  the  power  to  provide  the  means. 

Let  me  ask,  what  is  law?  It  la ft  rule  of  conduct  pre- 
scribed by^the  supreme  authwity,  commanding  what  ia 
right,  and  forbidding  what  is  wrong.  If  the  people  in 
South  Carolina  have  all  the  powers  of  self-government, 
who  shall  interpose?  Upon  what  principle,  human  or 
divine,  can  the  General  Government  punish  a  citizen  of 
South  Carolina,  for  obeying  a  law  emanating  from  the 
supreme  pow«t  In  Uiat  SUtef  This  fundamentel  principto 
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of  civil  liberty  hu  held  a  place  in  our  charter  for  forty- 
two  years,  and  now  we  are  called  upon,  by  force,  to  ez- 
punee  thia  article  from  our  conatitution,  and  substitute, 
**  alfpower  u  in  CotigrcMt  there  bbut  one  God,  who  is  the 
Federal  Govemmenti  there  ia  but  one  prophet,  who  is 
Andrew  Jackson." 

For  the  present,  I  shall  aamme  Uiat  the  article  is  still 
retitined,  and  fhnn  it  deduce  the  right  to  comtrae  the 
constitution  of  the  United  Statest  to  which  they  became 
a  party. 

Sir,  the  whole  of  the  present  bin  under  connderation 
HMiinea  that  the  people  of  South  Carolina  are  bound  by 
the  ordinance  and  the  laws.  If  the  people  of  Souut 
Carolina  are  bound  to  obey  the  ordinance,  it  follows,  as 
a  just  consequence,  that  any  effort,  by  force,  in  that  State, 
to  compel  the  people  to  disobey  their  own  laws,  ia  war — 
regular,  legitimate  war.  War  ta  the  aasertion  of  a  right, 
by  force,  of  one  nation  agrfnst  another  nation.  I  deny 
that  the  United  States  can  conatitutioiially  carry  on  war 
•gwnst  a  State.  If  a  State  violatea  the  constitution,  you 
inust  correct  the  error  by  the  Supreme  Cour^  or  by  a 
cenTention  of  the  States.'  It  is  a  Mrbaroua  and  tyranni- 
cal assumption,  that  this  Government  can,  1^  fiwce,  over- 
turn State  legislation. 

Our  Gh>vernment  beinff  an  imperium  in  imperio,  noAer 
power  can,  by  force,  resist  the  other  power. 

I  shall  now  proceed  to  conKler  the  ordnance. 

AMuMigh  I  have  diown  that  the  people  of  South  Caro- 
fina  having',  in  Uieir  aoverei^  character,  put  their  con- 
struction on  their  rig^ita,  which  atopaall  further  consider- 
ation, except  of  an  unconstitutional  or  belligerent  nature, 
I  will  proceed  to  consider  this  question  as  aubfirdinate  to 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  first  section  declares  the  tariiT  laws  null  and  void. 
The  St^  has  the  rirht,  consistent  with  the  constitution, 
to  make  Aii  declaration.  It  is  the  mere  recital  of  a  truth  j 
only  declarins  what  was  originally  so.  But  U  ia  argued 
that  the  tari^is  conatitutioittl.  If  so,  we  are  not  now  to 
decide  that  question;  thst  is  fiv  another  forum.  We  are 
not  to  expound  and  enforce  our  own  law. 

Is  the  tariff*  constitutional?  Ttiis  question  must  be  de- 
ctded  in  the  affirmative,  before  you  can  enforce  its  provi- 
•1011%  or  impugn  ita  ordinuce.  The  power  to  protect 
domeatie  mano&cturea  b  not  to  be  fouiHl  in  terms  in  the 
constitution.  If  it  b  to  be  found  at  all,  it  must  be  among 
the  inctdentid  powers.  Thus,  under  the  taxing' power, 
the  right  to  protect  is  set  up.  But  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
C^reat  body  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina,  that  the  right 
to  tax  for  revenue  does  not  extend  the  right  to  tax  for 
protection.  It  is  sud  by  the  Freudent,  that,  as  the 
power  to  tax  is  in  Congress,  they  can  tax  to  any  extent, 
witibnut  the  right,  on  the  part  of  any  one,  to  question  the 
motivet  this  I  deny,  as  a  correct  principle  of  constitutionid 
construction.  The  people  have  the  nght  to  examine  the 
motive.  A  limited  power  to  tax  can  only  be  properly 
rectrained  by  looking  at  the  motive.  Congress  have  the 
power  to  fix  their  own  compensation  t  they  may,  under 
the  taxing  power,  levy  a  tax  on  the  people,  intending  to 
distribute  toe  same  among  themselveat  this  could  only  be 
prevented  b^  the  people  refusing  to  pay  it,  if  the  tax  u 
laid  with  an  imfvoper  motive.  The  true  way  to  tert  thn 
tax  b  to  aaaiyxe  the  law,  and  then  determine  whether  it 
is  competent  to  levy  a  tax,  to  give  the  benefit  thereof  to 
the  inanufiu:turers.  We  have  the  treasuir  estimate  of  an 
extra  amount  of  taxation,  equal  to  six  miHions;  take  thia 
mim,  and  then  inquire,  can  Congress  levy  that  amount, 
and  give  the  same  to  the  manu^turers?  This  rig^t  to 
JevyatuEfor  proteetioo  is  by  some  referred  to  the  power 
to  regulate  commerce.  By  looldiv  into  tlw  proceedings 
preliminary  to  the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Government, 
to  bo  found  in  the  first  volume  of  the  laws  <tf  Congreas,  it 
wU  be  there  aeen  that  this  power  was  detired  only  to 
prrteet  the  OKTigitiag  intereit]  the  object  b^atg-  clearly 


to  invigorate  and  encourage  commerce,  not  to  cripple  and 
destrojr  it.  I  will  not  dwell  on  this  subject.  I  delivered 
my  opinions  at  length  in  the  debate  on  tiie  passage  of  the 
last  tariff*.  This  subject  hai  undergone  a  moat  thorou^ 
investigation,  and  the  umted  roice  m  the  planting  State* 
pronounoed  the  principle  of  protection  unconstitutional. 
ThU  is  no  new  doctrine,  for  the  first  time  broached  by 
the  convention  of  South  Carolina.  Ithasbeenpronounced 
from  Virginia  to  MisaisBippi  for  the  last  eight  years.  But 
it  has  been  aeged  that  tiie  revenue  u  repeUed,  as  wdl 
as  the  protection  i  and,  therefore,  the  ordinance  is  uneon- 
stitotional.  ~  . 

Sir,  let  us  examine  a  little  the  validity  of  thU  objection 
to  the  ordinance.  If  it  be  partly  contanunated,  the  whole  * 
is  void.  The  fraudulent  execution  of  an  invalid  power 
makea  the  deed  null.  A  dollar,  part  rilver,  part  pewter, 
is  a  counterfeit.  Where  a  wrong-doer  mixea  his  goods 
with  those  of  another,  if  there  u  no  way  to  ascertain  how 
much  belongs  to  each,  he  who  produces  the  difficulty 
must  lose  wut  beloiwi  to  him.  Who  could  expect  to  be 
Hud  for  sugar  sold,  if  half  were  sand'  It  b  the  ftnlt 
him  who  practises  the  fraud,  if  he  loses  that  which  might 
have  been  valuable. 

The  third  section  declares,  that  appeab  shall  not  be 
taken  from  the  State  court  Th*is  ccmtraTenei  Ihe  95Ul 
section  of  the  judiciary  act,  it  is  sud. 

It  is  well  known  that  the  ri^t  to  take  a  case  fi«m  the 
State  court,  by  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  has  been 
contested  in  every  form,  ever  «nce  the  enactment  of  thb 
law. 

The  judicial  power  of  the  TTnited  SUtes  shall  be 
vested  in  one  Supreme  Court,  and  in  such  inferior  courts 
as  the  Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordun  and  estab- 
lish. The  judges,  both  of  the  supreme  and  inferior 
courts,  shall  hold  Uieir  ofBces  during  good  behavior,  and 
shall,  at  stated  tima^  reoMve  fiw  their  senneea  a  compen- 
sation, which  shall  not  be  ^miiUsbed  during  their  ccmUn. 
Uance  in  office." 

Uy  th*is  clause  in  the  constitotion,  it  is  declared  that 
the  judicial  power  of  the  United  States  shall  be  vested  in 
one  Supreme  Court,  and  ia  such  infisrior  eourti  u  the 
Coogresfc  may  from  time  to  time  ordun. 

The  whf^  of  the  ju^cial  power  b  thus  Tested  in  the 
United  suites  court  By  what  authority  can  any  power 
be  tranuerred  by  Congress  to  the  State  courts?  lliere 
is  no  such  pdwer.  *'  The  judicial  power  shall  extend  to 
all  cases  in  law  and  equity  arising  under  tbu  constitution, 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the  treaties  made,  or 
which  shall  be  made,  under  their  authority)  to  alt  cases 
affecting  lumbassadors,  other  public  ministers,  and  con- 
suls) to  all  cases  of  admiralty  and  maritime  juriadictiont 
to  controversies  to  wluch  the  United  States  shall  be  a 
partyt  to  controversies  between  two  or  more  Stateii  be- 
tween citizens  of  different  Statesj  between  atizens  of  the 
same  State  claiming  lands  under  granta  of  diff'erent  States; 
and  between  a  State,  or  the  eitizena  thereof,  and  foreign 
States,  citizens,  or  subjects-." 

Having  provided  for  the  courta  In  the  first  clause,  they 
have,  in  this  one,  provided  fur  the  jurisdiction,  which  is 
limited  to  all  eases  in  law  and  equity  arising  under  the 
constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States.  *<  Extend  to*" 
means,  reach  to,  cover.  These  wordido  not  give  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction.  . 

Judicial  power  is  a  generic  term,  including  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  the  inferior  courU  of  the  United  States. 

A  State  court  is  not  an  inferior  conrt  of  the  United 
States,  and  tiwrefore  no  appeal  can  foiriy  be  predicated 
on  the  proeeedinn  of  the  State  courts. 

There  u  a  subwquent  clause  which  provides  that  the 
State  courta  shall  be  bound  by  the  constitution,  and  the 
laws  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  to  treaties)  thu  was 
the  only  check  wluch  wu  intended  to  secure  the  ririito 
|or  persons  tmder  the  oonititution,  Iftwti  and  treaties. 
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There  is  no  more  ground  to  suppoM  State  courts  could 
not  be  trusted  to  execute  luch  cases  as  nugbt  be  brought 
in  Stale  courts^  where  rights  were  secured  under  the 
Federal  Goremment,  than  the  Governors. 

Where  fugitives  may  be  demanded,  the  United  States 
cannot  control  thia  officeri  he-ntay  demand,  or  not;  so  the 
State  officers  must  swear  to  support  the  constitution  of  the 
United  Statesi  if.  they  do  not,  there  is  no  way  for  this 
Government  to  compel  them,  unless  by  a  resort  to  force, 
which  was  not  intended. 

f  lliePrendent  relies  on  this  clause:  ''Thisconstltution, 
and  the  h«s  of  the  United  States  which  shall  be  made  in 
pursultnce  thereof,  and  alt  treaties  made,  or  which  shall 
be  made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land;  and  the  judges  in  every 
State  shall  be  bound  thereby,  any  tbing  in  the  constitution 
or  laws  of  any  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding," 
to  prove  the  Slate,  courts  bound  to  sustain  the  United 
States  laws.  This  is  not  4jSnied;  but  not  whetf  those  laws 
are  in  violation  of  theeonstitutionisnd  it  was  not  intended 
that  the  State  judges  should  have  their  decisions  ques- 
tioned any  n^re  by  federal  judges,  than  federal  judges 
should  have  their  opiiuons  questioned  by  State  judges; 
both  were  to  be  final  in  their  sphere.  State  courts  are  of 
genenl  jurisdiction,  nothing  presumed  out  of  tbeir  juris- 
dicdtni;  federal  courts  linuted.  Every  thing  must  he 
proven  to  give  jurisdiction.  Upmi  general  principles, 
there  would  be  more  propriety  in  the  State  courts  revers- 
ing the  federal  decinons,  than  the  converse,  because  all 
courts  of  limited  jurisdiction  may  be  kept  within  thdir  pro- 
vince by  courts  of  general  jurisdiction. 

The  Freudent,  in  bis  proclamation,  ssys,  the  laws,  con- 
stitution, and  treaties,  are  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
This  is  not  a  correct  view  of  the  orautitution.  The  Pre- 
sident seems  to  eon^der  a  law  above  the  constitution,  and 
the  treaties  subjei^t  to  it;  now,  I  undersbuid  it  to  be  ex- 
actly lUfferent.  The  treaties  are  not  required  to  be  made 
in  pursuance  of  the  constitution,  but  the  laws  are^ 

A  treaty  may  become  necessary,  impairing,  in  some 
instance,  the  constitution;  and  it  is  incident  to  the  war 
power.  The  treaty-making  power  may  fiurly  be  con- 
sidered as  an  independent  substantive  one,  involving  the 
highest  political  rights;  and,  when '  fluictioned  by  two- 
tliirds  of  the  Senate,  bindingoi  the  conttituted  authorities 
of  the  United  States  and  the  States.  And  here  I  will  re- 
mark, there  seems  no  ground  to  suppose  that  the  terms 
"law  of  the  land,"  mean  any  thing  more  than  that  the 
constitution,  and  laws  of  the  United  States  made  in  pur- 
suance thereof,  and  treaties,  are,  by  this  clause,  made  the 
kw  of  the  land  of  the  Sutes,  not  trf*  the  Ututed  States; 
they  have  no  land  but  tiie  public  land;  the  kx  teme  re- 
ferred to  here  is  the  local  law;  and  the  federal  laws  are 
made  a  part  of  the  local  law,  and  to  be  locally  adminis- 
tered. So  much  for  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  who  seeks  ,to  enlarge  the  powers  of  the 
United  States  b_y  this  clause. 

Luther  Martin  has  been  referred  to,  on  the  other  side, 
as  authority.  In  his  report  of  what  was  done  in  the  con- 
vention, to  the  Maryland  LegUatnre,  he  says,  the  cm- 
venUon  expressly  refused  to  trust  the  State  courts  to  be 
the  agents  of  the  United  States  so  Ikr  u  to  try  cases  in 
the  first  instance;  and  confirms  preosely  my  construction 
of  the  judicial  clauses.  * 

I  will  read  a  part  Madison^s  report  on  this  subject, 
which  I  shall  consider  a  part  of  my  argument. 

■*  The  resolution  having  taken  this  view  of  the  federal 
compact,  proceeds  to  infer,  '  that,  in  case  of  a  deliberate, 
palpable,  and  dangerous  exercise  of  otber  powers,  not 

E anted  by  the  aaiu  compact,  the  Slater  who  are  ]Mrties 
ereto,  have  tlie  right,  and  are  in  du^  bound,  to  inter- 
pose for  aireiting  the  progress  of  the  eril,  and  fiff  main- 

*  See  bis  o^nion,  33d  pi^,  in  ElUott's  Debates. 


taining,  within  tlteir  respective  limits,  the  authfwitie^ 
rights,  and  liberties  appertaining  to  them.' 

"  It  appears  to  your  committee  to  be  a  plain  prinmple, 
founded  m  common  sense,  illustrated  by  common  prac- 
tice, and  essMttial  to  the  nature  of  compacts,  that,  where 
resort  can  be  had  to  no  tribunal  superior  to  the  authority 
of  the  parties,  the  parties  themselves  must  be  the  rightful 
judges  in  the  last  resort,  whether  the  bargain  made  has 
been  pursued  or  violated.  The  constitution  of  the  United 
States  was  formed  by  the  sanction  of  the  States,  given  by 
each  in  its  sovereign  capacity.  It  adds  to  the  staoilily  and 
dignity,  as  well  as  to  the  auUiority  ofthe  constitution,  that 
it  rests  on  this  le^timate  and  soUd  foundation.  The 
States,  then,  being  the  parties  to  (be  constitutional  com- 
pact, and  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  it  foHows^  of  neces- 
sity, that  there  can  be  no  tribunal  above  thrir  authority, 
to  decide,  in  the  last  resort,  whether  the  compact  made 
by  them  be  Ti<datedi  and,  consequently^  that,  as  the  par- 
ties to  it,  they  must  themselves  dedde,  in  the  last  resort, 
such  questions  as  ma^  be  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  re- 
quire their  interposition. 

"It  does  not  follow,  however,  because  the  States 
as  sovereign  parties  to  their  constitutional  compact,  must 
ultimately  decide  whether  it  baa  been  vitdaCed,  that  such 
a  deciwon  ouf^t  to  be  interposed,  nther  in  a  hasfy  Ban- 
ner, or  on  doubtfid  and  inferitw  occsttons.  Even  m  Ibe 
case  of  ordinary  conventions  between  different  nations,  . 
where,  by  the  strict  rule  of  interpretation,  a  breach  of  a 
part  may  be  deemed  a  breach  of  the  whole,  every  part 
being  deemed  a  condition  of  every  other  part,  and  of  the 
whole,  it  is  always  laid  down  that  tiie  breach  must  be  both 
wilful  and  material,  to  justify  an  application'of  tbe.role. 
But,  in  the  case  of  an  intimate  and  constitutional  uaiosi, 
like  that  of  the  United  States,  it  is  evident  that  the  inter- 
position of  the  parties.  In  thdr  sovereign  capaci^,  can  be 
called  for  by  occanons  only  deeply  and  easentidly  affect* 
ing  the  vital  principles  of  their  pcwtical  system. 

"  The  resolution  has  accordingly  guarded  agunst  anj 
misapprehennon  of  its  object,  by  expressly  requiring  for* 
such  an  interpontion  '  the  case  of  i  a  deliberate,  palpable, 
and  dangerous  breach  of  the  constitution,  by  the  exercise 
of  powers  not  granted  by  it.'  It  must  be  a  case,  not  of  a 
light  and  transient  nature,  but  of  a  nature  dai^erous  to 
the  great  purposes  for  which  the  eonstitutioa  was  estab- 
lished. It  must  be  a  esse,  moreover,  not  obscure  or 
doubtful  in  its  construction,  but  plain  and  palpable. 
Lastiy,  it  must  be  a  case  not  resulting  from  a  partial  coo- 
sideration,  or  hasty  determination,  but  a  case  stamped 
with  a  final  conuderation  and  deliberate  adherence.  It 
is  not  necessary,  because  the  resolution  does  not  require 
that  the  question  riiould  be  discussed  how  fkr  the  exer^ 
dse  of  any  particular  power,  ungranted  by  tiie  cmiatitu- 
tion,  would  justify  the  interposition  of  the  parties  to  it. 
As  cases  might  eawly  be  stated,  which  none  would  con- 
tend ought  to  fall  within  that  description — cases,  on  the 
other  hand,  might  with  equal  ease  be  stated,  so  flagrant 
and  so  fatal,  as  to  unite  every  opinion  in  placing  then 
within  the  description. 

"  But  the  resolution  has  done  more  than  guard  a||tinst 
misconstruction,  by  express^  referring  to  cases  of  a  de- 
liberate, palpable,  and  dangerous  nature.  It  spedfies 
the  object  of  the  interporition  which  it  contemplate^  to 
be  solely  that  of  arresting  the  progress  of  the  evil  usur- 
pation, and  of  maintaining  the  authorities,  rights,  and 
liberties  appertaining  to  the  States,  ss  parties  to  the  con- 
stitution . 

"But  it  isobjected,  tiiat  the  judicial  authority  isto  be 
regarded  as  the  sole  ezporitmr  of  the  eonstitutimi,  in  the 
last  rescvt)  and  it  may  be  asked,  for  what  reason  the  de> 
deration  of  the  General  Assembly,  supporing  It  to  be  the* 
oretically  true,  cwld  be  required  at  ue  present  day,  ahd 
in  so  solemn  a  Uianner' 

(■  Od  this  objection,  it  might  be  observed,  fin^  that 
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there  may  be  iiwtknees  of  umrped  power,- «hidi  the 
forma  of  the  coiwtitation  would  never  drsw  wHhin  the 
control  of  the  Judicml  depKrtment;  Mcoodlj,  that  If  the 
deciaon  of  the  judictal  be  raised  abore  the  suthoritr  of 
Uie  aoTereign  parties  of  the  constitution,  the  decisions  of 
the  otber  ^pertments,'  not  carried  by  the  fotm  of  the 
conatitation  before  the  Judiciarjr,  must  be  eqnaUy  enthor- 
itatire  and  final  with  the  dedaona  of  that  department 
But  the  proper  answer  to  the  objection  is,  that  the  reso- 
lution of  the  General  Astembly  relates  to  those  great  and 
extraordinary  cases,  in  which  all  the  forms  of  the  consti- 
tution raay  prove  ineffectual  agunst  infractions  dangerous 
to  the  essential  right  of  the  parties  to  it.  The  resolution 
•upposes  that  dangerous  powers,  not  delegated,  may  not 
oiuy  be  usurped  and  executed  by  tbe  other  departmrats, 
but  that  the  judicial  department,  also,  may  exenwe  or 
nnetion  dangerous  powers  beyond  the  grant  of  the  con- 
stitution {  an^  crasequently,  that  the  ultimate  ri^t  of 
the  parties  to  the  constitution  to  judge  whether  the  com- 
pact has  been  dangerously  Tiolaled,  must  extend  to  viola- 
tiona  by  one  delegated  authority,  as  well  as  by  anotherj 
the  Judiciary  as  well  as  by  the  Executive,  or  .the  Le- 
giilatore. 

''Howerer  tru^  therefore,  it  may  be,  that  tbe  ju^ial 
department  is,  inidl  questions  submitted  to  it  by  the  forms 
of  tiie  constitution,  to  decide  in  the  last  resort,  this  resort 
must  necessarily  be  deemed  the  last  in  relation  to  the  au- 
thorities of  tbe  other  departments  of  the  Government; 
not  in  relation  to  the  rights  of  the  parties  to  the  constttu- 
tiottal  compact,  from  which  the  judicial,  as  well  as  the 
ottier  departments,  hold  their  defeated  trusts.  On  any 
other  hypotbens,  the  delegation  of  ju^eial  power  would 
umd  the  Mittunitv  delegating  it(  and  the  concorreDce  of 
tfus  department  with  the  otiiera  in  usurped  powers,  might 
aubvert  forever,  and  beyond  the  possible  reach  of  any 
xightfiil  remedy,  the  very  constitution  which  all  were  in- 
stituted to  preserve.  . 

**The  truth  declared  in  the  reaolution^eing established, 
the  expediency  of  making  the  decUrstion  at  the  present 
day  tna^  safely  be  left  to  the  temperate  consideration  and 
candid  judgment  (tf  tbeAroeriean  public  IttriUbe  re- 
membered, that  a  frequent  recurrence  to  fundamental 
principles  is  solemnly  enWnfid  by  most  of  the  State  con- 
stitutions, and  particularly  by  our  own,  as  a  necessaty 
safeguard  against  the  danger  of  degeneracy  to  which  re- 
publics are  liable,  aa  well  as  other  Government^  although 
in  a  less  degree  than  others.  And  a  fair  comparison  of  the 
polUiaal  doctrines,  not  unfrequcnt  at  the  present  day, 
with  those  which  characterised  Ae  epoch  of  our  revolu- 
tion, and  wluch  form  the  bans  of  our  republican  constitu- 
tions, win  best  determine  whether  tbe  declaratory  recur- 
rence here  made  to  those  principles  ought  to  he  viewed 
as  unreasonable  and  improper,  or  as  a  vigilant  discharge 
of  an  important  duty.  The  authority  of  constitutions 
over  Governments,  and  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  people 
over  eonstitutioQs,  are  truths  wluch  are  at  all  times  .neces- 
auy  to  be  kept  in  n^idi  and  at  no  time,  perhaps  more 
neccsniy  than  at  prcsenL" 

Mr.  H.  further  read  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Oluo 
Legislature,  in  1S30,  against  tbe  Bonk  of  the  United 
States,  to  prevent  its  establishment  in  that  State. 

"Jieaohed,  by  the  General  Auembly  of  the  State  of  Ohio, 
That  in  respect  to  the  powers  of  the  Governments  of  the 
several  States,  which  compose  the  American  Union,  and 
the  powers  of  tbe  Federal  Government,  this  General  As- 
sembly do  reci^ise  and  approve  tbe  doctrines  asserted 
by  the  I>gidatures  Virginia  and  Kentucky,  in  their 
retohitiona  of  November  and  December,  1798,  and  Janu- 
ary, 1800|  and  do  conrider  that  their  principles  have  been 
recognised  and  adopted  by  a  majority  of  tbe  American 
people." 

Oo  this  aubject,  tiie  report  which  precedes  tiie  resolu- 
tion contains  tbo  following  words: 


The  States  and  the  people  recognised  and  affirmed 
the  doctrine^  of  Kentucky  and  Virpnia,  by  effecting  a 
total  change  in  the  administration  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment. In  the  pardon  of  Calender,  convicted  onder  the 
sedition  law,  an^  in  the  remittance  of  his  fine,  the  new 
administration  unequivocally  recc^niscd  the  deciuon  and 
the  authority  of  tiie  States  and  oS  tbe  people.  Thua  baa 
the  question,  whether  the  federal  courts  are  tiie  sole  ey- 
posttors  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  the 
last  resort,  or  whether  tbe  States,  <*  as  m  all  other  cases 
of  compact  among  parties  having  no  common  judge," 
have  an  equal  ri^t  to  interpret  the  constitution  for  them- 
selves, where  their  sovereign  ri^ts  are  involved,  been 
decided  against  the  pretension  of  the  federal  judges,  by 
the  people  themselves,  the  true  source  of  Intimate 
power." 

Resolutions  ^piinst  tiie  juiis^etion  of  Uk  United  States 
court  in  the  ease  of  the  Bank,  and  all  cases  involvii^  po- 
litical rig^its;  and  agunst  the  powers  of  tbe  Geoetsl  Gov- 
ernment, establishii^f  the  Bank,  in  these  words: 

"Rooked  further.  That  this'Oeneral  Assembly  do  pro* 
test  against  the  doctrines  of  tbe  federal  circuit  court, 
uttin^  in  thu  Stat^  arowcd  and  maintained  in  their  pro> 
ceedmf(s  ^^Qst  ^  officm  of  the  State,  upon  account 
of  their  omdal  act^  aa  being  in  direct  nolation  tbe 
eleventh  amendment  of  the  constitution  of  tiie  United 
Stetes. 

"Bex^oed,  further,  Thatthis  General  Assembly  do  pro- 
test against  the  doctrine  that  the  political  rights  of^ the 
separate  States  that  compose  the  American  Union,  and 
their  power  as  sovereign  States,  may  be  settled  and  deter- 
mined in  the  Supreme  Court  the  United  States,  so  as 
to  conchide  and  bind  them  in  cases  eontrired  between  in- 
dividuals, and  who  are,  no  one  of  them,  parties  direct." 

So  in  his  letter  to  Judge.  Johnson,  in  answer  to  the  ar- 
gument "  that  there  must  be  an  arbiter  somewhere."  Mr. 
Jefferson  says,  *'Truet  but  thisdoes  not  prove  that  it  must 
be  in  either  party.  The  ultimate  arbiter  is  tbe  people, 
assembled  br  their  deputies  in  emrention.  Let  them  de> 
cide  to  whicii  they  mtia  to  pve  an  authority  clumed  by 
two  of  their  agencies." 

And,  agiJn.'  *<  With  respect  to  our  State  and  Federal 
Governments,  (says  Thomas  Jefferson, )  I  do  not  think  their 
relations  are  correetiy  understood  by  foreigners.  They 
suppose  the  former  subordinate  to  the  latter.  This  is  not 
the  case.  They  are  co-ordinate  depsrtments  of  one  rim- 
ple  and  Integral  whole-  But  you  may  ask,  if  the  two  de- 
partments should  dura  each  tbe  same  subject  of  power, 
where  is  tiie  um]»re  to  decide  betweeti  them?  In  cases 
of  littie  urgency  or  importance,  the  prudence  of  both 
parties  willkeep  themalooffromtbequestiaiable^ound) 
but  if  it  can  neither  be  avoided  nor  compromised,  a 
convention  of  the  State  must  be  called  to  ascribe  tbe 
doubtftil  power  to  that  department  which  they  may  think 
best." 

Hear  Mr.  Jefferson's  opinions: 
That  tiie  principle  and  construotton  contended  for  by 
sundry  of  the  State  Legislatures,  that  the  General  Gov- 
ernment is  tbe  exclusive  judge  of  the  extent  of  the  pow- 
ers delegated  to  it,  stop  nothing  short  of  despotism;  since 
the  discretion  tif  those  who  administer  the  Government, 
and  not  the  constitution,  would  be  the  measure  of  their 
powers. 

"  That  the  several  States  who  formed  that  instrument, 
being  sovereign  and  independent,  have  the  unquettion- 
able  right  to  judge  of  its  infraction;  and  that  a  nullifica- 
tion by  tiiose  sovereignties  of  all  unauthorized  acts  done 
under  the  color  of  that  instmment,  is  the  rightful  re* 
medjf." 

Tbe  Senator  from  Delaware  has  gone  into  an  argument 
to  prove  that  Congress  can  control  the  federal  courts,  if, 
by  corruption  or  otherwise,  they  should  decide  against  the 
Federal  Gorsrnmcnt. 
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Mr.  CLAYTON  here  aid,  he  used  itaa  *ivuineiit  in  re- 
ply to  the  Senfttor  from  Kentucky.  He  referred  to  the 
juriadietion  of  the  inferior  courts,  but  did  not  intend  to 
•ay  that  Congren  ihould,  in  any  event,  interpoeie  with  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Mr.MUXERresumed.  He  understood  the  Senator  per- 
fectly, he  Mod,  and  concurred  entirely  in  the  poutum, 
that  Congrea  could,  by  iu  le^slatibn,  make  the  fedeml 
courts  speak  what  tb^y  pleaae.  The  question  is  not, 
what  security  the  Federal  Gorernment  has  against  the 
bias,  the  prejudice,  or  corruption  of  the  federal  courts, 
when  they  incfine  to  State  authority^  but  4rhat  security 
the  States  have  ,a^nst  their  bias  or  corruption^  The 
point  in  debate  is,  where  is  the  conservative  principle  of 
Stat*  rights?  All  admit  the  States  to  have  certain  rights. 
When  we  inquire,  where  is  their  guaran^?  our  adTcrsa- 
lies  tell  us  the  Supreme  Court;  and  yet,  the  Senatw  from 
Delaware  uodertakei  to  prove,  and  does  prove,  that  Con- 
gress can  take  care  of  federal  rights  agunst  the  usurpa- 
tion or  corruption  of  the  federal  courts)  but  he  does  not 
tell  us  who  takes  care  of  State  rights,  when  invaded  by 
thesfe  tribunals.  Those  (^iitlemen  who  talk  about  State 
r^ti,  and  yet  leave  those  rights  at  the  mercy  of  the 
party  having  an  interest  to  invade  them,  remind  ua  of  the 
Indian  pbil«o|dier,  who  supposed  the  globe  retted  on  a 
terrapia;  but  when  asked  what  that  rerted  on,  not  know- 
ing, he  could  not  say. 

The  authorities  adverted  to  show  that  South  Carolina 
is  not  an  inventor  of  the  doctrine  we  now  contend  for; 
on  tbe  contrary,  she  has  followed  in  the  footstepft  of  other 
distinguished  members  of  the  Union,  in  sustaining  the 
true  prindplea  of  the  Jefferson  or  democratic  school.  In 
this  faiA  ne  has  been  aeonstantbeGeverevernnee  1798, 
with  but  occanonal  aberrations,  not  -vai^ng  more,  or 
vibrating  further  from  thia  creed, than  the  magnetic  needle 
from  the  pole. 

How  these  authorities  referred  to  can  be  said  to  ex- 
clude the  construction  put  on  them  by  South  Carolina,  I 
am  at  a  total  loss  to  conceive.  Human  language  imnnot 
be  adapted  more  precisely  to  any  purpose,  than  these  aii- 
thoritiea  to  the  entire  support  of  the  South  Canlina  con- 
itruction.  It  surely  cannot  be  contended  that  the  elaborste 
ailment  of  Hr.  lladison  was,  intended  only  to  establish 
the  right  of  revolution.  The  Virginia  resolutions  of  1798 
and  1799  establish,  as  the  true  theory  of  our  Government 
the  one  indicated  by  Mr.  Jefferson  in  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Cartwright,  and  in  tiie  Kentucky  resolutions.  There  are 
no  two  ways  about  iti  you  cannot  reaolve  this  vexed  ques- 
tion into  any  thing  but  what  we  contend  for,  or  what  the 
old  federahsts  do.  So  far  aa  the  reasoning  of  the  report 
goes,  the  States  have  the  right,  when  they  think  the  com- 
pact violated,  to  put  their  construction  on  the  constitu- 
tion, and  that,  having  done  so,  the  Federal  Government 
must  rightfully  acqmesce  tn  this  construction )  and,  to  avoid 
the  inconvenience,  they  must  call  a  convention  of  all  the 
States,  to  settie  the  question.  *'  The  right  to  firht"  is  a 
codification  ^  international  law,  not  prei^cated  on  the 
reaaonlng  or  theory  recognised  in  the  above  authorities. 
If  the  principles  of  Virginia  in  1809  underwent  an  ob- 
scuration, as  they  have  been  quoted  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  they  have  been  restored  by  the  resolutions 
of  1828i  and,  so  br  asthe  opinions  of  that  State  can  go, 
we  have  her  in  1798  against  henelf  in  1809.  When  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  appeala  to  Virginia  authority, 
let  him  abide  by  the  appeal.  1  cannot  say  alt^^ether 
what  produced  that  impression,  but  the  fact  is,  1  iaways 
have  Cfmndered  the  yean  of  the  embargo  and  non-inter> 
course  covering  what  may  be  called  the  dark  era  of  our 
history.  Hence,  I  do  not  give  much  weight  to  the  Vir- 
ginia sentiments  of  1809,  on  the  subject  oi  the  Supreme 
Court  being  the  proper  arbiter.  She  did  not  express  the 
sentiments  which,  through  a  current  of  years,  at  various 
and  repeated  time%  she  hat  acknowledged  as  her  aettlcd 


conviction,  rizt'that  the  Supreme  Court  is  not  the  arbiter. 
At  that  time,  I  admit,  she  was  found  sleeping  at  her  post, 
and  has  suffered  ber  authority  fairly  to  be  quoted  against 
the  then  opinions  of  Pennsylvania.  Hiving  attempted  to 
prove  the  Supreme  Court  has  no  right  to  notice  the  tribu- 
nals of  the  State  court,  and,  therefore,  that  this  clause  in 
the  cwdinan^e  is  not  a  violation  of  the  eonstitation,  I  wUl 
proceed  to  connder  the  test  oath  dauae,  aa  it  ia  called. 
This  has  been  inveighed  agunat  both  by  the  Executive  and 
the  honorable  gentCemen  who  have  preceded  em,  in  tenna 
of  unmerited  reproach. 

The  practice  of  requiring  officers  to  support  the  law 
of  the  land,  whether  fundamental  or  merely  legislative,  is 
almost  universal.  There  is  not  a  State  in  the  Union 
which  does  not  make  its  citizen^  when  th^  take  office 
under  the  aanw,  awear  to  support  the  eonstitation  of  the 
State.  The  State  of  Soutii  Ctfolina  requirea  every  officer, 
who  takes  acfmimiswon  from  her,  to  swear  to  support  the 
constitution;  it  forms  a  cooi^tion  precedent  to  taking  of* 
6ce  in  that  State.  If  the  constitution  should  be  altered  or 
changed  according  to  the  terms  thereof,  the  supreme 
power  altering  the  cimstitution  may  make  it  the  duty,  as 
well  of  all  in  office,  as  those  afterwards  appointed,  to  con- 
form to  the  universal  custom  of  swearing  to  support  the 
highest  Jcnown  law,  the  will  of  the  sovereign  in  wboae 
employ  they  are.  Without  any  express requintion  tn  the 
ordinance  to  that  effect,  the  oath  administered  to  support 
the  constitution  of  South  Carolina  would  incorporate 
within  the  sanction  thereof,  this  ordinance,  since  it  is  the 
constitution,  abrogating  and  cancelling  every  thing  in  that 
instrument  to  the  contraiy  thereof.  The  objection  is  a 
most  nord  and  ungular  on^  that  an  officer  has  a  ti^it  to 
take  or  hold  office  without  swearing  to  saslHn  tiie  conaU* 
totion  oC  the  State  appointing  him.  It  is  a  most  degrad- 
ing, a  most  humiliating  reflection,  to  impeach  so  &r  the 
State  sovereignties,  as  not  to  allow  tbem  the  scant  power 
of  determining  on  what  terms  they  shall  employ  and  pay 
their  own  servants.  Here  is  a  great  dvil  contest,  found- 
ed on  adverse  views  of  the  theory  of  our  political  institu- 
tionsi  and  South  Carolina  does  not  propose  b^  the  sword 
to  decide  the  question,  but  by  ber  civil  institutions.  With 
a  view  to  counteract  the  usurpations  of  the  agents  of  the 
Federal  Government,  she  arraa  herself  with  all  her  moral 
strength,  and  calls  into  existence  the  moat  incontestable 
powers  to  sustun  what  are  the  disputed  onea.  One  oi 
these  most  indubitable  powers  is,  to  exact  obedience  of 
her  own  citizena  to  the  supreme  power  of  that  State,  and 
more  particularly  to  require  her  puWc  offlccra  to  teBcet 
ber  opinions  on  the  contested  questions. 

However  weak  she  may  be  against  the  General  Gov* 
emment,  she  haf'the  power  left  her  to  make  those  who 
feed  upon  her  bounty  either  to  leave  her  service,  or  fulfil 
the  duties  which  she  enjoins.  The  exercise  of  her  high 
sovereign  powers  to  efiect  this  purpose  must  depend  on 
her  willt  and  she  must  be  the  judge  of  the  necessity 
which  forces  the  resort  to  powers  deemed  by  others  ai^ 
bitrary.  Power  muat  be  met  by  power.  We  see  in  the 
physical  ^stem,  when  one  sense  is  destroyed,  nature  re- 
stores the  defiect  often,  by  giving  a  greater  perfection  to 
tlie  reserved  senses.  When  one  limb  is  amputated,  the 
other  corresponding  is  always  invigwatedt  hence,  in  this 
controversy,  if  we  were  to  follow  the  aiialogies  of  the 
providence  of  Heaven,  it  would  be  requisite  that  the  nm- 
tilated  limbs  of  our  State  Government  should  be 
sated,  by  infusing  into  the  reserved  onea  great  strength 
and  v^or. 

The  Federal  Government  usurps  the  powen  of  the 
States,  appmnts  its  agents  with  a  view  to  sustain  ita  oaur* 
pation,  and  yet  !s  loud  in  complwnt  that  South  Carolina 
will  not  permit  that  Government  to  plough  with  her  hetfer; 
she  must  consent  to  repose  her  strength  in  the  hands  of 
faithless  Delilabs,  or  si^ject  herself  to  the  imputation  of 
tyranny  and  oppresdon  on  ber  own  citicens. 
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JSncnuc  CoBuUmSUI. 


Sir,  no  GorerniDeiit  will  conient  to  wfcjfe  %  war  with 
officers  in  the  interest  of  the  sdveraary.  Could  any  thing 
be  more  itupid  than  to  select,  as  the  ciianipions  of  a  great 
contest,  men  openly  clamvous  agunst  the  claims  of 
tlioae  teleding  them?  Suppoae  anoflScer  to  desert  his 
standard,  ana  go  over  to  ue  enemy  i,  with  what  grace 
would  the  aorerei^  of  the  desertii^  olBcer  receive  his 
appliea^Q  for  rmtionf  and  pay,  while  he  was  most  stren- 
uously fighting  the  battles  of  the  opposite  nde? 
-  Our  State  officers  must  elect  which  party  tbey  wish  to 
serve,  the  Federal  or  State  Governmentt  this  oath,  in  thd 
mildest  form,  puts  that  election  to  incumbents,  and  re- 
quires all  after  otGcera  to  take  office  subject  to  the  terms 
annexed  to  its  tenure.  He  who  gives  can  most  unques- 
tionably impose  my  condition  he  pleasest  if  the  «tnee 
dislikes  the  condition,  let  him  eschew  the  pft.  No  one 
can  serve  two  maitera  at  the  same  time.  It  is  not  our 
fault  that  the  common  service  of  the  State  and  Federal 
Govemnienta  has  become  incompatible  on  this  point.  Our 
officers  must  decide  dther  to  serve  God  or  Mammon;  fol- 
low their  conscience,  or  conform  to  the  conditions  on 
which  thejrare  comimssioned  and  paid.  Re  must  be  a 
Mngular  sunt  who  subnsta  by  regular  draughts  upon  Satan 
for  bis  salary. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  some  sound  princi- 
ples on  this  subject,  to  be  found  in  the  speech  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts,  in  the  convention  of  that  State, 
while  fKinndering  the  propriety  of  est^lisbing  a  test  oath 
on  the  subject  of  religious  belief: 

"  By  the  fUndamcnUl  principle  of  popular  and  elective 
Governments,  all  office  is  in  the  free  nft  of  the  people. 
They  may  grant  or  they  may  withhold  it  at  pleaaaret  uk) 
if  it  be  for  them,  and  them  only,  to  decide  wheUier  they 
will  grant  office,  it  is  for  them  to  decide  also  on  what 
terms  and  on  what  conditions  they  will  grant  it  Nothing 
is  more  unfounded  than  the  notion  that  any  man  has  a 
right  to  an  office.  This  must  depend  on  the  choice  of 
others,  and,  consequently,  upon  the  opinions  of  others  in 
relation  to  bia  fitness  and  quaHfication  for  office." 

Again,  sir:  let  uaseewbether  other  States  do  not  touch 
the  conscience  of  their  officers  upon  as  delicate  points  as 
the  duties  enjoined  by  our  constitutional  law,  the  ordi- 
nance. 

In  Vermont,  the  following  oath  is  exacted  of  all  offi- 
cen: 

**  Tou  do  solemnly  awear  (or  affirm)  that  you  will  be 
tme  to  the  State  of  Vermonti  and  that  ^ou  will  not,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  do  any  act  or  thing  injurious  to  the 
constitution  or  Government  thereof,  as  established  by  the 
convention:   So  help  you  God." 

In  this  constitution,  adopted  afterlhe  federal  constitution, 
requiring  its  officers  to  swear  allegiance  to  the  State  of 
Vermont,  there  is  no  reservation  of  paramount  allegiance 
to  the  United  States:  ^treqiures  the  positive  and  direct 
allegiance  of  Uie  officer  to  the  taws  of  the  State  la  a  eon- 
teat  with  tlie  federal  laws.  What  would  the  SUte  of 
Vermont  aay,  if  her  officers  violated  the  above  oath? 
Would  it  not  be  an  impeachable  offence?  And  if  they 
were  to  impeach  and  eject  Uiem  from  office,  who  could 
interoosef  That  Sute  goes  furtheri  and  makes  her  peo- 
ple, before  they  exercise  thdr  right  of  sufirage,  take  the 
ibJIovingoath: 

"  You  do  solemnly  awear  (or  affirm)  that  whenever  you 
give  your  vote  or  suffrage  touching  any  matter  that  con- 
cerns the  State  of  Vermont,  you  will  do  it  so  as  in  your 
conscience  you  shall  judge  will  most  conduce  to  the  best 
good  of  the  same,  as  established  by  the  constitution,  with- 
out fear  or  favor  with  any  man." 

Here  ia  the  tert  oath  of  Massachusetts: 

'*  I,  A.  B.,  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  will  bear  true 
fiuth  and  aileron  to  the  commonwealth  of  Uaysachu- 
setta,  and  will  support  the  constitution  thereof;  So  help 
ne  God.** 


This  oath  wiU  cover  any  ordinance  or  law  of  that  State. 
I  have  always  conmdered  the  people  of  this  State  as  a 
hi^-minded  people,  bold  in  the  maintenance  of  their 
rights,  and  not  slow  to  put  forth  the  decision  of  the  State 
to  the  primary  allegiance  of  her  citizens.  When  the 
President  of  the  United  States  made  his  requisition  on 
the  Governor  for  calUng  forth  the  militia  daring  the  late 
war,  the  Governor  replied,  that  Ae  miUtia,  by  the  consti- 
tution, could  only  be  called  out  "  to  execute  the  laws  of 
the  Union,  suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions.'* 
That  neith^  of  these  contingencies  had  occurred  in  bus 
opinioni  therefore,  he  would  not  comply.  Here  was  ptM' 
Uve  nullification  of  the  act  of  Congress,  giving  the  Presi- 
dent the  power  to  call  on  the  Governors  for  the  nulitia, 
when  he  thought  the  contingenciea  bad  occurred. 

I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  this  act  of  Governor  Strong: 
he  submitted  the  matter  to  the  judges,  and  they  all  decid- 
ed that  the  Governor  had  the  right  to  refiise.  if  be  thought 
the  events  bad  not  occurred  which  could  alone  support 
the  right  to  call  out  the  militia.  Whatever  censure  may 
be  cast  on  that  State  for  her  course  during  the  late  war, 
must  be  for  other  matters  than  patting  henelf  on  her  re- 
served right  to  construe  the  constitution.  If  she  halted 
and  hesiuted  in  her  support  of  the  war,  tiiat  was  another 
matter)  since  no  one  can  deny  bat  that  Congress  can 
declare  war}  when  declared,  it  is  the  duty  of  all  good  citi- 
zens to  sustain  such  war  by  all  constitutional  means.  Le- 
gislative enactments  are  often  required  to  be  supported  on 
oath,  by  all  called  on  to  enforce  them,  where  the  vice  is 
a  fashionable  one,  or  public  opinion  discountenances  tlie 
prosecution,  such  as  gambling  and  duelling.  If  the  oath 
IS  prescribed.  State  officers  cvlnot  be  permitted  to  put 
themselves  upon  their  reserved  rights,  and  put  the  law  at 
defiance.  A  juryman  duea  not  awear  to  convict  the  de- 
fendant, as  is  supposed  to  be  the  case,  and  strongly  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallabi] 
he  only  swears  to  execute  a  particular  law,  or  find  a  ver- 
dict according  to  law  and  evidence— not  a  very  unreason- 
able requirement,  ]  sabmi^  since  it  would  subvert  all 
|uBtice,  if  he  were  not  to  do  so,  without  swearin^t  and  a 
juryman  who  would  not  consent  to  find  a  verdict  upon 
such  premises,  ought  not  to  be  the  agenl  of  the  law.  The 
Senator  'from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  says  he  admits 
the  United  States  Government  is  a  league  among  several 
States,  and  asks  the  question,  triunq}bantly,  "Whoever 
he&rd,  that,  among  independent  nations,  a  league  had 
been  broken  with  impunity?"  True,  no  person  ever 
beard  the  right  of  one  party  to  break  a  league  existing, 
without  the  nght  of  the  other  party  to  raise  a  question  as 
to  the  propriety  of  doing  so. 

In  reply,  I  will  ask,  suppose  the  league  broken,  no  mat- 
ter how  wantonly,  who  evjr  heard  the  citizens  of  the^  in- 
fracting party  putting  thenyelves  on  the  league  against 
the  act  oi  their  Government? 

Take  the  case  of  the  French  trea^  of  amity  and  com- 
merce,  made  with  a  Government  that  gfive  as  help  in 
time  of  need;  nourished  and  supported  us  when  we  were 
in  our  aurelian  state.  We  nullified  that  treaty  by  an  act 
of  Congress,  in  1798.  Did  our  citizens  havo^  right  to 
inquire  whether  thia  was  properly  done  or  not?  Would 
our  jud^put  themselveaon  the  treaty,  and  aay,  "As 
two  parties  made  the  treaty,  two  parties  must  agree  to 
rescind  before  tbe  recision  ia  good?  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  has  routed  that  argument  fully,  in  the  able  view 
he  has  presented.  Take  the  case  of  Maine:  we  have  had 
a  dispute  witli  Great  Britain  about  the  boundaryi  we  re- 
ferred the  matter  to  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  who 
made  an  award  which  we  bad  not  confirmed.  Will  any 
one  contend  that  our  judges  can  determine  a  right  by  con- 
sidering that  treaty }  Upon  a  writ  of  ejectment,  suppose 
the  tine  eaublished  by  the  award  should  be  set  up  to  di- 
vest die  jurisdiction  of  the  court)  would  the  court  conskl- 
I  er  the  treaty  as  confirmed,  and  the  Um  established?  Will 
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they  inquire  whether  the  award  wu  made  in  pumunce 
of  the  submimon?  I  will  put  a  atill  stronger  case  to  test 
this  queation  of  primary  allegiance,  impaired  by  eitemal 
obligationfl.  We  have  a  treaty  with  Spain,  by  which,  for 
▼altulite  conridention,  we  agreed  to  p«y  our  own  citizens 
fire  nrillions  of  dolhrB.  In  good  ftiin,  we  most  pcrfimn 
thia  trettyi  having  the  money  in  the  treaaary>  tt  ia  our 
to  pay  it  to  thow  to  whom  Spain  was  bound  to  pay 
tt.  Now,  suppose  we  do  not  pay  it ;  ia  this  ipso  fado  a  re- 
cognition of  war  existing  between  us  and  Spaing  No,  it 
»  ground  of  complaint)  and  if  Spain,  in  the  chivalry  of 
the  days  of  her  Castilian  honor,  ohose  to  declare  war.  be- 
cause we  fiMileMdy  keep  our  own  citizens  out  of  the  mo- 
ney due  tbem,  what  would  be  the  consequence  of  such  a 
war  upon  the  veiy  persons  injured  by  the  omission  of  this 
Govemment  to  fiilfll  the  treaty  >  Sir,  they  would  have  to 
draw  the  sword,  and  maintain  the  rights  of  this  Govern- 
ment, in  such  a  war.  If  a  citizen  who  is  injured  by  his 
Ooremment  must  sustain  it,  how  much  more  ooght  one 
who  is  fed,  and  clothed,  and  pampered  by  its  bounty  > 
TUs  idea  of  the  conscience  of  an  officer  of'^  Government 
fdemiut  bhn  from  the  obligations' due  to  Uie  Qoveintnent, 
is  kmbuine  refinement  in  political  moraB^.  Iftolersted, 
it  would  nuke  the  Govemment  not  only  contemptible  in 
4ie  opinion  of  the  world,  but  would  supersede  the  Gov- 
emment itself,  and  set  its  ofBcera  above  it.  The  States 
having  the  sower  only  by  their  reserved  rights  to  appoint 
ofScers,  if  these  officers  are  paramount  to  the  fundament- 
al law,  they  are  the  State  Government  and  the  people 
^ould  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  it. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  in  strains  of  lugubrious 
eloquence,  pitied  the  Union  party  in  South  Carolina. 
They  were  proscribed,  and,  by  one  fell  swoop,  driven 
from  office.  How  is  the  fwai*  The  SUte,  in  a  great  ef- 
fort to  throw  off  a  burden  equally  cumbrous  to  both  par- 
ties, ^except  the  agents  of  the  manubcturers,}  by  the 
exercise  of  her  reserved  rights,  makes,  alt  her  officers 
swear  to  support  her  constitution  and  fundamental  laws. 
Tet  tills  evety-day  custom,  deeply  engrafted  into  the  mu- 
nicipal lobulations  of  every  State,  is  considered  shocking 
to  every  moral  sense.  In  South  Carolina,  every  revenue 
officer  suspected  of  favoring  State  laws  was  removed. 
The  gallant  Laval,  disabled  in  the  service  of  his  countij, 
whose  limbs  were  shattered  by  the  cannon  of  the  enemy, 
was  proscribed  and  turned  out. 

W.  E.  Hayne,  the  only  son  of  Cot.  Hayne,  of  revolu- 
tionaiy  memory,  was  dismissed — every  other  one,  includ- 
ii^  patriots  of  the  revolution — to  make,  way  for  more 
trustworthy  agents.  You  near  from  us  not  a  whiqier  of 
complaint.  If  the  President  has  the  power  under  the 
constitution,  that  is  all  we  consider. 

Under  our  State  constituttonj  the  Governor  is  required 
to  see  the  laws  faithfully  executed)  but  such  a  power  was 
never  supposed  to  authorize  removals  from  office.  We 
are  a  people  jealous  of  power,  andwatcbAirof  our  liber- 
ty. We  require  the  common  ple^T"  of  enfy  Govern- 
ment on  earth,  that  the  ^nts  of  the  Government  rtiall 
sustain  it  or  be  substituted. 

No  one  regrets  more  than  I  do  the  necessity  which 
forces  this  recurrence  to  first-principles.  We  have  pro- 
scribed no  man  fiw  opii^on's  sake.  We  desire  to  turn  no 
one  of  our  citizens  out  of  office.  All  we  ask  is,  that  they 
will,  in  obedience  to  the  will  of  those  whom  they  serve, 
not  lend  their  official  sanction  to  the  collection  of  uncon- 
stitutional tribute^yes,  admitted  to  be  so,  b^  nine-tenths 
of  the  very  incumbents  subject  to  the  provinons  of  this 
ordinance;  and,,  trusting  to  the  justice  and  liberal  spirit 
of  this  Government,  all  incumbents  are  exempted  from 
uking  this  oath,  until  all  hopcof  the  repeal  of  the  tax  is 
exhausted . 

Sir,  I  am  willing  to  meet  the  Senator,  on  the  golden 
rule  of  **  do  unto  others  as  we  would  they  should  do  unto 
us."   I  can  j<nn  him  In  the  appeal  to  Heaven — 


-"  Traeh  me  in  feel  another^  woe. 
To  hMe  the  bulls  I  seei 
I'hal  merer  I     others  shew. 
That  mercy  show  to  me.". 

We  believe  the  tarHT  a  violation  of  the  eonititution. 
The  cbari^  of  the  Senator  will,  I  am  induce  lum  to 
believe  me  when  I  my  so. 

We  have  sworn  tosupport  the  oooalitation  of  the  United 
States,  as  well  as  that  of  our  own  State,  both  of  which 
oaths  enjtrin  us  to  war  with  this  protective  system.  Our 
allegiance  to  the  federal  constitution— our  allej^nce  to 
our  own  constitution,  religion  and  law,  make  it  our  duty 
to  obey  the  ordinance;  and  yet  the  Senator,  witi&  a  8hy^ 
lock  grip  upon  the  constitution,  proposes  to  bum  our 
houses,  by  waste  our  fields  make  widows  of  our  wives, 
and  orphuis  of  our  diiMren. 

We  put  our  citizens  to  the  election  of  surrendering  of- 
fice or  of  supporting  our  law.  He  presents  to  our  citi- 
zens the  alternative  of  giving  up  their  sense  of  duty  or 
their  lives. 

With  a  horrible  reverence  for  the  supremacy  <rf  the 
lavf  of  Congress,  we  are  doomed  by  the  Sraator  not  only 
to  lose  office,  but  Uberty,  property,  andlifif,  or  bow  down 
and  won^ip  the  image  which  presumptitoua  rulers  have 
erected  in  the  plains  of  Dura. 

Sh-,  when  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  marches  his 
troops  upon  a  peaceable  law-abiding  people,  I  trust  he 
will  not  pro&ne  the  banner-4be  starM^>angled  banner- 
on  which  South  Carolina  shines  in  faiitoiy  as  bright  as  any 
one  of  the  gala^. 

Let  him  substitute  the  Anatic  vulture  for  the  American 
eaglet  the  sun  tot  the  stars.  Let  him  erase  the  motto 
e  phtrxbat  unum,  and  inscribe  panere  mtlyeetu  tt  debel- 
lore  tuperbo).  Let  the  nullification  stripe,  the  emblem  of 
State  sovereignty,  disappear,  and  the  crimson  sheet  float 
in  the  breeze  over  bis  invading  may. 

I  will  not  believe  some  of  th«  sentiments  of  tiie  Senator 
were  duly  conrideredt  being  himself  irithout  fear  and 
without  reproach,  he  has  taken  too  severe  a  view  of  the 
rights  of  this  Government.  He  hu  not  made  any  allow- 
ance for  the  errors,  if  he  will  have  them  so,  of  a  warm- 
hearted, generous,  and  brave  people,  struggling  for  the 
liberty  bequeathed  to  them. 

The  last  clause,  the  subject  of  seceasioii,  has  been  mia- 
understood  by  som^  and  misrepresented  by  others.  The 
constitotionallty  of  secesdon,  or  whether  it  riiall  be  peace- 
able or  net,  is  not  inv<dTed  in  the  principles  laid  down. 
It  is  predicated  on  the  assumption  of  a  belh^rent  posture 
by  the  Federal  Government  towards  South  Carohnc  It 
is  not  true  that  'any  attempt  'on  the  part  of  the  General 
Govemment  to  enforce  tne  revenue  law  is  made  the 
condition  upon  which  the  secesuon  shall  take  place.  The 
exception  is  a  venr  broad  one — any  attempt,  (except  by 
tiie  *<  ciril  institutions'*  of  the  eountiy.  This  most  ma- 
terial quafifiation  has  been  left  out  by  the  Preadent, 
when  adverting  to  this  subject  in  the  proclamation.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Wii-Kiirs,]  when  read- 
in|r  ordinance,  and  commentii^  on  it,  stopped  in  the 
middle  of  the  sentence,  and  left  out  this  material  con- 
dition and  qualification  criT  the  right  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment  to  enforce  the  tariff  laws  also.  In  the  report  of 
the  speech  of  the  Senator,  I  see'  I  am  made  to  ask  tite 
reading  of  the  latter  part  of  the  sentence,  and  the  con- 
dition ra  put  in  as  if  read  by  the  Senator,  before  I  asked 
the  further  reading.  Now,  the  fact  is,  the  Senator  read 
the  clause  up  to  the  words  null  and  void,**  and  there 
stopped,  when  I  requested  him  to  read  dh  the  following 
words,  "  otherwise  than  by  the  civil  institutions  ftf  the 
counti^."  I  am  certain  the  hontnable  Senator  did  hot 
intend  to  make  an  impression  different  from  what  he  con- 
sidered tlie  Aur  inference  ft<om  the  clause:  he  adverted 
to  it  merely  to  correct  tiie  report  Re  had  been  misun- 
derstood  upon  another  matter  oy  thejipporters:  when  be 
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ezpUined  the  meaning  of  the  vord  traverse,  he  beliered 
the  Senate  had  fully  comprehended  his  explanationsf  but 
ftft- ftar  they  did  not,  h«  would  merely  say,  that  beun-: 
derstood  tiie  wo  d  trarerse,  in  the  act  referred  to,  as 
meaning  a  right  arbitrarily  to  postpone  the  trial — ^the  first 
court,  without  cauw  shown  m  denying  the  right  to  tra- 
Terse,  the  ri^t  to  plead  not  guilty,  to  continue,  upon 
affidant  or  good  cause,  were  not  deniedi  it  was,  in  cri- 
minal proceeding^  analagoua  to  an  tnparlance  In  ciril. 

But  to  ratum.  This  latter  clause  tseonstdered  another 
violatiiHi  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  It  is 
only  the  declaration  of  a  purpose,  and  not  the  execution 
of  one.  There  is  nothing  to  be  considered  but  the  ab- 
stractions contained  therein.  He  said,  upon  the  general 
right  to  secede,  he  would  only  state  what  hia  opinions 
were;  the  conrention  of  South  Carolina  would  determine 
for  themselves.  He  did  not  think,  as  a  political  principle, 
the  Federal  Government  cotild  recognise  this  nght,  nm- 
ply  because  no  Government,  unless  it  is  so  agreea  upon  in 
Its  constitution,  can  recognise  that  which  may  lead  to  its 
own  dissolution.  Social  compacts,  from  their  nature, 
imply  a  perpetui^t  political  compacts,  such  as  our 
federal  system,  do  so  likewise.  The  constitution  con- 
tains stipulations  of  a  binding  character  to  associate,  but 
none  to  leeede.  Even  admitting  the  moat  indubitable 
and  extenrive  sovereignty  to  be  recogniaed  as  belonging 
to  the  States,  still  the  Federal  Government  could  not 
admit  the  right  of  the  States  to  secede.  Yet  if  a  State 
shall  be  constrained  under  any  circtmistances,  which  I 
trust  may  never  occur,  to  discuss  thu  question,  whether 
the  circumstances  upon  which  she  places  her  righto  will 
justify  her,  must  of  course  be  for  her  conmderalion,  not 
mine.  I  can  acarcely  conceive  of  a  state  of  ftcta  in  which 
aecesHon  would  not  follow  a  state  of  things  loaUng  U  im- 
material to  inqiure  whether  it  is  ^eacohle  wr  revolii- 
tionary.  There  are  many  ttungs  which  Government  can- 
not formally  admit,  which  necessity  forces  it  to  acquiesce 
in;  thus,  for  Instance,  the  absolute  unqualified  nght  to 
emigrate  cannot  be  admitted  by  Government,  nnce  the 
admission  of  this  ri^t  m^t  operate  exceedingly  harsh 
on  the  reridue  of  the  eunmvni^,  if  pudied  to  extremity; 
altbou^  the  Government  may  have  the  right  to  guard 
agunst  iti  own  dissolution,  or  an  unjust  withdrawal  of  in- 
dividuals from  the  common  burdens,  yet,  stilt,  this  would 
be  an  arbitrary  power,  and  must  be  recurred  to  only  in 
the  very  last  resorL  To  arrest  a  citizen  and  confine  him, 
because  he  proposes  to  emigrate,  would  in  most  eases 
involve  the  Govemment  in  mart  trouble  and  expense 
than  the  detention  would  compensate  Sot.  A  father  can- 
not admit  the  right  of  a  daughter  to  marr^  without  his 
consent)  yet,  if  she  does  marry,  he  must  submit,  and  make 
the  most  of  the  new  relationship  of  his  child.  So  of 
suicide:  no  Govennment  can  admit  the  right  of  amr  one 
to  take  his  own  life;  yet,  .if  he  will  destroy  himself  you 
cannot  punish  him. 

I  connder  that  a  State  hai  the  same  right  to  secede 
that  a  citizen  baa  to  eoiignte.  It  Is,  in  fact,  only  a  diflbr- 
ent  mode  of  doii^  the  same  thing.  Every  citizen  of  a 
State  may  emigrate,  and  thus  destroy  the  State;  in  that 
event,  the  United  States  could  not  take  possesuon  of  the 
soil,  "nie  Federal  Govemment  cannot,  in  the  abstract, 
admit  of  secesrion;  nor  can  a  State  admit  in  the  abstract 
the  right  of  emimtion,  unless  covenanted  for,  as  in  Con- 
necticut Yet  if  a  State  will  secede,  and  a  citizen  will 
emigrate,  there  ia  no  way  to. prevent  them,  but  by  the 
exercise  of  such  arbitraiy  power,  ai  will  shock  the  moral 
•enae  of  a  people  accustomed  to  live  in  a  free  Govem- 
ment. To  make  war  on  a  State  to  keep  her  in  the 
Union,  wmild  be  but  the  extension  of  the  nght  of  hang- 
ing a  man  to  prevent  his  emigration.  The  States  must 
keep  their  citizens  by  wise  and  liberal  policy,  whole- 
some and  benevolent  laws;  and  the  United  States  must 
keep  the  States  from  aeecdiog  in  the 'same  way.  The 
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use  of  force  may  show  the  tyrant  but  cannot  prevent  Uie 
act 

After  all,  thk  ordinance  can  be  conndered  only  in  the 
nature  of  a  lease  entry,  and  ouster,  to  try  title  inth  tfie 
manufacturera. 

I  have  thus  attempted  to  prove  that  our  otf^nanee  docs 
not,  in  any  one  instance,  ndate  the  conttitutton  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Senator  frwn  Fenn^lvanla  Jllr.  Daxuis]  has 
urged  many  other  constitutional  objections  to  this  ordi* 
nance.  It  violate*  the  right  of  impartial  trial  by  jmy,  he 
says.  This  I  have  already  noticed,  to  show  with  what 
facility  restraints  introduced  in  the  amendmenta  to  the 
fiideral  constitution  are  made  to  apply  to  the  States, 
when  they  were  intended  only  to  apply  to  the  Federal 
Govemment. 

The  proviuon  in  our  own  constitution  is,  that  the  trial 
by  jury  shall  be  had  as  heretofore,  referrii^  to  enstinr 
laws.  There  is  nothing  in  existbig  laws  wUdi  would 
prevent  the  Le^latum  even  extending  the  right  of  k 
jury  to  find  a  general  verdict  accon^ng  to  the  law  as 
wen  as  the  facts.  The  trae^  answer  is,  tiie  constitution 
of  the  United  States  doea  not  have  any  bearing  on  this 
subject,  and  the  Slate  constitution  ean  be  ^teiM  by  tlie 
act  of  the  eonvenium.  Oar  constitntion  proridea  two 
ways  for  amendment^:  one  is  by  the  eoncorreooe  of  two- 
thirds  of  two  sueceecling  Lepslatures.  It  provides  for 
the  calUng  of  a'convention  by  two-thirds  of  one  Legis- 
lature. It  has  not  sud  they  shall  have  the  power  to  aUer 
the  constitution;  that  was  not  thought  necessary.  Ita 
framers  understood  too  well  the  thewy  of  our  popular 
Govemment  to  instruct  the  sovereigns,  when  they  should 
be  assembled,  what  they  should  do.  The  Senator  [Mr. 
Dallas]  had,  throughout  his  whole  argument,  shown 
that  he  took  his  meridian  from  the  centnd  Govnnment. 
He  has  Aown  that  former  professicmal  bias  followed  bimt 
he  could  only  look  at  one  ride  of  this  subject,  aftd  that 
was  the  side  of  the  Federal  Government.  When  be  admit- 
ted the  analogy  between  our  political  system  and  the  solar 
one,  he  said  consolidatioo  wid  confederation  were  the 
attractive  and  repiilave  principles  which  kept  theplaitets 
in  thdr  orbits.  The  wnole  fallacy  or  oppoMte  argument 
is  embraced  in  this  illustration.  The  gentleman's  op- 
posite qualities  connst  in  the  compound  of  two  central 
tendencies.  His  meat  is  ham  and  bacon;  his  drink  is 
wine  and  the  juice  of  the  grape.  If  he  will  pemut,  I  will 
ftimisb  him  with  the  true  eombioation,  whion  will  sustain 
the  perpetual  revolution  cf  our  orbits  around  the  eenbal 
Government.  It  is  eonsoUdatioo  and  nulltficationi  one  is 
the  centripetal,  the  other  the  centrifiipl  tendency.  We 
have  bfcen  told  by  the  Senator  [Mr.  Dallas]  of  the  two 
knights  who  quarreled  about  the  color  of  ulk;  one  main- 
tained that  it  was  white,  the  other  black;  and  they  grew 
so  warm,  that  they  were  about  to  proceed  to  the  uAmui 
rtdio,  when  the  hermit  interposed,  and  showed  them  tbqr 
were  both  t^t  and  both  wrong;  that  it  was  changeabte 
■He,  and  both  oolora  were  refietfed.  Now  for  Oe  pdnt 
and  moral  in  the  fable:  wilt  the  Senator  tell  as  which 
knight  ought  to  have  surrendered  hia  opimon,  if  the  tier* 
mit  Dad  not  interpMcd^  That  is  the  question.  Oua^t 
thev  not  to  have  consented  that  each  isaould  peaceaibly 
maintain  hia  own  opinion?  Would  the  Senator  have 
either  chevalier  to  pve  up  that  he  was  wrong,  as  a  con- 
cession to  the  opMwte  party? 

Again:  1  wiD  iihistfste  opinien  bv  stating  a  plain 
proposition.  A  and  B  agree  leather  Utat  B  shall  build 
a  house  for  A,  for  so  much  money,  say  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars, of  the  best  materiala;  with  a  covenant  that  if  a  dis- 
pute arose  about  the  quality  of  the  materiala,  the  matter 
should  be  left  to  Ci  and  further,  if  any  variations  were 
made  in  the  plan,  B  should  be  compensated  pro  roto  the 
apecifi«l  agreement;  but  no  one  is  appointed  to  settle, 
in  the  latter  case,  a  contested  point.   Well*  B  proposes 
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to  put  up  ioferiw  uteritbi  A  objects.  The  comm  fce- 
derit  bM  oceurredf  yet  will  it  be  contended,  in  the  cue 
where  the  referee  wu  to  settle  the  iiuAter»  thit  B  •hould 
Mimroon  the  workmen,  Mid  put  up  the  inferior  rnkterisls 
bfftnve?  This  would  be  the  case  of  the  present  bill. 
Tou  do  not  propose  to  let  your  referee  dedde  the  natter, 
but  propose,  in  the  fir§t  instance,  to  apply  farce. 

Anin:  Suppose  a  questicm  arises  on  the  latter  part 
of  the  acrecanent,  where  no  nmpire  b  app«ntedt  has 
C  any  r^t  to  thnut  himself  in,  to  decide  the  floms 
aauMiuf 

Ifr.  H.  said,  the  chairman  [Mr.  Wilxihb]  bad  referred 
to  his  vote  on  the  bill  in  I8IB,  to  increase  the  duty  on 
hammered  or  unrolled  iron;  he  had  the  printed  speech 
before  him,  and  ^uld  proceed  to  c<»Tect  some  of  the 
ftets,  and  explain  otheta.  Eray  thing  he  had  to  remark 
OB  this  subject  Aould  be  done  iriui  the  most  perfect  respect 
Sor  the  Senator  from  PennnrWania,  whom  ne  regarded  as 
benevolent  and  hberal  in  bis  opinions.  The  charge  of 
inconnstency  had  been  heretofore  made  on  him  for  the 
same  Tote.  He  did  not  admit  the  fact  that  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  cbargci  but,  suppose  there  was,  upon 
what  piineiple  could  it-  be  contended,  that  a  poUtidan 
bad  not  a  r^t  to  change  bis  opinion  *  When  God  made 
man,  be  at^first  pronounced  him  goodi  afterwards  he 
changed  his  opinion,  and  pronounced  him  eril.  Was  St- 
Paulless  wormy  as  a  cbrisUan,  because  he  at  first  perse- 
cuted the  followers  of  Christ^  Wc  prorc  ourselves  ra- 
tional beings,  fulfilling  our  moral  destiny,  when  we  s^^ 
render  wrong  opinions,  and  close  with  the  right  ones; 
.  nmie  could  expect  to  reach  heaven,  but  by  changing  his 
optniom.  The  Senator  does  not  regard  the  vote  given 
by  me  in  1818  aswronet  no,  he  acknowledges  that  I  ren- 
dered hit  State  a  servke.  1  lAould  bare  Uved  to  little 
purpose,  if,  in  the  last  sixteen  years,  I  had  not  changed 
my  opinions  on  many  subjects.  The  past  opinions  of  a 
politician  are  matters  of  history;  his  present  are  those  the 
public  have  a  vigiA  to  inquire  after.  No  lawyer  ever 
quotes  tile  csst-ofT  opinions  of  the  judge,  with  any  pros- 
pect of  suecesa,  against  well-conndered  subsequent  ones; 
the  pfinnp^  virtue  in  consistency  is  to  be  always  right, 
not  always  wrong.  TIte  Senator  from  Maine  had  read  us  a 
homily  on  his  consistency,  and  the  inconsistency  of  all 
others.  He  thanks  his  stars  that  be  is  not  like  other  men. 
It  is  not  my  purpose  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the  inconsist- 
ency of  the  Senator  from  Maine.  I  believe  he  always 
does  what  lie  tlunks  ria;ht,  and  from  the  most  liberal  sen- 
timents. We  bare  Dotbing  to  do  wiA  motive^  if  men  act 
eomctly.  Tet  still  one  may  seem  very  good,  when  be  is 
Tery  baioi  perjury  may  be  committed  by  swearing  to  the 
truUi,  and  a  pdltlcian  may  be  inconsistent  the  most  when 
most  connstent  he  seems,  at  one  time  acting  pro  honon, 
at  another  aattd  Uteri.  I  should  not  have  noticed  tiic 
pleasantry  of  the  Senator,  in  commendation  of  his  own 
conwstency,  but  for  the  purpoee  of  complimenting  bis 
a^fument,  and  replying  to  bis  wit.  We  had  been  told 
the  feet,  that  the  Late  dormant  partner  of  the  firm  of  the 
Senators  from  Tennessee  and  Maine  had  gone  over  to 
the  nullifiers.  It  would  be  that,  thus  br,  the  Senator 
reeogniaea  the  right  of  secesrion.  If  the  fact  be  true,  as 
stated,  that  the  nullifiers  have  rec«ved  this  acceauon,  it 
is  evidence  that  their  cause  is  not  without  hope.  Old 
ftshion%  in  the  progress  of  time,  are  resumed.  It  is  a 
loi^  laiie'tiiat  basno  turn.  It  it  well  known  that  this  old 
gentleman  has  an  instinct  for  tiie  majority  as  strong  as  any 
one  on  this  floor,  not  excepting  either  the  Seustor  fVom 
Maine,  or  from  Tennessee. 

[Mr.  HOLMES  here  asked  leave  to  expUin,but  Mr. 
M.  s»d,  pleasantly,  he  must  be  excused  for  refusing;  the 
Senator  was  so  skUfiil  in  expUnations,  be  would  ratiier 
they  abouM  come  in  thdr  due  season-]  But,  to  the  ques- 
tion— my  vote  in  1818.  The  printed  speech  is  so  erro- 
neous, I  must  content  myself  iritb  statii^  what  were  the 


&ots^  an  of  wUch  irin  appear  by  the  journal  now  before 
me.  I  was  not  in  Congress  in  1816,  when  tiie  tariff  was 
passed.  On  the  proposition  to  increase  the  du^  on  ham- 
mered iron.'in  1818,  it  appeared,  in  the  course  of  debate, 
and  the  &cta  are  verified  by  the  journal,  that  the  duty  on 
this  article  was  reported,  in  the  general  adjustment  of 
the  duties  to  the  exigencies  of  the  country,  by  the  Com 
mittee  of'  Ways  and  Means,  (Mr.  Lowndes,  chairman,) 
in  1816k  at  seventy-£ve  cents  per  ewt.  on  unrolled  Iron 
or  hammered  iron.  Upon  the  passage  of  the  bill  some 
person,  over  anxious  for  iron,  moved  to  increase  the  duty 
on  this  unrolled  iroit  much  higher;  upon  which  the  House, 
in  one  of  those  fivaka  which  often  occur,  punished  the 
mover  by  striking  the  duty  down  to  forty-five  cents;  the 
application  was,  in  1818,  to  restore  the  rate  proposed  in 
1816,  u  estabfiihing  the  just  pn^Hiftion  between  tlui  uid 
other  artlclct.  Sir,  with  the  moat  perfect  sense  dTjustice 
and  disinterestedness,  I  voted  to  do,  in  1818,  vtM.  seem- 
ed to  be  the  opinion  of  many  ought  to  have  been'done  in 
1816.  I  had  no  desire  to  see  the  iron  interest  depressed 
below  all  others;  neither  myself,  nor  any  of  my  constitu- 
ents, had  any  interests  in  the  manu&cture  of  this  article. 
I  gave  a  libtfal  and  independent  vote  in  aid  of  tbj;  old 
commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  nusing  the  dntr  ftom 
for^  cents  per  cwt.  to  seventy^ve  cftnts.  It  wiU  be  re- 
marked, that  iron  was  selling  from  five  to  seven  dollan 
per  ewt.,  which  would  resolve  the  specific  duty  into  an  ad 
valorem  Ruty  of  about  sixteen  per  cent.  The  country 
was  then  Just  out  of  a  war,  with  more  than  one  hundred 
millions  of  debt  to  pay.  OursUple  (cotton)  at  the  South 
selling  from  twenty  to  twenty-five  cents.  I  took  the  act 
ofl816  as  the  basis  of  zevenue.  What  protection  it  might 
afford  as  inddental,  I  was  very  willing  should  be  extend- 
ed. During  the  same  searion,  it  will  be  recollected,  the 
act  to  extend  the  time  when  cotton  goods  should  come 
down  to  twenty  percent,  was  passed;  i^ainst  thisi  voted, 
in  a  very  amalt  minori^.  I  voted,  also,  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  salt,  setting  myself  against  breaking  in  upon  the  ar- 
rangement made  for  revenue,  and  the  gradual  lettiiqc 
down  the  manufactures  of  cotton  to  the  revenue  point. 
Take  up  the  act  of  1816  and  tiieact  of  183%  and  the  most 
marked  difference  will  be  seen.  In  1816,  all  the  unpro- 
tected articles  were  subjected  to  duties,  averagii^  pretty 
fairly  with  the  protected  ones.  Take  the  duties  of  1816 
as  the  basis,  and  let  the  ten  millions  for  the  sinking  fund 
be  dispensed  with,  and  reduce  the  duties  protected,  and 
I  will  give  my  hearty  assent  to  such  a  bill  now.  But  let 
us  see  what  this  same  hammered  iron  was  fixed  at  in  1833| 
ninety  cents  per  cwt.  It  ia  now  cmiteitded,  says  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania,  "  that  a  duty  of  eigbteen  dolkn 
upon  the  same  article,  two  dollan  below  his  own  propo- 
rtion, as  fixed  by  the  tariff  of  1833,  is  so  oneroui^  op- 
pressive, and  tyrannical,  that  the  whole  country  is  to  be 
involved  in  civil  war."  I  cannot  perceive  bow  seventy- 
five  cents  per  cwt.  can  be  made  more  than  ninety  cents 
per  cwt;  there  are  great  mistakes  in  the  gen^man's 
^ures. 

In  1818,  we  have  seen,  tiie  change  of  the  qieofic  duty 
into  an  ad  valorem  duty,  would  have  been  about  sixteen 
per  cent  1  the  change  of  the  spedfic  duty,  in  1832,  into 
an  ad  valorem  duty,  would  amount  to  about  eighty  per 
cent.,  or  one  hundred  percent  Now,  the  struige  ineon- 
sistency  cotwsts  in  the  voting  for  a  du^  equal  to  tixteen 
per  cent  ad  valorem  on  hammered  iron,  in  1816,  and  re- 
fusing to  vote  for  a  duty  of  one  hundred  p»  cent,  in 
1832  on  this  artide. 

Now,  upon  this  statement,  which  pves  the  whole  truth, 
what  do  the  facts  amount  to?  In  181^  when  we  were  in 
debt  one  hundred  idillions,  or  more,  with  our  staple  proe- 
perous  beyond  all  example,  I  voted  against  breaking  into 
the  arrangement  made,  to  g^ve  three  yean  to  the  cotton 
manubcturea  to  come  down,  and  to  puce  iron  where  the 
act  of  1816  ought  to  have  placed  i^  tberdiy  ealabUiiung 
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an  ad  vslorein  duty  of  about  aizteen  per  cent.;  and  be- 
cause  I  oppose,  as  an  outrageoui  infraction  upon  erery 
proTirion  of  the  biQ  ori816.,the  act  of  1832,  wherein  iron 
IS  eatabVubed  at  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  eighty  or  one  hun- 
dred per  eent.,  it  is  said  I  am  inconsistent.  Now,  if  there 
be  any  virtue  in  consistency,  in  resistance  to  the  protect- 
ire  gystem,  I  think,  upon  the  facts,  I  am  entitled  to  the 
benefit;  and  there  is  t  total  &ilure  to  establish  the  stranffe 
inconnften^.  I  have  been  thas  particular,  becatue  the 
report  made  of  the  Senator's  speech  has  not  stated  the 
case  on  the  record  correctlyj  nor  would!  have  cause  to 
wince  in  this  matter,  if  inconsistency  were  a  crime. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  WilkixsI  has 
swd  the  laws  of  Sou^  CaroUna  were  barsb  beyona  any 
thing  in  feudal  times.  The  Senator  will  find,  by  recur- 
ring to  feudal  histray,  much  harsher  proceedings  than  any 
thinr  in  our  law.  He  might  have  found  the  tiial  for 
witchcraft,  where  the  prisoner  was  tried  by  ttiroiiring  her 
into  the  water;  if  she  sunk  or  drowned,  she  was  innocent; 
if  she  floated,  she  was  hung  for  her  sorcery.  This  was 
much  harsher  than  any  thing  in  our  laws,  but  not  more  so 
than  the  present  bill.  A  citizen  of  South  Carolina,  be- 
tween the  conflicting  clahns  of  two  Governments,  stands 
no  chance  to  escape.  If  he  take  sides  with  the  State,  be  is 
to  be  puiudied  by  the  Federal  Government;  if  he  jtrio  the 
federal  party,  the  State  will  punish. 

Sir,  the  j^roceedings  by  which  the  Pope  was  ousted  of 
municipal  jurisdiction  bore  a  strong  resemblance  to  our 
proceedings,  but  they  were  much  harsher.  The  papal 
authority  began  to  extend  itself  rapidly  in  the  municipal 
regulations  of  England,  when  it  became  necessary  to  con- 
fine it  to  ecclenastical  affiun.  He  had  compelled  a  jww-. 
ardty  and  degenerate  monarch  to  aorrender  his  crown, 
and  then  leased  it  back  to  him  at  so  many  marks.  When 
«  king  of  more  character  mounted  the  throne,  he  check- 
ed these  usurpations  and  intniuons  of  a  foreign  potentate 
into  his  territorial  kingdom,  by  making  his  subjects  to 
swear  not  to  take  leases  from  the  Pope;  and,  finally,  by 
withdrawing  the  proteetiim  of  the  law  from  all  who  had 
any  communication  with  the  Pope  in  temporal  matters. 
This  checked  the  evil,  and  was  the  foundation  of  Ihe  fa- 
mous bills  of  pramtnirey  by  which  the  English  people 
were  relievetl  from  tribute  to  the  Pope,  by  tlie  nullifica. 
tion  of  Peter's  pence. 

The  President,  in  bis  proclamation,  makes  a  charge 
a^inst  the  leaders  in  South  Carolina.  Let  me  say.  the 
Preudent  has  had  as  much  agency  as  any  one  man  in  es- 
tablishing tlie  present  politick  of  that  State.  He  was 
considered  a  politician  of  the  republican  Jeffersonian  or- 
der. The  Jeffersonian  doctrine  covers  ^1  sort  of  nulli- 
fication. When  the  people  of  South  Carolina  began  to 
discuss  the  remedy  for  usurpations  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, they  may  be  said  to  have  been  divided  into  three 
classes:  one  class  believed  that  nullification  was  not  only 
the  true  theory  of  the  GoremmeDt.  but  that  the  Federal 
tioremment  would  admit  it  to  be  so,  so  &r  as  to  call  a 
convention,  or  effect  a  reform;  a  second  class,  which  be- 
lieved that  nullification  was  consistent  with  the  theory  of 
the  OAremroent,  but  were  doubtful  whether  the  Federal 
Caovemment  would  consent  to  a  convention,  or  any  thing 
eUe  but  a  direct  enforcement  of  the  law ;  and  a  third  class 
baiered  it  a  downright  positive  heresy,  not  to  be  coun- 
tenanced in  any  form;  this  was  the  state  of  parties  when 
the  Present  came  into  power.  The  Georgia  contro- 
versy, which  was  about  being  brought  to  a  cnris  by  the 
late  President,  received,  throughout  the  support  of  the 
Executive.  In  a  reply  to  the  call  made  concerning  the 
execution  of  the  Indian  intercourse  law,  made  in  1831, 
the  President  says  **  he  has  no  power,  under  the  consti- 
tution, to  prevent  the  State  of  Georgia  from  extending 
her  jurisdietion  over  the  Indian  land  within  her  limits." 
*■  To  muntain  the  contfary  doctrine,  and  to  reqidre  the 
Preadent  to  enforce  it  by  employment  of  milita^  force, 


would  be  to  place  in  his  hands  a  power  to  make  war  . 
upon  the  rights  of  the  States,  and  tiie  liberties  of  Uie 
countiy— a  power  which  should  be  placed  in  the  haiMs  of 
no  individual." 

In  the  face  of  a  writ  of  error.  Georg^  hung  Tassels; 
thus  treating  with  contempt  the  process  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  taking  the  life  of  a  human  being  in  deapte  of 
the  alleged  supremacy  of  that  court.  This  act  of  State 
rights  remuned  anr^baked  by  the  Chief  Magistrate,  and 
the  Supreme  Court  never  instituted  wy  proceeding  to 
maintain  the  dignittf  of  their  process.  Again:  the  Supreme 
Court  pronounced  a  decsee  in  favor  of  certain  mlsnon- 
aries,  who,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  Georgia,  took  pro- 
tection under  fisderal  laws.  When  a  solemn  and  final  de- 
ci«on  was  pronounced,  and  Geotspa  refused  to  obey  the 
decree  of  that  court,  no'  reproof  for  her  refractoty  wirtt 
was  httid;  on  the  contrary,  a  learned  review  of  tne  deci- 
sion came  out,  attributed  to  Executive  countenance  and 
ftvor.  This  was  not  all.  After  the  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress, and  the  question  coming  up  before  the  people, 
what  shall  be  done?  no  one  scarcely,  who  considered  the 
SUtes  as  having  any  rights,  thought  the  last  tariff  any  im- 
provement of  the  agricultural  situation  of  the  South;  the 
remedy  was  pressed  again,  with  the  bank  veto  version  of 
the  constitution,  which  tbe  Senator  frcnn  MassachusetU 
understood  as  the  people  of  South  Carolina  did,  when,  in 
his  Worcester  speech,  he  sud,  any  one  that  could  put  two 
ideas  together  could  make  it  nothing  more  than  nullifi- 
cation in  its  most  enlarged,  and,  as  he  thought,  disastrous 
form.  The  Prewdent,  in  that  veto  message,  bud  down 
tbe  correct  principles  of  our  Government,  when  he  said 
each  co-ordinate  branch  must  answer  fiir  itself,  and  it*  own 
reading  of  the  constitution.  Now,  aa  the  States  are  a  co- 
ordinate branch  of  our  poKtical  Government,  acknow- 
ledged by  all  to  have  some  rights,  tbe  position  that  each 
swore  to  support  the  constitution  as  understood  by  them- 
selves would  extend  to  tbe  State  authorities,  and  they 
would  have  the  right  to  expound  tbe  constitution  as  they 
understood  it  Hence  the  President,  whawas  the  medium 
alone  through  which  any  foroe  could  reach  South  Caro> 
Una,  not  only  fiimiAied  his  opinions  of  the  right  of  a  State 
to  resist  the  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court,  but  bad  ^ven 
it  as  hia  opinion  that  the  States,  as  co-ordinates,  mi^t. 
according  to  their  oaths,  expound  the  federal  constitution. 
Tlie  most  timid  and  wavering  <Ksciple  of  the  Jeffersonian 
creed  could  scarcely  hesitate,  when  such  was  the  source 
through  which  all  the  fca^  could  reach  them. 

Under  these  auspices,  the  eanvass  was  carried  on  last 
summer  fiir  a  convention  to  nullify.  This  required  two- 
thirds  of  both  Houses;  one-half  of  the  Senate  were  in, 
only  one-lialf  to  elect.  Sixteen  Senators  would  prevent 
a  comrention,  and  the  contest  was  close  in  some  of  the  dis- 
tricU.  I  hazard  nothing  in  saying,  if  the  Preudent  bad 
published  bis  optnioo  of  tbe  duty  lie  should  feel  under  to 
enforce  the  decree  of  tiie  Supreme  Court  last'  nnmer, 
instead  of  permittii^  an  inference  to  be  deduced  that  be 
would  not,  no  convention  or  nullifieation  would  be  in 
force  in  South  Carolina  at  this  time;  a  differentissue  would 
have  been  tendered.  Georgia,  in  her  contest,  was  a  great 
way  ahead;  she  was  thought  to  be  the  pioneer  in  tbe  cause 
of  State  rights.  Sir.  I  shall  say  nothing  as  to  the  motive 
from  which  her  position  bas  been  changed,  nor  the  means 
used  to  effect  it.  My  object  is  to  show  that  we  followed 
the  Prendent'a  theoretical  opinion,  and  his  practical  one 
also,  up  to  the  issuing  of  the  proclamation.  Here,  for  the 
first  time,  after  every  step  had  been  taken  by  South  Caro- 
lina, comes  the  Preaident's  exposition  of  hia  opinions, 
calling  upon  the  people  to  recant  their  proceedm|^  re- 
trace the&  steps,  and  natch  from  thnr  archives  this  dts- 
organizing  edict. 

I  do  not  deem  it  proper  to  unpeaeh  the  motiTes  of  the 
President.  When  »  pubUo  functionary  must  act,  he  is 
not  a  T<dunteer{  nor  can  be  escape  from  the  reqNHUBbility 
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of  ceniure  from  tome  quartert  common  Justice  and  chari* 
ty  rec^uire  that  we  should  attribute  correct  motives,  and 
a  desire  to  escape  from  bis  poution,  by  doing  what  is 
ri^t.  But  it  is  reiy  clear  that  the  Prendenthad  no  legal 
right  to  issue  this  proclamation  as  an  official  act.  I-Iad  bis 
opinions,  heretofore  expressed,  been  consonant  with  it»  it 
would>  under  no  circumstances,  have  been  necessary.  It 
it  a  principle  of  equity,  that  when  one  is  silent,  and  rights 
spring  up  under  that  silence  which  it  would  be  urgust  to 
take  away,  the  party  who  ought  to  have  spoken  is  not 
afterwards  to  set  up  his  righu.  Sir,  so  far  as  the  Presi- 
dent is  concerned,  the  principles  in  that  paper  are  not 
only  ex  poatfaeto,  but  subvcruve  of  the  constitution  and 
the  various  expositions  given  thereof  by  himself,  and 
should  have  prevented  the  President  from  denouncing  his 
followers,  m  the  nper,  fiv  the  first  time  furnishing  the 
proof  that  be  had  abandoned  his  own  principles.  He 
riwHiId  have  spared  bis  followers  of  the  school  of  Jeffer- 
son from  reproach  and  charge  of  intended  disunion.  I 
regret,  therefore,  that  in  the  discharge  of  his  public  duty, 
as  understood  by  bimselF,  he  should  nave  found  it  neces- 
sary to  speak  in  such  harsh  terms  of  the  leaders,  as  he 
has  designated  certain  in£iidiui%  as  well  as  the  measures 
adopted  liy  the  people. 

The  fikct  is,  that  m  eviety  rtage  of  this  controversy,  the 
United  States  have  done  first  wrongt  they  first  passed 
the  unconstitutional  tariff, when  it  was  proposed  to  try  the 
validity  of  that  matter  judicially.  As  we  are  now  in  the 
federal  court,  the  Senator  from  Penn^lvania  will  permit 
us  to  take  advantage  of  the  right  to  an  impartial  juiy  trial; 
but  the  man,  who,  as  early  as  1830, 1  tieUeve,  at  a  town 
meeting  in  Charkaton,  stood  alone  the  advocate  of  the 
tariff  as  a  constitutional  as  well  as  a  pi^tical  measure,  was 
the  judge.  He  was  committed  in  advance  upon  the  trial. 
This  same  judge  refused  to  let  it  be  given  in  evidence 
what  the  bond  was  given  for,  under  the  plea  of  non  est 
factum,  against  the  established  rule  that  you  may  show  any 
thing  under  the  general  issue,  which,  if  true,  would  nuke 
the  bond  void.  Kow,  if  the  bond  was  ^ven  for  a  tax 
which  the  Goremment  had  no  right  to  impose,  it  was 
clearly  ytAA.  This  was  a  question  of  hat.  What  was 
the  consideration  of  the  bond?  The  political  security  re- 
served by  the  jury  trial  against  the  encroachment  and 
usurpatitms  of  Government  were  entrenched  upon.  Sup- 
pose  a  special  plea  put  in,  and  demurrer  and  rcgmnder,  the 
court  could  not  have  seen  on  the  record  that  the  tariff 
was  to  protect  the  manu&cturers. 

Ttie  Senidor  from  New  Jen^  says,  thor  have  always 
been  ready  to  reeltethat  tiie  tax  was  levied  tor  protection 
this  title  wasrefiised  expressly  in  1838  and  1832 


notice  tbem.    They  were  so  numerous,  and  the  medium 
through  whjch  our  proceedinn  had  been  reflected  so 
distorted,  that  it  required  mucD  time  to  correct  and  re- 
fute them;  he  would  notice  one  or  two  as  a  specimen— « 
question  of  law,  and  a  criticism  on  the  late  Goverm^s 
message.    The  President  had  said  that  the  jNwse  eomitatus 
could  not  be- considered  a  peaceable  remedy,  and  had 
given  a  history  of  .tlie  early  character  of  this  branch  of  the 
common  taw,  to  prove  that  it  was  military,ln  its  chancter, 
and  repudiates  it  as  the  offspring  of  a  barbarous  and 
feudal  time.    It  was  necessary  to  stamp  the  character  of 
the  sherifTs  power  with  the  military  character,  before  a 
resort  could  be  bad  to  the  militgrj-  power  on  the  other 
aide.    This  right  of  the  sheriff  is  essentially  civil  in  iu 
nature,  and,  without  it,  the  most  disastrous  results  must 
ensue  in  the  execution  of  the  State  laws.   It  consists  mm- 
ply  in  the  power  of  the  sheriff  to  make  deputies  at  his 
willj  every  person  summoned  to  aswst  the  sheriff  is  a 
peace  officer.    I  will  state  a  case  or  two  illustrative  of  the 
character  and  necessity  of  this  power.    A  gentleman  of 
some  property  and  credit  was  about  to  emigrate,  whilst 
he  had  a  note  outstanding;  and  the  creditor  not  being 
willing  to  permit  him  to  leave  the  country  without  secu- 
rity, sued  out  a  writ  of  ne  exeat,-  the  man  being  somewhat 
surprised  at  the  arreat  and  suit  before  the  note  was  due, 
consented  to  go  to  jail  or  with  the  sheriff  relucUuitly,  and, 
after  getting  some  distance,  be  got  off  his  horse  and  said 
he  would  not  renst  Um,  but  he  would  lie  down,  and  the 
rfieriff  must  literally  carry  him,  or  he  would  not  go.  How 
was  the  sheriff  to  act  under  ^ese  circumstancea?  The 
old  common  law  has  told  him  that  he  must  gather  deputies 
enough  to  take  peaceably  the  debtor  to  jiuli  this,  of 
course,  be  did;  unce,  if  he  had  let  him  go,  he  Would  have 
been  chai^eable  with  the  debt.    This  would  have  been  as 
barbarous  as  to  call  upon  bystandera  to  help  him  peace- 
ably to  do  his  duty. 

Now,  what  does  the  opposite  party  propose  as  a  substi- 
tute for  thtposM?  It  is  powder  and  ball.  They  would 
say  to  the  sheriff  when  bis  prisoner  refused  to  proceed 
fiirther.  Draw  your  pistol,  put  it  to  his  temple  and  blow 
out  tus  brains.  Without  tbicjiesi^  this  must  be  the  result. 

Again;  A  man  is  convicted  of  murder.  On  the  day  of 
execution,  he  had  procured  armsi  and  when  the  sheriff 
went  to  bring  him  out  for  execution,  he  presented  h>a 
arms,  and  put  the  riieriff  at  defiance.  How  was  the  sheriff 
to  act?  Not  kill  in  turn.  No,  assemble  the  posse,  which 
he  did;  deluged  his  insurgent  prisoner  with  water  until 
bedeitK^ea  his  powder,  and  then  tii^  proceeded  and 
carried  hmk  peaceMil^  to  the  gallows.  It  would  be  mns^ 
der  in  the  sheriff  to  kill,  except  to  save  bis  own  life.  ^  He 


to  call  out  the  militia  is  bottomed  upon  the  concentra- 
tion and  use  of  the  militaiy  force  of  the  United  States,  to 
coerce  snbtnisrion  of  our  judidal  officers  to  the  collector 
But  the  Senator  from  Penn^lvama  sa^s,  we  have  violated 
the  constitution  in  keeping  a  standmg  army.  Not  so. 
We  have  no  military  force  embodied  except  a  munidpal 

Siard  in  Charleston,  authorized  and  kept  up  ever  Mnce 
e  insurrectionary  movement  of  DenmarkVozey,  in  1831 
or  1633.  Yet  the  federal  Goremment  has  now  a  large 
navsl  and  miUtaty  force  in  or  near  Charleston,  ftnd  that 
fikir  city  is  in  duly  peril  of  being  asauled  ss  the  citadel  of 
a  common  enemyt  the  bouses  burnt,  and  the  town  sacked 
by  the  regular  armyt  friend  and  foe  involved  in  one 
common  ftte,  and  subject  to  the  common  ruin  of  regular 
war. 

Mr.  H.  said  he  had  been  desirous  of  noticing  some'  of 
the  most  exceptionable  doctrines  contuned  in  the  procla- 
mitign.   His  hMlth  and  time  would  not  pcm^  him  to 


X  belieTe  it  could  be  well  established  that  the  miUtaryl  must  use  the  peaceable  means  provided,  time  out  of  mind 
preparations  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  preceded  to  execute  the  law.  There  is  no  military  quality  about  it. 
the  precautionuy  suggestions  made  by  the  Govenior  of  The  law  has  furnished  the  sheriff  and  posse  for  the 
Soom  Carolina  in  his  message.  judge,  not  the  Executive,  to  cdrry  into  effect  his  judg- 

Tbe  act  of  the  Legislature  autborizing  the  Governor  ments. 


"  I'he  State  might  have  proposed  the  call  for  a  general 
convention  to  the  other  States;  and  Congress,  if  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  them  concurred,  must  have  called  it. 
But  the  first  magistrate  of  South  Carolina,  when  he  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that,  *  on  a  review  by  Congress,  and  .the 
functionaries  of  the  General  Government,  of  the  merits 
of  Uie  controversy,'  such  a  convention  wiJl  be  accorded 
to  them,  must  have  known  that  nother  Congress  nor  any 
functionary  of  the  General  Government  baa  authority  to 
(all  such  a  convention^  unless  it  be  demanded  by  two- 
thirds  of  the  States.  This  suggestion,  then,  is  another 
instance  of  the  reckless  inattention  to  the  provinons  of 
the  constitution  with  wluch  this  crisis  has  been  madly 
hurried  ont  or  of  the  attempt  to  persuade  the-peopte  tliat 
a  constitutional  remedy  had  been  sought  and  refuaed.  U 
the  I.egislature  of  South  Caroima  'anxiously  desire*  a 
KenenaconventioD to conakler  thdr  complaints, why  have 
they  not  made  application  for  it  In  the  way  the  constitu- 
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tion  pcanti  out?  The  anertion  Uut  they  *  earnestly  seek 
it,*  U  completely  negatived  by  the  omiirion." 

The  PreaidenC  here  sappoM*  tbut  the  late  Govemor 
wu  BO  tfpiorant  of  the  constitution,  that  he  did  not  know 
who  were  to  call  a  convention;  andt  from  want  of  correct- 
neit  in  one  particular,  he  infen  limilar  errors  in  basteninfr 
the  criui.  Nov,  who  are  the  functionaries  referred  tof 
He  does  not  mean  Congreuf  if  he  bad,  he  would  not  have 
repeated  the  same  idea.  What  is  a  functionary  ?  That 
woich  perfbmiaan  office  or  duty.  Now,  are  not  the  State 
Governments  the  functionaries  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  to  call  a  convention  to  amend  the  constitu- 
tion^ They  are  the  agents  for  that  purpose.  It  seems 
the  Legislature  has,  in  conformity  with  the  suggestion  of 
the  late  Governor,  performed  its  functions  so  far  as  to  ask 
for  a  convention. 

Agab:  At  tliis  annual  period  of  our  assembling,  it 
becomes  us  to  review  the  occurrences  of  the  last  year, 
connected  with  our  domestic  concerns,  if  not  with  a 
minute  scrutiny,  at  least  with  a  sentiment  of  fervent  grati* 
tude  to  the  Great  Disposer  of  human  events.  These 
tributes  of  our  grateful  acknowledgment  are  due  for  tbe 
various  and  muRiplieil  blesnngs  He  has  been  pleased  to 
bestow  upon  our  people.  Abundant  harvests  in  every 
quarter  of  our  State  have  crowned  the  exertions  of  our 
agricultural  labors)  health,  almost  beyond  former  prece- 
dent, has  blessed  our  homes,  as  yet  undisturbed  by  the 
frightful  ravages  of  that  new  and  terrible  pestilence  which 
has  elsewhere  made  such  portentous  havoc  in  a  large 
portion  of  the  human  &mily.  Uta  have  we  leas  reason 
ibr  thankfulness  in  surveying  our  sedal  condition.  If  a 
poUtieal  ezatement,  connected  with  tbe  public  liberty  of 
the  country,  has  stimulated  the  public  mind  to  a  degree 
of  fervor  and  vigor  beyond  all  former  example,  this  very 
excitement  has  furnished  the  consoling  exponent  of  our 
fitness  for  the  enjoyment  of  this  inestimable  blessing;  for, 
in  spite  Of  a  painful  exasperation  of  public  feeling,  social 
order  has  been  preserved,  and  the  miyesty  of  the  law  has 
been  supreme." 
This  is  a  quotation  from  tbe  Goremor's  message,  upon 
,  which  the  fdlowing  stroll  inference  great  exaggera- 
tions of  the  enls  of  the  tariff  system,  here,  is  the  com- 
mentary: 

"That this  system,  tliua  pursued,  has  resulted  in  no 
such  oppression  upon  South  Carolina,  needs  no  other 
proof  tnaa  the  solemn  and  official  declaration  of  the  late 
Chief  Magistrate  of  that  State  in  his  address  to  the  L^is- 
lature.  In  that  be  says,  that  'theoccurrenceaofthepast 
year,  in  connexion  with  our  domestic  concerns,  are  to  be 
reviewed  with  a  sentiment  of  fervent  ^titude  to  tbe 
Great  Disposer  of  human  eventsj  that  tributes  of  grateful 
acknowledgment  are  due  for  the  various  and  multiplied 
blessings  he  has  been  pleased  to  bestow  on  our  people^ 
that  abundant  harvests  in  evei^  quarter  of  tlie  State  have 
crowned  the  exertions  of  anicultural  labori  that  health, 
ahnost  beyond  former  precedent,  has  bteased  oui^homes{ 
and  that  there  is  not  less  reason  for  thankfulness  in  sui^ 
veying  our  social  condition.'  It  would,  indeed,  be  ^fii- 
cult  to  imagine  oppression,  where,  in  the  social  condition 
of  a  people,  there  was  equal  cause  of  thankfulness  as 
for  abuncUnt  harvests,  and  varied  and  multiplied  blesmngs 
with  which  a  kind  Providence  had  favored  them." 

I  sidnnit  whether  judgment  could  fairly  be  entered  up 
against  South  Caro1llu^  upon  the  admission  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernor. 

There  is  certainly  ground  to  complain  that,  when  our 
words  are  brought  up  in  judgment  against  us,  we  are  not 
permitted  to  be  heard  through  the  wliole  sentence.  This 
quotation  of  the  Governor's  mensage  would  make  us  con- 
tending for  our  extreme  rights  as  mere  amateurs.  Sir, 
there  were  points  of  controverqr  between  these  two  pub- 
lie  officers  and  tbe  two  Govwnments,  of  more  moment 
than  to  ruse  »  question  whether  wo  bad  a  right  to  thank 


God  tor  luS  tneroe^  and  congratulate  ourselves  as  a  social 
people  that  our  throats  were  not  yet  cut,  excejA  upon 
tbe  condition  that  judgment  should  be  entered  opon  this 
confesuon,  that  we  were  in  a  most  prosperous  condition, 
and  mere  amateur  malcontents. 

Mr.  Prendent,  there  are  three  propowtions  presented 
for  the  grave  consideration  of  this  body,  springmg  out  of 
the  position  of  South  Carolina,  or  rather  three  remedies 
proposed :  the  1st,  To  adjust  the  taxes  fidrly,  ai^  modify 
the  tariff  with  this  view.  2d,  To  call  a  convention.  3a, 
To  declare  war.  Tbe  latter  seemed  to  be  the  favorite 
alternative. 

I  bad  intended  to  comment  on  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  but  I  will  content  myself  by  umply  stating  tbe  posi- 
tions. Other  gentlemen  have  discussed  them.  I  will 
only  remark  that  the  precedents  referred  to  are  laws  re- 
quiring tbe  use  of  force  without  the  body  of  any  State, 
andwiucb  in  one  instance  tbe  President  refused  to  enter, 
because  it  was  at  war  with  tbe  rights  of  the  State  and 
the  first  principles  of  liberty^  I  mean  the  Indian  inter- 
course law  in  tbe  case  of  Georgia. 

llie  bill  is  unconstitutional,  because  it  confers  the  war 
power  on  the  PrcsidenL—lst  and  8lh  section  of  the  con- 
stitution. 

It  subjects  a  citixen  to  punishment  when  he  has  been 
guilty  of  no  crime,  by  seizing  lus  property,  and  com- 
pelling him  to  pay  cash  duties. — 5tii  article  of  amend- 
ment. 

It  violates  the  rights  of  tbe.peopIe  of  the  State,  so  far 
as  to  give  a  preference  to  other  ports. — 9th  section . 

It  deprives  the  citixens  of  South  Carolina  of  the  same 
rights  as  citizens  of  other  States.— ^th  section. 

It  places  the  military  of  the  Gnitcd  States  above  tiie 
civil  authority  of  a  State. 

It  confers  on  the  President  le|pilative  powers  to  shut 
up  the  port  of  Charleston. 

It  gives  federal  courts  juris^ction  of  cases  which  do 
not  arise  under  the  laws  and  constitution. — 2d  section,  3d 
article. 

It  Bubjccti,  without  trial  or  process  of  law,  citizens  to 
be  arrested  and  deprived  of  their  liberty. 
It  punishes  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press. 
It  authorizes  tlie  Fre«dent  to  consider  tbe  Legislature 
of  a  State  as  a  mob,  and,  by  issuing  his  proclamation,  to 
disperse  them  by  force. 

It  imposes  cruel  and  uqiost  fines,  and  indirectly  forfeits 
the  office  of  State  officers, who  must  obey  their  own  law^ 
or  be  disfranchised. 

It  substitutes  amed  force  tat  the  judicial  tribunals  of 
the  country.  It  makes  a  district  court  an  appellate  court 
over  tbe  State  courts,  as  to  HtAeat 

It  compels  persons  to  prosecute  suits  in  the  federal 
courts,  where  the  court  must  only  nonsuit  the  party  for 
want  of  jurisdiction,  or  take  jurisdiction  upon  the  suKes* 
tion  of  adefendant  notwarrantedby  law(  tiwreby  maung 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  to  depend  on  the  error  or 
wickedness  of  all  defendants. 

I  have  attempted  to  prove  that  a  State  has  a  rif^t  to 
judge  in  the  but  resort  of  a  violation  of  tbe  constitution) 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
violate  no  provision  of  the  constitution;  that  the  meana 
resorted  to  to  protect  her  reserved  rights  are  for  her  judg- 
ment alone;  that,  strong  as  they  appear,  they  are  war- 
ranted by  the  usurpations  of  this  Govemmentt  that  the 
questions  presented  to  the  descendants  of  a  glorious  an- 
cestry, arc  liberty  or  slavery)  the  constitution  with  tbe 
Union,  or  the  Union  without  a  constitution;  that,  we  do 
not  propose  to  secede,  except  tlus  Government  treats  us 
as  a  public  enemy,  and  dnves  us  to  the  necessity  of 
choosing  between  tbe  halter  and  the  bayonet;  that  you 
have  the  physical  right,  not  the  moral  one,  to  ptu  the  bill 
now  under  consideration]  that  it  is  the  assertion  of  your 
rights  by  force  against  an  oqpjiized  Govemmeot,  and  is 
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therefore  war;  that,  in  utter  contempt  (tf  the  fiinda- 
nental  principles  of  the  Government,  in  derogation  of 
tiie  theory  of  fedovtism  itself,  you  aubstltute  rorce  for 
law,  the  tvord  for  the  ermine;  that  the  lacred  prinei- 

files  of  justice  require  you  to  reduce  the  taxes,  and  re- 
ieve  a  patriotic  and  a  Buffering  people  from  poverty  and 
oppresitoD. 

Knowing  as  I  do  (and  which  is  too  welt  attested  hy  the 
eTCnls  uw  da^  m  any  honcnable  Senator  to  be  igno- 
rant of)  that  a  deep  and  aetded  aense  of  discontent  per- 
vades the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  South  CaroKna; 
that  the  sober,  calm,  patriotic  population  of  Virginia, 
South  Carolina,  Qeorg^  Alabama,  and  Hisaissippi,  revolt 
at  this  system  of  protection,  as  an  invasion  of  their  consti- 
tutional rights,  I  cannot  help  exprcMng  a  deep  solicitude 
that  this  bil^  in  its  present  offensive  form,  may  not  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  the  present  Congress. 

I  shall  not  run  any  parallel  between  this  controvermr 
and  the  revolutionary  struggle.  The  doctrine  upon  which 
we'rest  our  rights  do  not  involve  such  principles.  Sir,  I 
regret  that  suspiaons  of  the  personal  haired  of  the  Presi- 
dent towards  the  people  of  South  Carolina  should,  in  the 
opinion  of  her  public  autfiorities,  have  rendered  it  neces- 
sary to  arm  in  protection  of  their  personal  rights,  as  well 
at  m  defence  of  their  fundamental  laws. 

Sir,  placing  myself  in  a  purely  selfish  position,  there 
is  no  honorable  Senator  who  haa  higher  motives  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  and  good  order  of  society.  I  have  nothing 
to  gun,  every  thing  to  lose  by  civil  commotion. 

If  the  first  clause  of  this  bill  is  retained  and  passed,  I 
have  substantial,  well-grounded  fears  of  the  consequences. 
The  exception  in  the  last  clause  in  the  ordinance  is  a  very 
extennve  one,  yet  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  tlus  bill  will 
make  acase  without  the  exception.  If  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  or  any  other  Senator,  supposes  that  both 
or  either  of  the  representatives  of  South  Carolina  on  this 
fioor  hold  that  State  in  the  palm  of  their  hands,  it  is  a 
great  mistake.  Him  nottrum  tantaa  eomponert  Uiea.  The 
political  power  of  that  State  is  now  in  the  hands  of  intel- 
ligent and  independent  planters,  who  think  for  them- 
selves, and  act  accordingly.  Wlut  course  will  be  taken 
upon  the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  omisnon  to  modify  the 
tariflT,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  From  an  article  in  the 
leading  paper  at  the  capital  of  that  State,  one  exercising 
much  influence,  and  reflecting  a  respectable  portion  of 
public  opinion,  it  seems  but  little  attention  will  be  pud  to 
the  interference  of  Virnnia,  at  least  in  the  opinion  of  that 
writer.  This  article,  althouKh  written  with  great  abiU^, 
1  am  sure  does  injustice  to  the  motiret  of  oar  elder  and 
mudi  respected  sister.  Be  that  as  it  may,  every  motive 
of  benevolence,  justice,  and  prudence,  urge  us  to  abstain 
from  rash  or  unskilful  legislation.  Who  wilt  try  the 
strei^h  of  the  diamond  by  the  hammer  and  the  anviP 
To  that  impertinent  curionty  which  wishes  to  test  the 
virtue  of  the  Union,  1  would  refer  to  the  fate  of  Anselmo. 
Believe  m^  ar,  the  experiment  is  a  uaeleai,  and  may 
proveafiUalone. 

1  fta  interested  and  malevolent  persons  have  lent  them  ■ 
■elves  to  the  basest  and  most  profligate  purposes,  in  mis- 
representing both  the  President  and  the  dominant  party 
in  South  Carohna  to  each  other.  I  know  that  a  very 
atroT^  conviction  prevails  that  the  Chief  Magistrate  mixes 
up  personal  with  public  considerations  on  this  topict  that 
he  seelFi  to  Indulge  >n  the  paanon  of  revenge,  and  imbrue 
his  hands  in  the  blood  of  some  of  the  public  men  of  that 
State.  And  I  know,  moreover,  that  before  this  shall 
happen,  a  generoua  and  spirited  population  will  come  to 
their  rescue.  The  people  will  hot  pemut  their  public 
functionaries  acting  under  their  command,  and  clothed 
with  the  panoply  of  tiieir  power,  to  be  led  like  criminals 
to  tiie  charnel-house.  Before  thn  will  take  place,  many 
a  brave  man  will  perish.  What  Senator  can  desire  to  see 
the  Bttfca  pNM  under  the  yoke}  How  long  dace  thia 


body  baa  surrendered  their  independence  to  the  Ugh  be- 
hests of  the  Executive^  Balfour  and  Rawdon  hare  not 
contended,  in  the  pages  of  history,  for  the  honor  ol  the 
execution  of  Hayne.  If  blood  and  carnage  flow  from 
this  bill,  the  Senatci  in  after  times^  will  not  be  enniloDi  of 
the  share  they  had  in  passing  it. 

Sir,  I  do  not  deny  the  power  to  pass  such  a  bill.  Cain 
bad  the  power  to  kill  his  brother^  EKzkbeth  had  the 
power  to  take  the  Vfi:  of  the  unfortunate  Mary.  The 
regidde  court  had  the  power  to  overrule  the  plea  to  its 
jurisdiction,  by  Charles  the  First.  Bonaparte  had  the 
power  to  ptHsort  his  prisoners  at  Jaffa.  "Hie  question  I 
make  is,  as  to  your  right — moral  right— by  force,  to  com- 
pel the  people  of  South  Carolina  to  disobey  their  oaths 
and  violate  their  most  sacred  obligations  to  their  State 
Oovemment. 

It  may  be  asked,  if  tliis  bill  be  passed,  what  rights  are 
left  to  South  Carolina?  She  has  the  right  to  slink  ftom 
her  position,  and,  like  a  thievish  slave,  submit  to  the  lash 
of  a  master.  Nay,  she  has  the  further  ririit  left  her — that 
right  which  Lucretia  had,  after  she  was  dishonored.  She 
has  the  right  left  her,  which  Virgiuus  had,  after  the  de- 
cree was  pronounced  which  made  his  daughter  a  slave. 
She  has  the  right  which  Leonidas  had,  to  dispute  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Persian  army  at  the  Straits  of  'niermopylB. 
She  has  die  right  to  rvAA  unconstitutional  taxation,  as  tier 
ftthers  didt  and  {she  has  the  reserved  right,  which  no 
Government  can  take  away,  nor  tyranny  destroy— ibe 
glorious  riglit  to  live  free  or  die. 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  the  following  amendmenti  to 
the  bill,  which  were  severally  agreed  to: 

In'  lat  section,  line  strike  out  *'unhwliil  tfareate 
and  menaces;*'  and  after  the  word  "  thereof,**  in  fine  3^ 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  section. 

In  section  3d,  line  13,  insert  "revenue"  before  the 
word  "^aw,"  so  as  to  read  "  under  the  authra^  of  any  re- 
venue law."  Amendments  to  correspond 'Wifnthii  were 
nude  informally  in  the  other  sections. 

In  the  5th  section,  line,  4,  strike  out  "  one  of  the  pa- 
triot judges,"  and  insert  "any  judge  of  any  circuit  or  dis- 
trict court"   In  line  18,  strike  out  ■<  rerist  and 

Add  a  new  section  to  the  bill,  providing  that  the  act 
shall  remMn  in  force  until  t)ie  end  of  the  next  session  of 
Congress,  and  no  longer. 

Fm  blanks  in  section  7,  with  "1000,"  and  "two 
months." 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  3d  section, 
as  follows: 

**  Sec.  3.  Jnd  he  U  further  eaaeUd,  That  in  uy  caae 
where  suit  or  prosecution  shall  be  commenced  In  a  court 
of  any  Sute  agunst  any  officer  of  the  United  States  or 
other  person,  for  or  on  account  of  any  act  done  andet 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  under  color  thereof,  or 
for  or  on  account  of  any  right,  authority,  or  title  set  up  or 
claimed  by  such  officer,  or  other  person,  under  any  law 
of  the  United  States,  it  shall  be  lawfol  for  the  defendant 
in  such  iui^or  prosecution,  at  any  time  before  trial,  upon 
a  petition  to  said  court  settiiw  ferOi  the  nature  of  mid 
suit,  or  prosecution,  and  vending  the  said  petition  by 
affidavit,  (which  said  petition  and  affidavit  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  saJd  court  or  to  the  clerk  thereof,  or  left  at  the 
office  of  the  said  clerk,)  to  remove  the  sud  suit  or  prose- 
cution to  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  then 
next  to  be  hotden  in  the  district  where  the  aaid  suit,  or 
prosecution.  Is  commenced!  and,  thereupon,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  sud  SUte  court  to  stay  all  ftirther  proceed- 
ings therein;  and  the  said  suit,  or  prosecution,  upon  pre- 
sentment of  said  petition,  or  affidavit,  on  leaving  ue  same 
as  aforeswd,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  removed 
into  the  said  circuit  court;  and  any  fiirther  procedingi, 
trial,  or  judgment  therein,  in  the  swd  State  court,  smll 
be  wht^y  null  utd  void;  and  on  pioof  being  made  to  the 
ttad  circuit  ootut  of  tke  prcfeotroCDt     nio  petittoo  and 
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■ffid»vi^  or  of  the  lekrinff  the  ume  m  kforenid,  the 
eireiUt  court  shall  have  authnri^  to  entertun  iurisdictitMi 
said  mut,  or  proaecuticm,  and  to  proceed  oierein,  and 
to  hear,  try,  and  determine  the  ume,  in  like  manner  as 
if  tiie  aame  had  been  originally  ct^ixable  and  instituted 
in  nich  circuit  court.  And  all  attachments  made,  and  all 
bail  and  other  security  upon  such  suit,  or  prose- 
cution, shall  be  and  continue  in  tike  force  and  effect  at 
if  the  same  suit,  or  prosecution,  bad  proceeded  to  final 
judgment  and  execution  in  the  State  court.  And  if,  upon 
Um  remoTsI  of  any  such  siut,  or  prosecution,  it  shall  be 
imde  to  appear  to  the  sud  circuit  court  that  no  copy  of 
iha  record  and  procee^gs  therein  in  the  State  court 
can  be  obtuned,  it  shsll  be  lawful  for  s«ad  circuit  court  to 
allow  and  require  the  pluntiff  to  proceed  dt  naoo,  and  tg 
file  a  declaration  of  bia  cause  of  action;  and  the  parties 
may  thereupon  proceed  as  in  actions  originally  brought 
in  said  circuit  court]  and  on  fiulure  of  so  proceeding, 
judgment  of  nonpros,  may  be  rendered  against  the  pbun- 
tiff,  with  cosU  for  the  defendant." 

Hr.  FORaTTH  was  aware,  he  said,  that  there  was  a 
precedent  for  the  provinons  of  this  section ;  but  he  ob- 
jected to  them  as  injurious  and  unnecesssTy  in  application 
to  the  state  of  tilings  in  South  Candina.  If  CaKdina  per. 
sisted  in  her  eoam»  the  ease  in  ber  courts  most  go  on, 
and  both  the  State  and  federal  courts  will  therefbre  pro- 
ceed ex  paHe.  No  cause  can  be  fairly  tried  when  both 
of  the  parties  are  not  heard.  Conflicting  j'udgments  will 
be  rendered  by  the  courts  at  an  early  day,  one  to  be  en- 
fbtced  by  Uie  marshal,  and  the  other  by  the  ^eriff.  Al] 
the  parties  will  be  put  to  great  cost  and  trouble.  The 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  court  was  sufficiently 
well  secured  in  other  respects  by  tlie  bill.  It  would  he 
better,  he  thotq^t,  far  the  offleera  to  can?  tlie  cause, 
first,  to  the  liigbest  court  in  tlie  State,  and  then  appeal  to 
'  the  fisderal  court,  if  he  do  not  obtain  justice. 

air.  WEBSTEB  thought  this  the  most  important  pro- 
vision of  the  tiihole  bill,  as  respects  the  protection  of  the 
flederal  officers.  After  the  case  hsd  been  dedded  in  the 
courts  of  South  Cartdina,  there  could  be  no  writ  of  error 
of  the  case  tried.  It  would  be  impossible  to  get  any  thing 
like  a  Air  trial  in  a  court  where  the  jurors  are  nron  to. 
support  the  ordinance;  and  the  writ  of  error  would  only 
go  on  the  law  of  the  case.  We  give  a  chance  to  the  officer 
to  defend  himself  where  the  authority  of  the  law  was  re- 
ct^msed.  If  the  judgments  of  the  State  court  conflicted 
with  those  of  the  federal  court,  the  right  of  Jurisdiction 
must  be  tried.  There  was  a  stronger  reason  now  in  ftivor 
of  those  pronaions  than  there  was  for  a  stronger  hrw  than 
this  whieh  vaa created  during  tlie  existence  «the  non-in- 
tercoutse  and  embai^  acts.  He  hoped  the  SenUor  from 
.  Gecvpa  would  reconnder  the  motion. 
'  Mr.  WILKINS  said  this  section  was  indispensably  ne- 
cessary, and,  by  the  amendment  juat  adoptea,  was  appli- 
ed to  the  revenue  laws  only.  The  committee  thought 
this  woukl  be  a  less  oflennve  mode  of  protecting  the  of- 
ficer* of  the  Government  than  to  take  an  appeal  from  the 
■olenu  judgment  of  the  highest  State  tribunal,  which 
hst  coune  bad  been  particularly  ofTennve  to  some  States 
of  Ac  Union.  The  only  question  was,  whether  it  would 
t>e  l>etter  to  risk  a  collision  between  the  federal  and  State 
courts,  or  leave  the  officers  at  the  mercy  of  the  State 
tribunals,, framed  as  they  are.  If  the  State  resisted  the 
judgment  of  the  federal  courts,  unpleasuit  consequences 
must  result;  but  if  the  State  courts  are  so  organized  that 
an  impartial  jury  trial  is  out  of  the  question,  he  saw  no 
propriety  in  learmg  the  oScen  whom  we  employ  at  their 
mercy.  An  appeal  after  decinon  by  a  State  court  would 
be  ineffectual.  Even  to  ask  leave  to  appeal  is  an  offence 
punishable  by  fine  and  imprisonment.  Rather  than  ex- 
pose a  party  to  this  penalty,  or  to  the  unlimited  punisli- 
nent  for  cootempt  of  court,  he  would  run  the  risk  of  a 
conflict  of  jurisdiction. 


Hr.  GRUNDY  sud,  ttiat  in  the  prosecutiooa  and  niiU 
against  tbe  officers,  many  other  qaeations  ii^;lit  arise 
than  Uiose  which  are  contemplated.  But  the  whole  case 
would  be  shut  out  fetm  tiie  Supreme  Court  when  the  ap- 
peal was  made.  That  a  colluion  might  arise  between 
the  two  jurisdictions,  was  no  si^ument  aguost  the  mea- 
suret  for,  if  a  coUtaion  must  come,  it  might  aa  well  cone 
in  thb  as  in  any  other  form. 
Adjourned. 

TirssDAT,  FaaarAar  13. 

MODIFICATION  OP  THE  TARIFF. 
Mr.  CLAY  ruse,  and  addieaaed  tbe  Senate  to  tbe  fi>l- 

lowing  effect: 

1  yesterday,  sir,  gave  notice  that  I  should  ask  leave  to 
introduce  a  bill  to  nKicUfy  the  varioua  acts  imponng  duties 
on  imports.  T,  at  the  same  time,  added  that  I  should, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Senate,  offer  an  explanation 
of  the  principle  on  which  that  bill  is  founded.  I  owe,  sir, 
an  apology  to  the  Senate  for  this  course  of  action,  be> 
cause,  although  strictly  parliamentary,  it  is  nevertheless 
out  of  tbe  usual  practice  of  this  body;  but  it  is  a  course 
which  I  trust  that  the  Senate  will  deem  to  be  justified  b^ 
the  interesting  nature  of  the  subject.  I  rise,  nr,  cm  this 
occasion,  actuated  by  no  motives  of  a  private  nature,  by 
no  pertfcmal  feelings^  and  for  no  penonal  objects;  but  ex- 
clusively In  obedience  to  a  sense  of  the  duty  which  I  owe 
to  my  country.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  no  one  will  anti- 
cipate on  my  part  any  ambitious  display  of  such  humble 
powers  as  I  may  possess.  It  is  sincerely  my  purpose  to 
present  a  plain,  unadorned,  and  naked  statement  of  facts 
ccmnected  vrith  the  measure  which  I  shall  have  the  hon<n- 
to  propose,  and  with  the  conditieai  ^  the  country.-  When 
I  survey,  sir,  the  whole  Ihce  €f  our  country,  I  behold  sll 
around  me  evidences  of  the  most  gratifying  prosperity — a 
prospect  which  would  seem  to  be  without  a  cloud  upon 
It,  were  it  not  that  through  all  parts  of  the  country  there 
exist  great  dissensions  and  unhappy  distinctions,  which,  if 
they  can  possibly  be  relieved  and  reconciled  by  any  broad 
scheme  oflei^ation  adapted  to  all  interests,  and  regard- 
ing the  feelings  of  all  sections,  ought  to  be  qiueted;  snd, 
lea(Ung  to  which  object,  any  measure  ought  to  be  well 
recetved. 

In  presenting  the  modification  of  the  tariff  laws  which 
I  am  now  about  to  submit,  1  have  two  ^rcat  objects  in 
view.     Hy  first  object  looka  to  the  tariff.    I  am  com- 

Eelled  to  express  the  opinion,  formed  af^er  the  most  deli- 
erate  reflection,  and  on  a  full  survey  of  the  whole 
country,  that,  whether  ritfbtfully  or  wrongfullr,  the  tariff 
stands  in  hnminent  danger.  If  it  should  even  be  preserv- 
ed during  this  sesrion,  it  must  fidi  at  the  next  session.  By 
what  circumstances,  and  through  what  causes,  has  arisen 
the  necessity  for  this  change  in  the  policy  of  our  country, 
I  will  not  pretend  now  to  ducidate.  Others  there  are  who 
may  differ  from  the  impressions  which  my  mind  has  re- 
ceived upon  this  point.  Owing,  however,  to  a  variety  of 
concurrent  causes,  the  tariff,  as  it  now  exists,  is  in  immi- 
nent dangert  and  If  the  system  can  be  preserved  beyond 
the  next  sesnon,  it  must  be  by  some  means  not  now  within 
the  reach  of  human  sagacity.  The  fallof  tbat  policy,  rir, 
would  be  productive  of  consequences  calamitous  indeed. 
When  I  look  to  the  variety  of  interests  which  are  involv- 
ed, to  the  number  of  individuals  interested,  tiie  amount 
of  capital  invested,  the  value  of  the  buil^ngs  erected, 
and  the  whole  airangement  of  tbe  business  for  the  pro- 
secution of  the  varioua  branches  of  the  manufacturing  art 
which  having  sprung  up  under  the  fostering  care  of  this 
Government.  I  cannot  contemplate  any  evil  equal  to  the 
sudden  overthrow  of  all  those  interests.  History  can 
produce  no  parallel  to  the  extant  of  the  mischief  which 
would  be  produced  by  such  a  disaster.  The  repeal  of 
the  edict  of  Nantes  itself  was  nothing  in  comparison  with 
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it.  That  condemned  to  exile  and  brouf^t  to  ruin  a  Kfot 
number  of  penoM.  ^Tbe  moat  reqi^teble  portion  of  the 
popuhtion  of  France  were  condemned  to  exile  and  nun 
by  that  meanire.  But  in  my  opiniont  sir,  the  sudden  re- 
peal of  the  tarifr  policy  would  brin^  ruin  and  destructiOD 
on  the  whole  people  of  this  country.  There  is  no  enl, 
in  my  opinionj  equal  to  the  coosequencei  which  would 
result  from  such  a  catastrophe. 

What,  sir,  are  Uie  complunts  which  unhappily  diride 
the  people  of  this  great  country }  On  the  one  hand,  it  is 
«ud  by  thoae  who  are  opposed  to  the  tariff,  that  it  un- 
justly taxes  a  portion  of  the  people,  and  pantyzes  tiieir 
industry;  that  it  is  to  be  a  perpetual  operation;  that 
there  is  to  be  no  end  to  the  system,  which,  right  or  wrong, 
is  to  be  urged  to  their  inevitable  ruin.  And  what  is 
the  just  complaint,  on  the  other  hand,  of  those  who  sup- 

Sort  the  Urifi?  It  is,  that  the  policy  of  the  Goremment 
vacillating  and  uncertain,  and  that  there  is  no  atabili^ 
in  our  legislation.  Before  one  set  of  books  are  fairly 
opened,  it  becomes  neeesaary  to  close  them,  and  to  open 
B  new  set.  Before  a  law  can  be  tested  by  experiment, 
another  is  passed.  Before  the  present  law  has  gone 
into  operation,  before  it  is  yet  nine  months  old,  passed  as 
it  was  under  circumstoiices  of  extraordinary  deliberation, 
the  (5ruit  of  lune  months*  labor,  before  we  know  any  thing 
of  its  experimental  effects,  and  even  before  it  commences 
its  operations,  we  are  required  to  repeal  it.  On  one  nde 
we  are  urged  to  repeal  a  system  which  is  fraught  with 
ruin;  on  the  other  »de,  the  check  now  imposea  on  en- 
terprise, and  the  state  of  alarm  in  which  the  public  mind 
has  been  thrown,  render  all  prudent  men  desirous,  look- 
ing ahead  a  little  way,  to  adopt  a  state  of  things,  on  the 
■tabiti^  of  which  they  may  have  reason  to  count.  Such 
ia  the  state  of  feeling  on  the  one  side  and  on  the  otiier. 
X  am  uizioui  to  find  out  some  principle  of  mAtual  accom- 
modation, to  aatisfy,  as  far  as  practicable,  both  parties; 
to  increase  the  atability  of  our  legislation;  and  at  some 
Altant  day,  but  not  too  distant,  when  we  take  into  view 
the  magnitude  of  the  interests  which  are  involved,  to 
bring  down  the  rate  of  duties  to  that  revenue  sUndard 
for  wUeh  our  opponents  have  so  long  contended.  The 
basis  on  which  I  wish  to  found  this  mo^cation,  is  one  of 
time;  and  the  several  parts  Qftbe  biUtowhichl  am  about 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  are  founded  on  this 
basis.  I  propose  to  give  protection  to  our  manufactured 
articles,  adequate  protection,  for  a  length  of  time,  which, 
compared  wiui  the  length  of  human  life,  is  very  long,  but 
which  is  short  in  proportion  to  the  legitisiate  discretion 
of  every  wise  and  parental  system  of  government;  secur- 
ing the  atability  of  leg^latioi^  and  auowing  time  for  a 
gradual  reduction  on  one  aide,  and  on  the  other  prop(;w- 
^ng  to  reduce  the  rate  of  duties  to  ttiat  revenue  stanoard 
for  which  the  opponents  of  the  system  have  so  long  con- 
tended. I  will  now  proceed  to  lay  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  before  the  Senate,  with-a  view  to  draw  their  attention 
to  the  true  character  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  C.  then  proceeded  to  read  the  first  section  of  the  bill. 
According  to  thia  section,  he  said,  it  would  be  perceived 
that  it  was  proposed  to  come  down  to  the  revenue  stand- 
ard at  the  end  of  little  more  tfian  nine  years  and  a  half, 
giving  a  protection  to  our  own  manufactures,  which  he 
hoped  would  be  adequate,  during  the  intermediate  time. 
Mr.  C.  recapitulated  the  provisions  of  the  sections,  and 
showed,  by  various  illustrations,  how  they  would  operate. 

Mr.  C.  then  proceeded  to  read  and  comment  at  great 
length  upon  the  second  section  of  the  bill.  It  wouki  be 
recollected,  he  sud,  that  at  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
with  the  view  to  make  a  concesrion  to  the  Southern  sec- 
tion ofthe  country,  low  priced  woollens,  (those  supposed 
to  enter  into  Uie  consumption  of  slaves  and  the  poorer 
clusea  of  penons,]  were  taken  out  of  the  general  class 
of  duties  on  woollens,  and  the  duty  on  them  reduced  to 
five  per  cent    It  would  be  also  recollected  that  at  that 


time  the  gentlemen  from  the  South  had  sud  that  this  coa- 
eesnon  wu  of  no  eonsequence,  and  th^  did  not  care  for 
it;  and  he  believed  that  they  did  not  now  consider  it  of 
any  greater  importance.  As,  therefore,  it  had  fuled  of 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  taken  out  of  the  common 
class,  he  thought  it  ought  to  be  brought  back  agwo,  and 
placed  by  the  side  of  toe  other  descriptions  of  woollens, 
and  roadie  subject  to  the  same  reduction  of  du^  as  pro- 
posed by  this  section. 

Having  next  read  throng  the  third  section  of  tiie  bill* 
Mr.  C.  said,  that,  after  the  expiration  of  a  term  of  yea>^ 
this  section  laid  down  a  rule  by  whieh  the  duties  were  to 
be  reduced  to  the  revenue  standard  which  had  been  so 
long  and  so  earnestly  contended  for.  Until  otherwise  di- 
rected, and  in  default  of  provision  being  made  for  th» 
wants  of  the  Oorcmment  in  1842,  a  rule  was  thus  pro- 
vided for  the  rate  of  duties  thereafter:  Congress  bemr, 
in  the  mean  time,  autbiHwed  to'adopt  mr  oOitr  nue 
which  the  exigencies  of  the  country  or  Its  nnandal  con- 
dition might  require.  That  is  to  say,  if,  instead  of  the 
duty  of  20  per  cent,  proposed,  i5  or  17  per  cent,  of  du- 
ty was  sufficient,  or  25  per  cent,  should  be  found  neces- 
sary, to  produce  a  revenue  to  defray  tiie  expenses  of  an 
economical  adnunistration  of  the  Govemment^  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  either  of  those  rates,  or  any  other, 
from  bung  fixed  up<Mi;  whilst  the  rate  vi  90  ptr  eent. 
was  introduced  to  guard  against  any  fiulure  en  the  part 
of  Congress  to  make  the  requisite  pronnon  in  due  sea- 
son. 

Thia  section  of  the  bill,  Mr.  C.  said,  contained  also  an- 
other clause,  sug^sted  by  that  spirit  of  harmony  and 
conciliation  which  he  .  prayed  might  prende  over  the 
coundls  of  the  Union  at  this  trying  moment  It  provided 
(what  those  persons  who  are  engaged  in  nanufitcturea 
have  so  long  anxioudy  required  Tot  tbnr  security^  that 
duties  shall  be  paid  la  ready  money;  and  we  shall  thus 
^t  rid  of  the  whole  of  that  credit  system  into  which  an 
inroad  was  made  in  regard  to  woollens,  by  the  act  of  the 
last  session.  This  section  further  contained  a  proviso, 
that  notiiing  in  any  part  of  this  act  should  be  construed 
to  interfere  with  the  freest  exercise  of  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  lay  any  amount  of  duties,  in  the  event  of  war 
breakingout  between  this  country  and  any  foreign  Power. 

Mr.  C.  having  then  read  the  fourth  section  of  the  bill, 
stud  that  one  ofthe  connderations  strongly  urged  for  a 
reduction  of  the  tariff  at  this  time  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  likely  to  be  placed  in  a  dilemma  by  having  an 
overflowing  revenue;  and  this  apprehennon  was  the 
ground  of  an  attempt  totelly  to  change  the  protective  po- 
Ucy  of  the  country.  The  section  which  he  bad  rend,  Mr. 
C.said,  was  an  effort  to  guard  against  this  evil,  l^rdier- 
ing  alt^ther  from  duty  a  portion  of  the  articles  of  im- 
port now  subject  to  it.  Some  of  these,  he  ssid,  would, 
under  the  present  rate  of  duty  upon  them,  produce  a 
considerable  revenue;  the  article  of  nlks  alone  would 
probably  yield  half  a  million  of  dollars  per  annum.  If  it 
were  pos«ble  to  'pacify  present  dlssenaons,  and  let  thinga 
take  their  course,  he  believed  that  no  difficult  need  be 
apprehended.  If,  said  h^  die  bill  which  this  body  pass* 
ed  at  the  lastsesrion  of  Congress,  and  has  sgun  passed  at 
this  session,  shall  pass  the  other  House,  and  become  a  law, 
and  the  gradual  reduction  of  duties  should  take  place 
whieh  ia  contemplated  by  the  first  section  of  this  bill,  we 
shall  have  settled  two  (if  not  three)  of  the  great  ques- 
tions whieh  have  agitated  this  countty— that  of  the  tariff, 
of  the  public  lan^  and,  I  will  add,  of  internal  improve* 
ment  also.  For,  if  there  should  stU]  be  a  surplus  reve- 
nue, that  surplus  mis^t  be  applied,  until  the  year  184^ 
to  the  completion  of  the  works  of  internal  improvement 
already  commenced;  and,  after  18^  a  reliance  for  all 
funds  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement  should  be 
pUced  upon  the  operation  of  the  land  bill,  to  whtdi  h« 
bad  already  referred. 
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It  wu  not  hii  object,  Mr.  C.  said,  in  referring  to  thut 
BKMure  in  connenon  with  tbat  which  he  was  about  to 
propose,  to  consider  them  u  united  in  their  &te,  being 
desirous,  partial  as  he  might  be  to  both,  that  each  should 
stand  or  fall  upon  its  own  intrinsic  merits.  If  this  section 
of  the  bill,  adding  to  the  number  of  free  articles,  should 
become  law,  along  with  the  reduction  of  duties  proposed 
hj  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  it  was  by  no  means  sure 
that  we  should  bare  anjr  Borplus  revenue  at  all.  He  had 
been  astonisbed,  in^jced,  at  the  procen  of  reasoning  by 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  arrived  at  the 
conelunon  that  we  aboold  have  a  surplus  revenue  at  all, 
though  he  admitted  that  such  a  conclusion  could  be  ar< 
rived  at  in  no  other  way.  ftut  what  was  this  process^ 
Duties  of  a  certain  rate  now  exist;  the  amount  which  thq- 
produeeia  known!  the  Secretan',  pn^oring  a  reduction 
of  the  rate  of  duty,  supposes  tnat  tbe  duties  will  be  re- 
duced in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the  reduction  of  du- 
ty. Now,  Mr.  C.  said,  no  calculation  could  be  more  un- 
certain than  that,  "niough,  perhaps,  the  best  that  the 
Secretary  could  have  made,  it  was  still  all  uncertain^} 
dependent  upon  the  winda  and  tiie  wares,  on  the  muta. 
tions  of  trade,  and  on  the  course  of  commerdal  opera- 
tioni.  If  there  was  any  truth  in  polidcal  economy,  it 
could  not  be  that  the  result  would  agree  with  tbe  predtc- 
tiont  for  we  are  instructed  by  all  experieneethat  ne  con- 
sumption of  any  article  is  in  proportion  to  the  reduction 
of  its  price,  and  that  in  general  it  may  be  taken  u  a  rule, 
that  the  duty  upon  an  article  forms  a  portion  of  its  price. 
Mr.  C.  said  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  any  improper  de- 
ngn  to  any  one;  but,  if  it  had  been  so  intended,  no 
•eneme  getting  rid  of  the  tariff  could  have  been  more 
artfully  devised  to  effect  its  purposes  than  that  which 
thus  calculated  the  revenue,  and,  in  addition,  assumed  that 
the  expenditure  of  the  Qovernment  every  year  would  be 
«o  much,  ficc.  Could  any  one  here  say  what  the  future 
expenditure  of  the  Government  would  be?  In  thisyoung, 
great,  and  growing  community,  can  we  say  what  will  be 
file  expenditure  of  the  Government  even  a  year  hence, 
much  less  what  it  will  be  three,  or  four,  er  fire  years 
faenee.'  Vet  it  bad  been  estimated,  on  assomed  amounts, 
fbunded  on  such  uncert^n  data,  both  of  income  and  ex- 
penditure, that  tbe  revenue  might  be  reduced  to  many 
millions  a  year! 

Mr.  C.  asked  pardon  for  this  digresnon,  and  returned 
to  the  examination  of  articles,  in  the  fourth  section,  which 
were  proposed  to  be  left  free  of  duty.  The  duties  on 
these  articles,  he  said,  now  varied  from  5  to  10  per  cent, 
ad  valorem;  but  low  as  they  were,  the  aggregate  amount 
of  revenue  which  thejr  produced  was  eonnderable.  By 
the  bin  of  tbe  hstieimon,  the  du^  on  French  nlks  was 
fixed  at  fire  per  cent,  and  that  on  Chinese  nlka  at  ten 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.  By  the  bill  now  proposed,  the  duty 
on  French  nlks  was  proposed  tabe  repealed,  leaving  the 
other  untouched.  He  would  frankly  state  why  he  made 
this  distinction.  It  bad  been  a  sul^ect  of  anxious  denre 
with  him  to  >see  our  commerce  with  France  increased. 
France,  though  not  so  large  a  customer  in  the  great  sta- 
ples of  our  countr>-  as  Great  Britain,  was  a  great  growing 
enMoDier.  He  had  been  much  struck  with  a  fact  going 
to  prove  this,  which  accidentally  came  to  his  knowledge 
the  otiier  day;  which  was,  that  within  the  short  period  of 
fourteen  years,  the  amount  of  consumption  in  France,  of 
the  great  southern  staple  of  cotton,  bad  been  tripled.  Again, 
it  was  understood  that  the  French  utka  of«the  lower 
padei  of  quaKW  could  not  suatMn  a  competition  with 
the  Cbineae,  wittout  some  discrimination  of  this  sort  He 
bad  understood,  also,  that  the  duty  impMed  upon  this  ar- 
ticle at  the  last  sesuon  had  been  very  much  complained 
ofon  the  part  of  Prance;  and,  considering  all  (he  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  relations  between  the  two 
Governments,  it  appeared  to  Um  denn^le  to  make  this 
diaerimination  in  f»vor  of  the  French  product.    If  the 
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Senate  rtiooM  Ulink  ^erenfly,  be  ahoold  be  content.  If, 
indeed,  they  should  think  proper  to  strike  out  this  section 
altogether,  he  should  cheerfimy  submit  to  their  deci^on. 

After  reading  the  fifth  and  sixth  aectioitt,  Mr.  C' 
said,  he  woula  now  take  a  view  of  some  'of  tbe  ob- 
jections which  would  be  made  to  the  bill.  It  might 
be  said  that  the  act  wu  prospective)  that  it  bound  our 
successorst  and  that  we  had  no  power  tliua  to  bind  them. 
It  was  true  that  the  act  was  praepeetire,  and  ao  wu  alnoat 
every  act  which  we  ever  passea;  bat  we  eoold  repeal  It 
tbe  next  day.  It  was  tbe  estabHabed  utsge  to  give  all  acta 
a  proqiective  operation.  In  every  tariff  law  there  were 
some  provimons  which  go  into  operation  immediately,  and 
others  at  a  future  time.  Bach  Congress  legislated  ac- 
cording to  th«r  own  views  of  propriefy;  th«r  acta  did  not 
bind  tteir  aucecsaors,  but  created  a  spectei  of  publle 
^h  which  would  not  rashly  be  broken.  But,  if  toil  bill 
should  go  into  operation,  as  he  hoped,  even  against  hope, 
that  it  might,  he  bad  not  a  doubt  that  it  would  be  adhered 
to  by  all  parties,  lliere  was  but  one  contingency  which 
would  render  a  cha-i^  necessary,  and  that  was  the  inter- 
vention of  a  war,  which  was  provided  for  in  the  bill.  Tbe 
hands  of  Congress  were  left  untied  in  this  event,  andfhey 
would  be  at  liberty  to  resort  to  any  mode  of  taxation 
which  they  vCrfgtiX  propoee.  But*  if  we  ■wpoee  pence 
to  continue,  there  would  be  no  motive  for  dtitarbiiv  Ae 
arrangement,  but,  on  tiie  contrary,  eveir  motive  to  carry 
it  into  effect.  In  tbe  next  place,  it  will  be  objected  to 
the  bill,  b^  the  fnendaof  tbe  protective  policy,  (of  whom 
he  held  himself  to  be  one,  for  hb  mind  was  Immutably 
fixed  in  fiivor  of  that  policy,)  tiiat  it  abandoned  the  power 
of  protection .  Bat,  lie  contended,  in  tbe  flnt  place,  that 
a  suspennon  of  the  exercise  of  the  powa>  was  not  an 
abandonment  of  it;  for  the  power  was  in  the  conttitution 
according  to  our  theoiyt  was  put  there  by  its  frwners, 
and  could  only  be  dislodged  by  tbe  people.  -  Alter  the 
year  1B43,  the  bill  provided  that  the  power  should  be  ex- 
ercised in  a  certain  mode.  There  were  four  modea^ 
which  the  industry  of  the  counby  could  be  protected: 
First,  the  absolute  prohibition  of  rival  forei^  articles. 
That  was  totally  unattempted  by  the  biUt  but  it  was  com- 
petent to  the  wisdom  of  tbe  Government  to  exert  the 
power  whenever  tiiey  irisbed.  Second*  the  imporition 
of  duties  in  such  a  manner  as  \o  have  no  reference  to  any 
object  but  revenue.  When  we  bad  a  Urge  public  deb^ 
in  1816,  tbe  duties  yielded  thirty-seven  millions,  and  paid 
so  much  more  of  tbe  public  debt;  and  subsequently,  they 
yielded  but  eight  or  ten  millions,  and  paid  so  much  less  of 
the  debt.  Sometimes  we  had  to  trench  on  the  «nking 
Rmd.  Now,  we  bad  no  public  debt  to  absorb  the  surplus 
revenue,  and  no  motive  for  continuing  the  duties.  No 
man  can  took  at  the  condition  of  the  country,  and  say  that 
we  can  carry  on  this  system,  with  accumulating  revenue, 
and  no  practicable  way  of  expendingit.  The  third  mode 
was  attempted  laat  seanon,  in  a  resolution  which  he  had 
the  honor  to  submit  lut  year,  and  which,  in  &ct,  ulti< 
mately  formed  the  bass  of  the  act  which  finally  passed 
boti)  Houses.  This  was  to  raise  u  much  revenue  u  wis 
wanted  for  tbe  use  of  the  Government,  and  no  matt\  but 
to  r»se  it  from  the  protected,  and  not  from  the  unpro- 
tected articles.  He  would  say,  that  b.e  r^retted,  most 
deeply,  that  the  greater  part  of  tbe  country  would  not 
suffer  this  prindple  to  prevail.  It  ought  to  prevail)  and 
the  day,  in  his  opinion,  would  come,  wh<;n  it  would  be 
lEdopted  as  the  permanent  pdicy  of  the  countiy.  Shall 
we  legislate  fat  our  own  wanti^  or  those  of  a  fordgn 
country?  To  protect  our  own  interests,  in  oppontion  to 
foreign  lenslation,  was  the  baws  of  this  mtem.  The 
fourth  mode  in  which  protection  could  be  anbrded  to  do- 
mestic industry*  was,  to  admit,  free  of  duty,  every  article 
which  aided  the  operations  of  the  manu&cturers.  These 
were  the  finir  mottea  for  protectiilg  our  industry;  and  to 
th4Me  who  say  that  the  btlTidiandons  the  power  of  pto> 
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tection.  he  woald  reply,  that  it  did  not  touch  that  power; 
and  that  the  fourth  modct  bo  far  from  being'  ahandoned,  is 
extended  and  u^iheld  by  the  hill.  The  most  that  can  be 
objected  to  the  bill  by  thoie  vith  whom  he  had  co-operat' 
ed  to  npiMrt  the  proteetire  lyitein  was,  that,  in  consider- 
ation of  nine  and  a  half  years  of  peace,  ceruinfy,  and 
stability,  the  manuracturera  relinquished  aome  advantages 
which  they  now  enjoyed.  What  waa  the  prindple  which 
had  always  been  contended  for  in  this  and  in  the  other 
House?  That,  after  the  accumulation  of  capital  and 
skill,  the  manu&cturers  would  stand  atone,  unaided  bv 
the  Goremmen^  in  competition  with  the  imported  arti- 
cles fhm  anv  quarter.  Now  g^e  us  timet  ceaae  all  fluc- 
tuationa  and  i^tationt  for  nine  yean,  and  the  manufiu:- 
turen,  in  every  branch,  will  tottun  theiMelvea  arninst 
foreign  competition.  If  we  can  see  our  way  elearqr  for 
nine  years  to  come,  we  can  safetv  leave  to  posterity  to 

ErovKle  for  the  rest.  If  the  tariff  be  overthrown,  as  may 
e  its  fate  next  seauon,  the  countiy  will  be  plunged  into 
extreme  distress  and  agitation.  I,  said  Hr.  C,  wanthar- 
many.  I  unsh  to  aee  the  restoration  of  those  ties  which 
have  carried  ua  triumphantly  through  two'  wars.  I  de* 
fight  not  in  thia  perpetual  turmoil.  Let  us  have  peace, 
and  become  once  more  united  as  a  band  of  briers. 

It  may  be  said,  that  the  farming  intenfit  cannot  subsist 
under  a  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valorem  duty.  His  reply  waa. 

sufficient  for  the  day  is  the  evil  thereof."  He  would 
leave  it  to  the  day  when  the  reduction  took  effect,  to  set- 
tle the  question.  When  the  reduction  takes  place,  and 
the  farmer  cannot  five  under  it,  what  will  he  do?  I  irill 
tell  fou^  svd  Mr.  C,  what  he  ought  to  do.  He  ought  to 
try  it— make  a  fiiir  experiment  ofitt  and  if  he  cannot 
live  under  it,  lei  him  come  here  and  say  he  is  bankrupt, 
and  ruined.  If  then  nothing  can  be  done  to  relieve  him 
—Sir,  I  will  not  pronounce  the  words,  for  I  will  believe 
that  aomething  will  be  done,  and  that  relief  will  be  afford- 
ed without  hazarding  the  peace  and  integriW  of  the  Uni- 
on. This  confederacy  is  an  excellent  contrivance,  but  it 
must  be  managed  withdelicacy  and  skill.  Ttwre  were  an 
infinite  variety  of  prejudices  and  local  interests  to  be 
reg^edf  but  they  ahouM  all  be  made  to  yield  to  the 
Union. 

If  the  system  proposed  cannot  be  continued,  let  us  try 
some  intermediate  system,  before  we  think  of  any  other 
dreadful  alternative.  Sir,  it  will  be  said,  on  the  other 
hand— for  the  objections  are  made  by  the  fiiends  of  pro- 
tection, principally — that  the  time  is  too  lonfft  that  die 
intermediate  reductions  are  too  Ineonsideremei  and  that 
there  is  no  guaranty  that,  at  the  end  of  the  time  rtipulat- 
ed,  the  reduction  proposed  would  be  allowed  to  take  ef- 
fect In  the  first  place  should  be  recollected  the  diver- 
sified interests  of  the  country;  the  measures  of  the  Gov- 
ernment which  preceded  the  establisliment  of  manufac- 
tures; the  public  £uth  in  aome  degree  pledged  for  their 
securitj^t  and  the  min  in  which  rmah  and  haity  leg^alation 
would  mvolve  them.  Be  would  not  dispute  u>out  terms. 
It  would  not,  in  a  court  of  justice,  be  maintained  that  the 
public  faith  was  pledged  for  the  protection  of  manufac- 
turers; but  there  were  other  pledgea  which  men  of  honor 
are  bound  by,  berides  thoie  of  which  the  Uv  can  ti^e 
cognizance. 

If  we  excite  in  our  neighbor  a  reasonable  expectation 
which  induces  him  to  take  a  particular  course  in  ounness, 
we  are  in  honor  bound  to  redeem  the  pledge  thua  tacit- 
If  piren.  Can  any  man  doubt  that  a  luge  poHion  of  our 
citizens  believed  that  the  system  would  be  permanent? 
The  whole  country  expected  it.  The  security  against 
any  change  of  the  system  proposed  by  the  bill  was  in 
the  character  of  the  bill — as  a  compromise  between  two 
conflicting  parties.  If  tHb  bill  should  be  taken  by  com* 
mon  consent,  aa  we  hope  it  will  be,  tiie  history  of  the  r^ 
venue  will  he  a  guaran^  of  ita  permanence.  The  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  was  passed  will  be  known  and 


recorded;  and  no  one  will  diaturb  a  ayatem  which  was 
adopted  with  a  view  to  give  peace  and  tranquillity  to  the 
country. 

The  descencUn^  gradations  by  which  he  proposed  to 
arrive  at  the  minimum  of  duties  must  be  gndual.  He 
never  would  consent  to  any  precipitate  opention,  to  bring 
distress  and  ruin  on  the  community. 

Now,  said  Mr.  C,  viewing  it  in  this  li^t,  it  appeared 
that  there  were  eight  years  and  a  half,  aM  nine  ycara  and 
a  half,  taldng  the  ultimate  time,  which  would  be  an  effi- 
cient protection;  the  remainii^  dutiea  would  be  with- 
drawn by  a  biennial  reduction.  The  protective  principle 
must  be  said  to  be,  in  some  measure,  relinquished  at  the 
end  of  eight  years  and  a  half.  Tbia  period  couU  net  ap- 
pgu-  unreasonable,  and  he  tliought  tlwt  no  member  of  the 
Senate,  or  any  portion  of  the  country,  ouriit  to  make  the 
sfightest  objection.  -It  now  remained  for  him  to  conaider 
the  other  objection — ^the  want  of  a  guaranty  to  there  be- 
ing an  ulterior  continuance  of  the  duties  imposed  by  Ibe 
bill,  on  the  expiration  of  the  term  which  it  preacribea. 
The  heat  ^arantics  would  be  found  bi  the  ciremnatanees 
under  which  the  meaanre  would  be  paased.  If  it  were 
passed  b/  common  consent;  if  it  were  passed  with  the  aa- 
sent  of  a  portion,  a  considerable  portion,  of  those  who 
had  hitherto  directly  supported  uiis  system,  and  by  a 
connderable  portion  of  those  who  opposed  it;  if  they  de- 
clared their  satisfaction  with  the  measure,  he  had  no 
doubt  the  rate  of  duties  guarantied  would  be  continued 
after  the  expiration  of  tiie  term,  if  the  country  continued 
at  peace.  And,  at  the  end  of  the  term,  when  the  expe- 
riment would  have  been  made  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
mode  of  protection  fixed  by  the  bill,  while  the  constitu- 
tional question  had  been  suffered  to  lie  dormant  if  war 
should  render  it  necessary,  protection  might  be  carried 
up  to  prohibition;  while,  if  the  country  should  remaTn  at 
peace,  and  thia  measure  go  into  full  operation,  the  duties 
would  be  gradually  towered  down^  the  revenue  ataad- 
ord,  which  had  been  so  earnestly  wished  for. 

But  suppose  that  he  was  wrong  in  all  theae  views — for 
there  were  no  guaranties'  in  one  sense  of  the  term,  vS 
human  infallibility;  suppose  a  different  state  of  things  tn 
the  South;  that  the  Senate,  from  causes  which  be  ahould 
not  dwell  upon  now,  but  which  were  obvious  to  every  re- 
flecting man  in  thia  country — causes  which  bad  operated 
for  years  past,  and  which  continued  to  opeiste;  oup- 
pose.  for  a  niomenN  that  there  ahould  be  a  maiority  in  the 
Senate  in  favor  of  the  Southern  views,  ana  that  they 
should  repeal  the  whole  aystem  at  once;  what  guaranty 
would  we  have  that  the  repealing  of  the  law  would  not 
destroy  those  grtA  interests  which  it  is  so  important  to 
preserve'  What  guaranty  would  you  have  that  the  thun- 
ders of  those  powerful  manufacturers  would  not  be  di- 
j-ected  against  your  Capitol,  because  of  tliis  abandonment 
of  their  interests,  and  because  you  had  given  them  no 
protection  against  fbrdgn  l»islationf  Sir,  aaid  Ifr.  C, 
if  you  carrv  your  measure  of  repeal  without  the  content, 
at  least,  of  a  portion  of  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
preservation  of  manufactures,  you  have  no  security,  no 
guaranty,  no  certainly,  that  any  protection  will  be  continu- 
ed. But  if  the  measure  should  be  carried  by  the  common 
consent  of  both  partiea,  we  slwllbave  all  security;  history 
will  fiddifully  record  the  tranaactiont  narrate  under  what 
circunutancea  the  bill  waa  passed;  that  it  was  a  pacifying 
measure;  that  it  was  as  oil  poured  from  the  veaael  of  the 
Union,  to  restore  peace  and  liarmony  to  the  eountiy. 
When  all  this  was  known,  what  Congress,  wlwt  Legisla- 
ture, would  mar  the  guaranty?  What  man,  who  n  en- 
titled tu  deserve  the  character  of  an  American  statesman, 
would  stand  up  in  his  place,  in  either  House  of  Congress 
and  (Usturb  this  treaty  of  peace  and  amity? 

Sir,  sud  Mr.  C,  I  will  not  say  that  it  may  not  be  dis- 
turbed. All  that  1  can  aay  is,  .that  there  is  all  reaacm* 
able  security  that  can  be  denred  by  those  on  the  one  lido 
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of  tKe  queition,  and  much  more  than  those  on  the  other 
would  baTe,  by  any  unfortunate  concurrence  of  circum- 
■tances.  Such  a  repeal  of  the  whole  ayatem  should  be 
brought  about  as  would  be  cheerfully  acquiesced  in  by  all 
parties  in  this  country.  AH  parties  might  find  In  this  mea- 
sure some  reasons  for  objection.  And  what  human  measure 
was  there  which  was  me  from  objectionable  qualities?  It 
bad  been  remarked,  and  juatly  remarked,  by  the  great 
Father  of  our  cmuitry  himself,  that  if  that  great  work 
which  is  the  charter  of  our  liberties,  and  under  which  wo 
have  so  lonff  flourished,  had  been  submitted,  article  by 
article,  to  all  the  different  States  composing  this  Union, 
the  whole  would  hare  been  rejected!  and  yet^  when 
tiie  whole  was  presented  tomther.  It  was  accepted  aa  a 
whole.  He  (Hr.  C.)  would  admit  that- lus  fnends  did 
not  get  all  they  could  wish;  and  the  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  did  not  obtain  all  they  might  desiret  but  both 
would  gun  all  that,  in  bis  humble  opinion,  was  proper  to 
be  given  in  the  present  condition  of  the  country.  It  might 
be  true,  that  there  would  be  loaa  and  gain  In  this  measure; 
but  how  waa  this  loss  and  gain  distributed?  Among  our 
countrymen.  What  we  lose,  no  foreign  hand  gains;  and 
what  we  gam,  has  been  no  loss  to  any  foreign  Power. 
It  is  among  ourselves  the  distribution  takes  pUce.  The 
distribution  is  founded  on  that  grebt  principle  of  com. 
promise  and  concession  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  our 
institutions,  which  gave  birth  to  the  constitution  itself, 
and  which  has  continued  to  regulate  us  in  our  onward 
march,  ud  conducted  the  nation  to  g^ory  and  renown. 

It  remained  for  hhn  now  to  touch  amrther  topic.  Ob- 
jections  had  been  made  to  all  legislation  at  this  session  of 
Congress,  resulting  from  the  attitude  of  one  of  the  Statea 
of  this  confederacy  1  He  confessed  that  he  felt  a  very 
strong  repugnance  to  any  legiatation  at  all  on  this  subject 
at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  principally  because 
he  misconceived  the  purposes,  as  he  bad  found  from  sub- 
aequent  explanatitHi,  which  that  SUte  had  in  view.  Un- 
der the  influence  of  more  accurate  information,  he  must 
sa^,  that  the  aspect  of  things,  Mnoe  tlw  commencement 
oftbeseasion,  had,  in  his  opinion,  greatly  ctuuiged.  When 
he  came  to  take  his  seat  on  that  floor,  he  had  supposed 
that  a  member  of  this  Union  had  taken  an  attitude  of  de- 
fiance and  hostility,  against  the  authority  of  the  General 
GovemmenL  He  had  imaj^ned  that  she  had  arroganUy 
reauircd  that  we  ^ould  abandon,  at  once,  a  system  which 
haa  long  been  the  settled  policy  of  this  country.  Sup* 
poung  that  she  had  manifested  this  feeling,  and  tkkeii  up 
this  position,  he  (Mr.  C.)  had,  Ln.consequence,  felt  a  dis- 
position to  hurl  (^fiance  back  again,  and  to  impress  upon 
her  the  necessity  of  the  performance  of  her  duties  as  a 
member  of  this  Union.  But,  since  his  arrival  here,  he 
found  that  South  Carolina  did  not  contemplate  force,  for 
it  was  denied  and  denounced  by  that  State.  She  dis- 
cluroed  it;  and  asserted  that  she  is  merely  makii^  an  ex- 
periment l*hat  experimeid  isthts:  By  a  course  of  State 
legislation,  and  by  a  chanee  in  her  fundamental  laws,  she 
is  endeavoring,  by  her  mvU  tribunals,  to  prevent  the  Gene- 
ral Government  from  cartying  the  laws  of  the  United 
SUtea  into  'operation  within  her  limits.     That  she  has 

Krofessed  to  be  he^  object.  Her  appeal  was  not  to  arms, 
ut  to  another  power)  not  to  the  sword,  but  to  the  law. 
He  must  aay,  and  he  would  say  it  with  no  intention  of  dis- 
pwaging  that  State,  or  any  other  of  the  States,  it  was  a 
feeling' unworthy  of  her.  As  the  purpose  of  South  Caro- 
lina was  not  that  of  force,  this  at  once  ^sarmed,  divested 
legislation  of  one  of  the  principal  objections  wUch  it  ap- 
peared to  him  existed  againat  it  at  the  commencement  of 
this  seanon.  Her  purpose  are  all  of  a  civil  nature.  She 
thinks  she  can  oust  the  United  States  from  her  limits;  and 
unquestionably  she  had  taken  good  care  to  prepare  her 
judges  beforeluuid,  by  swearing  them  to  detide  in  her 
&Tor.  'If  we  Bi^mitted  to  her,  we  should  thus  stand  but 
a  poor  chance  of  obtiinii^  justice.  She  disehumed  any 


intention  of  resorting  to  force,  unless  we  should  find  it 
indispensable  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union  by  apply- 
ing force  to  her.  It  seemed  to  turn,  the  a^ieet  of  the 
attitude  of  South  Cuolina  had  changedi  or  rather,  the 
new  light  which  he  had  obtained  enabled  Um  to  see  her 
in  a  different  attitude;  and  he  had  not  trul^  understood 
her,  until  she  had  paasied  her  laws  by  which  it  was  intend- 
ed to  carry  her  ormnance  into  effect.  Now,  he  ventured 
to  predict,  that  the  State  to  which  he  had  referred  must 
ultimately  ftui  in  her  attempt.  He  disclaimed  any  inten- 
tion of  saying  any  thing  to  the  disparagement  of  that  State' 
Far  from  it.  He  thought  that  she  had  been  rash,  intem- 
pente,  and  greati^  in  error  j  and,  to  uae  the  langoua  of 
one  of  her  own  writers,  made  up  an  iaaue  unworthy  other. 
He  thought  the  verdict  and  judgment  must  go  ag^nst 
her.  Prom  one  end  to  the  other  of  thu  continent,  by  ac- 
clamation as  it  were,  nullification  had  been  put  down,  and 
put  down  in  a  manner  more  effectually  than  by  a  tiiou- 
sand  wars,  or  a  thousand  anniea— by  the  irreaiitible  force, 
by  the  mighty  influence,  of  pidiVc  opiiuon.  Not  a  Toea 
beyond  the  single  State  of  South  Carolina  had  been  heard 
in  favor  of  the  principle  of  nullification,  which  die  has 
asserted  by  her  own  ordinance^  and  he  would  say,  that 
must  fail  in  her  law-suit.  He  would  express  two  opinions: 
the  first  of  which  was,  that  it  Is  not  poswble  for  the  inge- 
nnity  of  man  to  devise  a  system  of  State  legislation  to  de< 
feat  the  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  Uniteo  States,  which 
could  not  be  countervaUed  by  federal  legislation.  A 
State  might  take  it  upon  heradf  to  throw  obstructions 
in  the  way  of  the  execution  of  the  fatws  of  the  Fede- 
ral Govemmentt  but  federal  legislation  can  follow  at  her 
heel  quickly,  and  successfully  counteract  the  course  of 
Sute  legislation.  The  framers  of  the  constitution  fore- 
saw this,  and  the  constitution  has  guarded  agwnst  it. 
What  has  it  said?  It  is  declared,  in  the  clause  enumerat- 
ing the  powers  of  this  Government,  that  Congress  shall 
have  all  power  to  cany  into  effect  sdl  the  powers  granted 
by  the  constitution,  m  any  branch  of  the  Government. 
Under  this  sweeping  cIause,for  they  have  not  spedfied  con- 
tingencies, because  they  could  not  see  what  was  to  happen; 
but  whatever  powers  were  necessary — all,  all  are  given 
to  this  Government,  by  the  fundamental  law,  necessary 
to  carry  into  effect  those  powers  which  are  vested  by  that 
constitution  in  the  Federal  Government.  That  is  one  rea- 
son. The  other  is,  tlwt  it  ia  not  possible  fbr  any  State, 
provided  thb  Government  is  administered  with  prudence 
and  propriety,  so  to  shape  its  laws  as  to  throw  upon  tiie 
General  Government  the  responsibility  of  first  resorting 
to  the  employment  of  force;  but  if  force  is  at  all  employ- 
ed, it  must  be  by  St«te  legisUtion,  and  not  federal  legis- 
lation; and  the  responsibility  of  employing  that  force  must 
rest  with,  and  attach  to,  the  State  itself. 

I,  said  Mr.  C.,  shall  not  go  into  the  details  of  this  bill. 
I  merely  throw  out  these  sentiments  fbr  the  piupwe  of 
showing  you  that  South  Carolina,  having  declaied  ber 
purpose  to  be  thi8,lto  make  an  ex|>eriment— wbetiierby  a 
course  of  legation,  in  a  conventional  form,  or  a  legida- 
tive  form  of  enactment,  she  can  defeat  the  execution  of 
certun  laws  of  the  Uiuted  States,  I,  for  one,  will  express 
my  opinion,  that  I  believe  it  is  utterly  impracticable,  what- 
ever course  of  legislation  she  may  choose  to  admit,  for 
her  to  succeed.  I  am  ready,  for  one,  to  give  the  tribunals 
and  the  Ezeeutive  of  the  country,  whether  that  Executive 
has  or  has  not  my  cortBdence,  the  necessary  measures  of 
power  and  authority  to  execute  the  laws  of  the  Union. 
But  I  would  not  go  a  hair's  breadth  further  than  what  is 
necessary  for  those  purposes.  Up  to  that  pmnt  I  would 
go,  and  cheerfiilly  go,  for  it  is  my  sworo  duly,  as  I  regard 
it,  to  go  to  that  point. 

Again:  uking  this  view  of  the  subject.  Sooth  Can^ina 
is  doing  nothing  more,  except  Uiat  she  is  Mng  it  with 
more  rashness,  than  tame  other  Statea  have  done— that 
respectable  State,  Ohio,  and,  if  be^^wasnot  iniiU]uD,the 
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State  of  Virf^nia  also.  An  opinion  prevailed  some  years 
ago,  that  if  you  put  the  laws  of  a  State  into  a  penal  form, 
you  could  not  oust  federal  jt^risdiction  out  of  the  limito  of 
that  State,  because  the  State  tribunals  had  an  exclusive 
jurisdiction  over  penalties  and  crimes^  and  it  was  inferred 
that  no  federal  court  could  wrest  the  authority  from  them. 
AeeordiDg  to  that  principle,  the  State  of  Ohio  passed  the 
lam  taxing  the  branch  of  the  United  States  Bank,  and 
lugn  penalttea  were  to  be  enferced  wainat  every  person 
wbo  Aiould  attempt  to  defeat  hertaxation.  The  question 
was  tried.  It  happened  to  be  my  lot,  said  Mr.  C. ,  to  be 
counsel  at  law  to  bring  the  suit  against  the  SUte,  a»d  to 
maintain  the  federal  authority.  The  trial  took  place  in 
the  State  of  Ohio;  and  it  is  one  of  the  many  circumatancea 
which  redounded  to  the  honor  of  that  patriotic  State,  she 
submitted  to  federal  force.  I  went  to  the  office  of  the  pub- 
lic treasury  myself,  to  which  was  taken  the  money  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States;  it  having  remuned  there  in  se- 
questration until  it  was  pelceably  surrendered  in  obedience 
to  the  deci«on  of  the  court,  without  any  appeal  to  arms,  in 
a  building  which  1  had  to  pass  in  order  to  reach  the  trea^ 
wry,  1  saw  the  most  brilliant  display 'of  arms  and  musketry 
mat  I  ever  saw  in  my  lifei  but  not  one  was  raised,  or 
threatened  to  be  raised,  against  the  due  execution  of  the 
kws  of  the  United  States  when  tliey  were  then  enforced. 
In  "^iTginia,  (but  1  am  not  sure  that  I  am  correct  in  the 
history  of  it,)  there  was  a  case  of  this  kindt  persons  were 
liable  to  penalties  f<K>  ,aeUing  lotte^  tickets.  It  was  con- 
tended that  the  State  tribunab  had  an  ezcloaive  jurisdic- 
tion over  the  subject.  The  ease  was  brought  before  the 
Supreme  Courtt  the  parties  were  a  Myers  and  somebody 
else  I  and  it  decided,  as  it  must  always  decide,  no  matter 
what  obstruction,  no  matter  what  the  State  law  may  be;  the 
eonsthutkraal  law*  of  the  United  States  must  follow  and 
defeat  it,  in  its  attempt  to  arrest  the  federal  arm  in  the 
exercise  of  its  lawful  authority.  South  Carolina  has  at- 
tempted, and  I  repeat  it,  in  a  much  more  offensive  way,  at- 
tempted to  defeat  the  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States.  But  it  seems  that,  under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  she  has,  for  the  present,  determined  to  stop 
here,  in  order  that,  by  our  legisUtion,  we  may  prevent 
the  neeesntf  of  her  advancing  any  fbrther.  But  there  are 
other  reasons  for  the  expediency  of  legishting  tt  this  time. 
Although  .1  came  here  fiilly  impresKd  witti  a  different 
•pinion,  my  mmd  has  now  become  reconciled. 

The  memorable  first  of  February  is  past.  I  confess  1 
did  feel  an  unconquerable  repugnance  to  legislation  until 
that  day  should  have  passed,  because  of  the  consequences 
that  were  to'  ensue.  I  hoped  tliat  the  day  would  go  over 
well.  I  feel,  and  I  think  we  must  all  confess,  we  breathe 
a  fireer  air  than  when  the  restraint  was  upon  us.  But  this 
is  not  the  only  conM^eratkm.  South  Cgrotina  has  practi- 
cally postponed  her  ordioaDce,  instead  of  letting  it  go 
into  effect,  till  the  fourth  of  March.  Nobody  who  has 
noticed  the  course  of  events  can  doubt  that  she  will  post- 
pone it  by  still  brther  legislation,  if  Congress  should  rise 
without  any  settiement  of  this  question.  I  was  going  to 
say,  my  liie  on  it,  she  will  postpone  it  to  a  period  subse- 
quent to  the  fburtb  of  Maroi.  It  is  in  the  natural  course 
of  events.  Sooth  Carolina  most  perceive  tiie  embarrass- 
ments  of  her  ntuation.  She  rotut  be  denroua— it  is  unna- 
tural to  aappose  that  ahe  is  not — to  remain  in  the  Union. 
What!  a  State,  whose  heroes  in  its  gallant  ancestry  fought 
ao  many  glorious  battles  along  with  those  of  the  other 
States  of  this  Union;  a  State  with  which  this  confederacy 
is  linked  by  bonds  of  such  a  powerful  character!  I  hare 
sometimes  fiuicied  what  would  be  her  condition  if  she  goes 
oat  of  this  Union;  if  her  five  hundred  thousand  people 
should  at  once  be  thrown  upon  their  own  resources.  She 
is  out  of  the  Union.  What  is  the  consequence^  She  is 
an  independent  Power.  What  then  does  she  do ^  She  must 
have  armies  and  fleets,  and  an  expennve  Government; 
have  fiweign  nussionsi  she  nuist  raise  taxea;  enact  (his 


very  tariff,  which  had  driven  her  out  of  tiie  Union,  in 
order  to  enable  her  to  raise  mont;y,  and  to  suatwn  the  atti- 
tude of  an  independent  Power.  If  die  should  hare  no 
force,  no  navy  to  protect  her,  she  would  be  exposed  to 
piratical  incursions.  Their  neighbor,  St.  Domingo,  might 
pour  down  a  horde  of  pirates  on  her  borders,  and  deso* 
late  her  plantations.  She  must  have  her  embassies; 
therefore,  must  she  have  her  revenue:  And,  let  me  tell 
you,  there  is  another  consequence— an  inevitable  onet 
she  bas  a  certun  description  of  persons  recognised  as 
property,  south  of  the  Potomac  and  west  of  the  Missis- 
sippi, which  would  be  no  longer  recognised  as  such,  ex- 
cept within  her  own  limits.  This  species  of  property 
would  sink  immediately  to  one-half  of  its  present  value, 
for  it  is  Louisiana  and  the  Southweateni  States  which  are 
her  great  market. 

But  I  will  not  dwelt  on  this  topic  any  longer.  I  say  it  is 
utterly  impossible  tiiat  South  Carolina  ever  deinred,  for  a 
moment,  to  become  a  separate  and  independent  State.  If 
the  existence  of  the  ordinance,  while  an  act  of  Congress 
is  pending,  is  to  be  considered  as  a  motive  for  not  passing 
that  law,  why  this  would  be  fotmd  to  be  a  suffident  rea- 
son for  preventing  the  passing  of  any  laws.  South  Caro- 
lina, by  keeping  Uie  shadow  of  an  ordinance  ever  bef<ne 
us,  as  she  has  it  in  her  power  to  postpone  it  from  time  to 
time,  would  deftat  our  legislation  forever.  I  wirald  re- 
peat tiiat,  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  ease,  the 
conation  of  South  Cart^a  is  only  one  of  the  elements 
of  a  combination;  the  whole  of  which  together  constitutes 
a  motive  of  action  which  renders  it  expedient  to  resort, 
during  the  present  session  of  Oongress,  to  some  measure, 
in  order  to  quiet  and  tranquilizc  the  country. 

If  there  be  any  who  want  civil  war,  who  want  to  se« 
the  blood  of  any  portion  of  our  countrymen  spilt,  I  am 
not  one  of  tbem;  I  wish  to  see  war  of  no  kind;  but,  above 
all,  do  I  not  deshv  to  see  a  civil  war.  When  war  begins, 
whether  dvil  or  foreign,  no  human  foresight  is  competent 
to  foresee  when,  orhow,  or  where  it  is  to  terminate.  But 
when  a  civil  war  shall  be  lighted  up  in  the  bosom  of  our 
own  happ^  land,  and  armies  are  marching,  and  command- 
ers are  winning  their  victories,  and  fleets  are  in  motion 
on  our  coast,  tell  me,  if  you  can — tell  me,  if  any  human 
being  can  tell,  its  durmtioD?  God  alone  knows  where  such 
a  war  will  end.  In  what  state  will  be  left  our  institutions* 
In  what  state  our  liberties^  I  vsnt  no  war;  above  all,  no 
war  at  home. 

Sir,  I  repeat,  that  I  think  South  Carolina  has  been  rash, 
intemperate,  and  greatly  in  the  wrong;  but  1  do  not  want 
to  disgrace  her,  nor  any  other  member  of  this  Uoion- 
Not  I  do  not  desire  to  see  the  lustre  of  one  single  star 
dimmed  of  that  glorious  confederacy  which  ciHistitate* 
our  political  sun;  still  less  ilo  I  wish  to  see  it  blotted  oot, 
and  its  light  obliterated  fioever.  Has  not  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  been  one  of  the  members  of  this  Union  in 
days  that  tried  men's  aouls^  Have  not  her  anccstom 
fought  alongside  our  ancestors^  Have  we  not,  conjointly, 
won  together  many  a  glorious  battle?  If  we  bad  to  go 
into  a  civil  war  with  suen  a  State,  how  would  it  terminate* 
Whenever  it  should  have  terminated,  what  would  he  her 
condition?  If  she  should  ever  return  to  the  Uiuon,  whnt 
would  be 'the  condition  of  her  fe^ngs  and  affectiouf 
what  the  state  of  the  heart  of  her  people?  She  has  been 
with  us  before,  when  her  ancestors  mingled  in  Uie  throng 
ofhatde,  and  as  I  hope  our  posterity  willn^ngriie  with  her* 
for  ages  and  centuries  to  come  in  the  united  defenee  of 
liberty,  and  for  the  honor  and  glory  of  the  Union.  I  do 
not  wish  to  see  her  degraded  or  denced  as  a  member  of 
this  eonfi^deracy. 

In  conclusion,  allow  me  to  entreat  and  implore  each 
individual  member  of  this  body  to  bring  into  the  consider- 
ation of  this  measure,  which  I  have  had  the  honor  of  pro- 
posing, the  same  love  of  country  which,  if  I  know  myself, 
hu  actuated  ve,  and  the  same  dcstrefiur  restoring  har- 
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maaj  to  the  Union  vhtch  hM  prompted  thk  effbrt  If 
we  can  forgot  tat  a  iDoment — but  diat  would  be'ad^ig  too 
much  of  human  naturet  if  w«  mnld  mflfer.  Ibr  one  mo- 
ment, puty  fecKnr  and  party  eauaea  and,  u  I  atand  here 
before-my  God,  I  declare  I  have  looked  beyond  those  con- 
nderationfl,  and  regarded  only  the  rut  intereata  of  tbii 
united  people — should  hope  that^'ander  such  feelii^ 
and  with  such  dispontions,  we  .may  adTantageonsIy  pro- 
ceed to  the  considerfttion  of  this  bill,  and  heal,  before 
they  are  yet  bleedinr,  the  wounda  of  our  ^stmeted  ooun- 
Mr.  CreoDclacM  with  aaUng  leave  to  tntroduoebia 

Mr.  POHSTTH  presumed,  he  taid,  that  the  motion  for 
leave,  tn^ts  present  stage,  wax  a  subject  of  discussioDt  if 
10,  he  begj^ed  leave  to  say  a  word  or  two  In  opposition  to 
it.  llie  avowed  object  of  the  bill  would  meet  with  uni- 
versal approbation.  It  waa  a  pr^ect  to  bamonize  the 
people,  wad  it  could  haTO  come  Irom  m>  better  source 
than  ftum  the  eentleman  fhmi  Kentaelyt  fbr  to  no  one 
were  we  more  indebted  than  to  htm  for  the  discord  and 
discontent  which  agitate  us.  But  a  few  month*  aro  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  gentleman,  and  those  with  wnom 
he  acted,  to  settle  this  question  at  once  and  forever.  The 
opportunity  was  not  Beraed,  but  he  hoped  it  was  not  pass- 
ed. In  the  project  now  offiered,  he  could  not  see  the 
elements  of  success.  The  time  waa  not  auipieious.  But 
fiwrteen  days  remamed  to  the  semoni  and  we  had  better 
wiut  die  action  of  the  House  on  the  bin  befiire  them, 
than,  by  Uking  up  this  new  measure  here,  produce  a  ces> 
sation  of  their  action.  Waa  there  not  danger  that  the 
fourteen  days  would  be  exhausted  in  useless  debate?  Why, 
twenty  men,  with  a  suflScieney  of  breath,  (for  words  they 
woukl  not  want,)  could  annihilate  the  bill,  thoaeh  a  ma- 
jority in  both  Houses  were  in  favor  of  it.  He  objected, 
too,  ScaX  the  bill  waa  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  be- 
cause the  Senate  had  no  poiKr  to  ruse  rerenoe.  Two 
years  the  same  Soutor  made  a  propontion,  which 
was  rejected  on  this  very  ground.  The  offer,  however, 
would  not  be  useless;  it  would  be  attended  with  all  the 
advantages  which  could  follow  its  discusuon  here.  We 
shall  see  it,  and  tahe  it  into  consideration  as  tfie  offer  of 
the.manuAMSturers.  The  other  party,  as  we  are  called, 
inU  view  it  as  a  scheme  of  dtplomacri  not  as  their  uAima- 
ftim,  but  u  their  first  offa.  But  ttw  bargain  was  all  on 
one  ude.  After  they  are  defeated,  and  can  no  longer  sus- 
tain a  conflict,  they  come  to  make  the  best  bat|^n  they 
can.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  says,  the  tariff  is  in 
danger;  aye,  sir,  it  is  at  its  last  gasp.  It  has  received  the 
immedicable  wound;  no  hellebore  can  cure  it.  He  con- 
sidered the  confesnon  of  the  gentleman  to  be  of  immense 
importance.  Yes,  nr,  the  whole  feelingof  the  country  is 
opposed  to  the  high  protective  qratem.'  Hie  wily  serpent 
that  crept  into  our  lUlen  has  been  touched  by  the  ipear 
Ithuriel.  The  Senator  is  anxious  to  prevent  the  ruin 
whicha  sudden  abolition  of  the  system  will  produce.  No 
one  desires  to  inflict  ruin  upon  the  manufacturers;  but 
suppose  the  Southern  people,  having  the  power  to  con- 
trol the  subject,  should  toUlly  and  suddenly  abolish  the 
^emi  whit  right  would  those  have  to  complain  who 
had  combined  to  oppress  the  South  ?  What  has  the  tariff 
led  us  to  already  ^  From  one  end  of  the  country  to  Uie 
other,  it  baa  produced  evils  which  are  worse  than  a  thou- 
aand  tariffs.  The  nec^essity  of  appealing  now  to  fraternal 
feeling  shows  that  that  feeling  is  not  sleeping,  but  nearly 
extinguished.  He  opposed  £e  introduction  of  the  bill  as 
a  revenue  measure,  and  upon  it  demanded  the  yeaa  and 
nays,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  observed,  that  the  bill  was 
no  cure  kt  all  for  the  erils  complained  of  by  the  South. 
They  wished  to  try  the  constitutionality  of  protecting  du- 
ties. In  this  bill  there  was  nothing  but  protection,  from 
beginainff  to  end.  We  had  been  toldtiiat  if  the  bill  pass, 
ed  with  common  consent,  the  lystem  estabUibcd  by  it 


would  not  be  touched.  But  he  had  once  been  cheeted 
in  diat  way,  and  would  not  be  cheated  again.  In  1816 
it  was  ama  tibe  manu&eturem  would  be  satided  witii  tbu 
protection  afforded  by  the  Injl  .of  that  year,  but  in  a  few 
yearaaftN  they  came  and  insisted  fermore,  and  got  more. 
After  the  firat  four  years,  an  attempt  would  be  made  to 
repeal  all  the  balance  of  this  bill.  He  would  go  no  further 
than  four  years  in  prospective  reduction.  The  veduotion 
was  on  some  articles  too  great.  He  would  go  no  lower 
than  SO  per  cent,  on  cotton. 

Mr.  HOLMES  confessed  that  this  was  the  first  time  but 
one  tihat  he  ever  beud  an  objection  made  to  a  motion  tX 
leave.  Common  courtesy  required  that  any  Senator 
should  have  leave  to  introduce  any  bill  he  ploaed.  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  should  like  the  prindplea  of 
this  bill,  but  he  would  like  to  have  it  on  the  table,  and 
see  whether  he  would  approve  of  it.  As  to  puniahmont, 
the  Inends  of  protectioir  would  submit  to  none,  far  thqr 
had  eonmutted  no  crime.  The  cotton  interest  of  tbie 
United  States  had  grown  up  under  a  protection  of  three 
cents  a  pound,  which  it  had  enjoyed  smce  the  year  1790t 
and  nnce,  by  thia  crime,  it  had  be^n  protects  enou^ 
its  friends  were  very  willing  to  denounce  protection.  It 
was  extraordinary  that  a  proposition  of  reconciliation 
should  not  be  received,  and  that  the  yeas  and  nays  should 
be  called  upon  it.  When  be  reflected  that  this  is  a  pro. 
porition  intended  as  a  peace-offering,  and  eonndered  tbn 
manner  of  ita  reception,  be  alrooet  wished  that  he  bad 
complied  with  the  request  of  bis  ooastituents  a  Ultle  be- 
Ibre,  and  resigned.  Hien  he  would  not  have  been  bora 
to  see  such  a  proposition  rejected. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied,  that  if  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky  had  not  explained  the  provinons  of  the  bill,  and 
shown  them  to  be  unconstitutimial,  he  should  have  no  ob- 
ieotions  to  its  introduction.  If  the  Senator  from  Maine 
had  never  before  hea«4  of  an  objection  to  a  motion  for 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill,  he  would  probably  hear  of  it 
hereafter.  He  had  not  spoken  of  any  punishment  for 
the  frimds  of  the  protective  system  in  this  body,  but  of 
the  manuftcturers  generally.  I  know,  aud  Hr.  F.,  that 
the  friends  of  the  roanu&cturera  are  nndergmng  tbdr 
sentence  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  returned  his  hearty  thanks  to  die 
Senator  from  Kentucky  far  introdudng  tbi*  bill,  and  be 
hoped  he  would  have  leave.  We  have  arrived  ^  a  rin- 
guiar  state  of  things,  (said  Mr.  P.)  We  see  honorable 
Senators  decrying  the  tariff  as  ruinous  and  oppressivt^ 
and  yet  voting  for  fleeta  and  armies  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
When  an  honorable  Senator  proposes  conciliation,  it  ia 
opposed  as  something  which  ougnt  to  be  averted  and 
avnded.  Fourteen  days  we  have  spent  here  in  idle  de- 
bate, upon  a  question  whether  we  should  declare  war 
upon  South  CaroUna,  or  not.  The  Senator  from  Ken. 
tucky  haa  offered  at  last  an  olive  branchi  but  though  the 
Senator  from  Reorgia  is  willing  to  make  war,  to  enforce 
the  aocorsed  tariff  y^t  he  wilt  refuse  the  tender  of  an 
offer  to  remove  its  burdens.  As  to  the  constitutional 
point,  the  only  violation  of  the  rule  prohibiting  the  Senate 
from  originating  a  bill  nuaing  revenue  would  talce  place 
at  the  conaummation,  not  at  the  ineeption  of  the  mea- 
sure .  We  have  had  a  preriona  Inll  before  us,  whidi  ought 
to  have  been  kicked  out  of  this  body  as  soon  as  it  waa 
shown  here;  but  thia  measure,  which  looks  to  the  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  the  country,  did  not  meet  with  as  much 
&vor  as  that  from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Georgia. 
The  sovereim  panacea  for  healing  all  our  wounds,  and 
restoring  perfect  health  to  Ae  body  politic,  is  that  which 
the  JudKiary  Committee  has  reported,  viz:  doses  of  can- 
non balls,  bullets,  and  bayonets.  He  protested  against  an 
inconratency  which  would  bring  out  the  whole  of  the 
country  to  carry  the  tariff  laws  into  effect,  and  then  re- 
fuse to  reoeire  any  proportion  to  modify  the  tariff. 

Mr.  8PRAGUE  Hud*  time  enough  had  not  yet  been  af- 
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fbrded  to  dctmiune  whether  he  diould  be  able  to  giTC 
tUs  important  hill  hit  ultimate  tupport  or  not.  That 
would  oepend  apon  a  more  deliberate  examination  of  ita 
prindples  and  detwla.  The  only  question  now  before  the 
Senate  was,  whether  leave  should  be  giren  to  introdace 
it,  whether  it  should  be  hud  before  the  Senate.  If  the 
gentleman  frwi  Qeotgia  [Mr.  Fobattb]  bad  confined  him- 
■elf»mplyto  his  constitutional  objections,  he  (Mr.  8.) 
would  not  have  arisen.  But  what  had  ihe  Senate  heard^ 
What  was  the  condition  of  the  country?  Disquieted, 
lUiturbed,  almost  convuUedi  laws  annulledi  violent  rerist- 
ance  to  their  enforcemeat  threatenedt  apprehension  of 
disaster  and  ruin  on  the  one  hand,  and  civil  war  on  the 
other,  spreading  far  and  wide.  Already  the  din  of  pre- 
paration is  borne  upon  the  southern  breeze;  and  we  may 
■Inost  hear  the  cuogor  of  arms.  On  all  ndes  of  the 
Houae,  and  from  all  qoartera  out  of  the  Houa^  they  had 
heard  tile  amyous  hope  expressed,  that  some  measure 
nughtbe  deinsed  which  should  eire  peace  to  the  country. 
It  was  their  solemn  and  officiu  doty  to  seek,  anxiously 
to  seek,  and  embrace,  measures  of  tranquillity.  A  propo- 
sition to  that  effect,  from  a  aource  entitled  to  the  hi^est 
eonnderation,  is  presented  to  us,  accompanied  by  an  ex- 
planation conuliat<H7  in  ita  lao{^age,  and  elevated  in 
tta  sentiments.  How  has  it  been  met,  and  that,  too,  by 
a  Senator  from  that  section  of  country  which  raised  aloud 
the  cry  of  oppression,  and  whi^  the  bill  proposes  to  re- 
lieve >  In  the  first  place,  by  a  sarcasm  upon  the  honorable 
mover!  By  telling  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  that  a 
measure  of  jpeace  comes  with  peculiar  propnety  from 
him,  who,  of  all  men,  had  moat  contributed  to  the  dis- 
traction which  perrades  the  countiy.  la  this  the  mode  in 
which  tranciuiUi^  ia  to  be  restored,  by  repelling  pro* 
poiitiona  with  reproachea  aprni  ita  author?  Are  the  feel* 
Higs  thus  exdted  in  order  to  produce  hutnony  and  con* 
cord? 

But  the  gentleman  did  not  stop  there.  The  feelings 
of  aU  who  have  heretofore  sustained  the  great  American 
system  were  assailed  in  a  manner  to  excite  any  emotions 
but  those  of  conciliation.  The  gentleman  soutuled  the 
note  oftriumph  and  victory,  vaunting  as  over  a  ftilen  fiw, 
and  denouncing  punishment  and  retribution!  He  would 
not  even  receive  from  them  propositions  of  peacei  un. 
conditional  submission  seemed  to  be  demanded.  One 
would  have  thought  that  they  were  supplJanU  at  his  feet, 
and  that  he  could  trample  upon  tbeia  with  impuni^.  But 
be  warned  the  gentleman  against  trusting  to  so  gross  a 
dehiwon.  They  are  yet  erect,  with  armi  m  thnr  bands, 
Mid  vigor  and  spirit  to  wield  them  with  effect.  If  war  ia 
to  he  wa^,  he  will  find  that  the  battle  is  not  yet  won; 
and  let  him  that  putteth  off  the  harness  boast,  not  him  that 
putteth  it  on.  The  time  for  his  shout  of  victoiy  and  tri- 
umph has  not  yet  arrived.  Triumph  over  whom?  the 
friends  and  supporters  of  protection — the  North,  Middle, 
and  Western  sections  of  our  country! 

In  his  assumption  that  this  has  emanated  from  the 
weakncas  of  the  friends  of  protection,  the  gentleman  is 


in  profound  errOf  i  it  proceeds  not  from  their  weakness,  have  the  justice  which  uiey  had  ao  loiw  asked  fbr  in  vain 


but  their  strength.  The  feeble  cannot  yield  with  safety 
or  honor;  the  powerful  may  with  both.  It  is  a  propo- 
Mtion  from  the  strong  to  the  weak:  and  it  is  because  they 
are  strong,  that  they  can  make  the  concession  with  dig- 
nity. Does  the  gentleman  suppose  that  the  little  cloud 
that  lowers  in  the  Southern  horizon,  the  speck  of  war 
there  risen,  has  already  overwhelmed  the  whole  North- 
em,  Middle,  and  Western  countty?  has  brought  them 
to  unconditiond  lubmiasicm?  He*mueh  nustakes  <he  tem- 
per of  the  times .  The  spirit  concession  which  he  sees, 
IS  not  tiie  offspring  of  fear,.but  ftwhearance;  it  is  from  the 
magnanimity  of  conscious  power,  and  which  nothing  is 
more  likely  to  destroy  than  an  imperious  tone  of  demand  tn 
those  towards  wliom  it  is  extended. 

There  is  yet  another  ground  of  utyection.    He  lajrs. 


if  tMs  bill  should  be  generally  popular,  if  it  should  be 
every  where  received  with  &vor,  the  effect  mi^t  be  to 
arrest  the  progress  of  a  measure  in  the  other  Houar,  and 
defeat  an  adjustment  That  is  indeed  a  danger  which  few 
would  have  had  the  sagacity  tp  discover.  The  popularity, 
the  acoeptabl^ness  of  a  measure,  being  so  great  aa  to  su- 
peraede  all  otiiet*,  b  to  be  the  means  f»f  preventing  the 
denred  arrangement  tnm  b«ng  accompUabed!  To  other 
minds,  this  would  have  appeared  to  be  one  of  its  greatest 
recommendations. 

Mr.  S.  said  he  wished  to  repeat,  that  he  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  give  that  dehberate  examinatitm  to  the 
principle  and  details  of  the  l>ill  which  would  enable  him 
to  say  at  this  moment  whether  it  should  receive  his  sup- 
port or  not;  but  he  was  uixious  to  have  it  leptimately 
and  regularly  before  the  Senate,  and  hoped  me  leave 
asked  would  be  granted. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  he  was  in  a  verjr  unfortunate 
condition,  aa  he  had  drawn  upon  himself  a  nre  from  both 
parties  in  the  Senate.  The  oppoung  portions  of  the 
Senate,  who  had  heretofore  been  disposed  to  war  against 
each  other,  had  now  united  to  war  upon  lum.  He  waa 
the  friend  of  peace)  and  any  propoution  for  peace,  whe- 
ther pacific  or  peacefol,  should  nave  his  support— even 
to  the  last  He  had  been  accused  of  meeting  the  propo- 
ution of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with  »  sarcasm. 
How  so?  Was  it  by  referring  to  that  which  was  the  boast 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky — that  he  was  the  steady  and 
ardent  fViend  of  the  protective  system,  which  be  bad  a 
right  to  support,  with  the  views  he  entertained,  that  it 
hM  elevated  the  standing  and-promoted  the  proqwrityof 
the  countiy;  while  they  who  rerided  m.tne  Soutbem 
States  held  the  opponte  opinionf  It  mu,  therefor^  no 
sarcasm;  it  was  not  intended  as  such;  but  rather  aa  a 
compliment,  since  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  standing  at  the  head  of  a  great  parbr,  to  nis- 
tain  his  principles.  He  (Hr.  F.)  hu  not  said  that  the 
Senate  should  not  receive  the  bill,  for  the  introduction  of 
which  the  leave  was  asked.  What  he  liad  said  was,  that 
if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  strike  out  the  clause 
to  which  he  objected  as  unc«i*titotiona^  he  would  give 
his  vote  in  fovor  of  granting  leave,  but  he  could  not  vote 
for  granting  the  leave  while  that  clause  stood  in  the  bill. 
He  did  not  feel  that  he  should  be  inclined  to  support  the 
bill  itself  in  its  present  form,  because  it  asked  too  much. 
The  gentleman  from  Maine  liad  sud  that  this  waa  a  pro- 
pomtion  from  strength  to  weakness.  So  it  waa  at  this  mo- 
ment, but  it  would  not  be  so  after  the  tlurd  of  March 
next.  Was  not  every  Senator  aware  that  a  aahitary 
change  had  taken  place  in  pubUc  opinion  on  this  subject; 
and  after  the  close  of  the  present  session,  was  it  not  well 
known  that  they  who  were  now  the  majority  would 
have  to  submit  to  a  majority  entertuning  opposite  view% 
and  representing  the  true  opinions  of  a  majority  of  the 
people?  At  the  next  sesuon  of  Congress,  it  was  antici- 
pated that  the  tUMority  of  Congress  would  be  In  favor 
of  the  South,  and  Uiat  portion  of  the  Utuon  would  then 


The  Senator  from  Misinsaippi  had  adverted  to  another 
bill  which  was  pending  before  the  Senate,  and  which  he 
designated  a  bill  to  make  war  against  South  Carolina. 
Wlien  that  hill  should  be  before  the  Semite,  it  would  be 
time  enough  to  characterize  \V  with  epitheta.  He  should 
feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  support  that  oill,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  it  waa  a  conatitotional  measure,  and  that  its  ef- 
fect would  be,  to  prevent  the  citixcns  of  South  Carolina 
who  had  adopted  different  views  <tf  their  duties  (one  par- 
ty  adhering  to  their  allegiance  to  the  State,  and  the  ouer 
conndering  their  first  duty  aa  due  to  the  United  States,) 
from  coming  into  conflict,  and  butchering  one  another. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  whether  the  remark  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  waa  Intended  as  a  sarcasm  or  not,  be  did  not 
view  itas  material.  Hehad  preaGrU>edtoliimself aconne 
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of  action  from  which  he  voold  not  suffer  himself  to  be 
diitmrt>ed.  He  hmi  rcMlved,  that  while  he  ww  engaged 
in  tiJta  work  of  peace,  nothing-  which  might  be  thrown 
ottt  in  the  remtrka  of  gentlemen,  whether  penonal  or 
not,  should  provoke  him  to  uijr  warmth  of  reply.  He 
waa,  he  muat  confeaa.  aomewhat  auipri«ed  at  the  manner 
m  which  hia  request  had  been  recnved.  The  gentleman 
from  Geyjyia  had  intimated  that  this  bill  waa  the  work  of 
the  m«mi6cturert.  Tlie  &ct  waa  not  so.  The  bill  was 
ttclonKly  hia  own,  and  had  been  framed  in  opposition  to 
uw  opiniona  and  wiahes  of  aonie  mjmafketuren  with  whom 
he  had  conferred.  If  he  had  lislened  to  them,  be  Aould 
'  not  tuiTe  introduced  thia  bill;  but  he  had  been  moved  by 
higher  considerations,  and  had  looked  aolety  to  the  har- 
mony and  feelings  of  the  whole  Union. 

In  reference  to  the  constitutional  section,  he  reminded 
be  gentleman  that  the  bill  waa  not  a  bill- to  ruse  the  du- 
ties, but  to  reduce  tbemt  and,  tberefoK,  did  not  come 
within  the  reach  of  an  equitable  objection.  If  it  had 
been  a  bill  to  nuae  the  rate  of  duties,  the  objection  to  it 
would  have  been  a  valid  one.  The  gentleman  from  New 
Jeraey  [Mr.  DtcKBKsoirj  bad  formeriy  aaked  leave  to  in- 
troduce a  hill,  nmilar  in  its  character,  and  containing  a 
clauae  fop  ruung  a  duty^  but  not  an  objection  was  made, 
fte  bdl  waa  introduced.  The  constitution  says  that 
all  bills  to  raise  revenue  shall  originate  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. This  was  a  bill  to  reduce  the  datie^  except 
in  a  single  clause,  and  that  clauae  NUtei  to  the  act  which 
had  not  yet  gone  into  operation.  It  repeals  the  clause  in 
that  act  which  relates  to  the  du^  on  woollcni,  and  then 
re-inaerU  a  scale  of  duty  in  its  room.  He  did  not  believe 
Wat  It  was  the  intention  of  the  constitution  so  far  to  restrict 
uie  right  of  the  Senate,  as  to  preclude  the  oripnation  of  a 
tall  to  repeal  any  eusting  law.  Bills  which  come  from 
the  House  were  subject,  in  the  Senate,  to  any  amendment 
wtuUt  a  member  may  make,  and  which  the  Senate  may 
think  proper  to  make.  It  was  perfecUy  clear,  that  if 
«ny  thing  objectkmable  in  the  detail!  of  the 
bill.  It  could  btf  comcted  in  its  progrcH  after  it  had  been 
introduced. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  rose  and  said,  he  would  make  but  one 
or  two  observation*.  Entirely  approving  of  the  object 
for  which  this  bill  waa  introduced,  he  dioutd  give  bia 
vote  in  fetor  of  the  motion  for  leave  to  introduce  it  He 
who  loves  the  Union  must  deure  to  see  this  agitating 
question  brought  to  a  termination.  Until  it  should  be  ter- 
minated, we  could  not  expect  the  restoration  of  peace  or 
harmony,  or  a  sound  condition  of  things,  throughout  the 
country.  He  believed  that  to  die  unhappy  divisions  which 
had  tept  the  Northern  and  Southern  SUtes  apart  from 
tach  other,  the  present  entirely  dM^raded  condition  of 
the  coiinby  (for  entirely  degraded  he  believed  it  to  be) 
was  solely  attributable.  The  general  principles  of  ihn 
hai  received  hia  approbation.    He  believed  that  if  the 

Jiresent  difBcultiee  were  to  be  adjusted,  they  must  be  ad- 
usted  on  the  principles  embraced  in  the  bill,  of  fixing  ad 
vuorem  duties,  except  in  the  few  cases  in  the  bill  to 
which  specific  duties  were  assigned.  He  said  that  it  had 
occupy  a  position  aa  hostile  as  amr  one 
oould,  in  reference  to  the  protecting  policy,  but,  if  it  de- 
pended on  his  will,  he  would  not  pve  bis  vote  for  the 
prostnlioo  of  the  manofiwturiRg  interest.  A  very  larj^ 
capital  had  been  invested  in  marfufactures,  which  had 
been  of  great  service  to  the  country;  and  he  would  never 
his  vote  to  suddenly  withdraw  all  those  duties  by 
wiMh  that  ca|»tal  was  sustained  in  the  channel  into  which 
It  bad  been  directed.  But  be  woukl  only  vote  for  the  ad 
wlorem  system  of  duties,  which  he  deemed  the  most  bene, 
fieial  and  the  most  equitable.  At  thia  time,  be  did  not 
ru€  to  go  into  a  consideration  of  any  of  the  details  of  thia 
bill,  aa  such  a  course  would  be  premature,  and  contrary 
to  the  practice  of  the  Senate.  There  were  some  of  the 
provisiom  which  had  his  entire  approbation,  and  there 


were  some  to  wUch  he  objected.  But  he  looked  upon 
these  minor  points  of  difTereme  as  points  in  the  settle- 
ment of  whten  no  difficulty  would  occur,  when  gentlemen 
met  togettier  in  that  ipint  of  mutual  compromise  which, 
he  doubted  tiot,  would  be  brought  into  their  delibera- 
tions, without  at  all  yielding  the  constitutional  question  aa 
to  the  right  of  protection . 

[Here  there  was  a  tumultuous  approbation  in  the  galle- 
ries, which  induced  the  Cbaik  to  order  the  galleries  to 
be  cleared.  On  the  expresaion  of  a  hope,  by  Mr.  Pour- 
DiXTiB  and  Mr.  Houns.  that  the  order  would  not,  at 
this  time,  he  enforced,  the  Cbaib  subaequently  withdrew 
iti  but  gave  notiee  that  on  any  repetition  of  flic  diaorder, 
the  ofiicen  the  House  would  act  without  any  farther 
direction.] 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  as  the  ayes  and  noes  had 
been  ordered,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  give  a  reason  why 
be  should  feel  himself  constrained  to  vote  ^runst  the 
granting  of  leave.  It  waa  not  in  reference  to  the  merita 
of  the  billt  not  tbat  be  strongly  and  entirely  approved  or 
disapproved  of  any  of  its  provisions,  that  he  should  re- 
cord bis  vote.  Such  a  bill  as  this  could  not,  in  his  opinion, 
originate  in  the  Senate.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
knew  that  he  was,  in  no  instance,  disposed  to  go  against 
any  motion  which  catne  within  the  rules  and  rigbts  of  the 
Senate.  He  stated  tbat  he  Ind  originated  the  bill  to 
which  reference  had  been  made  by  the  instruction  ofthtt 
eomroittee. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  said  this  waa  not  a ' 
bill,  the  object  of  which  waa  to  r^  the  revenue. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  D.)  thought,  tbat  although  a  bill  might 
be,  nominally,  a  bill  to  reduce  the  revenue,  some  of  ita 
provisions,  by  redudng  duties,  might  so  operate  as  to 
raise  the  amount  of  revenue  collected.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, read  the  clause  of  the  constitution  in  the  same  way 
as  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  did.  To  rwae  revenue, 
according  to  the  meaning  of  that  instrument,  was  entirely 
a  distinct  tlung  fVom  a  mere  question  'of  the  modification 
of  duties.  We  have  a  biU  which  has  been  paned  to  ruse 
revenue;  and  this,  which  is  now  under  conuderation,  is  a 
bill  to  raise  revejjiie.  The  term,  aa  used  in  the  constitu- 
tion, implies  the  collecting  and  bringing  money  into  the 
treaaury.  This  waa  the  view  he  had  alwaya  taken  of  the 
meaning  of  the  dauae.  '  And  he  hoped  that  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  would  excuse  him,  if,  on  the  ayes  and 
noes  being  taken,  he  slunild  record  his  vote  in  the  nega- 
tive. Not  that  he  was  against  the  bill,  although  he  tuui 
strong  doubts  whether,  at  thia  late  period  of  the  seanoa, 
it  cotud  be  productive  of  any  good  consequences. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  that  as,  bv  its  title,  the  bill  ap* 

£ eared  to  be  merely  a  bill  to  modiqr  the  existing  revenue 
kws,  it  could  hardly  be  rejected  aa  a  bill  for  raiainf^  re- 
venue, which  ought  to  originate  in  the  other  Rouse,  since 
there  are  nmnf  particulars  in  which  all  the  existing  re- 
venue laws  might  be  modified,  without  rainng  more  or 
less  revenue.  As  the  bill  has  not  been  read,  (said  Mr. 
W.)  we  seem  to  know  no  more  of  it,  regularly,  than  ita 
title  purports.  Thattitlc  describeaa  bill,  which  may  con- 
stitutionally originate  in  the  Senate:  I  shall,  therefore, 
vote  for  tiie  leave. 

But  1  feel  it  my  duty,  Mr.  Preaident,  to  say  a  woid  or 
two  upon  the  measure  itself.  It  is  Impossible  tliat  tUa 
proposition  of  the  honorable  member  from  Kentucky 
should  not  excite  in  the  country  a  very  strong  sensKtionc 
and  in  the  relation  in  which  I  stand  to  the  subject,  1  am 
tfnxioua,  at  an  early  moment,  to  say,  that  as  far  as  I  under- 
atand  the  bill,  from  the  ^ntleman'a  sUtement  of  it,  there 
are  prineiplea  in  it  to  which  I  do  not  at  present  see  how 
I  can  ever  concur.  If  I  underatand  the  plan,  the  result 
of  it  will  be  a  well-understood  surrender  of  the  power  of 
discrimination,  or  a  stipulation  not  to  use  that  power,  in 
the  laying  duties  on  imports,  after  the  eight  or  nine  yeara 
have  expired.   This  appears  to  me  to  be  matter  of  great 
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nwinent  I  hetitnta  to  be  a  pirtj  to  may  tuch  iHpBUtwn 
Tbe  honorable  member  adndtt,  that  tiioii|^  there  will  be 
no  positive  surrender  of  the  power,  there  will  be  a  ttipa- 
lation  not  to  exercise  itf  a  treaty  of  peace  and  ami^t  as  he 
nys,  which  no  Amerioan  statesman  can,  hereafter,  stand 
up  to  Tiolate.  Tot  one,  sir,  I  am  not  ready  to  enter  into 
the  treaty.  I  propose,  so  far  as  depends  on  me,  to  leave 
all  our  aaeeeSBors  in  Congresa  as  free  to  act  as  we  arc  our- 
■rives. 

The  honorable  member  figm  Kcntaclgr  san  the  taitflT 
is  in  Imminent  danj^r;  that,  if  not  destroyed  uiis  iciMm, 
it  cannot  hope  to  surrive  the  next.  Thia  tokf  be  wo,  air. 
This  may  be  so.  But  if  it  be  so,  it  h  beenue  the  Ameri- 
can people  will  not  sanction  the  tariffi  and  if  Uiey  will 
not*  why,  then,  nr,  it  cannot  be  natained  at  all.  1  am 
not  quite  so  de^uringas  thehononAIc  member  aeemi  to 
be.  I  know  notbii^  which  haahiqjpenedt  irithin  the  last 
rix  OP  e'wht  montiis,  changing,  so  materially,  ^e  pros- 
pect! of  Uie  tariff*.  I  do  not  despair  of  the'  success  of  an 
appeal  to  the  American  people,  to  take  a  just  care  of 
their  own  interests,  and  not  to  sacrifice  those  vast  inter- 
ests which  have  srowTi  up  under  the  Uws  of  Congress. 

But, -sir,  out  of  respect  to  the  economy  of  the  time  of 
the  Senate,  I  will  pursue  these  remarks  no  farther  at  pre- 
■enti  but  will  tkke  an  opportunity,  to-morrow,  to  lay  on 
tbottble  reiolutionB  ezpresinng' my  general  opinions  on 
this  interesting  subject. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  sud,  that  as  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky would  not  strike  out  from  the  bill  the  clause  which 
he  (Mr.  F.)  had  conndered  as  exceptionable,  and  as  he 
found  himself  in  a  situation  not  to  be  sustained  by  many 
votes*  he  wished  to  fortify  'himself  behind  a  decision  of' 
the  Vice  President,  [Mr.CAUioca,]  on  aformerbill,  retv 
dollar  to  the  present.  A  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Nr. 
Banoir,]  who  was  not  now  in  his  aeat^  uked  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  modify  the  duties  on  alum  salt.  Tht 
very  objection  was  made  to  that  bill  which  he  now  made 
to  the  introduction  of  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. Tbe  President  had  decided  that,  as  a  bill  to  re- 
gulate tbe  duties  on  impcnts,  in  which  sah  was  an  item, 
wai  before  the  Senate^  the  bill  of  tbe  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri would  not  be  in  order.  C  ALHOON  made  an 
explanation  in  a  single  sentence,  which  we  did  not  catch.] 
There  was  a  clause  in  this  bill  to  raise  the  duty.  On 
this  point  his  objection  was  founded.  Gentlemen  might 
place  what  construction  they  chose  on  the  term  "raising 
revenue."  ^  Used  separately  for  raising  or  reducingreve- 
oae,  the  originating  of  the  bill  in  this  House  was  uncon- 
ititutional;  but  when  a  bill  embraced  both  raising  and  re- 
ducing, it  fvas  constitutional.  He  bened  to  disd«m  any 
idea  m  opposing  the  introduction  of  rae  bill  on  any  other 
ground. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  made  a  few  observations,  which  could 
not  be  distinctly  heard,  as  he  spoke  from  under  the  gal- 
lery.   He  was  understood  ss  saying,  that  he  was  not  pre- 

Eared  to  state  whether  he  should  go  the  length  of  this 
ill  or  not)  but  he  was  willing  to  make  great  concessions 
to  preserve  the  harroOny  of  the  Uniont  and,  as  he  would 
not  shut  out  any  projxMttion  of  a  pacific  character,  be 
should  vote  in  favor  of  granting  leave  to  introduce  the  bill. 

Mr.  KANE  thought  that,  unlets  the  bill  introduced  new 
subjects  for  duty,  it  ought  not  to  be  viewed  as  unconsti- 
tutional. He  made  one  or  two  other  observaticm^  which 
were  inaudible  in  the  gallery,  and  stated  that  he  should 
vote  for  granting  the  leave  asked. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  he  knew  not  how  a  measure  to  re- 
duce revenue  was  a  measure  to  raise  revenue.  Raising, 
istolin  upt  and  reducing,  is  to  let  down;  and  how  letting 
down  could  be  lifting  up,  he  bad  yet  to  learn.  He  wouM 
be  willing  to  hear  genUemen  on  the  bill;  and  no  one  could 
in  courtesy  refuse  to  let  a  bill  be  introduced,  which  no 
one  had  heard.  If  »U  thoee  members  were  to  be  pre- 
sented, who  had  voted  fortbe  protective  qwtem,  he  wnb- 


ed  to  know  if  hewaa  to  be  iadaded  in  the  inffieCment; 
and,  if  ut,  whether  he  waa  to  be  tried  before  tike  fourth 
of  March,  or  afterwatds^  If  he  was  to  be  tried  after^ 
wards,  he  should  be  dead.  He  had  beoi  along  tine 
against  the  system,  and  some  of  the  Southern  genaeiaen 
had  warmly  advocated  it.  At  length  Satan  bcgiuled  lum, 
and  he  did  eat  If  be  was  to  he  tried  after  the  feartii  of 
March,  he  could  rit  down  on  bia  reserved  rights;  and  tbey 
in  the  Eait  knew  bow  to  nullify,  wtien  tiiey  eenU  nako  a 
profit  by  it.  There  tbey  bad  the  adnsitago  of  Booth 
Carolina;  she  had  beat  the  fausb,  but  Gcot|;ia  had  got  t(|e 
birdi  and  new  that  Georgia  has  got  the  bird,  abe  aays  to 
SoaUt  Carolina,  Don't  b<»t  the  bosh  any  more,  because  I 
have  got  the  bird. 

Mr  CHAMBERS  taggeMcd  to  the  Senatac  frtm 
Oeo^  the  pn^riety  of  wttiidnving  tbe  call  for  the 
yeas  and  nqra. 

Mr.  FOOT  tomed  to  the  journals  to  rfiow  tiiat  the  bill 
referred  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  been  in- 
trodueed,  and  that  a  motion,  in  relation  to  a  point  of 
order,  had  been  bud  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  had  no  idea  that  this  question  wouU 
come  up  for  conrideration  to-day.  He  bad  hatened  to 
the  explanation  of  the  gentlieinan  from  Kentueky  iritb  an 
unmixed  pleaaure;  ani^  altboagb  be  «■*  not  prepwgd  to 
take  the  bill  predsely  in  the  wm  in  iri^  it  had  been 
reported,  he  hoped  that  the  speech,  so  honorable  to  that 
Senator,  in  which  he  had  come  to  tiie  discuanon  of  the 
subject,  would  be  imitated  by  all  those  who  should  foDow 
him.  For  himself,  he  wished  to  see  tUs  vexed  questimi 
settled  in  a  peaceful  and  eqiutable  manner.  The  moUoa 
for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  he  had  never  seen  reliiaedto 
a  Senatorstnee  he  had  a  seaton  tlus  floor.  Tbe  Senator 
from  Kentuc^  nrigfat  introduoe  Ua  bill  ui  any  foin  be 
pleaied.  It  nmsl  goto  a  eooHnittee,  aai  tim con— ittee 
could  amend  it  in  any  way  they  might  think  proDCr,  or 
report  it  without  amendment,  and  it  would  then  be  ^ 
cussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  He  wiriied  to  let  tlus 
bill  go  on  in  the  ordinary  course,  and  to  see  a  measure  in 
progress  which  held  out  the  pronuse  of  a  restoration  of 
peace  to  the  country. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  expresaed  regret  tiiat  be  abould  hive 
created  so  much  discussion.  He  did  not  oppoae  the  ob- 
ject of  the  bill;  he  would  not  have  raised  hisvmoe  on  the 
subject,  if  the  motion  did  not  call  on  him  to  violate  a  pro- 
vision of  the  constitution  of  the  United  Statea.  He  had 
referred  the  Senate  to  a  case  in  which  the  Chair  had 
evinced  an  inclination  to  decide  that  the  bill  coukl  not  be 
received.  At  the  time  when  this  inthoation  waa  given, 
he  (Mr.  F.)  had  thought  tiiat  the  decision  waafaKwreot, 
and  that  then,  aa  now,  it  waa  a  qneation  tat  the  deetiKm 
of  the  Senate,  and  not  of  the  prendent.  A  bill  of  this 
character,  however,  oug^t  to  pass  first  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  immediate-representatives  of  the  pei^e. 
He  refiised  leave  to  introduce  this  b'dl,  because  toe  con- 
stitution fortiids  that  the  first  action  on  a  bill  of  tiua  cha- 
racter should  be  in  the  Senate.  He  had  auneated,  with 
a  view  to  get  rid  of  the  difficult,  that  tbe  objcctioswble 
cUuse  should  be  stricken  out.  The  Senator  fi«in  Kcm- 
tucky  had  no  especial  fovor  fiir  itt  hot  the  ga^nan 
from  Kentucky  had  not  met  his  wishes.  He  would  now, 
with  a  view  to  get  over  the  difficuify,  move  to  amend  tbe 
motion  for  leave,  by  adding  to  it  toe  words,  ■*  with  the 
exception  of  those  clauses  which  nlae  the  duties  on  the 
articles  named  therein." 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  the  notion  to  amend  to  be  out 
of  order. 

Mr.  CLATsidd,  that  tile  elauaeiriiidi  die  Senator  froM 
Georgia  wished  to  have  stricken  out  wu  easentSal  to  tbe 
object  of  tbe  bill.  In  the  progress  of  the  bill,  the  whole 
of  its  proviMons,  even  the  title,  might  be  stricken  out. 
He  adn^tted  tiut  it  waa  the  practice  to  call  idl  Iheae  biDa 
revenue  iHlli.  This  bill,  however,  nririit,  a^  nwre  pro* 
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priety,  be  railed  abill  for  the  reduction  of  protection.  In 
reference  to  the  bill  of  the  Sen&tor  from  Minouri,  it 
originated  in  this  body,  and  contained  an  item  raising  the 
rale  of  duty;  and  it  was  on  the  question  of  the  second 
reaiUnf  tint  the  President  intimated  a  doubt  whether  it 
was  in  order. 

He  espretsed  his  gfttX  regret  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  did  not  view  Uiis  measure  in  so  favorable  a 
G|^t  at  this  moment  ss  lie  hoped  that  he  would  do  on 
further  examination  of  the  bill.  In  reference  to  the  dan- 
^ra  which  surround  the  tariff,  he  would  say,  that  he  be- 
faeved  that  there  was  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  decidedly  in  favor  of  protection  in  some 
form.  Stiil  he  believed  that,  from  some  causes,  which  the 
gentleman  from  Massschuaetts  was  as  well  informed  of  as 
umself,  the  system  was  at  tlits  moment  exposed  to  very 
great  danger.  He  concurred  with  his  friend  from  Massa- 
cbusctts  in  the  opinion  that  these  dang«rs  mirht  be  tem- 
porary in  their  nature,  and  might  be  followed  by  a  reac- 
tion, during  which  the  tariff  of  protection  might  be 
revived.  For  one,  be  wottid  say,  without  any  afiectation, 
tiwt  he  felt  himself  to  be  growing  old.  Ife  bad  aeen 
enough  of  Umnoii  and  strifet  and  if  he  could  adopt  any 
measure  wlueh  would  pacify  the  country,  be  would  not 
trouble  himtelf  concerning  what  might  be  the  effect  of  it 
some  eight  or  nine  years  bencet  but  would  take  the. pre- 
sent practical  good,  and  remove  that  alienation  of  feuing 
wluch  has  so  long  existed  between  certiin  parts  of  this 
widely  spread  confederacy,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  transmit 
to  afwr-times  the  substantial  blessings,  as  well  as  the 
mine,  of  the  j^orious  fabtie  of  wisdom  which  our  fathers 
bequeathed  to  us. 

The  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  was  then,  with  the  asMnt 
of  tbe  Senate,  witlulrawn. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  granting  leave  to 
introduce  the  bilU  and  the  bill  having  been  read,  as 
Ibllowi; 

A  bill  to  modify  the  act  of  the  14th  July,  1833,  and  all 
other  acts  impoang  duties  on  imports. 

\.  Jkit  enacted,  &e.  That,  from  and  afier  the  .10th  day 
of  September,  1833,  in  all  eases  where  duties  are  imposed 
on  foreign  imports  by  the  act  of  the  14th  day  of  July, 
1833,  entitled  "An  act  to  alter  and  amend  the  several 
acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,"  or  by  any  other  act, 
shall  exceed  twenty  per  cent,  on  tbe  vidue  thereof  one- 
tenth  part  of  such  excess  shall  be  deducted;  from  and 
after  the  30th  day  of  September,  1835,  another  tenth  part 
shall  be  deductedt  from  and  after  the  30th  d»y  of  Sep- 
tcmber,  1837,  another  tenth  part  thereof  dull  be  deduct- 
edt from  and  after  the  30th  dav  of  September,  1839, 
another  tenth  part  Uiereof  shall  be  deducted^  and  from 
and  after  the  30lh  day  of  September,  1841,  one-half  of 
the  residue  of  such  excess  shall  be  deducted;  and  from  and 
after  the  30ih  day  of  September.  1843,  the  oUier  half 
thereof  shall  be  deducted. 

3.  4ndbe  it  further  enaetedt  That  so  much  of  the  se- 
cond section  of  tbe  act  of  the  14th  of  July,  aforesud,  as 
fixes  the  rate  of  duty  on  all  milled  and  fulled  cloths, 
known  by  the  name  of  plains,  kerseys,  or  kendal  cottons, 
of  which  wool  is  the  only  material,  the  value  whereof  does 
not  exceed  thirly-Hve  cents  a  square  yard,  at  five  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed. 
And  the  laid  articles  shall  be  subjected  to  the  same  du^ 
of  fifty  per  cent,  aa  is  provided  by  the  said  second  sec- 
tion for  other  manu&ctures  of  wool*  which  duty  ^all  be 
Uable  to  the  same  deductions  as  are  prescribed  by  the  first 
section  of  this  act. 

3.  Jndbe  it  further  enaded.  That,  until  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1843,  the  duties  imposed  by  existing  laws, 
as  modified  by  this  act,  shall  remain,  and  continue  to  be 
collected.  And  from  and  after  the  dav  lost  aforesaid,  all 
duties  upon  imports  shall  be  collected  in  ready  money. 


and  laid  fur  the  purpose  of  raiung  such  revenue  as  may 
be  necessary  to  an  economical  administration  of  the  Gov- 
ernment; and,  for  that  purpose,  sliall  be  equal  upon  all 
articles,  accor^ng  to  their  value,  which  are  not  by  thisact 
declared  to  "be  entitled  to  entry,  subsequent  to  tbe  said 
30th  day  of  September,  1843,  f^ee  of  oaty.  And,  until 
otherwise  directed  by  law,  from  and  after  the  sud  SOth 
day  of  September,  1843,  such  duties  shall  be  at  the  rate 
of  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valoremt  and,  from  and  after  that 
day,  all  credits  now  allowed  by  law  in  the  payment  of  dii- 
ties  shall  be,  and  hereby  are,  abolished:  Providedt  That 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  tbe 
pssaage  of  any  law,  in  the  event  of  war  with  any  foreign 
Power,  fix  impoung  su^  duties  as  may  be  deemed  by 
Congress  neceiiaiT  to  the  prosecution  or  such  war. 

4.  And  be  it  further  enaettdt  That,  in  addition  to  the 
articles  now  exempted  by  the  existing  taws  from  the  pay- 
ment of  duties,  tlie  following  articles,  imported  from  and 
after  the  30th  day  of  September,  1833,  and  until  the 
SOth  day  of  September,  1843,  shall  idso  be  admitted  to 
entry  ft-ee  from  duty,  to  wit:  bleached  and  unbleached 
linens,  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of  wbidi  silk  shall  be  the 
component  material  of  chief  value,  coming  from  this  side 
of  die  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  wonted  stuff  goods, 
shawls,  and  other  manufactures  of  nik  and  worsted. 

5.  AtuI  be  it  further  enartedt  That  from  and'  after  the 
30tb  da^  of  September,  1843,  the  following  articles  shall 
be  admitted  to  entry  fi-ee  from  duty,  to  wit:  unmanufitc- 
tured  cotton,  indigo,  quicksilver,  opium,  tin  in  plates  and 
sheets,  gum  arabic,  gum  Senegal,  lac  dye,  madder,  mad- 
der roots,  nuts  and  berries  used  in  dying,  saflfVon,  tume- 
ric^ wotd  or  psstel,  aloes,  ambergris.  Burgundy  pitch, 
cochineal,  camomile  flowers,  coriander  seed,  cutsup, 
chalk,  coculus  indicus,  horn  plates  for  lanterns,  or  horns, 
other  horns  and  tips,  India  rubber,  unmanu&ctured 
ivory,  juniper  berries,  musk,  nuts  of  all  kinds,  oil  of  juni- 
ler,  mauunctured  rattans  and  reeds,  tortoise  shell,  tin 
oil,  shellac,  vegetables  used  principally  in  dying  and 
compottng  dyei^  weld,  and  all  articles  employed  cniefly 
for  dj^ng,  except  prusnate  of  potash,  ehroDMte  of  potasbj 
aquafortit^  and  tartaric  acids,  and  all  other  dying  drugs, 
and  materials  for  composing  dyes.  • 

6.  Jbid  be  it  further  enaded.  That  so  mudi  of  the  act 
of  the  14th  July,  1833,  or  of  any  other  act  as  is  inconss- 
tent  with  this  act,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repeal- 
ed: Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  the  passage,  prior  or  subsequent 
to  the  said  3(hh  da^  of  September,  1843,  of  any  act  or 
acts,  from  time  to  time,  that  may  be  necessary  to  detect* 
prevent,  or  punidi  evanons  of  the  duties  on  importa  im- 
posed by  law. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  ae- 
cond  time,  with  a  i^ew  to  its  coronutment. 
This  motion  requires  the  unanimoui  consent  of  the 

Senate. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  objected,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
too  important  a  lull  to  be  hurried  through  its  ftaget. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  FOBSTTH,  the  DiU  WM  ordered  to 

be  printed. 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL- 

Tlie  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  tbe  bill  to  {Pro- 
vide further  for  the  collection  of  the  duties  on  impnts. 

Tbe  question  being  on  the  moti<m  of  Mr.  FOBSTTR 
to  strike  out  tiie  3d  section  d'the  bill-- 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  FORSTTR  in  defence  oC 
his  motion, 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 
Mr.  WILKINS  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nayi,  wnicb  being 
taken,  stood  as  follows: 

YEAS-— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Kane,  King, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Rives,  Smith,  Tyler— 11. 
NAYS.—Messr*.  Bel^  ^^^^^tJJ^^^^f^'**"* 
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Dudley,  Foot,  Foraytli,  Frelinghtiysen,  Grundy,  Hen- 
riricka,  Mill,  Johnston,  Kiiif^ht,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bina,  Hobliison,  Rubles,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tipton, 
Tomliiuon,  Webster,  White,  Wilfcina,  Wri^t— 36. 

Hr.  FRELINGUUYSEN  then  nude  Bome  observatioiu 
«g»In»t  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  BIBB  spoke  at  some  lengtti  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now 
adjourn.  Negatived— yeas  12,  nays  25. 

'I'he  debate  was  then  continued  further  by  Mr.  GRUN- 
DY, Mr.  KANE,  and  Mr.  SPRAGUE,  against tlie notion, 
and  by  Mr.  FORSYTH  in  fkror  of  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike 
out,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Calhoun,  Forsyth,  Moore,  Poin- 
dexter. — 5. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Black,  Brown,  Buckncr,  Dud- 
ley, Ewing,  Foot,  Frellngbuysen,  Gnmdy,  Hill.  Holmes, 
JiHinston,  King,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Kob- 
bins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins.  Wriglit.— 38. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  tlie  bill,  as  amended, 
was  ordered  to  be  printrd. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WsDiruiiAz,  FiBauAKz  13. 
TARIFF  REBOLUTIONB. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose,  and  stated  that,  in  pursuance  of 
the  notice  which  he  had  given  yesterday,  he  wished  now 
to  lay  un  the  table  some  resolutions,  expressive  of  his 
opinions  on  the  important  subjects  in  relation  to  which  a 
bill  was  presented  to  the  Senate  yesterdar.  He  would 
now  send  the  resolutions  to  the  tat)Je,  and  request  that 
they  might  be  read.  They  would  then  come  up  for  cun- 
tidention  to-morrow,  when  he  ahtkild  take  in  opportu- 
id^to  make  ariiort  explanation  of  his  Tiews'oftbem. 

The  resolutions  were  then  read,  as  follows: 

Setokedj  That  the  annual  revenues  of  the  country 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exceed  a  just  estimate  of  the 
wants  of  the  GoveriimeDt;  and  that  as  soon  as  it  shall  be 
ascertained,  with  reasonable  certainty,  that  the  rates  of 
duties  on  imports,  as  established  by  the  act  of  July,  1832, 
win  yield  an  excess  over  those  wants,  proviuon  ought 
to  be  nude  for  their  reduction)  and  that,  in  making  tats 
reduction,  just  regard  should  be  had  to  tfte  various  inter- 
ests and  opinions  of  different  parts  of  the  country,  so  as 
most  effectually  to  preserve  the  integrity  and  harmony  of 
the  Union,  and  to  provide  for  the  common  defence,  and 
promote  the  general  welbre  of  the  whole. 

But,  whereas  it  is  certain  that  the  diminution  of  the 
rates  of  doties  on  tome  articles  would  increaae,  inatead  of 
reducing,  the  aggregate  amount  of  revenue  on  such  arti- 
de>;  and  whereas,  in  regard  to  such  articles  as  it  has  been 
!the  policy  of  the  country  to  protect,  a  alight  reduction  on 
one  mit^t  produce  essential  injury,  and  even  distress,  to 
large  classes  of  the  community,  while  another  might  bear 
a  larger  reduction  without  any  such  consequences:  and 
whereas,  also,  there  are  many  articles  the  'duties  on 
which  might  be  reduced,  or  altogether  ^oltriied,  without 
produdnf  any  other  effbct  than  the  reduction  of  rerenue : 
Therefim, 

Betohed,  That,  In  reducing  the  rates  of  duties  Imposed 
on  imports  by  the  act  of  the  14th  of  July  aforesaid,  it  is 
not  wise  or  judicious  to  proceed  by  way  of  an  equal  re- 
duction per  centum  on  all  articles;  but  that  as  well  the 
amount  as  the  time  of  reduction  ought  to  be  fixed,  in  re- 
spect to  the  several  articles  (Ustinctly,  having  due  regard, 
in  each  case,  to  the  questions  whether  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion will  affect  rerenue  done,  or  how  far  it  will  operate 
ii^uiioualy  on  those  domestic  manubcturea  hitherto  pro- 
tcctedt  eapedally  such  as  are  essential  in  time  of  war,  and 
Mch,  alsi^  as  hare  been  establidicd  on  the  fidth  of  eustii^ 
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laws;  and,  above  all,  how  far  such  propoeed  reduction 
vrill  affect  the  rates  of  wages  and  the  oarnii^  of  American 
manual  labor. 

Baglved,  That  it  is  unwise  and  injudicious  >ii  rega1at> 
ing  imposts,  to  adopt  a'plan,  hitiierto  equally  unknown 
in  the  history  of  tins  Government,  and  in  the  practice  of 
all  enlightened  rations,  which  sh«ll,  either  immediately 
or  prospectively,  reject  all  discrimination  on  articles  to  be 
taxed,  wheUicr  they  be  articles  of  necessity  or  of  luxury, 
of  general  consumption  or  of  limited  consumption;  aud 
whether  they  be,  or  be  not,  such  as  arc  nianti&ctured 
and  produced  at  home;  and  which  shall  confine  all  dutie* 
to  one  equal  rate  per  centum  on  all  articles. 

Boohed,  That  Hnee  the  people  of  the  United  Statea 
luve  deprived  the  State  Ciovemments  of  all  power  of  fos- 
tering manulastures,  however  indispensable  in  peace  or 
in  war,  or  however  important  to  national  independence* 
by  commercial  regulations,  or  by  laying  duties  on  im- 
ports, and  have  transferred  the  whole  authority  to  make 
such  regulations,  and  to  lay  such  duties,  to  the  Congreaa 
of  the  United  States,  Congress  cannot  suirendcr  or  aban- 
don such  power,  compatibly  wi^h  .its  constitutional  datyi 
and  therefore, 

Metolved,  That  no  law  ought  to  be  passed  on  the  sub- 
ject of  imposts,  containing  any  stipulation,  express  or  im- 
plied, or  giving  any  pledge  or  assurance,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, which  shall  tend  to  restrain  Congress  from  the  full 
exercise,  at  all  times  hereafter,  of  all  its  constitutional 
powers,  in  giving  reasonable  protection  to  American  in- 
dustry', countervailing  the  policy  of  foreign  nations,  and 
maintaining  the  substantial  independence  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DALLAS,  the  resolutions  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

TARIFF  BILL. 
The  bill  to  modify  the  ut  of  the  14th  of  July,  1832, 
and  all  other  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,  was  read  a 
second  time . 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  only  wished  to  say  one  wordi 
but  before  he  sat  down,  he  should  move  to  make  a  difTer- 
ent  dispomtion  of  the  bill.  It  was  a  measure  introduced 
in  a  spirit  of  concination  and  harmony,  with  a  new  to  the 
settlement  of  the  dangerous  collisJona  of  opinions  which 
exist  between  different  sections  of  the  country.  He 
thought  that  there  was  no  standing  committee  of  the 
Senate  exactly  fit  to  take  charge  of  the  subject.  With 
all  respect  for  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures,  he  sItouM 
move  to  refer  the  bill  to  a  select  eomndttee,  to  consist  of 
seven  member^  chosen  from  diff'erent  sections  the 
Union— such  a  committee  as  would  be  deemed  compe- 
tent to  take  care  of  all  the  various  interests  of  the  Unioit. 
He  would  move  the  reference  to  a  select  committee  of 
seven,  and  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  CLar]  would  be  pbced  at  the  head  of  that 
committee. 

Hr.  CLAY  expressed  indifference  as  to  the  committee 
to  which  the  bill  should  be  referred.  He  would  he  wil- 
ling to  ^nd  it  to  the  Committee  on  Hanu&ctures,  with 
whom,  he  took  pleasure  in  saying,  he  had  always  acted 
harmoniously,  and  for  the  members  of  which  he  felt  so 
much  personal  respect;  yet,  for  the  reasons  which  had 
been  urged  by  the  gentieman  from  'I'ennessee,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  most  expedient  to  send  the  sub- 
ject to  the  comnuttee  for  which  that  gentlemanhad  mnve<t. 
This  did  not  seem  to  be  a  measure  Tor  the  benefit  of  any 
exclusive  interest,  but  for  the  promotion  of  the  general 
harmony.  He  concluded  with  seconding  the  motion  for 
a  select  committee. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  admitted  that  there  was  no  lUndinK 
committee  which  bad  been  raiaed  0B4he  ground  of  corn- 
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promise;  but  tshe  believed  that  it  ima  «  bill  vbieb  would 
operate  Beverely  on  the  manu&cturers,  he  thought  that 
the  modificationa  which  might  be  thought  neceuai^ 
should  come  from  the  Committee  6n  Hanunctures.  Any 
modification  which  would  make  it  fall  more  lightly  on 
that  interest  would  come  from  that  committee.  The  au* 
thor  of  the  b3t  wu  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufacture!, and  couM  e^laln  tiie  character  and  operation 
of  the  bill.  TIiC  committee,  peiiiaps,"  entertained  more 
fears  of  the  meanre  than  they  ought  to  fee1{  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  might  be .  able  to  show  that  auch 
was  the  fact.  He  thought  that  the  bill  ought  to  go  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  expressed  his  gratification  that  tlie 
Kentlemanfrom  Tennenee  bad  made  the  motign,  and  that 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  ac^uteseed  ia  it  The 
subject  belonged  to  no  exinting  committee  whatever.  It 
was  a  project  for  restoring  peace  and  harmony  to  the 
country^  and  he  hoped  that  the  motion  for  a  select  com- 
mittee would  prevmil. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  he  desired  to  put  his  motion 
on  the  ground  that  the  bill  did  not  look  to  any  particular 
interest.  The  manufacturers  were  only  to  be  considered 
in  connexion  with  other  interests.  Why,  tiMn,  should 
the  bill  be  sent  t«  that  committee?  "Hiis  was  a  great 
question,  locking  far  beyond  any  particular  interest.  It 
was  destined  to  have  a  very  great  inRuenoe  on  the  coun- 
try, and  he  hoped  it  would  be  sent  to  a  committee  who 
would  look  beyond  any  particular  interest. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  expressed  himself  as  opposed  to  a  se- 
lect committee.  He  gave  full  force  to  the  arguments  of 
gentlemen,  that  thia  was  not  a  bill  for  the  benefit  of  any 
particular  tjiterest,  but  he  still  thought  that  the  manufac* 
tarers  were  entitled  to  heard.  He  thought  that  the 
subject  would  be  aa  weH  CMisidered  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  as  by  a  select  committee.  He  thought  that 
the  bill  would  produce  miacbievoua  effects  on  the  manu- 
factiirers.  He  said  that  he  was  willing  to  make  grcftt 
concessions  to  tranquilize  the  country.  If  the  subject 
were  to  be.  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the 
Senate  wovM  have  the  power  to  change  the  bill  tti  any  of 
its  details,  He  was  oppoKd  to  a  motion,  at  the  thresh- 
old, which  would  throw  doubt  on  the  ability  or  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  which,  for 
year%  had  had  thia  subject  under  their  control.  He  de- 
nounced a  portion  of  tne  bill,  as  destructive  to  the  inter- 
eats  of  a  portion  of  the  people  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  BELL  could  not  see  any  valid  objection  which 
could  be  set  up  to  a  select  committee.  He  wished  the 
bill  to  be  examined  with  a  disposition  to  compronuse.  ft 
was  proper  that  thne  diould  be  a  selection  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  committee  from  different  sections  of  the  coun- 
try. If  there  was  any  prospect — and  he  feared  there  Was 
not— of  settling  this  agitating  question  in  this  way,  he 
would  not  be  willing  to  cloud  it. 

Mr,  KING  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  motion  of  the 
p^tleman  from  Tennessee..  There  was  a  peculiar  fitness 
in  sending  this  question  to  a  select  committee.  The 
standing  committees  were  appointed  with  a  reference  to 
apeafic  duties  and  interests.  He  wished  to  harmonize  the 
conflicting  interests  in  the  countiy,  and  to  settle  this  vex- 
ed question.  He  referred  to  a  former  case  to  show  that 
this  was  a  new  case.  He  hoped  there  would  be  no  serious 
objection  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  HOLMES  hoped  that  the  bill  would  be  sent  to  a 
■elect  committee,  made  up  from  various  parts  of  the 
country.  He  was  glad  the  motion  had  been  made  by  so 
good-natured  a  man  as  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 
That  gentleman  be  believed  to  be  the  best  natured  man 
in  the  Senate,  excepting  himself. 

Mr.  BENTON  thought  it  was  unnecessary  to  send  this 
bill  to  any  committee.  He  stated  some  objections  to  tlie 
bill.    He  doubted  whether  tliere  would  be  a  majority  in 


the  next  Congress  opposed  to  a  reasonable  protection. 
This  bill  was  based  on  the  act  of  1833.  There  wero 
sixteen  members  of  the  Senate  who  opposed  that  bill  be- 
cause it  was  unconstitutional.  If  these  Senators  vote  tor 
this  bill,  they  vote  for  that.  Jonas  was  in  the  beHy  of  the 
whale. 

Mr.  MUORE  said  a  few  wra^  in  favor  of  the  motion 
for  a  select  eomodttee. 
Mr.  DALIJIS  said  be  was  not  now  disposed  to  set  on 

the  bill  as  though  he  completely  understood  its  provisions. 
There  had  been  some  resolutions  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  not  now  in  his  seat.  They 
were  very  important,  and  might  have  an  effect  on  the  bill. 
Those  reaolutiom  would  come  up  tf>-morrow,  and  he 
wished  to  hear  the  ^acuaaion  before  be  gave  bis  vote  on 
tills  subject.    He  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  td>le. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  aa  fiillows: 

YEAS . — Messrs.  Benton,  Bucfcoer,  Chambers,  DaHsa^ 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Hendricks,  Knight,  Robbiiis,  Smith, 
■npton,  Wilkins,  Wright— 13. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Black,  Calbotin,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Gnmdv,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Moore,  Naudain,  P(^ndexter, 
Prentiss,  lUves,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprsgue,  Tomlinsoo, 
Tyler,  Wa^man,  White— 28. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  motion  to  refer  the 
bill  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  which  was  taken, 
and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Biickner,'  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Knight,  Prentiis,  Robbini^ 
Smith,  Wilkins,  Wright— 12. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Black,  Calhoun,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Foot,  For^th,  Grundy,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnst<m, 
Kane,  King,  Moore,  Nawlain,  Poindexler,  Rives,  Bobin- 
Bon,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wag- 
gaman,  White — 26. 

The  bill  was  then  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

CUMBERLAND  ROAD. 

The  act  for  the  continuation  of  the  CumbcrUnd  road 
from  Vandalia,  in  the  State  of  IlUnoia,  to  Jefferson,  in 
the  State  of  Missouri,  was  read  a  tliitd  time. 

Mr.  FOOT  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  its  pas- 
sage, whix^i  were  ordered,  and  stood  asnllows: 

YBAS.—Messn.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Bwing,  Prelinghnsraen,  Hendricks,  Johoston, 
Kane,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Tomlinson,  Wag- 
gamaiT)  Webster — 16. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bhck,  Foot,  HUl,  King,  Knigh^ 
Moore,  Nandain,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Smith,  White — 13. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

ELECTION  OF  PRESIDENT. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, by  Matthew  St.  Clur  Clarke,  their  clerk,  stating 
that  the  House  was  ready  to  proceed  to  the  counting  5 
tiie  votes  given  for  President  and  Vice  President,  and 
were  waiting  to  receive  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  tiien  moved  that  tlie  Senate  proceed  to 
tlie  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
forming the  duties  referred  to  in  the  message)  which  mo. 
tion  having  been  agreed  to, 

The  Senate,  preceded  by  the  President  fn  tempore, 
attended  the  hall  of  the  House  of  Bepreaentalivest  and, 
aAer  having  performed  the  duties  which  called  them 
there,  returned,  at  twenty  minutes  past  two  o'clock,  to 
their  seats  in  the  Senate;  when 

Mr.  GRUNDY  offered  the  following  resokltion,  which 
was  considered  and  adopted : 

Reaoivedt  That  a  committee  of  one  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate be  appointed,  to  join  a  committee  of  two  members  aS 
the  House  of  Representatives,  to  be  appointed  by  that 
House,  to  wait  on  Avdbxw  Jacksox,  of  Teiuwssee,  and 
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to  notify  him  that  he  hits  been  duly  elected  President  of 
the  United  Stitea  fffc  four  y^ars,  commencing'  on  thr 
fourtli  dty  of  Mkrch  next;  and,  also,  to  notify  Mastic 
Vam  Buexn,  of  New  York,  that  he  has  beep  duly  elect- 
ed Vice  Preiident  of  the  United  States  for  four  years'^ 
commencing  on  the  fourth  day  of  March  next . 

■viirixo  BBStioir. 
After  a  reeetiof  two  bour%  the  Senate  reauembled  at 
five  o'eloekt  ahortly  alter  which,  a  quorum  not  being 
preient 

Mr.  WILKINS  nwe  and  said,  that  as  be  was  quite  in 
earne«t  when  lie  had  moved  for  the  recess,  in  order  that 
the  businesa  of  tlie  Senate  might  be  proceeded  with,  he 
would  now  move  that  mch  Senaton  as  were  absent  be 
sent  for. 

Hr.  F0B8TTH  hoped  the  Senator  firom  Pennsylvania 
would  not  press  his  motion;  but  a  few  minutes  had  yet 
elapsedi  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  Senators  would 
soon  appear  in  their  places.  A  motion  of  this  descrip- 
tion, he  conceived,  should  never  he  had  recourse  to,  but  as 
a  dernier  resorti  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  j^ntleman 
would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  WILKINS  expressed  his  assent,  and  the  motion 
vaa  aeconUngljt  withdrawn. 

SPECIAL  ORDER. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  Senate  then  took  up 
the  bill  further  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  the  duties 
on  imports. 

Mr.  WBB  said,  tint  it  was  not  his  widi  then  to  fouch  on 
the  general  merits  of  the  bill.  He  would  divide  the  pro- 
Tinons  of  the  bill,  however,  into  two  parts;  military  and 
civil.  With  renrd  to  what  he  classed  as  the  mil  point, 
he  would  say,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  give  to  the  Ju- 
^iary  more  than  ordinary  powers,  to  meet  any_  extraor- 
dinary exigenciea  that  might  arise;  he  was  willing  to  do 
this  by  all  acts  that  were  constitutional.  But,  when  he 
had  nid  this,  he  was  compelled  to  exprcM  bis  t^ioion  that 
the  third  tection  exceeded  this  bound,  and  that  it  was  un- 

These 
'  them,  within 
.  the 

object  of  guarding  the  constitution,  we  ran  the  risk, 
these  clauses,  as  uiey  now  stood,  of  breaking  the  consti- 
totioo  itseir.  In  bis  otnnioo,  prudence,  caution,  and  great 
deliberation  were  necessary,  lest  a  political  spirit  ahould 
hurry  both  parties  into  the  adoption  of  measures  that  might 
hereafter  become  precedents,  which  they  might  not  ever 
be  iU>le  to  get  rid  of.  He  would  now  declare,  explitutl^, 
ttiat  he  was  prepared,  so  far  as  regarded  proper  judicial 
powers,  to  vote  for  them,  if  left  unconnected  with  the 
military  powers.  He  waa  not,  at  that  moment,  ready  to 
sabnut  propositions  to  make  the  amendments  necessary  to 
hia  Tiev)  but'he  would  appeal  to  the  chdnwn  of  the  com- 
nSXbttt  if  he  had  not,  on  more  ocearions  than  one,  and  in 
tiw  iDOSt  friendly  spirit,  requested  of  that  committee  that 
tfwy  would  turn  their  best  attention  to  these  clauses,  as 
requiring  amendment*  He  would  entreat  further  time, 
either  for  himself  or  others  who  were  disposed  to  do 
what  the  constitution  would  permit,  in  order  to  submit 
propodtiont  to  amend  these  aectiont.  For  himself,  he 
had  not  had  suffident  time  to  devise  what  he  might  con- 
rider  a  safe  and  secure  mode  to  remove  cases  of  a  certain 
nature  to  different  tribunals;  or  what  mt|^t  be  necessat? 
still  further  to  provide  for  a  supervisory  power  in  the  fed- 
eral courto  over  State  enactments.  He  therefore  asked 
that  the  bUl  should  not  be  hurried  out  of  committee,  but 
that  it  miriit  still  remain  subject  to  those  amendments 
which  might  go  to  support  tiie  Judiciaryi  He  bad,  it  was 
true,  been  requested  by  a  gentleman  wbo  was  aequi^nted 
with  legal  pmvuits,  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  would  turn  his  at 
trafion,  in  order  tlut,  from  the  experience  he  might  have 
dartrcd  Aom  his  proiesnonil  avocatioM,  he  would  an' 


deavor  to  propose  such  an  amendment  as  might  be  suffi- 
cient and  constitutional;  that  would  possess  the  golden 
mean;  that  would  steer  clear  of  Scylla  on  the  one  side, 
and  Charybdis  on  the  otheri  and  so  that  all  due  power 
might  be  given  to  the  Federal  Government,  without  en- 
trenching on  the  rigbu  of  the  States.  Though  late  and 
arduously  engaged,  his  various  avocations  had  not  yet  per- 
mitted him  that  time;  and  hoping  that  the  biU  might  not 
be  taken  out  of  committee,  he  would  conclude  by  moving 
that  the  question  be  postponed  and  made  the  special  or- 
der for  to-motrow. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said,  Uut  if  it  were  understood  that  the 
debate  whidi  had  been  progresring  for  some  time  past 
were  to  be  conridered  at  an  end,  he  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  postponement ;  but  he  thought  this  could  not 
be  the  rase,  and  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Bibb]  would  have  ample  time  to  propose  his  propositions. 
With  regard  to  the  peculiar  provisions  which  had  been 
objected  to,  he  must  say,  that  the  committee  have  now 
put  them  into  such  diape  that  they  are  prepared  to  meet 
the  decirion  on  them  without  further  change.  He  was 
for  assiatingthe  General  Government  to  meet  the  present 
exigencies,  and  he  was  not  willing  to  vote  for  the  post- 
ponement. 

Mr.  BtBB  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  prevent  the 
debate  from  proceeding;  and  if  any /gentleman  wished  to 
address  the  Senate,  be  was  willing  to  withdraw  bis  motion. 

Mr.  MOORE  expressed  his  iotention  of  recording  his 
sentiments  on  the  measure;  but  not  tlunking  that  the  dis- 
cussion wu  about  to  come  to  a  dose,  he  ^  not  foel 
himself  sufficiently  prepared  to  proceed  at  that  mo- 
ment. He  was  of  Opinion  that  much  more  time  would 
yet  be  occupied  before  the  discussion  wu  concluded; 
others  besides  himself  would  have  something  to  say, 
and  he  would  therefore  move  that  the  Senate  do  now  ad- 


journ . 

Mr.  WILKINS  opposed  the  motion,  and  aaked  for  the 
ayea  and  noes. 

Mr.  MOORE  replied,  thst  when  such  was  the  mode 
about  to  be  adopted,  he  was  quite  willing  then,  unprepar- 
ed as  he  was,  to  give  his  views.  He  was  unwilling  that  the 
Senate  should  be  harassed  by  the  system  that  Dad  been 
carried  into  operation,  of  calling  the  ayes  and  noes,  on 
bis  account. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  he  did  not  know  whether  the  allu- 
sion had  been  to  him  of  harauing  the  Senate,  but  as  re- 
garded himself  he  cared  but  little  for  the  oj^iontiiathad 
been  expressed;  he  was  only  discharging  his  duty,  and — 
There  were  here  cries  of  order,  when 
Mr.  BIBB  rose,  and  said  he  ivould  now,  on  his  own 
part,  renew  his  former  motion  for  postponement. 
Mr.  WILKINS  asked  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 
Mr.  KING  said  he  was  unwilling  to  trespass  on  the  Sen- 
ate; but  in  the  remarks  he  was  about  to  make,  he  was  ac- 
tuated by  a  true  desire  to  bring  the  subject  to  a  cloae. 
One  of  their  body  appeared  not  to  know  that  by  preanny 
the  question  onwara  was  not  the  best  mode  to  obtain  his 
object.  There  could  be  nothing  gained  by  such  a  couraet 
remove  the  question  from  the  committee,  it  would  be 
equally  open  to  continue  >the  disciunon.  He  (Mr.  K.) 
was  denrous  that  his  ci^league  [Mr.  Moosxj  should  have 
a  bir  bearing,  and  he  hoped-  that  every  member  would 
have  an  oppncfftuni^  to  deliver  his  sentiments  or  offer 
amendments  at  his  will. 

Mr.  WILKINS  hoped  it  would  now  be  in  order  for  him 
to  explain  the  course  he  had  hitherto  pursued.  He  con- 
ceived be  had  only  done  his  duty.  It  must  be  adnutted 
that  the  present  was  the  most  important  measure  that 
could  be  brouriit  before  them;  and  therefore  did  he  think 
it  should  not  be  put  off*  by  unnecessary  delay.  It  waa 
three  weeks  since  the  bill  had  been  first  reported;  it  had 
been  under  debate  for  a  fortnight;  and  how  did  it  c«nc, 
he  would  ask,  that  those  gentkmen  wito  would  jmielum 
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tbenuelTM  w  the  only  pttrioto  to  Mre  the  eountiy,  are 
■till  unprepared,  are  itill  desiroot  of  delay?  Why  is  it 
that  those  vbo  are  opposed  to  this  measure,  whenever  it 
comes  up,  are  raising  those  delays?  Motion  follows  mo- 
tion to  adjourn,  to  postpone,  to  lay  on  the  table.  Why 
not  meet  it  at  once  in  a  proper  spirit.^  The  alleicalion  of 
gentlemen  not  beior  yet  prepared,  he  was  not  willing  to 
adndtf  he  himself  had  been  constrained  to  occupy  the 
floor  some  days  when  be  was  equally  unprepared;  but  he 
was  willing  to  purtoe  hiaeourset  and,  prepared  or  un- 
prepared, discharge  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  As 
regarded  the  objection  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Bibb]  to  the  judiciary  clauses,  and  the  opinion 
adranced  of  the  remonl  criminal  proaecutions  from 
the  State  courts  bring  unconstitutional*  let  that  gentleman 
itaake  a  motion  at  once  to  strike  out  the  provision,  and 
this  would  bring  up  the  question.  As  regarded  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama,  [Mr.  HooBB,]as  he  (Hr.  W.)  waa 
not  aware  of  that  gentleman's  intention  to  address  the 
Senate,  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  he  had  any  de«re 
to  embarrass  him.  He  was  under  the  impression  that  an- 
other gentleman,  a  Senator  froqi  Virginia,  [Mr.  Ritbs,] 
would  occupy  the  floor. 

Mr.  BIBB,  after  a  few  remarks  in  reply,  moved  to  post- 
pone the  further  condderation  of  the  bill,  and  to  make  it 
the  special  order  for  to-morrow,  in  order  to  afford  him 
time  to  examine  the  third  section  more  at  his  leisure. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  ordered  on  this  question,  it 
was  decided  as  follows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Calhoun,  King,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindexter,  Tyler. — 8. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Belt,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clsj'ton,  Dud- 
ley, Diekerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frehn^uysen, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Nau- 
dain,  Robinson,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  TomUnson,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins,  Wright.— 30. 
^  Mr.  MOORE  then  rose  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the 
bill.  He  said  be  rose  with  no  hypocritical  pretence  of  an 
extraordinai^  attaebment  to  the  union.  As  memben  of 
this  body,  said  h^  we  have  aU  sworn  to  support  the  con- 
stitution, and  I  concede  to  each  at  earnest  a  desire  to  fiilfil 
this  duty  as  I  know  that  I  myself  feet.  I,  air,  am  proud 
to  be  an  American  dtizen;  I  am  proud  to  be  a  citizen  of 
the  State  of  Alabanui  lam  proud  of  the  honor  of  a  seat  in 
this  Senate .  But  much  as  I  prize'  this  name,  and  proud  aa 
I  am  of  the  honor  assigned  to  me  by  the  partiality  and  in- 
dulgence of  my  fellow-citizen^  I  should  he  ftlse  to  them, 
to  their  interettiy  and  to  myself,  if  I  could  permit  thia  bill 
to  become  a  law  without  having  done  all  in  my  power  to 
prevent  it. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  course  which  South  Caro- 
lina has  adopted.  1  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  defend 
nther  her  principles  or  her  actiont  that  task  will  be  per- 
formed  by  those  to  whom  she  baa  asngned  that  duty. 

In  my  opinion  this  bill  preaecta  anouier  issue,  which  in- 
Tolvn  directly  the  rights,  the  interests,  and  the  liberty  of 
my  constituents.  It  proposes  to  clothe  the  President  of 
the  United  Sutes  with  dictatorial  and  discretionary  pow- 
ers. It  does  moftj  it  proposes  to  place  the  issue  of  civil 
war  upon  the  discretion  or  a  captwn  of  a  revenue  cutter, 
the  caprice  of  a  young  lieutenant  fresh  from  school,  or 
the  folly  of  a  tide-waiter. 

It  makes  the  President  of  the  United  States  a  national 
dictator,  and  converts  the  agents  who  may  be  intrusted 
with  the  execution  of  bis  supreme  discretion  into  petty 
chieftains,  who  are  required  to  trample  upon  the  judicial 
authorities  of  the  States.  You  see  it  places  the  mihtary 
above  the  civil  authori^,  and  substitutes  a  military  despot- 
ism for  the  peaceful  adnunistration  of  the  laws. 

But  we  are  told  by  the  honorable  chitirman  of  the  com- 
mittee who  reported  this  bill,  [Mr. '  WiLxin,]  that  "  we 
may  safely  in trtm these  extraordinary  poweratoths hands 


of  Andrew  Jackson,  because  he  assures  us  Andrew  Jack* 
son  never  has  abused  power."  I  congTatulate  the  honora- 
ble gentleman  upon  the  extent  of  his  fiuth.    It  is  at  least 
equal  to  <*  the  gnun  of  mustard  seed,V  and  it  may  yet  ac- 
complish mtrades.    The  honorable  gentleman  should  re- 
member that  this  bill  proposes  to  authorize  the  Prerident 
totransferthese  extraordinary  powerstohisi^nta.  Great 
as  the  Prerident  is,  powerful  ah  we  all  know  him  to  be, 
he  must  employ  uents  to  execute  his  wilti  and  it  neoeaa- 
rily  follows  tlut  that  discretion  with  which  you  elotiie  Uie 
President  must  be  by  him  transferred  to  his  agents,  to  thft 
commanders  of  his  army  and  his  navy,  to  the  collectors  of 
the  revenue,  to  hia  marshals  and  his  bailiiir.  1  am  not  dis* 
posed  to  make  a  question  with  the  gentleman  about  his 
mth  in  the  Prendent)  but  I  would  aalc  himt  w  you  pre- 
pared to  grant  such  powers  on  the  ftith  which  you  repoM 
in  such  agents  as  these  ?   But,  nr,  away  with  such  solemn 
trifling.   !  consider  this  a  question  of  liberty,  and  not  of 
&ith{  and  I  can  assure  him,  that  if  hia  constituents,  the 
free  laborers,  of  which  we  have  beard  so 'much,  permit 
their  representatives  to  bring  their  liberties  as  a  futh  of- 
fering, a  propitiation  to  concilia  the  good  will  of  the 
Pres'^ent,  those  of  whom  I  am  an  unworthy  representa- 
tive pbee  theirs  above  all  price .  Sir,  the  people  of  Alft' 
bama  are  aa  much  devoted  to  this  Union,  as  establirfied  by 
our  father^  as  the  people  of  any  other  State  can  bet 
they  are  devoted  to  the  Union,  but  they  are  devoted  to  it, 
not  as  the  means  of  oppression,  not  as  the  source  of  civil 
war,  but  as  the  pallaoium  of  liber^.    I  have  said,  sir, 
that  1  am  not  called  upon  to  defend  either  the  principles 
or  the  action  of  South  Carolina.   I  have  said  that  this  bill 
makes  another  issue,  which  involves  lUreetly  the  rig^t^ 
interests^  and  libertjr  of  my  constituents.    The  gentleman 
tells  us  about  the  free  labor  of  the  North;  and  they  tell 
us  that  they  never  will  consent  that  this  free  labor  of  th^ 
Nortl)  shall  be  reduced  to  the  same  condition  as  the  sUve 
labor  of  the  South.    Do  gentlemen  forget  that  there  are 
free  laborers  in  the  South  as  well  aa  in  the  North?  Do 
gentlemen  forget  that  the  object  of  this  constitution  and 
of  our  Union  wu  to  secure  equal  rigbtt,  peace,  and  ha{^ 
pineaa  to  all  our  citizens'   If  they  concede  this,  (and  none 
will  Kie  so  lost  to  all  sense  of  propriety  as  to  deny  the 
truth  of  the  assertion,)  what  right  baa  the  free  laborer  of 
the  North  to  demand  that  his  labor  ^11  be  protected  at 
the  expense  of  the  free  labor,  or  even  the  sUve  labpr  of 
the  South?  Yes,  sir,  I  say  of  the  slave  labor  of  the  South. 
For,  sir,  with  us,  labor  is  labor;  it  matteia  not  whether 
it  be  of  the  slave  or  of  the  ftee,  of  the  bondsman  or  Ids 
mastert  in  &ct,  there  can  be  none  in  theory,  but  in  the 
minds  of  those  hypocritical  pretenders  in  philanthropy, 
who  would  emancipate  our  slaves  under  the  pretence  that 
"  all  men  are  born  frae  and  equal,"  and  butcher  their 
masters  with  mercenary  bsyonetst  but  as  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  who  spoke  last  [Mr.  Daxus]  does  not 
like  the  word  mereenarv*  I  will  say  the  bayonets  of  pow- 
er; because  we  insist  that  it  never  was  intended  by  the 
framers  of  the  constitiition  to  tax  the  slave  labor  of  the 
South  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  **  the  free  labor  of 
the  North."   Your  northern  gentlemen  have  a  holy  hor- 
ror at  holding  a  fellow-creature  in  bondage,  but  they  feel 
no  horror  at  the  idea  of  sending  an  army  to  compel  the 
ownen  of  these  slaves  to  pay  over  all  the  profits  of  these 
slavea  into  the  pockets  of  the  northern  manu&cturers  and 
capitalists.    Tney  connder  sUvery  a  most  hetnoua  offence 
against  God  and  roan;  yet.they  call  upon  us,  in  the  name  of. 
lUl  U»t '»  dear  in  religion  and  morals,  to  authorize  them 
to  overrun  South  Carolina  with  fire  and  sword,  unless  she 
will  pay  over  to  them  the  profits  of  her  slave  labor.  Or, 
in  other  words,  they  are  too  pious,  too  benevolent,  to  own 
■laves  themselvest  but  they  ask  us  very  modestly,  sir,  to 
convert  tiie  owners  of  slaves  in  South  Carolina  into  th«r 
overseer^  superintending  cotton  fields  and  rice  plantations 
fte  their  benefit  ^  ■ 
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YtM,  Hr.  Prewtent,  diseuiie  thia  imtter  ta  you  will, 
tiua  ii  thtt  qaeation.  We  htve  long  wen  the  tenden^ 
and  olitject  of  the  tariff  policy.  We  deny  yonr  right  to 
protect  the  free  labor  of  the  North,  at  the  expense  of  the 
lUre  labor  of  the  South.  With  ua  there  ia  no  diatinction 
between  Ae  labor  tiS  tiie  dare  and  the  lidMf  of  the  free, 
of  tbebondfinan  and  bi>  naiter. 

The  God  of  nature,  nor  the  conatitution,  which  alone  haa 
theri^t  to  determine  what  be  law  upon  thia  subject, 
haa  made  no  diatinction,  and  we  will  not  permit  this  Gov- 
ernment to  do  itt  to  yield  such  a  power  would  be  to  per* 
mit  the  free  Uborers  of  the  North  to  convert  the  maatera 
of  our  slavea  into  the  shves  of  northern  maatera.  And 
it  is  because  I  believe  the  bill  involvea  thia  queation,  and 
bccuiae  I  know  the  people  of  Alabama  have  a  common 
intemt  with  the  people  of  South  Carolina  in  remsdng  thia 
oppreatoif  'that  I  am  opposed  to  this  bill. 

We  hear  gentlemen  loud  in  the  pimiaea  of  the  constitu- 
tioHt  vociferous  in  their  profeaiions  of  attachment  to  the 
Union.  I  can  tell  them,  nay,  they  have  been  told  again 
and  i^wn,  how  they  can  maintain  the  constitution,  and 
preserve  the  Union.  Reject  this  bill,  and  roodi^F  the  ta- 
tiffi  do  justice,  and  the  neeeau^  for  force  will  cease . 

But  some  gentlemen  seem  to  think  they  muat  support 
the  Prerident.  I  can  understand  why  the  Senators  repre- 
aenting  manubcturing  States,  and  particularly  those  who 
never  bad  any  constitutional  scruples  upon  the  queation  of 
power,  should  support  this  bill.  Although  we  are  told  thia 
measure  originated  with  the  Execulive,  I  can  find  no  apo- 
logy in  that  lugge^n,  which  could  justify  me,  aa  a  Senator 
representing  a  Southern  State — yes,  nr,  *a  ^ve-hoMing, 
anti.teriff  State— 4f  I  wereso  fiff  to  aacri6ce  their  intevtat 
as  to  vote  for  this  bill.  I  know,  sir,  that  the  Preaident  baa 
a  commanding  popularity  among  my  people;  thehoneat, 
unsuspecting  fplanters  and  l^rers  of  Alabama  gave  him 
their  confidence  when  he  waa  a  plain  unpretending  plant- 
er like  themselvea.  But  they  voted  for  Andrew  Jack- 
son to  be  the  Prendent  of  a  free  people,  subject  to  all  the 
Kstrainta  of  the  constitution)  tb<^  did  not  expect  that  he 
wo^d  Bik  to  be  clothed  with  dictatorial  powers,  much 
len  that  be  would  march  at  the  head  of  a  stan^ng  army 
for  the  purpose  of  enfitf^n^,  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet, 
the  collection  of  odious,  myust,  unequal,  and  uneonstito- 
tional  taxes. 

But  1  warn  gentlemen  to  pause.  Who  is  it  that  are 
now  so  anxious  to  clothe  the  Preaident  with  these  na«r, 
undefined  powers^  Are  they  not  his  old  enemin?  Are 
tbey  not  hi*  late  oppmenta?  But,  ur,  1  g^ve  them  my 
thanks.  I  am  the  repreaentative  of  a  brave,  generous, 
and,  therefore,  a  confiding  people.  Yet,  there  are  in 
Alabama,  aa  there  are  in  ul  other  Sti^ei^  **  waiters  upon 
Providence"— men  whose  hi^^eat  ambition  it  la  to  w«Mip 
power. 

The  policy  of  our  adversaries  has  been  to  purchase 
these  fidse  guides,  and  weaken  our  renitance  by  internal 
dissenriena. 

If  gentlemen  will  disregard  iJl  our  entreaties]  if,  instead 
of  claiming  the  promise  made  the  peacemakers,  tbey 
still,  persist  in  the  exercise  of  injustice  and  oppresnoni 
i^  instead  of  reducing  the  duties  and  giving  ua  peace, 
harmony,strengtb,  and  brotherly  love,  tbey  force  upon  us 
this  bill,  they  will  do  us  one  favor,  they  will  force  uato  be 
unitedt  they  will  unbind  the  eyes  of  our  people;  they 
will  then  see  who  it  is  that  "have  sung  peace,  peace, 
wben  there  waa  no  peace."  I  again  would  say  to  thoae 
gentlemen  who  suppose  they  are  to  reap  a  golden  Iiarvest 
of  profit  or  of  honors  from  this  measure,  "  Tod  may  have 
the  power  (o  pass  your  bill  through  this  Houset  you  may 
have  the  physical  strength  and  the  same  generous  roajori- 
ty  by  which  you  have  passed  your  tariffs;  but'you  cannot 
enforce  it.  1  defy  you,  with  mI  the  sycophants,  hirelings, 
and  office-aeekers  now  waiting  for  command.  You 
may  sweep  the  streeti  of  your  cities,  and  empty  your 
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worktops  and  manufacturing  establishmentB;  at  thia  en- 
lightened hour,  and  in  this  free  country,  you  cannot  en- 
force it.  We  know  our  rigbti,  and,  knowing  them,  dare 
maintain  and  defend  them." 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill  aa  amendedi 
and  the  amendments  were  concurred  in. 

Mr.  POINDEXTBR  expremed  a  hope  that  the  final  de- 
cision would  be  postponed  for  a  day  longer;  and 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN, 

The  Senate  acyoumed. 

Tbdbsbat,  FaBBDAaT  14. 
ELECTION  OF  PRINTER. 

The  resolution  fixing  the  election  of  a  public  printer 
for  Friday  vnA  then  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table 
for  the  present.  He  reminded  the  Senate  that  he  had  in- 
troduced a  resolution  to  alter  the  time  for  this  election. 
That  resolution  had  gone  to  the  Library  Committee,  and, 
until  the  report  of  that  committee  should  be  made,  he 
hoped  this  resolution  woujd  not  now  be  acted  on.  He 
withdrew  his  motion  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  who  stated  that  the  House  had  fixed 
on  12  o'clock  this  day  for  the  election  of  a  printer.  Con- 
sequentlr,  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  mim  Missouri 
was  too  Ute  to  have  any  effect  on  the  election  of  the  next 
printer. 

Mr.  BENTON  sud,  that  if  this  resolution  were  now  to 
be  acted  on,  he  should  feel  bound  to  offer  at  length  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  introduce  his  jnnt  re- 
solution. He  renewed  his  motion  to  lay  the  restmitioo  on 
theUble. 

The  motion  waa-then  agreed  to— yeas  19,  nays  13. 
TARIFF  RESOLUTIONS. 
.  The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  restdutions 
offered  yesterdsy  by  Mr.  WsBSTxa. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  that  it  had  been  for  some  time 
his  wish,  on  this  most  interesting  subject,  to  expreaa  Ua 
own  opinions,  as  briefly  as  possible,  in  tiie  fi>rni  at  resolu- 
tions, and  to  follow  up  those  resolutions  with  a  few  re- 
marks. It  would  be  agreeable  to  him  to  go  on  at  once  in 
the  performance  of  this  task,  were  it  not  for  the  standing 
order  which  required  that  the  special  order  shall  be  called 
every  day  at  13  o'clock.  Aa  he  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  important  discussion  which  would  commence  at 
that  hour,  if^  the  gentlemai}  who  proposed  to  occupy  the 
floor  to-day  on  that  subject  was  now  ready  to  proceed,  he 
would  postpone  what  he  had  to  say  on  the  subject  of  bw 
resolutions  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  suggested  that  the  Senate  would  be 
^lad  to  listen  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachosetla  at  thia 
time,  even  If  he  should  transcend  the  hour  fin- the  calEng 
of  the  special  order. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  would  conform  himself,  In  this 
instance,  to  the  convenience  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
who  was  expected  to  occupy  the  floor. 

Mr.  HIVES  stated  that  he  was  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Senate.  He  was  prepared  to  proceed  with  hia  re- 
marks now,  if  such  wan  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate,  or  to 
suspend  them  until  after  the  Senator  from  Hassacbuaetta 
should  have  been  heard. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  resolutions  were 
then  laid  on  the  table. 

REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
special  order,  being  the  bill  to  provide  further  tot  the 
collection  of  (he  duties  on  imports. 

Mr.  RIVES,  of  Virginia,  then  rose  and  addressed  the 
Senate,  aa  fiillowa: 
Mr.  Prerident:  Strat^^  aa  I  am  inrtbn  bsdi;  ud  new 
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Almost  R'stnnger  in  my  own  country,  though  in  spirit  and 
atTection  never  separated  from  it,  I  feel  that  I  owe  an 
apolo^  to  the  Senate  for  obtruding  myself  at  all  upon  its 
attention*  Sir,  I  do  it  with  great  reluctance,  and  with  a 
deep  sense  of  the  disadrantafpes  under  which  I  labor. 
Most  of  the  questicMia  involved  m  the  discutsion  of  the  bill 
now  under  consideration  have  sprung  up  during  the  pe- 
riod of  my  absence  from  the  country;  and  the  short  inter- 
val which  has  elapsed  since  my  return  has  afforded  me 
neither  llie  time  nor  the  opportunity  for  a  detailed  exami- 
nation of  them.  I  bring  to  them,  therefore,  no  other 
resources  of  argument  or  illustration  than  those  settled 
principleaandiiuidamental  notions  which  are  rooted  in 
tiie  nund  of  every  American  citizen,  in  regard  to  the  con- 
stitution of  his  country. 

Sir,  the  questions  now  to  be  settled  are  of  the  deepest 
import  to  the  deatinieri  of  this  country.  They  touch  not 
the  construction  of  Uiis  or  that  clause  of  the  constitution 
only;  they  go  to  the  whole  frame  and  structure  of  the 
Government,  and  the  vital  principle  of  itsextstence.  Sir, 
I  should  be  recreant  to  duty  on  this  floor,  as  the  re- 
presentative of  a  Sute  which,  under  Providence,  had  the 
chief  agency  in  the  etiablishment  of  this  happy  system  of 
Goverom^t,  if  I  did  not  attempt,  however  feebly,  tiie 
ezpresnon  of  my  views  on  such  an  occasion. 

1  am  impelled  to  this  expression,  Mr.  Preudent,  by 
another  conuderation.  It  is  my  misfortune  to  diff*er  from 
my  worthy  and  honorable  colleague,  as  well  as  from  other 
hmiarable  Senators  coming  from  the  same  quarter  of  the 
Union  as  myaelf,  in  several  of  tiie  views  I  have  taken  of 
this  subject.  It  is  due  to  them,  as  well  as  to  myaelf  and 
those  whom  we  represent,  that  the  grounds  of  this  differ- 
ence of  opinion  should  be  stated  ana  explained.  Aqd,  in 
order  to  preclude  all  misapprehension,  I  beg  leave  to  say, 
in  ttie  outset,  that  no  one  is  or  has  been  more  thoroughly 
opposed  to  that  whole  system  of  policy  usually  denomi- 
nated the  American  system  than  I  nave  been,  and  still  am. 
My  vuce,  nr,  has  been  often  and  strenuously,  however 
inelTeetually,  raised  agunst  it  in  another  division  of  this 
Capitol.  1  consider  it  unjust  in  prinuple,  inexpedient  in 
practice,  oppressive  and  unequal  in  its  operation— in 
short,  an  abuse  of  power  contrary  to  the  true  genius  of 
our  institutions. 

But,  sir,  what  is  entitled  to  far  more  consideration,  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  luu 
repeatedly  and  strongly  protested  against  this  ^stem;  and 
it  IS  but  yesterday  that  her  Legislature  earnestly  renewed 
her  appeal  to  the  councils  of  the  nation  so  te  modify  the 
system  as  to  remove  the  just  causes  of  complaint  which 
had  arisen  against  it.  Sir,  this  appeal,  and  similar  appeals 
which  have  emanated  from  the  Legislatures  of  other 
States,  forti&ed  by  all  those  high  considerations  of  patri- 
otism, policy,  and  justice,  wliicli  the  crisis  suggests,  can< 
not  bil  to  have  their  proper  effect.  There  is  every  rea- 
son to  beUeve  that  this  distracting  question  will  be  settled, 
and  speedily  and  satisfactorily  settled,  as  it  otight  to  be. 
But,  notwithstanding  these  grounds  of  hope,  one  of  the 
States  of  the  Union  has  raahly  undertaken  to  redress  her 
griefs  by  a  formal  abrogation  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
St^es  within  her  limits.  She  has  declared  the  whole 
series  of  revenue  laws,  from  the  origm  of  the  Government 
to  the  present  day,  to  be  null  and  void;  has  prohibited 
their  execution  within  her  holders,  under  high  penalties; 
and  bis  ordained  various  other  measures  with  the  express 
view  of  defeating  and  arresting  their  operation. 

In  this  state  of  things,  we  are  called  upon  to  say  if  the 
Government  of  the  United  Sutes  sliall  acquiesce  in  this 
open  defiance  and  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  Union, 
without  taking  any  step  whatever  f(Tr  their  enforcement? 
For  myself,  I  am  free  to  say  that  I  do  not  thus  read  my 
oath  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  I 
do  not  thus  understand  my  duty  to  ray  country,  or  thb 
imerest  and  the  honor  of  my  own  State.   What,  sir,  will 


be  the  consequence,  if  South  Carolina  be  permitted,  with- 
out opposition,  to  nullify  the  revenue  laws  of  the  Union? 
Will  not  that  uniformity  of  imposts,  and  that  equality  in 
the  fiscal  and  commercial  regulations  of  the  Uraon,  which 
are  guarantied  by  the  constitution,  be  at  once  abolished 
by  the  Arbitrary  act  of  South  Carolina,  to  her  own  advan- 
tage, and  to  the  detriment  of  the  other  States?  Sir,  as  a 
representative  of  Vir^nia,  I  am  not  willing  that  Virginia 
shall  be  compelled  to  pay  taxes,  while  South  Carolina,  by 
her  own  illegal  and  unauthorized  action,  is  suffered  to  go 
quit  of  them.  Yet  this  must  be  the  unjust  consequence 
of  acquiescence  in  nullification;  or,  otherwise,  a  result 
stUl  mwe  ^stressing  to  the  whole  cauntnr  wiU  ensue— the 
entire  commerce  or  Ae  country  will  be  drawn  to  the  frm 
ports  of  South  Carolina;  the  ports  of  the  other  Stated 
with  all  the  important  branches  of  industry  connetted 
with  them,  will  be  cmaigned  to  ruiD;  and,  at  the  lame 
time,  the  whole  revenue  of  the  nation  will  be  cut  off  and 
destroyed. 

Bad  as  these  consequences,  or  any  of  them,  may  be, 
there  is  yet  another  view  of  the  subject  of  still  higher  im- 
portance. The  example  would  inflict  a  mortal  wound  on 
the  constitution.  The  Government  would  be  tbencefoT' 
ward  virtually  dissolved,  and  we  should  inevitably  &U 
back  into  the  anarchy  and  confiision  of  the  articles  of 
confederation;  if,  indeed,  after  such  an  example  of  weak- 
ness, the  States  should  continue  cooneeted  by  any  tie 
whatever. 

For  one,  therefore,  I  feel  myself  constrained,  by  the 
highest  considerations  of  duty,  to  give  my  assent  to  such 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  and  proper  to  provide  for 
the' execution  of  the  laws,  while  they  remain  unrepealed. 
There  are  some  provisions  in  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration of  which  I  do  not  approve,  as  I  shall  have  occa- 
sion to  say  more  fully  when  I  come  to  explain  my  own 
ideas  of  the  legislation  beat  adapted  to  meet  the  crisis. 
But  we  are  met  at  the  threshold  with  a  preliminary  denial 
of  the  right  of  the  Goremment  to  adopt  any  measures 
whatever  for  tiie  execution  of  a  law  of  the  United  States 
which  sltall  have  been  nullified  by  the  authorities  of  a 
State.  This  pontion  has  been  maintained  by  both  the 
honorable  Senators  from  South  Carolina,  and  especially 
by  the  honorable  SenatoV  whospoke  flrst,  [Mr.  Calhosx,] 
in  the  remarks  made  by  him  at  the  time  of  submitting  his 
resolutions  which  are  now  lying  on  your  tabic. 

How,  sir,  has  this  extraordinary  position  been  attempted 
to  be  sustained?  One  would  have  supposed  that  a  power 
so  radically  affecting  the  whole  operation  of  our  system 
as  an  absolute  State  veto  of  the  laws  of  the  Union,  would 
have  been  in  some  form  oroth^r  expressed  in  the  consti- 
tution. Instead  of  this,  we  find  an  express  declaration 
that  tlie  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States  shall 
control  and  be  supreme  over  the  constitution  and  laws  of 
the  reapecUve  States.  Yet  the  honorable  Senator  ^Mr. 
Caxaotrirl  seeks  to  do  away  all  this,  by  setting  up  the 
metaphysical,  deductions  and  ingenious  creations  of  bit 
own  mind  in  tlie  place  of  the  pontive  terms  of  the  instru- 
ment itself.  Sir,  1  propose  to  follow  tlie  honorable  Sena- 
tor, step  by  step,  in  the  process  of  reasoning  by  which  he 
has  attained  so  singular  a  result.  And,  as  1  am  anxious  to 
deal  with  his  ailment  in  all  possible  fairness,  I  will  first 
state  what  1  understood  that  argument  to  be,  in  order 
that,  if  I  st^all  have  fallen  into  a  misapprehension  of  any 
part  of  it,  the  honorable  Senator  may  set  me  right. 

I  understand  tlie  honorable  Senator,  then,  tiius:  Afler 
statuig  that  the  problem  is  to  ascertain  where  the  para- 
mount power  of^ the  system  is,  and  that  that  power  must 
be  where  the  sovereignty  is,  he  proceeds  by  saying  tliat 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  a  compact  between 
the  several  States)  that  these  Stales  only  are  sovereign; 
thst  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  sovereign, 
because,  according  to  tlie  principles  of  modern  ptdttical 
science,  sovereign^  ii  not  the  attribute  of  npyGoreru- 
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m^nt;  that  it  rewdn  in  the  peoplet  that  the  only  people 
knovn  to  tb«  true  theory  of  our  institutions  is  the  people 
of  the  BCTeral  StatcB,  distinctly;  that  if  the  people  of  any 
one  State  in  the  Union,  therefore,  shall,  in  its  sovereig:n 
capacity,  interpose  between  its  citizens  and  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  the  act  of  a  sorereiyn  being 
always  binding^  on  its  atizetu,  the  citizens  of  that  State 
can  no  longer  owe  ohediencfe  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  be  properly  subject  to  its  action;  but 
that  if  the  act  of  the  State,  lo  absolving  its  citizens  from 
obedience  to  the  United  States,  be  a  violation  of  the  com- 
pact with  the  other  States,  it  is  the  State  only  as  a  political 
community  that  U  retponuble.  I  hope,  «r,  I  have  stated 
the  reasoning  of  the  Senator  fairly,  as  I  bare  wished  and 
Intended  to  do. 

Now,  sir,  in  regard  to  the  first  proposition  hud  down 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  jjHr. 
CALBovif,]  it  gives  me  pleasure  to  aay  that  I  am  entirely 
of  accord  witli  him.  Here  we  draw  our  principles  from 
the  same  pure  fountain — the  republican  doctrines  ef  '98 
and  '09,  as  asserted  at  that  time  by  the  Legislature  of  my 
own  State.  If  there  bS  any  thing  in  politics  or  histcny 
Tcating  on  grounds  of  incontrovertible  evidence  and  con- 
clusive demonstratioi^  it  ii  that  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  was  adopted  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  not  as  an  aggregate  mass  of  individuals,  but  as 
separate  and  independent  cranmunitiei.  This,  sir,  is  the 
Ibundation-^ne  of  our  federal  system;  and  every  attempt 
to  displace  it  baa  resulted  in  acknowledged  fiiuuret  and 
1ms  only  served  to  establish  it  tbe  more  firmly. 

But,  sir,  are  tbe  other  propositions  of  the  honorable 
SMiator  [Mr.CAXBouir]  equwy  true*  Is  it  true,  that 
there  is  no  other  sovereignty,  known  to  our  political  sys- 
tcm,  than  that  which  resides  in  the  people  of  each  State 
distinctly.'  And  here,  sir,  as  the  chief  source  of  diffi- 
culty in  all  discussions  of  this  sort  is  in  the  vague  use  of 
terms,  let  us  fix  what  we  mean  by  sovereignty.  The 
elementary  idea  of  sovereignty  is  that  of  supreme,  uncon- 
trolled power;  and  when  applied  to  political  oi^niza- 
tions,  I  agree  with  the  honorable  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  [Hr.  CALaotrit,]  that  it  cannot,  with  propriety, 
be  predicated  of  Government,  which  is  a  delegated  and 
limited  trust,  but  that  it  rerides  exclusively  in  the  body 
of  the  community,  which  creates  and  establi^es  the 
Government.  I  readily  grant,  then,  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment of  tbe  Uiuted  States  possess  no  sovereign^.  The 
honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Calbovit]  seenis  to  have  sun- 
poied  that,  this  b«ng  adnritted,  it  would  necessarily 
ndlow  that  the  only  sovereignty  known  to  our  political 
system  ia  in  the  people  of  each  State  distinctly,  there  be- 
ing, as  he  contends^  no  other  people,  according  to  its 
true  theory,  than  tbe  people  of  the'several  States,  sepa- 
rately considered.  But,  sir,  this  ailment  obviously 
overlooks  the  peculiar  nature  of  our  complex  organiza- 
tion, which  embraces  two  distinct  species  of  communities; 
tbe  senarate  communities  called  the  States,  formed  by  tbe 
indiviauals  who  compose  those  States  respectively ;  and  the 
general  communi^,  called  the  United  States,  formed  by  the 
association  of  all  the  States  intoa  political  Union.  There  is 
one  body  politic  or  community  as  clearly  resulting  from 
tbe  association  of  States  in  the  one  case,  as  there  is  such 
body  politic  or  community  resulting  from  the  association 
of  fndividiials  in  the  other.  In  the  hodjr  of  the  commu- 
nity, the  Boverdgn^  of  each  i^ystem  resides;  that  of  the 
federal  system,  in  the  community  called  the  United  States; 
that  of  the  State  systems,  in  the  body  of  the  community 
called  the  State.  You  will  remark,  Mr.  President,  that  I 
here  apeak  of  the  United  States,  as  contradistinguished 
from  the  Government  of  the  United  States;  and  I  contend 
that  tbe  term  United  States,  as  used  in  our  political  no- 
menclature, designates  one  bodv  politic,  one  integral 
coommoity,  (^though  a  community  composed  of  States,) 
in  which  sovereignty  reades,  aa  to  certain  purposes,  as 


truly  as  it  rendes  in  the  States  or  several  cunmunitiea 
composed  of  individuala^  for  the  purposes  of  tfidr  wgaiu< 

zation. 

I  should  not  think  it  necessary,  Mr.  Prendeut,  to  dwell 
on  an  idea,  which,  to  my  mind,  Is  so  ohrious,  if  I  did  not 
blow  that  tbe  suggestion  of  anjr  unity  in  our  federal  orga- 
nization bad  recendy  given  rise  to  such  dissatis&ction, 
and  if  we  did  not  live  in  times  when  the  best  settied  prin- 
ciples have  been  boldly  called  in  question .  It  may  not  be 
amiss,  therefore,  to  bring  a  few  proofs  to  the  support  of 
what  I  have  ventured  to  assert — that  tbe  United  States 
dp  form,  to  certain  purposes,  one  community,  one  inte- 
gral poUtical  body,  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  United 
States  form  a  confederate  republic.  Now,  sir,  what  is 
tbe  definition  of  a  confederate  republic  by  that  wliter, 
who,  among  the  political  philosophers  of  modem  times, 
seems  to  have  best  understood  its  characteristic^  and  to 
have  roost  justly  appreciated  its  advantages^  Montes- 
quieu says,  "A  confederate  republic  ia  a  convention  by 
which  several  smaller  States  tgrce  to  become  membera 
of  a  larger  one,  which  they  intend  to  form.  It  ia  a  kind 
of  assemblage  of  societies  that  constitute  a  new  one," 
&c.  Hie  writers  of  the  Federatis^  in  the  9th  number, 
referring  to  what  Montesquieu  says  on  diis  aobject,  add, 
*'  I'he  definition  of  a  coniederate  republic  secBis  rimply 
to  be  'an  assemblage  of  societies,'  or  an  association  of  two 
or  more  States  into  one  State." 

But,  nr,  let  us  appeal  to  a  distinguished  authority 
which  ia  (rfUn  invoked  by  tbe  politicians  of  South  Caro- 
lina, and  for  which  I  challenge  a  portion  of  their  respect, 
on  the  present  occasion.  Hr.  Jefferson,  sir,  in  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Edmund  Randolph,  which  will  be  found  in  tbeM  vo- 
lume of  his  published  correspondence,  written  on  the  18th 
August,  1799,  in  the  very  crisis  of  that  great  struggle  for 
constitutional  principles  wluch  terminated  inthe"c\ril 
revolution"  of  1801,  and  when  he  must  be  supposed  to 
have  weighed  well  all  the  bearings  of  his  words,  uses  the 
folloiring  language;  "Before  the  revolution,  there  ex- 
isted no  such  naticHi  as  the  United  States;  tbey  then 
first  associated  as  a  nation,  but  for  special  purposes  only. 
They  had  all  their  laws  to  make,  as  Virginia  had  on  her 
first  establishment  as  a  nation.  But  they  lUd  not,  aa  Vir- 
ginia had  done,  proceed  to  adopt  a  whole  qratem  of  laws 
ready  made  to  their  hand.  As  their  association  as  a  nation 
w^  only  for  special  purposes,"  Stc. 

Sir,  it  would  be  easy  to  show,  if  the  time  of  the  Senate 
were  not  too  precious  to  be  consumed  in  unnecessary  dis- 
cusMon,  that  tiie  recognition  here  made  of  tbe  United 
States  as  forming  one  nation,  for  certain  purposes,  is  of 
particular  weight,  from  the  nature  of  tlie  question  which 
Mr.  Jefferson  was  then  diacusnng,  and  which  would  have 
rendered  his  course  of  argument  much  shorter  and  sim- 
pler, if  he  could  have  denied  altogether  the  existence  of 
any  national  individuality  in  the  United  States. 

But,  sir,  without  inusting  on  the  puticular  weight  of 
Mr.  Jeffierson's  authority,  m  this  view  of  it,  I  woun  ask 
if  the  same  language  has  not  been  b^itually  used  by  all 
our  great  men  who  were  contemporary  with  the  forma- 
tion of  the  constitution,  and  with  the  lital  queations  of 
construction  to  which  the  first  ten  years  of  its  operation 
gave  rise?  We  all  remember,  Mr,  President,  that  Gen- 
etil  Washington,  in  that  noble  monument  of  patriotism 
and  vdsdom,  nis  farewell  address,  speaks  of  the  **  uni^ 
of  Government  which  constitutes  us  one  people^**  and  aif 
the  States  as  bound  together  by  "an  indissoluble  commu- 
nity of  interest  as  one  nation."  Mr.  Madison,  than  whom 
certainly  no  higher  authority  can  be  appealed  to,  in  regard 
to  that  constitution  which  is  the  workmanahip  of  bis  own 
hands,  thus  writes  in  his  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  North 
American  Review :  "  The  constitution  of  tbe  United  States, 
being  a  compact  among  the  States  in  tKrir  higliest  sove- 
reign capadty,  and  constituting  the  people  thereof  one 
people  for  certain  purposes,  cannot  he^uttred  or  nnsuU* 
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«d  St  the  will  of  the  States  individually,  as  the  constitii. 
tion  of  a  State  may  be  at  its  individual  will." 

But  why  add  to  this  liit  of  distin^ished  authorities, 
farther  than  to  cite  the  authori^  of  the  honorable  Senator 
Uwn^  South  Carolina  bimaelP  In  bis  letter  to'Goremor 
Haotilton,  published  during  the  last  summer,  I  find  the 
lUlowhirpusage:  "The  General  Government  is  the  joint 
organ  of  all  the  States  confederated  into  one  general  com- 
munity."  And  again:  "In  the  execution  of  the  dele- 
gated powers,  the  Union  is  no  longer  regarded  in 
reference  to  its  parts,  but  as  forming  one  great  commu- 
nity, to  be  governed  by  a  common  will,"  &c. 

If.  then,  the  United  States  do  form  "  one  community, 
governed  by  a  common  will*"  aovereign^  may  and  d!oes 
«ritt  in  the  body  of  that  community,  for  the  special  pur- 
poses of  the  Union,  just  as  effectually  and  unquestionably 
*a  sovereignty  exists  in  the  people  of  an  individual  State, 
for  State  purposes.  My  answer,  then,  and  I  flatter  my- 
self a  conelurave  one,  to  the  aigument  of  the  honorable 
Senator,  that  the  sovereignty  of  our  federal  system  ia 
neither  in  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  nor  in 
the  people  of  the  individual  States  separately  considered, 
but  in  that  "great  community"  or  body  politic,  called 
the  United  States,  resulting  from  the  association  of  all  the 
States  for  apeci»l  purposes.  Hr.  JerfTerson,  in  the  letter 
to  iir.  Randolpb  from  which  I  read  the  extract  cited  afbw 
moments  ago,  says,  very  properly,  that  "  the  whole  body 
of  the  nation"  or  community  "is  the  fovereisrn  power  for 


itself.* 


There  Is  a  practical  criterion,  of  very  easy  application 
in  our  American  institutions,  for  determining  wnere  sove- 
reignty reudes.  Sovereignty  resides  where  the  power 
of  amending  the  constitution  or  fundamental  law  resides. 
In  a  single  State,  this  power  resides  in  the  people  of  the 
State;  and,  of  course,  the  sovereignty  resides  in  them 
also.  In  the  Union,  this  power  resides  in  the  federal 
community  composed  of  all  the  SUtesf  and,  according  to 
an  express  provision  in  the  constitution,  requires  for  iu 
exercise  the  concurrence  of  three-fourths  or  the  States. 
According  to  this  plain  practical  test,  then,  the  actual 
sovereignty  of  the  Union  is  in  three-fourths  of  the  SUtes. 

Here,  again,  I  am  happy  to  fortify  myself  by  an  autho- 
rity, which,  if  not  that  of  the  honorable  Senator  himself, 
as  it  is  generally  understood  to  be,  must  at  least  command 
his  very  high  respect  [  allude  to  the  report  and  exposi- 
tion adopted  by  the  Legisbture  of  South  Carolina  in  De- 
cember, 1838.  From  that  document  I  beg  leave  to  read 
to  the  Senate  the  following  extract: 

"  Our  system,  then,  consists  of  two  distinct  aTid  inde- 
pendent sovereignties.  The  general  powers  conferred 
on  the  General  Government  are  subject  to  its  sole  and 
exclunve  control,  and  the  States  cannot,  without  violating 
the  constitution,  interpose  their  authority  to  check  or  in 
Mty  manner  counteract  its  movements,  so  long  as  they  are 
confined  to  its  proper  sphere^  so  also  the  peculiar  and  local 
powers  reserved  to  the  States  are  subject  to  their  exclu- 
"'T*  <=ontrol,  nor  can  the  General  Government  interfere 
with  them,  without,  on  its  part,  also  violating  the  constitu- 
tion. In  order  to  have  a  toll  and  clear  conception  of  our 
■natitaitions,  it  will  be  proper  to  remark  that  there  is  in 
«ir  system  a  striking  oistuiction  between  the  Government 
and  the  sovereign  power.  Whatever  may  be  the  true 
ooctrme  in  regwd  to  the  sovereign^  of  the  States  indi- 
vidually, It  is  unquestionably  clear  tha^  while  the  Govern- 
ment of  ibe  Union  ia  vested  in  its  legislative,  executive, 
and  judidal  departments,  the  actual  sovereign  power 
resides  in  the  several  States,  who  created  it,  in  their  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  political  character.  But,  hs  an  express 
provision  of  the  constitution,  it  may  be  amended  or  chang- 
ed by  three-fourths  of  the  Stalest  and  euh  State,  by 
Moiting  to  the  constitution  with  this  provition,  has  sur- 
rendered its  orighud  rights  aa  a  sovereign,  which  made  iti 
mdividual  cmjsent  neceMuy  to  any  clunge  in  its  poUtiCKl 
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condition,  and  has  placed  this  important  power  in  the 
bands  of  three-fourths  of  the  States,  in  whidi  the  sove- 
reignty of  the  Union,  under  the  constitution,  does  now 
actually  reside." 

Here,  then,  Mr.  Prendent,  we  have  a  distinct  acknow- 
ledgement, in  accordance  irith  the  principles  I  have  lud 
down,  that  the  sovereign^  of  the  federal  system  ia  not  in 
the  people  of  any  one  of  the  States,  acting  separately,  ai 
the  honorable  Senator  now  contends,  but  in  three-fourtbi 
of  the  States,  acting  concurrently.  Hie  honorable  Sena- 
tor has  told  us  that  the  paramount  power  of  controlling 
the  General  Government  must  reside  where  the  sovereign- 
ly of  the  system  resides.  The  problem  stated  by  him  was 
to  ascert^n  where  that  power  does  rende,  ana  is  here 
conclusively  sdved  hy  his  own  Slate,  iii «  solemn  expoai- 
tion  drawn  up  by  himself.  The  pUn  result  1^  that  the 
paramount  or  sovereign  power  is  not  in  the  people  of  any 
one  State,  but  in  three-fourths  of  all  the  States. 

This  important  document,  also,  in  acknowledging  that 
there  "are  two  distinct  and  independent  sovereignties" 
in  our  complex  organization,  recognises  the  correctness 
of  anotiierof  IbepowtionsI  have  laid  down — tiiat  there 
is  sovereignty  in  toe  Umted  States,  in  regard  to  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Union,  as  well  as  sovereignty  in  the  several 
States,  for  State  purposes.  It  has  become  fashionable,  of 
late,  to  deny  that  there  is  any  sovereign^  in  the  United 
States,  (I  speak,  of  course,  of  the  United  States  aa  a  po- 
litical community,  and  not  of  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,)  and  to  chum  for  the  Sutes,  separately,  an 
absolute,  complete,  and  un^uaUfied  sovereignty,  to  aU  in- 
tents and  purposes  whatever.  &r,  this  is  a  novelty  un- 
known to  the  founder!  of  the  constitution,  and  has  sprung 
up  in  tiiehotbedof  excited  local  politico.  Attheperiod 
of  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  it  was  distinctly  made 
known,  and  universally  understood,  that  to  the  extent  to 
which  sovereignty  was  vested  in  the  Un!on,that  of  the  States 
severally  was  relinquished  and  diminished.  What  is  said, 
sir,  by  uie  convention  wlueh  framed  the  constitution,  in 
communicating  their  work  to  Congress  to  be  submitted  to 
the  people  J  The  following  unequivocal  language  Is  held 
m  the  letter  addressed  by  the  convention  to  Congress,  on 
that  occasion,  and  signed  by  General  Washington,  as  pre- 
sident of  tiie  convention:  "  It  is  obvlouriy  imptacticable, 
in  the  Federal  Government  of  these  States,  to  secure  all 
the  riKt)t>  of  independent  sovereignty  to  each,  and  yet  pro- 
vide for  the  interest  and  safety  of  all.  Individuals  en- 
tering into  soeieW  must  g^ve  up  a  share  of  liber^  to 

{(reserve  the  res^"  fee.  Let  not  any  attempt  be  made  to 
esaen  the  weight  of  this  declaration  by  representing  it  as 
the  expression  of  the  individual  sentiment  of  General 
Washington,  by  whom  the  letter  was  signed.  Hie  draught 
of  the  ktter  was  carefully  prepared,  under  the  orders  of 
the  convention,  by  the  same  committee  wtuch  wta  charged 
with  giving  the  final  ihape  to  the  coifstltiitlon  itielfi  and 
both  were  sanctioned  and  adopted  hy  the  cohventim,  at 
the  same  time.  It  was,  then,  the  solemn  explanation  of  their 
own  act  by  the  convention  themselves,  made  known  to  the 
people,  and  understood  b^  them,  when  the  States  ratified 
and  adopted  the  constitution. 

But,  sir,  let  us  trace  this  matter  a  litUe  fiirther.  Among 
the  contemporary  publications,  explaining  and  recom* 
mendine  the  new  constitution,  the  essays  of  the  Federatiat, 
as  wen  Tor  the  distinguished  abili^  with  which  they  were 
written,  as  for  the  h^h  character  of  the  authors,  two  of 
whom  were  members  of  the  convention  which  fnuned  the 
constitution,  were  universally  read  and  profoundly  consi- 
dered. In  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jefferson  to  Mr.  Gerry,  an 
extract  of  which  was  read  the  other  day  by  the  honora- 
ble Senator  fromPennaylvania,[Mr.  DAiiAs,;it  is  aaid  with 
mat  force  and  pnp^^Btft  eonaUtution  should  si. 

ways  be  understood  **  in  the  aenie  in  which  it  vai  advoca- 
ted by  its  friends,  and  adopted  by  the  States."  Nov,  sir, 
let  ua  see  in  what  ligbt  il  was  prefei)t(d  to  the  people,  in 
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reference  to  this  question  of  State  foveragnty,  by  its  (lit- 
tiiiniished  adToeatet  uid  expounden,  the  writers  of  the 
Tederslist.  NotMnf  would  hare  been  better  calculated 
to  procure  its  ready  adoption  the  States,  than  to  have 
told  then  that  it  leu  their  sovereignty  entirely  unimpaired. 
But,  sir,  its  honest  and  enliffhtened  advocates,  tlie  writers 
of  ^e  Federalist,  attempted  no  such  imposition  on  the 
good  sense  of  the  people .  They  told  them,  distinctly,  that 
**MverNgnty  mtiie  Union,  and  complete  independence 
in  the  members,  are  thinirs  repugnant  and  irreconcila* 
We."— JM.  Ifo.  15. 

In  the  45th  No.  of  that  publication,  where  Mr.  Madison 
is  noticing  the  objection  that  the  new  constitution  'would 
curtail  the  States  of  some  important  attributes  of  their 
sovereignty,  instead  of  denying  the  charge,  as  it  might 
have  been  politic  to  do  in  order  to  appease  the  jealousy  of 
.  State  pride,  he  boldly  admits  and  justifies  the  &ct.  He 
tells  the  people  of  America,  that  if  it  be  demonstrated  tliat 
the  Unrni  la  necessary  to  secure  their  happiness  neces- 
sary to  secure  them  against  forei^  wars,  ngainst  war  and 
contention  among  the  States,  against  violent  and  oppresuve 
factions,  against  overgrown  military  establishments,  and 
a^nst  all  the  other  nameless  ills  that  would  be  the  inevita- 
ble consequence  of  separation,  it  is  idle  to  object  to  a 
constituUdii,  without  wiuch  that  Union  caniurtbe  maintain- 
ed, that  it  would  curtail  the  States  of  a  portion  of  their 
sovereignty .  On  the  contrary,  be  adds,  that  so  &r  as  a  sa- 
crifice of  a  portion  of  State  sovereignty  shall  be  necessary 
to  the  objects  of  the  Union, thus  shown  to  be  indispensable 
to  the  happiness  of  the  people,  the  voice  of  every  good 
citizen  must  be,  let  the  srcnfice  be  made.  Sir,  the  sacri- 
fice was  freely  made,  ,to  the  extent  required  by  the  ^eat 
objects  of  the  Union;  but  all  that  portion  of  sovereignty 
not  neccMaiy  to  be  vested  in  the  Union  for  those  high  pur- 
poaes  still  remains  unimpaired  in  the  respective  States. 

In  pursuance  of  this  lea^ng  truth,  Ule  language  habitu- 
ally used  in  the  Federalist  to  characterize  the  sovereignty 
of  Ihfc  States  is,  the  "remduary  sovereignty  of  the  States," 
or  "  the  portion  of  sovereign^  remaining  in  the  States,^' 
after  that  which  is  surrendered  to  the  Union.  In  rapidly 
gluidng  over  this  celebrated  collection,  I  find  the  expres- 
sion **  renduary  sover«gnty  of  the  Stately"  as  distinguish- 
ed from  a  complete  and  undiminished  sovereignty,  used  in 
three  several  numbers,  (Nos.  39, 43, 63,)  all  wntten  by  Mr. 
Madison,  whose  guidaiice,  I  confess,  I  always  follow  with 
peculiar  confidencet  for  no  man,  from  the  relation  in 
which  he  stands  to  the  constitution,  can  be  supposed  to  be 
more  tbwou|^jr  imbued  with  iti  true  ptUlosopby.  It  is  a 
remarkable  circumstance,  as  erinciog  the  unvarying  fidel- 
ity of  Mr.  Maditon't  mind  to  this  fundamental  truUt  of  a 
partial  surrender  of  sovereignty  by  the  States,  that  at  the 
distance  of  more  than  ten  years  from  the  publication  of 
the  Federalist,  in  his  celebrated  report  of  the  Vinrinia  Le- 
gislature of  '99,  he  again  uses  the  same  form  oi  expres- 
sion— "the  residuary  sovereignty  of  the  States." 

Sir,  that  report,  in  rccognisuig,  as  it  does  in  express 
terms,  "ttie  aoverrignty  of  the  United  States"  as  well  u 
in  attribatbg  to  the  several  States  a  reuduary  sovereignty 
only,  shows  that  the  idea  of  an  absolute  and  undiminished 
sovereignty  still  remuniiw  in  the  States  was  as  littie  en- 
tertained by  the  fathers  oftbe  poli^cal  church,  from  which 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  professes  to  derive  his 
'  tenets,  as  by  the  founders  and  original  advocates  of  the 
constitution.  In  further  illustration  of  this  point,  since 
Virgima  authority  has  grown  very  much  into  vogue,  I  may 
be  permitted  to  refer  to  the  address  of  the  Legislature  of 
.Yu^ida  to  the  people  of  the  Bute,  which  accompanied 
the  famous  resolution  of  *96.  In  that  address,  generally 
supposed  to  be  the  production  of  John  Taylor,  of  Caro- 
line, as  tiiorough-going  a  champion  of  State  rights  as  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  could  desire,  we  find  the  fol- 
lowing dechu^tion:  "It  was  then  admitted  that  the  State 
aovereignties  were  only  dhniniahed  by  powers  specifically 


enumerated,  or  necessary  to  carry  the  specified  powers  in- 
to effect;"  thus  acltnowledging,  oFcour?*,  that,  to  thai  ex- 
tent, the  State  sovereignties  bad  been  ^minished. 

Sir,  I  claim  myself  to  be  an  humble  but  devoted  disciple 
of  this  good  old  school  of  '98  and  '99,  and  I  might  speak, 
if  it  were  proper  to  do  so,  of  some  littie  opportuni^  I 
have  enjoyed  of  being  instructed  in  its  doctrines  by  the 
great  men  who  were  its  teachers  and  founders.  I  cherish 
Uielr  doctrines,  nr,  as  I  do  their  Atme,  with  rcverencct  and 
I  wiU  adhere  to  them  with  my  latest  breath.  But  aa  I  be- 
lieve in  and  value  those  doctrines,  I  utterly  meet  the  spu* 
nous  interpolations  which  have  been  attempted  upon  them 
by  modern  scholiasts  and  commentators. 

The  republicans  of  '98  and  '99,  Mr.  Frerident,  never 
contended  that  the  States  i>etained,  under  the  constitution, 
an  absolute  and  undiminished  sovcreigntyi  that  they  still 
possessed  what  tliey  had  given  up;  that  the  whok  was  not 
diminished  by  the  subtraction  o(  a  part.  But  they  con- 
tended that  all  Uie  sovereignty  whicn  had  not  been  volun- 
tarily surrendered  to  the  Union  was  inviolably  reserved  to 
the  Statesi  that  the  States  are  sovereign  within  their  seve- 
ral spheres,  as  the  Union  is  in  the  sphere  marked  out  to  it; 
and  that  the  harmony  of  the  whole  system  is  Only  to  be 
preserved  by  each  power  revolving  in  its  proper  orbit.  It 
was  Feserved  for  modern  timea  to  assert  tnat  eccentricand 
lawless  State  sovereignty,  which  **  shoots  madly  from  ita 
sphere,"  to  arrest  the  movements,  and  to  nullify  the  acta 
of  the  federal  authority. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  South  CaroFma,  while  ad- 
mitting, in  one  part  of  his  remarks,  that  the  people  of  the 
States  had  delegated  a  portion  of  their  soverei^ty  tp  be 
exercised  through  the  General  UovernmenI,  said,  that  to 
delegate,  however,  was  not  to  part  with;  that,  asbctweeM 
prindpal  and  agent,  the  delepited  power  might,  at  any 
time,  be  resumed^  and  that,  consequently,  the  people  of 
the  several  States  might,  at  their  pleasure,  resume  the  pow- 
ers they  had  granted  to  the  General  Government.  Now, 
nr,  while  I  «ill  notdeny  the  truth  of  the  general  proposi- 
tion, that,  as  between  principal  and  agent,  the  principal 
may  at  any  time  resume  the  powers  which  be  has  granted, 
I  do  utterly  dei^  tlie  applintion  of  it  which  has  been  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina.  Id  the  first  place, 
this  is  not  merely  a  question  between  the  people  of  South 
Carolina  and  the  C(Mnmon  agent  of  the  States,  the  Geoeral 
Government;  but  it  is  a  question  deeply  involving  the  rights 
and  interests  of  third  parties,  to  wit,  the  other  States. 
But  if  it  were  purely  a  question  between  South  Candina 
and  the  General  Government,  South  Carolina  alone  could 
not  resunfte  the  powers  which  had  been  granted  to  the  lat- 
ter. She  is  but  one  out  of  twcnty-fbt^  principal^  wba 
jointly  ^nted  these  powers;  and  me  can  bo  more,  so  ftr 
as  constitutional  right  is  concerned,  by  her  single  act,  re* 
sume  the  powers  thus  jointly  granted,  than  an  individual 
citisen  of  a  State  can  resume  the  powers  jointiy  granted  by 
himself  and  the  rest  of  the  society  to  their  SUte  Govern- 
ment. Gentlemen  seem  to  confound  the  relation  in  wtilcH 
the  peoplfr  of  a  State  stand  to  the  Government  oftbe  United 
States  with  that  in  which  they  stand  to  their  own  SUte 
Government.  The  people  or  South  Carolina  may  at  any 
time  resume  or  modify  the  powers  they  have  granted  to 
their  State  Government,  because,  in  relation  to  that,  they 
form  the  entb%  delegating  body;  but,  in  relation  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  SuteB,they  are  but  one  twenty- 
fourth  part  of  the  delegating  body,  tbree-fourtba  of  whiui 
are,  by  the  express  terms  of  the  compact,  required  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  Goremment. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  here  said  that  he  had  been  misapprc< 
bended  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia;  that  he  had  not 
said  that  tl)a]Woplc  of  a  State  might  resume  the  powers 
which  had  been  granted  to  the  General  Government,  but 
that  they  bad  a  right  to  judge  of  the  extent  «f  those 
powers,  and  whether  they  had  been  exceeded. 

Mr.  RIVES  continued:   it  was  more  probable  th^  the 
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hnnonble  Senator,  amid  the  diversity  of  new  doctrines 
which  had  been  broached,  had  forgotten  all  that  he  had 
said.  The  Senator  from  South  Caroliila  certainly  did 
contend  that  the  people  of  »  State  might  resume  the 
powers  which  thejr  had  granted  to  the  General  Govem- 
Tnent;  and  in  this  I  am  sustained  not  only  by  my  own  re- 
collection,  but  by  the  printed  report  of  his  remarks, 
which  seems  to  have  been  very  carefully  prepared,  and,  I 
presume,  under  his  own  eye. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  again  explained:  He  had  contended 
that  if  a  State  should  resume  the  powers. granted  to  the 
General  Oovernnient,  such  resumption  would  only  be  a 
breach  of  compact,  for  which  the  State,  as  a  community, 
would  be  responsible,  and  not  its  citizens  individually. 

Mr.  KIV^S  replied:  If,  Mr.  President,  it  be  admitted 
that  an  attempt,  on  the  part  of  a  State,  to  resume  the 
powers  granted  br  it  and  the  other  States  to  the  General 
(•ovemnient  would  be  a  breach  of  compact,  then  it  neces- 
sarily follows  that  no  State  has  a  right,  under  the  const! 
tution,  to  make  such  resumption.  In  other  words,  no 
State  can  have  a  constitutional  right  to  break  the  consti- 
tution. In  regard  to  the  effect  of  such  an  unconsUtutionat 
act  of  a  State,  in  reference  to  the  obligations  of  its  citizens 
to  the  Union,  I  shall  presently  show  that  it  cannot  in  any 
manner  disturb  the  regular  action  of  the  General  Gorem- 
ment  on  individuals. 

But,  before  I  do  so,  pernut  me  to  remark  here  anhi 
upon  that  confounding  of  things  entirely  distinct  in  their 
natures,  of  which  we  have  had  so  many  examples  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion.  I  could  not  but  observe,  the 
other  day,  that  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
TMr.  Bibb,]  in  develomng  the  principles  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  had  appealed  to  the  Declaration  of 
Independence,  in  support  of  the  right  of  .the  people  of  a 
State  to  resume  the  powers  granted  to  the  General  Gov- 
ernment Now,  sir,  does  not  the  source  from  which'  the 
honorable  Senator  derived  thi*  right  fit  its  true  character 
as  being  revolutionary,  and  not  constitutional  ?  What,  sir, 
was  the  Declaration  of  Independence?  Was  it  not  a  de- 
claration of  natural,  not  of  conventional  rights;  of  revolu- 
tionary, not  of  constitutional  remediesj  of  remedies  not 
founded  on  or  consistent  wiUi  the  continuance  of  the 
constitution,  but  sprinnng  into  existence  from  such  a 
fundamental  violation  of  its  guaranties,  as  to  amount  to  a 
virtual  dissolution  of  Government^  Sir,  I  should  he  the 
last  man  to  den^  or  to  impair  that  sacred  right  of  resist- 
ance to  oppression  which  is  consecrated  by  the  Declaration 
of  Independence — the  right  of  every  people,  whenever 
their  Government  shall  prove  destructive  of  those  great 
ends  for  "which  all  government  was  instituted,  *'to  throw 
off  such  Government,  and  to  provide  new  guards  for  their 
future  security."  Bat,  sir,  this  is  not  the  ground  on  which 
South  Carofina  has  placed  henelf.  She  seeks  to  throw 
off,  not^he  Government,  but  the  obligations  it  imposes; 
to  ei^<^  its  protection,  but  to  yield  it  no  obedience;  to 
participate  in  all  its  benefits,  but  bear  na  share  of  itsbur- 
deiu.  And  all  these  contradictions  are  to  be  reconciled 
by  the  taljsmanic  interpo«tion  of  State  sovereignty! 

Now,  sir,  let  us  see  now  this  is  to  be  done.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  is  this:  that 
as  the  citizen  was  originally  bound  to  obedience  to  the 
General  Government  by  the  act  of  his  State,  in  its  sove- 
reign capacity,  a  like  act  of  his  State  may  release  him 
from  that  obligation;  that  if  the  act  of  a  State,  absolving 
its  citizens  from  obedience  to  a  law  of  the  United  States, 
should  be  a  breach  of  the  compact  with  the  other  States,  it 
is  the  State  alone  which  is  responsible;  and  tlwt  there  is, 
thenceforward,  no  right  on  the  part  of  the  General  Gov- 
emment  to  execute  the  law  by  acting  on  the  individual 
citizens  of  the  State.  Sir,  this  argument  is  plainly  founded 
on  a  total  misconception  of  the  nature  of  our  present  po- 
litical system,  and  of  the  characteristic  differences  between 
it  and  the  articles  of  confederation.   From  the  moment  of 


the  adoption  of  the  present  constitution,  a  direct  relation 
is  created  between  tne  Government  of  thft  United  States 
and  the  citizen.  The  .authoritiei  of  the  Unin  no  longer 
act  through  the  States  by  requisition,  as  under  the  artiaes 
of  confederation,  but  directly  on  persons  and  things,  by 
its  own  law*.  The  great  object  of  the  change  of  system 
was  to  render  the  Government  of  the  Union  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  the  action  of  States,  in  the  performance  of  iU 
high  constitutional  functions.  For  this  purpose  H  was  not 
only  invested  with  the  power  of  making  laws,  but  of  exe- 
cuting them,  by  rMmlar  judicial  and  exMutive  organs 
and  by  the  phyncal  force  of  the  country  ako,  if  need  bet 
for  it  will  not  be  forgotten  that,  among  the  powers  ex- 
pressly vested  in  Congres^  is  that  of  "  providmg  for  call- 
ing forth  the  miUtia  to  execute  the  UwS  of  the  Union." 
To  mark  still  more  unequivocally  the  intention  of  the  new 
constitution  to  place  the  Government  of  the  Union,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  powers,  al>ove  the  control  of  individual 
States,  it  is  expressly  declared  tiiat  the  **  constitution,  and 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  which  shall  be  made  in  pur- 
suance thereof,  &c.  shall  he  the  supreme  law  of  the  land, 
any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding." 

Now,  sir,  would  not  all  these  cliaracteristic  features  of 
the  new  constitution  be  utterly  effaced  by  the  doctrine  of 
the  gentlemaik  from  South  Carolina  ^  and  should  we  not 
be  hronght  back  by  it  at  once  to  the  fttal  weakneas  and 
ineffldencyoftheartideaof  confederation.'  Woidd  not 
the  Grovemment  be  superseded  in  its  direct  and  authori- 
tative  action  on  individuals,  the  vital  principle  of  the  pre- 
sent constitution  ?  Would  not  its  laws  become  mere  requl* 
sitiona,  subject  at  any  time  to  be  defeated  or  arrested  at 
the  will  of  a  State  >  Would  it  not,  in  short,  lose  every 
characteristic  property  of  government,  and  become  a 
mere  league?  Such,  sir.  are  the  inevitable  effect  and 
fatal  tendenqr  of  the  doctrinas  now  broached— to  nbvert, 
by  refined  constnietioni,  the  present  constitution  of  the 
United  SUtes,  and  to  set  up  again  in  its  place  the  aban- 
doned artides  of  confederation. 

Do  we  not  already,  Mr.  President,  hear  the  constitutioi\ 
of  the  United  States,  in  various  quarters,  and  in  the  gravest 
manner,  denominated  a  league,  a  treaty  of  alliance  and 
confederation.'  It  was  with  great  regret,  mr,  thati  heard 
my  worthy  and  honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  TrLta,]  the 
other  day,  call  it  in  expreii  terms  a  league,  and  insist 
upon  the  dose  resemblance  and  identi^,  in  many  respects, 
which  he  supposed  to  exist  between  it  and  the  articles  of 
confederation.  Sir,  to  me  the  two  s}-atems  are  as-opposite 
as  light  and  darkness.  The  articles  of  confederation  were 
a  true  league,  constituting  a  common  consultative  body 
for  all  the  States,  but  depending  entirely  on  the  sovereign 
wUl  and  pleasure  of  each  State  for  the  execution  of  ita 
measures.  The  present  conrtitution  creates  a  Govern- 
ment— a  Government,  it  is  true,  resting  on  compact  be- 
tween the  States,  and  limited  by  the  terms  of  that  com- 
pact) but  still,  to  the  extent  of  its  granted  powers,  poa- 
seswng  all  the  means  and  organs  of  effituent  action,  as 
completely  as  any  other  Government  under  the  sun. 
Compare  the  two  instruments,  nr,  and  their  very  form 
a^nonishes  you  at  once  of  tiiis  radical  difference.  The 
one  i%  io  form  as  substance,  a  treaty,  wUdi  "the 
States  seveially  enter  into  a  firm  league  of  friendstdp  with 
each  other."  The  other  is  "  a  constitution,  ord^ned  and 
established  by  the  people  of  the  United  States."  It  is 
true  that  you  will  find,  in  the  articles  of  confederation,  an 
enumeration  of  many  of  the  powers  which  are  vested  by 
the  present  constitution  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  But,  wr,  the  great  power,  the  vital  power  of 
carrying  th^  powers  into  effect,  was  irtiolly  wanting. 
The  measures  of  the  old  Congress  were  addressed  to  the 
States,  and  depended  for  their  effect  on  the  actitm  of^e 
States.  It  was  the  principle  of  legislation  for  political 
communities  and  not  for  the  iii(}iTidaals  of  which  they 
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sre  composed,  that  constituted  the  radictl  vice,  and  led  to 
the  totja  And  meUncholy  failure  of  the  articles  of  confe- 
deration. The  great  object  of  the  new  constitution  was 
to  correct  that  &tal  defect^  and  to  extend  the  authority  of 
the  Union  directly  to  the  peraona  of  individuals.  The 
difference^  in  tlus  respect  alone*  between  the  two  systems, 
mkkes  a  perfect  contract  running  through  all  their  ope- 
rations  and  results. 

Gentlemen  would  do  well  to  refresh  their  historical 
recollections  alittle  on  this  subject.  Have  they  for^tten 
that  melancholy  picture  of  embarrassment,  humiliation, 
«nd  diatreMt  erery  where  exhibited  ia  thia  country,  in  the 
bitenral  between  the  cloae  of  our  reTolutlonary  struggle 
and  the  adoption  of  the  present  constitution,  all  resultine 
fhimthe  &tal  inefficiency  of  the  articles  of  confederation? 
Our  moat  sacred  engagements  with  foreign  nations,  as 
well  as  with  our  own  citizens,  unfulfilled;  theirs  with  us 
consequently  unperformed!  the  requisitions  of  Congress 
upon  the  States  regarded  "as  the  idle  wind;"  the  non- 
compliance of  one  State  an  example  for  th£  refusal  of 
anouiert  commerce  paralyzed  for  the  want  of  uniform 
regulationt  credit,  public  and  private,  extinguished;  in- 
dustry languiafain^t  every  thing,  in  short,  tending  to  an- 
archy  and  confusion;  and,  in  one  part  of  the  Union,  the 
banner  of  rebellion  and  defiance  to  the  laws  openly  un- 
furled? Prom  all  these  calamities  and  disasters  we  were 
happily  rescued  by  the  adoption  of  our  p^esent  constitu- 
tion. Would  gentlemen,  by  construing  away  all  its  vital 
enei^ea,  **  ita  whole  constitutional  vigor,*'  to  use  the 
exprtasion  of  Mr.  Jeflerson,  convert  it  back  into  those 
inefBdent  articles  of  tonfederation  for  which  it  was  sub- 
stituted, and  thua  renew  the  rdgn  of  anarchy  and  of  pub- 
Uc  and  private  Eatress  wlUi^  attended  that  ill-fated  sya- 
lemf 

1'here  was  another'  observation  of  my  honorable  col- 
league, founded,  as  it  seems  to  me,  in  the  same  erroneous 
view  of  our  system,  from  which,  in  all  kindneis  and  re- 
spect, I  am  compelled  to  expreas  my  iSuaent.  He  advert- 
ed  to  the  instructions  given  to  the  Miegatea  of  the  States 
in  convention  **  to  revise  the  articles  of  confederation," 
not  to  abolish  them,  as  a  proper  guide  in  determining  the 
character  and  operation  of  the  present  constitution.  But, 
«r,  it  appears  to  me,  that  so  far  as  the  true  character  of  the 
constitution  la  concerned,  the  inquinr  is  not  what  the  de- 
legates in  convention  were  instructed  to  do,  but  what  they 
actually  did,  and  what  the  people  of  the  United  States 
gavetiinr  assent  to  by  their  subsequent  ratifications?  Hie 
members  of  the  convention,  from  high  connderations  sug- 
gested by  the  deranged  and  critical  state  of  the  coun- 
try, may  have  felt  themselves  Justified  in  exceeding  their 
instructions;  and  yet  tlieir  work,  when  subsequently  sanc- 
tioned by  the  adoption  of  the  people,  would  not  be  the  lets 
legitimate  and  valid.  Every  thing  depended  upon  the 
voice  of  the  people,  to  whom  the  constitution  was  submit- 
ted tor  ratification.  If  they  should  disapprove  it,,  though 
it  might  be  in  exact  pursuance  of  instructions,  the  work 
would  be  of  no  effect.  If,  on  the  other  tiand,  though 
departing  from  instructions,  it  should  be  approved  by  the 
people,  that  high  approval  would  blot  out  all  antecedent 
irregularities. 

The  true  question  always  is,  not  what  project  of  a  con- 
vention nave  been  cmginaUy  contemplated  by  this  or 
that  State,  or  brot^t  fiirward  any  member  of  the 
convention;  but  what  constitution  was  actually  adopted  by 
the  States?  It  is  that  constitution,  the  people's  constitu- 
tion, and  not  the  project  of  Luther  Martin,  of  Mr.  Pat> 
eraon,  or  of  any  other  member  of  the  convention,  which 
we  have  sworn  to  support. 

The  true  character  of  that  constitution  depends  on  the 
sense  in  which  it  was  underatood  and  accepted  by  the 
people  of  the  Statea  at  the  time  of  ita  adoption ;  and  that, 
again,  aa  Mr,  JefTerson  ao  f^cibly  remarked  in  bis  letter 
to  Mr.  Gerry,  on  the  sense  ifi  whwh  it  was  explained  and 


advocated  by  its  friends.  It  is  in  this  view  that  the  pa- 
pers of  the  Federalist  are  entitled  to  greater  weight  in 
fixing  the  true  construction  of  the  constitution,  than  any 
other  commentary  whatever;  for  it  was  in  reference  to 
the  explanations  given  by  it  of  the  new  system  of  gov- 
ernment proposed,  that  the  pubUc  mind  throughout  the 
United  Statea  formed  its  judgment  in  the  final  adoption 
of  the  constitution. 

Now,  sir,  in  regard  to  this  matter  of  instructions,  it  was 
distincti^  admitted  by  the  writers  of  the  FederaTist,  and 
other  fnends  of  the  constitution,  that  the  convention  had, 
in  some  respects,  departed  from  their  instructions.  But 
still  the  departure  was  more  in  form  than  substance. 
Their  authority,  it  ia  true,  waa  "  to  revise  the  articles  of 
confederation,  and  tojpropose  alterations  and  further  pro- 
visions therein;"  but  the  purpose  of  that  revision  was  ex- 
pressly declared  to  be,  to  render  "  the  federal  constitu- 
tion adequate  to  the  exigencies  of  government  and  the 
preservation  of  the  Union."  These  were  the  great  ob- 
jects to  be  kept  constantly  in  view  b^  the  convention,  and 
should  never  be  lost  sight  of  by  iu  m  onr  interptetatione 
of  their  work.  If,  to  accomplish  these  objects,  tt  wu 
found  necessary  to  propose  an  entirely  new  lyatem,  the 
departure  from  the  letter  of  the  instructions  in  this  re- 
spect was  but  a  sacrifice  of  form  to  substance;  a  prefer- 
ence of  the  end  to  the  means. 

Sir,  the  great  end  of  the  assen^ling  of  the  convention, 
that  which  was  called  for  by  the  universal  voice,  was  an 
efficient  Government;  an  institution  "adequate  to  the 
exigencies  of  government  and  the  preservation  of  the 
Union." 

Sir,  if  it  were  not  for  the  great  sensitiveness  which  has 
been  discovered  of  late  in  regard  to  the  term  *'  national,"  I 
might  remind  gentlemen  that  in  th6  resolution  of  (he  old 
Congress  under  which  the  convention  assembled,  the  ob- 
ject of  its  labors  was  expressly  stated  to  be  the  establish- 
ment of  "  a  firm  national  Gorenment."  I  am  very  ftr, 
Mr.  Prewdent,  firom  saying  that  the  Government  actually 
established  is  a  national  one,  in  the  sense  whicV  is  now  gene- 
rally attached  to  that  term.  But,  sir,  I  cannot,  in  com- 
pliance uith  the  temper  and  fashion  of  the  times,  w>  far 
renounce  the  ideas  and  language  which,  till  Utely,  were 
universally  familiar  to  the  American  mind,  aa  to  say  that 
this  Government  has  no  i\ational  features.  Sir,  tboiigb 
federal  in  its  basis  and  principal  relations,  it  does  possess 
some  national  Matures,  and  tnuse  of  an  impwtant  charac- 
ter. In  the  very  relation  involved  in  this  discussion,  the 
operation  of  the  Government  in  the  execution  of  its  pow- 
ers, it  is  national,  not  federal.  The  fundamental  distinc- 
tion between  a  federal  and  national  Government,  in  this 
respect,  is,  that  the  former  operates  on  the  States  com- 
posing the  confederacy,  in  their  political  capacities;  while 
the  latter  operates  directiy  on  the  individaal  citisens.  In 
this  respect  no  one  can  deny  that  the  present  Government 
of  the  United  States  ia  strictly  national.  In  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people,  in  the  otiier  branch  of  the  I^gis* 
lature,  the  Government  is  also  clearly  national;  while  in 
the  representation  of  the  States  in  this  branch,  and  in  other 
important  respects,  particulariy  the  foundation  on  which 
it  stands,  of  compact  between  the  States,  and  the  limited 
extent  of  its  powers  for  specisi  purposes,  it  is  decidedly 
federal.  But,  nr,  on  this  subject  1  will  onljr  refer  ^tie- 
men  to  a  well  known  number  of  the  Federalist,  [the  39tb,] 
written  by  Mr.  Madison,  where  they  will  find  a  thomugh 
analysis  of  the  Government  in  alt  its  relations,  and  where  it 
is  clearly  shown  tiiat  it  is  neitiicr  wholly  federal  nor  whol- 
ly national,  but  a  composition  of  both.  Sir,  no  conalrue- 
tion  of  the  constitution  can  bea  sound  one,  or  lead  to  re- 
sults just  in  theory  or  safe  in  practice,  whidi  does  not 
keep  steadily  in  view  this  mixed  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment, ind  look  aa  well  to  its  national  as  to  its  federal  fea- 
tures. 

I  have  been  led,  Mr.  Prendent,  into  this  digression  on 
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the  general  character  of  our  preaent  political  iystem,  u 
distinguished  from  the  articles  of  eonftderation,  to  which 
it  is  sud  to  bear  so.  close  an  affinity,  because  I  do  firmly 
believe,  that  if  the  doctrines  now  contended  for  shall  pre- 
vail, as  complete  a  subversion  of  our  existing  institutions 
will  have  been  effected,  practical|)r>  as  if  the  constitution 
of  the  United  States  were  fbniullyaboliihed,  lud  tiie  ar- 
ticles of  confederation  again  estaol'i^ed!  Is  not  tiie  dis- 
tinguishing feature,  the  vital  principle,  of  the  present  con- 
stitution, the  power  which  it  vests  in  the  Government  of 
executingits  laws  by  a  direct  action  on  in<Uvidual8?  But 
it  is  contended  that  uie  Government  of  the  Union  may  at 
any  time  be  superseded 'm  this  direct  action  on  individuals, 
for  the  purpose  of  executing  its  laws,  by  the  interpOMtion 
of  a  State  deelaring  a  law  of  the  United  States  to  be  null 
and  void.  If  this  be  so,  is  it  not  obvious  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Union  is,  at  once,  reduced  again  to  that 
dependence  on  the  authorities  of  die  individu»  States,  in 
the  performance  of  its  constitutional  fiinctions,  which  It 
was  notoriously  the  chief  object  of  the  present  constitu 
tion  to  avoid  and  remedy? 

That  the  interpowtton  of  a  $Ute,  acting  in  her  sove- 
reign capatity  through  a  convention  of  the  people,  as  in 
the  ease  of  South  Carolina,  is  of  no  more  avail  to  arrest 
tfie  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  than  an 
interposition  in  her  ordinary  political  capacity,  is  apparent 
from  the  language  of  that  clause  of  the  constitution  which 
asserts  the  supremacy  of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States,  •*  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of 
any  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding."  Hie  consti- 
tution of  a  State  is  always  the  aCt  of  a  State  in  her  highest 
sovereign  capacity;  and  if  it  can  oppose  no  obstacle  to 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  as  !i  here  declared*  it  follows  that 
neither  the  sovereign  nor  the  legidative  interposition  of 
a  Stmte  ii  sufficient,  under  the  constitution,  to  defeat  a  kw 
of  the  United  States. 

If  any  thing  further  were  wanting  to  show  that  the  in- 
terpontion  of  a  State  cannot,  under  the  constitution,  ab- 
solve the  dtizen  from  hisobligationa  to  the  Union,  conclu- 
sive proof  is  furnished  by  the  rejection  of  the  amendment 
proposed  in  the  convention  by  Mr.  Luther  Martin,  which 
was  brought  to  the  view  of  the  Senate,  a  few  days  wnce, 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Clattov.] 
Mr.  Martin,  with  the  express  view,  as  he  tells  us,  of  secur- 
1^  the  citizens  of  the  respective  SUtea  against  the  effects 
of  their  responsibility  to  the  United  SUtes,  where,  in 
obedience  to  the  authority  of  their  own  State,  they  should 
oppose  the  laws  of  the  Union,  lubnutted  a  proposition  in 
the  foUomng  worda^  as  an  amendment  to  the  article  in 
the  constitution  concerning  treason:  " Provided  that  no 
act  or  acta  done  by  one  or  more  of  the  States  agunst  the 
United  States,  or  by  any  citizen  of  any  one  of  th*  United 
States,  under  the  authority  of  any  one  or  more  of  the  siud 
States  shall  be  deemed  treason,  or  punished  as  such,"  Btc. 
"niis  propowtion,  sir,  was  rejected;  and  the  inference 
drawn  from  the  fact  by  Mr.  Martin  is  irreristihle,  that  it 
waa-'intendcd  to  preserve  the  conatitutiooal  authority  of 
the  Union,  over  tiie  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  full 
*>>d  effect,  whatever  might  be  done  or  enjoined  by 
a  State  to  the«ontrary. 

But  among  the  new  constitutional  theories  to  which  the 
controversies  of  the  times  have  given  birth,  it  seems  to  be 
"o*  ipavely  contended  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  citi- 
zen Off  the  United  States;  that  it  is  only  as  citizens  of  a  par- 
ticular State,  and  in  virtue  of  their  allegiance  to  that  State, 
that  the  people  of  this  country  are  under  any  obligations 
of  obedience  to  the  Government  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  TYLER  here  said  that  he  had  not  asserted  timt 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
He  had  asked,  who  had  ever  seen  a  citizen  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States^ 

Mr.  RIVES  resumed.  My  honorable  friend  will  per 
ceive  that  this  is  but  an  evasion,  not  a  solution  of  the  pifB- 


culty.  Who,  an,  haa  ever  leen  a  citiaen  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Virginia?  There  is  no  more  a  citiaen  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Vir^nia  than  tiiere  is  a  dtizen  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  the  Umted  States. 

The  relation  of  allegiance,  sir,  is  not  between  citizen 
and  Governmant;  it  is  between  <utizen  and  sovereign.  It 
is  the  whole  body  of  the  coaimunit^  which  is,  witii  at, 
the  sovereign;  atid  it  is  to  that  aoverei^  that  allepance  ig 
due.  Now,  ur,  I  have  already  shown  that  the  United 
States,  for  certain  purposes,  do  form  one  great  political 
community,  in  which  the  sovereignty  of  the  Union  resides, 
just  as  the  sovereignty  of  the  respective  States  resides 
In  the  people  of  each  State  separately  conudered.  It  is 
to  the  United  States,  then.  In  their  sovereign  character, 
and  not  to  the  Government  of  the  Umted  States,  that  alle- 
giance is  due.  That  there  is  a  direct  relation  of  tXLep- 
ance  between  the  United  States  and  the  citizens  m» 


country,  so  far  as  the  objecta  of  the  Umoo  are  concerned, 
ia  sufficiently  manifested  not  only  by  what  is  intrinstcal- 
iy  implied  in  the  term  "  citizen  of  the  United  States," 
which  is  frequently  used  in  the  constitution,  but  by  t^ 
fact  that  the  constitution  provides  for  the  punishment  of 
treason  agunst  the  United  States.*'  Treason  is  essential- 
ly tiie  br«icb  of  the  alleputce  due  to  the  sovereign  pow- 
er against  wluch  it  is  committed.  There  is,  then,  a  direct 
allegiance  due  from  the  people  of  this  countiy  to  the 
United  States,  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,  to  the  ex* 
tent  of  the  sovereignty  which,  for  special  purpose^  re- 
sides in  the  Union.  We  are,  at  the  aametime,  citizens  of 
our  respective  States;  and,  as  such,  we  owe  allegiance, 
Mch  one  to  his  own  State,  to  the  full  extent  of  the  sove- 
reignty abiding  In  the  Statea  aeverally.  To  each  power 
we  owe  allegiance,  within  the  Ilmita  of  their  respective 
sovereignties;  to  neither  beyond- 

But,  sir,  it  is  said  that  allegiance  and  protection  are  reci- 
procal, and  that  as  our  protection  in  all  the  most  interesting 
relations  of  life  is  derived  from  our  respective  States,  to 
them  our  allegiance  is  excluuvely  due.  It  has  been  con- 
tended that  we  derive  no  protection  from  the  United 
States,  except  when  we  are  on  the  ocean,  or  in  forc^fn 
countries,  beyond  the  limita  of  the  States.  If  this  were 
so,  still  It  would  he  something  that  we  are  efficiently  pro- 
tected by  the  strong  arm  of  the  Union,  where  the  States 
are  powerless  to  protect.  But,  sir.  is  it  true  that  we  re- 
ceive no  protection  from  the  United  States,  while  we  re- 
main within  the  limits  of  the  country?  Do  not  the  United 
States,  on  the  contrary,  protect  us  even  against  the  arbi- 
trary and  unjurt  tegiuation  of  our  own  States,  in  declar- 
ing, as  the  constitution  declares,  that  '*no  State  shall  pan 
any  bill  of  attainder,  ex  post /ado  law,  or  law  impatring  the 
obligation  of  contracts?"  Is  it  not  the  United  States* 
which,  through  the  medium  of  the  judicial  power,  secures  ' 
to  us  an  impartial  administration  of  justice  in  all  contro- 
rerues  with  citizens  of  other  States  or  foreigners?  Is  it 
not  the  United  States,  again,  which  leeurcstoustbeprivi* 
leges  and  immunitiea  of  citizens  in  the  other  States/ 
What  power  ia  it  that  ^rotccU  ua  in  the  eiyoyment  of  our 
most  inestimable  political  riglita;  which  guaranties  to  us 
the  blessings  of  a  *' republican  form  of  government;" 
which  defends  ua  against  the  excesses  of  *'  domestic  vio- 
lence" and  faction,  as  well  as  the  calamities  of  hostile  *■  in- 
vasion?" Is  it  not  this  sanie  despised  United  States?  Sir, 
wherever  we  are,  at  home  or  abroad,  on  the  bosom  of  the 
ocean,  or  by  the  tranquil  fireside,  whether  dai^r  threat, 
en  ua  in  our  civil,  political,  or  international  relations,  the 
broad  »gi»  of  th0  Unltm  is  over  us,  and  covers  us  with  its 
ample  protection.  I^t  it  not  be  said,  then,  that  we  de- 
rive no  protection  from  the  United  States,  which  might 
merit  some  small  return  of  allegiance.  Sir,  proud  as  I 
am  of  the  title  of  citizen  of  Vu-gima,  grateful  as  I  am  for 
the  unmerited  favor  which  that  honored  moUier  has  shown 
to  me,  I  yet  feel,  with  the  father  of  the  country,  tiiat  "the 
just  pride  of  patriotism  Is  exalted"  by  the  more  compre- 
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hensive  title  of  citizen  of  the  United  States;  that  title 
whicii  f^tftB  me  a  share  in  the  common  inheritance  of  glo- 
ry vhich  haa  deicended  to  us  from  our  rerolutionary 
sages,  patriobs  and  heroes;  that  title  which  enables  me  to 
chum  the  names  of  the  Rutledgea,  the  Pinckneys,  and 
the  Sumpters  of  South  Carolina*  of  the  Hancocks,  the 
Adamses,  and  the  Otises  of  Massachusetts,  and  all  the  oth- 
er proud  names  which  have  illustrated  the  annals  of  each 
and  all  these  Stetes,  as  <*  compatriot  with  my  own.** 

I  have  titus,  Kr.  Presdent,  reviewed  the  fundamental 
tenets  of  that  new  school  of  constitutional  law  which  baa 
sprungup  within  the  last  four  or  five  eventftil  years  of  our 
political  history.  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that  they 
have  no  foundation  whatever  in  any  just  view  of  the  con- 
stitation;  that  they  are  directly  at  war  with  the  contem- 
porary understanding  and  expositions  of  its  founders; 
and  that  they  derive  no  countenance  whatever  from  the 
principles  of  that  genuine  republican  school,  which  re- 
esbtblisiud  the  constitution  in  its  purity,  after  the  tempo- 
rary perversions  to  which  it  had  been  subjected.  These 
modern  doctrines,  I  do  firmly  believe,  are,  in  their  ten- 
dency, utterly  subversive  of  that  happy  system  of  gOT- 
emment,  the  preservation  of  which  is  not  only  the  sole 
aeecurity  for  liberty  with  us,  but  the  last  hope  of  freedom 
throughout  the  world.  If,  in  the  depth  of  these  convic- 
tion!^ I  shall  have  fallen  into  a  warmer  tone  of  discussion 
than  is  my  habit,  it  will  be  attributed,  I  tnis^  to  its  true 
cause,  and  not  to  any  want  of  proper  respect  or  Und  feel- 
ing towards  the  members,  one  and  all,  of  thnibody. 

Sir,  we  Uve  in  times  when  it  is  a  solemn  du^  which  ev- 
ery man  owes  his  country,  to  speak  his  opinions  without 
disguise  or  equivocation,  even  at  the  risk  of  ^ving  of- 
fence to  some  of  those  whom  it  would  be  his  greatest 
pleasure,  as  well  as  his  highest  ambition,  to  content  in  all 
things.  I  have  been  already  admonished,  sir,  that  a  sword 
»  at  this  moment  suspended  over  my  head,  which  may 
descend  and  sever  the  worthless  thread  of  my  political 
existence  for  the  actofpublic  duty  I  am  now  perftmning. 
Sir,  if  it  should  be  so,  I  shall  have  atleastone  consolation — 
the  consciousness  of  having  fallen  in  defence  of  the  con- 
stitution of  my  country,  and  of  dut  liberQ'  which  is  in- 
dissolubly  connected  with  it. 

Sir,  I  take  leave  to  say,  that  there  breathei  not  the  man 
who  is  more  devoted  than  I  am  to  tiie  miuntenance  of  the 
just  rights  of  the  States.  It  is  in  that  &ith  that  I  was 
brought  up,  and  in  that  faith  I  shall  continue  to  the  la^t. 
It  is  in  the  salutary  influence  and  power  of  the  States,  un- 
der distinct  and  organized  forms  of  action,  and  the  wise 
partitioii  of  power  established  between  them  and  the  au* 
thorities  of  the  Union,  that  our  syitem  possesses  giuran- 
ticB  and  advantages  unknown  to  any  other  which  ever  ex- 
isted. Sir,  the  gentlemen  who  have  claimed  to  be  the 
special  champions  of  State  rights  here,  appear  to  have  a 
jnuch  more  hmited  idea  of  those  rights  than  I  have.  They 
speak  of  State  rights  as  if  they  consisted  exclusively  in 
the  right  of  opposing  acts  of  the  General  Government. 
But,  sir,  according  to  my  notion  of  them,  they  compre- 
hend all  rights  of  political  power  whatever,  -not  delegat- 
ed to  die  United  States;  all  such  being  expressly  reserved 
by  the  constitution  to  the  respective  States- 
Bat,  it  is  asked,  where  ia  me  security  fbr  these  rights^ 
In  the  first  place,  the  constitution  evidently  intended  to 
provide,  in  the  oiganization  of  the  General  Government 
Itself,  important  securities  against  encroachments  on  the 
reserved  powers  of  the  States.  This  bpdy  itself,  repre- 
senting, as  it  does,  the  States  in  their  co-equal  and  sove- 
reign characters,  was  especially  intended  to  guard  the 
righU  of  the  States  against  invasion  from  the  federal  au- 
thority. Elected  as  its  members  are,  by  the  Legislatures 
of  the  States,  and  responsible  to  them,  it  could  not  be 
doubted  that  they  would  be  animated  with  a  watchful  and 
sensibility  to  the  rights  of  their  constituents-  One- 
half  of  the  States,  as  represented  in  this  body,  thou^ 


embracing,  as  might  well  happen,  but  one-fourth  part  tit 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  have  it  in  thdr  power  to' 
arrnt  any  legislative  measure  w^iich  diould  seem  to  them 
to  infringe  upon  their  reserved  powers.  Here,  then,  we 
have  not  only  one  security  for  the  rights  of  the  States,  but 
an  eHicient  check  to  the  donunation  of  that  numerical 
majority,  which  has,  of  late,  been  so  frequently  held  up 
to  the  jealousy  and  denunciation  of  the  States. 

Hie  President,  also,  is  elected  bj  the  **  States  in  thor 
poVtical  capacities;  the  votes  allotted  to  eash  State  being 
in  a  compound  ratio,  which  considers  them  partly  as  dis- 
tinct and  co-equal  societies,  partly  as  unequal  members  of 
the  same  society."  Being  thus  chosen  by  the  States,  be 
cannot  be  supposed  to  be  indifferent  to  their  rights;  and 
the  constitution  has  armed  him  with  a  veto,  which  the  ex- 

fierience  of  our  political  history,  and  especially  of  the 
ast  four  years,  has  shown  may  be  efTectu^y  wieUcd  for 
their  defence. 

But  if  all  thcr  branchei  of  the  Fedenl  Legislature,  the 
President,  Senate,  and  House  of  Representatives,  should 
concur  in  the  passage  of  an  unconstitutional  measure, 
there  is  still  another  resort  within  the  pale  of  the  GenersJ 
Government  itself,  l^e  Judiciary,  holding  their  offices 
by  an  independent  tenure,  and  sworn  to  support  the  con- 
stitution, may  declare  such  an  act  of  the  legislative  au- 
thority null  and  void,  and  refuse  to  carry  it  into  exeeutioD. 
Whatever  leaning  the  courts  of  the  United  States  may  be 
supposed  to  have  in  &vor  of  federal  authority,  examples 
are  not  wanting,  nor  very  few,  of  their  having  pronounc- 
ed against  the  validity  of  acts  of  Congress,  on  the  ground 
of  their  unconstitutionalityt  nor  is  it  to  be  doubted  that 
they  will  continue  to  do  so,  whenever  the  independent 
and  conscientious  exercise  of  their  judgments  uall  re- 
quire of  them  such  an  act  of  duty. 

If  all  these  securities,  provided  in  the  ocgimxslaaa  of 
the  General  Government  itself,  should  fail,  it  would  then 
be  the  right,  as  well  as  the  duty  of  the  States,  tointetpoae 
their  conservative  influence.  Though  the  FederalJudioaiy 
should  have  decided  the  acts  complained  of  to  be  constitu- 
tional, still  the  States,  as  sovereipi  parties  to  the  compact, 
would  have  the  right  to  judge,  in  the  last  resort,  whether 
the  compact  had  been  pursued  or  not;  to  dedare,  in  the 
moat  solemn  form,  their  opinions  that  the  acta  in  questkm 
are  unconstitutional;  and  to  invite  the  co-operation  of  each 
of  the  others  in  such  measuresasshouldbe  necesKtyand 
proper  either  to  obtairi  a  repeal  of  the  offennve  acts,  or 
procure  an  amendment  of  the  constitution  itself.  These 
are  modes  of  State  interposition  clearly  within  the  Emits 
of  the  constitution.  There  may  be  others  also  within  the 
limits  of  the  constitution.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  States  misht  not  canstitutionally,  by  the  exercise  of 
their  acknowledged  legMative  powers,  on  sul^ects  eleariy 
reserved  to  them,  oppose  very  serious  impe^ments  of  one 
sort  or  another  to  the  elecution  of  unwarrantable  mea- 
Burea  on  the  part  of  the  General  Government.  Inthiarn- 
apect,  it  is  not  easy  to  mark  the  exact  limit  <}f  the  rights 
of  the  States;  and  as  in  the  case  of  the  privilegea  of  Par- 
liament in  England,  high  considerations  of  pohcy  tm^  re- 
quire that  they  should  be  left  undefined.  But  one  thing  is 
certain:  a  State  can  never,  u  South  Carolina  baa  donct 
directly  and  formally  annul  a  lav  of  the  United  States, 
without  an  open  departure  from  the  constitution,  tndato- 
tal  renunciation  of  all  its  obligAtions. 

The  moral  interposition  of  the  States,  of  which  I  have 
spoken,  Mr.  President,  resting  on  the  force  of  reason 
and  appeals  to  public  opinion,  will,  I  am  persuaded,  be 
ftiund  sufficient  to  redress  every  real  grievance  in  the  prac- 
tical operations  of  our  system,  whenever  it  shall  be  resort- 
ed to  by  any  respectable  number  of  States,  though  short 
of  a  majority  ef  the  whole.  The  success  of  this  constitu- 
tional remedy  does  not  merely  depend  onits  intrinsic  forces 
however  great  that  must  be  in  every  free  Government;  but 
it  derives  a  deciaive  efficacy  frmn  uie  knowledge  of  those 
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ulterior,  though  domunt,  remediea  which  lie  tn  the  hands 
of  the  States,  above  and  beyond  the  conatitntion.  I  refer, 
sir,  to  those  natural  rights  and  powerful  meana  of  ■elf'de- 
fence  and  active  rewstance,  which  the  States  possess  in 
their  complete  raunicipal  organizations,  dnl  ana  military. 
It  is  in  this  view  that,  in  aH  the  contemporary  diacusuona 
on  the  adoption  of  the  conatitution,the  State  Governments 
were  constantly  referred  to  as  "  affording',  in  every  possi- 
ble contingency,  a  complete  security  against  invasions  of 
the  public  liberty  by  ttie  federal  authority."— (/W.  No. 
38.)  They  were  to  be  ultimately  not  (Hi^  the  virfce,  but, 
if  necessary,  the  arm  of  the  pubUe  diacontent.— -(Fed. 
No.  36.)  The  advantages  they  possessed  through  their 
civil  and  nulttary  organizations,  for  * '  combining  aU  the  re- 
sources of  the  commuiuty  in  a  regular  plan  of  oppontion," 
*'  of  communicating  With  one  another,  and  uniting  th«r 
common  forces  for  the  protection  of  their  common  liber- 
**fbrcaUectiivthepubIicwilI,ajiddirectingthepub- 
lic  forcei"  all  these  advantoges  and  meanaof  aelMefenee, 
on  the  part  of  the  States,  were  constantly  referred  to,  and 
innstcd  on,  as  demontttating  the  extreme  improbaluli^  of 
any  serious  attempt,  by  the  General  Government,  upon 
the  liberties  of  the  people  or  the  States,  and  the  certain 
triumph  of  the  public  cause,  should  such  an  attempt  be 
made.  The  remedies  here  alluded  to  are  clearly  revo- 
lutionaiy — "above  and  beyond  the  coostiUition."  They 
are  such  as^  I  do  firmly  beUeve,  tbrae  never  will  be  any 
occaHon,  in  the  progress  of  our  ^iten,  to  call  into  exer- 
dse.  But  their  potential  existence  is  of  value,  as  giving 
a  certain  efficacy  to  the  moral  remedies  which  are  within 
the  timita  of  the  constitution,  whenever  those  milder  rem- 
edies  shall  be  resorted  to  by  any  respectable  portion  of 
the  States  i  and  it  is  in  that  view  I  now  refer  to  uem. 
_  There  is  another  eztnrcoostitittional  remedy  for  the  ul- 
timate vin^cation  of  the  rights  of  die  Sbitea,  (when  they 
shall  have  been  dangerously  and  perseveringly  assailed,) 
which  also  deserves  to  be  borne  in  mind  as  adding  to  the 
force  and  efficacy  of  those  constitutional  remedies,  of 
which  I  hare  spoken  as  resting  on  the  mora)  influence  of 
reason  and  opinion.  This  remedy  deserves  to  be  so  much 
the  more  considered  in  this  connexion,  because,  thou^ 
extnucontfihitiona],  it;  is  at  the  same  time  peaceful  and 
complete.  One*balf  of  the  Statea,  whenever  fondamen^ 
al  invasions  of  their  rights  by  the  General  Government  shall 
aeem  to  them  to  justily  it,  may  peacefully  suspend  its  opera- 
tions, by  nmply  declining  to  perform  the  function  assigned 
to  them  of  electing  Senators;.as,  in  that  case,  the  msjori- 
ty  requinte  to  constitute  a  quorum  of  one  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  essential  to  the  integritf  of  the  Government, 
would  be  wantinff.  This  opinion,  at  least,  has  been  ex- 
prised  by  the  highest  judiual  authority  in  the  Union.  I 
Kfer  to  what  was  sud  by  the  diatinguiihed  chief  justice  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  fiimoui  case  of  Cohen  «>.  Vir- 
ginia. 

_  With  all  these  means  of  ultimate  practical  control  rest- 
ing in  the  hands  of  the  SUtes,  it  cannot  be  presumed  that 
their  solemn  remonstrances,  in  the  character  of  sovereign 
partin  to  the  constitutional  compact,  would  be  long  disre- 
S>fo«a  by  the  Government  of  the  Union.  It  u  true,  that 
neither  the  complaints  nor  the  opporition  of  a  single  State 
might  carry  with  them  a  decisive  infiuence.  But  if  the 
usurpation  or  the  grievance  complained  of  were  a  serious 
one,  the  denunciations  of  it  would  not  be  confined  to  a  sin- 
gle Stale.  Others  would  unite.  Their  concurrent  appeals, 
bottomed  on  reason  and  justice,  would  be  sustained  by  a 
nxiwing  public  sentiment  in  the  mass  of  the  nation  t  and  to 
this  progressive  moral  power,  enfixved  and  strengthened, 
«a  1  have  shown,  by  other  considerations,  the  councils  of 
the  Union  must  always  ultimately  yield.  It  waa  thus,  sir, 
■n  the  great  struggle  of  *98  and  ^K,  in  relation  to  the  alien 
■nd  sedition  Uwa,  which  fell  beneath  the  moral  power  of 
the  Statea  as  tite  pionecra  and  <npuis  of  public  opinion. 
The  salutary  efficacy  of  that  want  moral  power  has  alrea- 


dy mamfeated  itself,  in  the  most  encour^ng  manner,  in 
relation  to  that  ^fitem  of  potxej  which  is  the  present  sab< 
ject  of  our  remonstrances  and  complaints.  Have  we  not 
seen, in  the  NorUi,the  Legislatures  of  Maine,of  New  Hamp- 
^re,  and  New  York,  one  after  another,  responding  to  the 
argumentative  appeals' ofthe  Southern  States,  and  uniting 
with  them  in  demanding  an  easential  modification  of  the 
existing  tariff^  In  the  centre  of  the  Union,  likewise,  the 
altered  tone  of  Pennsylvania  gives  us  assurance  of  an  aus- 
picious change  of  opinion  already  commencing  there.  In 
these  results,  due  alone  to  the  moral  force  of  the  remon- 
strances and  appeals  which  have  proceeded  from  tiie  South- 
ern States,  we  have  a  certain  jguaran^  of  the  speedy  re- 
dress of  tiie  inequaU^  and  injosliee  of  whidi  they  have 
comphuned. 

Let  us  contrast  with  this  the  effects  which  have  been 
produced  by  the  violent  and  illegal  oppontion  of  South 
Carolina.  Have  we  not  aU  seen  voA  felt  that  the  attitude 
of  open  hostility  to  the  authority  of  the  Union,  assumed 
by  that  Stete,  is  the  ffreat  obstacle  to  the  present  -mdjust- 
roent  <^  tiiis  distracting  question^  Is  it  not  the  abjection 
constantly  u^fed  by  those  otherwise  manifesting  the  bestdis- 
positions  for  justice  and  conciliation.  The  honorable  Sena- 
torfrom  Kentucky  [Hr.Ci.AT]  has  told  us  that,  fors  long, 
time,  he  conndered  the  pontion  of  S.  Carolina  towards  the 
Union  as  presenting  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  any  legis- 
lation for  relief  dunop  the  present  session  of  Congress. 
I  am  most  happy  that  that  honorable  Senator  has,  at  IsM. 
seen  cause  to  entertain  other  views,  and  that  he  now  feela 
the  injustice  of  withholding  relief  from  the  aggrieved 
States  of  the  South  generally,  on  account  of  the  violent 
and  improper  proceedings  of  a  single  one  of  them.  1  do 
not,  cert^nly,  participate  in  the  inuulgence  which  that  dis- 
tinguished Senator  seemed  to  feel  fbr  the  errors  of  South 
Carolina,  when  he  asamilated  \itx  conduct  to  that  isi  Vir- 
ginia in  the  case  of  Cohens,  and  of  Ohio  towards  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  I  can  see  nothing  in  com- 
mon between  the  cases  referred  to  and  the  present  atti- 
tude of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  CLAY  here  sud,  that  he  bad  admitted  that  the 
acta  of  Soutii  Carolina  were  much  more  offensive;  (be 
measures  of  the  States  referred  to  were,  in  principle,  the 
same,  thoueh  in  decree  widely  difTcrentt  he  meant  no- 
thing— he  kU  nothing,  in  apology  for  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RIVES  continued :  I  am  not  now  disposed,  Mr. 
President,  to  moot  these  questions  with  the  honorable  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky.  Though  there  did  seem  to  me  to 
be  an  indulgent  tone  in  his  observations  towards  South 
Carolina,  in  which  I  could  not  sympathise,  and  while  I  am 
still  unable  to  see  any  resemblance,  either  in  principle  or 
degree,  between  the  course  of  Virginia  and  Ohio  on  the 
occasions  alluded  to,  and  the  conduct  of  South  Carotins, 
I  am  yet  too  much  diqiosed  to  co-operate  with  tfie  honor- 
able Senator  in  the  effort  now  to  adjust  thu  mflkt  distract- 
ing question,  to  raise  any  points  of  needless  discusuon  be- 
tween us.  In  one  thing,  we  are  perfectiy  of  accord— 
that  tbe  conduct  of  South  Carolina,  whatever  may  be  ita 
true  character,  presents  no  proper  obstacle  to  doing  jus- 
tice in  a  matter  wldch  as  deeply  <»)ncerns  the  interMts  of 
other  members  of  this  confederacy  as  of  that  State. 

But,  ur,  the  proceedings  of  my  State,  on  another  occa- 
sion of  far  higher  importance,  have  been  so  frequently  re- 
ferred to  in  the  course  ofthisdebate,asan  example  to  justi- 
fy the  present  proceedings  of  South  Carolina,  that  I  may  be 
excused forsavingsomethingof them.  What,  then,  waathe 
conduct  of  Virginia  in  the  memorable  era  of  *98  and  *99> 
She  solemnl/protested  against  the  alien  and  sedition  acts, 
as  "palpable  and  alarnung  infractions  of  the  constitutiont" 
she  communicated  that  protest  to  States  of  the 

Union,  and  earnestly  appealed  to  them  to  unite  with  her 
in  a  like  declaration,  that  this  deliberate  and  solemn  ex- 
pression ^f  the  opinion  of  tbe  States^  as  parliea  to  the 
constitotional  compact,  should  have  iu  proper  effect  on 
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the  couQcili  of  the  nation  in  procuring  a  reriNon  uid  re- 
pern]  of  the  obnosioui  acta.  This  was  "the  bead  and 
front  of  her  offending" — no  more.  The  whole  object  of 
die  proceedingi  was,  by  the  peaceftd  force  of  pubhc  opin- 
ion, embodied  througb  the  organ  of  the  State  Leguhk- 
turea,  to  obtuo  a  repeal  of  the  laws  io  question,  not  to 
oppose  or  arrest  their  execution  while  they  rem«iied  un- 
rqwaled.  That  thta  was  the  true  spirit  and  real  purpose 
of^ the  proceeding,  is  abundantly  manifested  by  the  whole 
(rf'theaqle  debate  which  took  place  in  the  Legislature  of 
tiie  State  on  the  occasion.  All  the  speakers,  who  idvoca- 
ted  the  resolutions  which  were  final^  adoptedi  distinctly 
placed  them  on  that  legitimate,  constitutional  ground.  I 
need  only  refSer  to  the  empliatie  dechrition  of  John  Tqr- 
Iw,  of  CarolinCt  the  tfistinguished  mover  and  able  chain* 
uon  of  the  resolutions.  He  sud  « the  appeal  was  to  pub- 
lic opinion)  if  that  is  agunst  us,  we  must  yield."  The 
same  sentiment  was  arowed  and  maintained  by  every  friend 
of  the  resolutions  throughout  the  debate. 

But,  sir,  the  real  intentions  and  policy  of  Virtcinia  were 
proved,  not  by  declarations  and  speeches  merely,  but  by 
nets.  If  there  ever  was  a  law  odious  to  a  whole  people 
by  its  daring  violation  of  the  fuDdamental  guaranties  of 
pubfo  liberty,  the  freedom  of  speech  and'freedomof  the 
press,  it  was  the  sedition  law  to  the  people  of  Virginia. 
Te^  amid  all  this  indignant  dissatisfaction,  after  the  sol- 
emn protest  of  the  Legislature  in  '98^  and  the  renewal  of 
thatprotest  in  '99,  this  most  odious  and  arbitmry  law  was 
peaceably  carried  into  execution  in  the  capital  of  the  State, 
oy  the  prosecution  and  punishment  of  Callender,  who 
was  fined  and  imprisoned  for  daring  to  canvass  the  con- 
duct of  our  public  men,  (as  Lyon  and  Cooper  had  been 
elsewhere, )  and  was  still  actually  imprisonedwhen  the  Le- 
gislature BMembled  in  December,  1800.  Notwithstanding 
the  excited  sensibility  of  the  public  mind,  no  popular  tu- 
mult, no  legislative  interference,  tUsturbed,  inaiw  manner, 
the  full  and  peaceable  execution  of  the  lav.  llie  Senate 
will  excuse  me,  I  trust,  for  calling  their  attention  to  a  most 
forcible  commentary  on  the  true  character  of  the  Virginia 
proceedings  of  '98  and  '99,  (as  illustrated  in  this  transac- 
tion,) which  was  contained  in  the  official  communication  of 
Mr.  Monroe,  then  Governor  of  the  State,  to  the  Legisla- 
ture, at  its  uscmbling  in  December,  ISOO.  Afterreferring 
to  tlie  distribution  which  had  been  ordered  to  be  made 
among  the  people  of  Mr.  Madison's  celebrated  report  of 
'99,  he  says:  "In  connexion  with  this  subject,  it  is  pro- 
per to  add,  that,  «noe  your  last  sesnon,tbe  section  law,  one 
of  the  acta  compbuned  of,  has  been  carried  into  efi^  in 
this  coBunonwealth  by  the  decision  of  a  federal  court  1 
notice  this  event,  not  with  a  view  of  censuring  or  criticis- 
ing it.  The  transftcUon  has  gone  to  the  world,  and  the 
impartial  will  judge  of  itasit  deserves.  I  notice  it  for 
the  purpose  of  remarking  that  the  deonon  was  executed 
with  the  same  order  and  tranquil  submission  on  the  part  of 
the  people,  as  could  hare  Seen  shown  by  them  on  a  sinu- 
lar  occasion,  to  any  the  most  necessary,  constitutional,  and 
popular  acts  of  the  Government"  "The  Genersl  As. 
sembly  and  the  good  people  of  tlus  commonwealth  have 
acquitted  themselves  to  their  own  consciences,  and  to  th«r 
brethren  in  America,  in  support  of  a  cause  which  they 
deem  a  national  one,  by  the  stand  which  they  made,  and 
the  sentiments  they  expressed  of  these  acts  of  the  Gene- 
ral Governmentt  but  they  have  looked  for  a  change,  in 
that  respect,  to  a  change  in  the  public  opinion,  which 
ought  to  be  free,  not  to  measures  of  vic^nce,  discm^  and 
disunion,  whkh  they  abhor." 

It  is  thu^  sir,  that  the  men  of  '98  and  '99  then  under- 
stood  their  own  proceedings,  and  that  the  honored  few, 
who  survive,  still  understand  them.  Let  us  now,  «r,  look 
at  the  language  of  the  proceedings  themselves,  and  sec  if 
that  furly  warrants  any  other  construction.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  l^eguUture  of  Virginia  in  '98  conusted  of  a 
series  of  resolutions,  eight  in  number.    The  third  resohi- 


tion,  which  is  the  one  that  has  been  most  frequently  ap- 
pealed'to,  asserts  the  right  of  the  States,  as  parties  to  the 
compact,  in  cases  of  a  deltberate,  palpable,  and  dangerous 
exercise  by  the  General  Government  of  powers  not  grant- 
ed by  the'con^cC  "  to  interpose  for  arresting  the  pro- 
f^resB  of  the  evil,  and  for  muntuwni^  iritUn  th«r  respect- 
ive iimita^  the  authorities,  rii^ts,  and  liberties,  appertwn- 
ing  to  them."  The  seventh  resolotion,  after  expressing 
the  warm  attachment  of  the  people  of  Virginia  to  (he 
Union  and  the  constitution,j)ro<Meds:  "The  General  As- 
sembly doth  solemnly  app^  to  the  like  dispodtions  in  the 
otiier  States,  in  confidence  that  they  will  concur  with  this 
commonwealth  in  dec^ng,  as  it  does  hereby  declare 
that  the  acts  sJoreiud*'  (Om  alien  and  sedition  acU) 
uneonslittttional,  and  that  the  necessary  and  prop»  men- 
SUN*  will  be  taken  by  each  for  co-ope ratipg  with  this  State 
in  miuntiunins  unimpaired  the  autlioritie^  rigbts,and  liber- 
ties reserved  to  the  States  respectively  or  to  the  people." 
New,  sir,,  it  is  a  fundamental  rule  of  interpretation,  in  re- 
gard to  acts  and  documents  of  every  desniption,  that,  in 
order  to  arrive  at  tlwir  true  sense  anid  meaning,  the  whole 
must  be  taken  together;  the'  parts  must  be  construed  in 
reference  to  each  other.  Tlie  two  resolutions  just  cited, 
then,  roust  be  considered  in  connexion  with  each  other. 
The  former  asserts  the  right  of  the  States  to  interpose  fiir 
maintaining  the  authorities,  rights,  and  liberties  appertain- 
ing to  the  respective  States.  But  in  what  manner,  by 
what  measures,  are  these  rights  and  liberties  of  the  Stales 
to  be  maintuncd?  The  latter  of  the  two  resolutions  gives 
the  answer:  *<by  necessary  and  proper  measures  to  ^ta- 
ken by  each  for  co-operating  wim  Virginia,  in  maintaining 
unin^red  the  authorities,  rights,  and  liberties  reseired,'* 
Btc.    The  measures  were  to  be  not  only  nceesssfy  and 

E roper,  but  such  as  admitted  of  co-operationt  measures  to 
e  "taken  by  each  for  co-operating  witii  Virginia  in  mun- 
taining,"  &o.  This  language  obviously  exoludes  all  mea- 
sures which  have  their  full  and  complete  effect  witiun  the 
limits  of  the  respective  States.  Kentucky  could  not,  to 
example,  oo^^erate  witii  Vi^;ima  hi  an  act  by  whksh  Vlr- 
giiua  should  nnllify  a  lav  of  the  United  States  vMub  her 
own  liroitsi  because,  there,  the  measure  would  receive  its 
full  and  complete  effect  by  the  separate  and  independent 
action  of  Virginia.  Such  measures,  therefore,  must  have 
been  contemplated  by  the  resolutions  of  Virginia,  as,  al- 
though adopted  separately  bf  each  of  the  States  in  the  in- 
ception, were  yet  to  have  their  final  effect  beyond  thor  re- 

ritive  Hmits,  in  bang  Erected  to  a  common  object,  for 
attainment  of  which  the  States  could  eo<«pente  with 
each  other.  That  object^  in  the  case  of  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion acts,  was  the  repeal  of  the  obnoxious  lavs;  |ind  the 
measures  by  which  it  was  to  be  sought  were  to  be  legis- 
lative protests  against  th«r  unconstitutionality,  imtructiooa 
to  the  reprcsentativea  of  the  States  in  Congress^  direct 
remonstrance  to  Congress,  and  such  otbernmles  of  inter- 
position as  mii^t  be  deemed  most  efirible  to  bring  the 
public  opinions  of  the  States  to  bear,  with  united  weight, 
ontbecoundlsof  the  Union. 
The  important  question  which  has  arisen  on  the  Virginia 
resotutions  of  '98,  is  not  what  modes  of  redress  ou^t  be 
justifiable  io  extreme  cases,  and  on  the  principles  of  natu- 
ral right,  but  what  measures  of  State  interpoation  were 
deemed  to  be  consistent  with  the  constitution  itself.  Be- 
udes  the  evidence  on  this  point  furntdied  by  a  proper  at- 
tention to  the  resoltttitHis  themselves,  as  Just  explained,  the 
question  Is  conclusively  settied  by  the  subsequent  report 
of  '99,  which  is  known  to  have  been  drawn  by  the  pen  of 
Mr.  Hanson,  then  a  member  of  the  Virginia  Lwiuattue, 
as  the  previous  resolutions  of  '98  vere  also  from  lum, 
though  he  was  not  then'a  member  of  that  body.  The  report, 
in  reviewing  that  part  of  the  7th  resolution  already  ctted, 
which  refers  to  tiie  necessary  and  proper  measures  to  be 
taken  b^  the  Statu  fax  co-merating  with  each  other  in 
maintait^ing  their  ri^ls,  speants  the  various  neaainrM  of 
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that  tori  which  we  deemed  to  be  '  *  within  the  limits  of  the 
coiutituticm."  After  insiitinp  that  adeduation  by  a  State 
Legialatore  of  the  unconstitutionality  of  an  act  of  Congreti, 
ana  an  appeal  to  otiier  States  to  concur  in  the  declaration, 
ia  a  meaaure  of  State  interposition  *'  within  the  limits  of 
the  constitution,"  the  report  also  mentions,  as  being  of  a 
like  character,  a,direct  remonstrance  of  the  Leg'islaturesof 
the  States  to  Cong:resa,instructionsto  tlieir  respective  Sena^ 
tOTsto  propoM  an  explanatoty  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  applications  from  tnemselT«  to  Congress  for  the 
call  of  a  convention'  At  the  end  of  this  specification,  the  re- 
port adds:  "These  several  means,  though  not  Equally  eligi> 
ble  in  themselves,  nor  probably  to  the  States,  were  all 
constitutionally  open  for  consideration."  As  the  occauon 
called  for  a  ftm  expoation  of  the  measures  of  St^  inter- 
poution,  deemed  to  be  "  within  the  Unuti  of  the  constitu- 
ttOB,"  the  specification  here  made  must  be  conridered,  ac- 
cording to  a  well  known  rule  of  interpretation,  aa  exclud- 
ing, in  the  minds  of  the  writer  and  those  who  adopted 
the  report,  all  others  not  specified  from  the  class  of 
JCOMtituUonal  modes  of  State  interposition.  If  there  be 
passages  in  the  report,  or  expressions  in  the  resolutions, 
then,  which  seem  to  contemplate  other  modes  of  redress, 
not  resolvable  into  these,  they  must  be  considered  as  re- 
ierrii^  to  those  extreme  cases  of  governmental  abuse  or 
usurpation,  which  would  justify  a  resort  to  ori^na]  rights, 
paramount  to  all  constitutions. 

Sir,  it  has  been  sometimes  tauntingly  said,  that  if  the 
Virginia  resolutions  meant  nothing  more  than  to  assert  a 
right  of  interpoaitio.n  on  the  part  of  the  States,  by  declar- 
ing an  act  of  Congress  unconstitutional,  and  founding 
thereon  appeals  to  ue.  other  States,  as  wellaato  the  Gene- 
xal  Government,  the  able  reasoning  of  Ur.  Madiaon's  re- 
port was  ve:y  uselessly  expended  m  maintaining' a  right 
which  no  one  would  contest.  But,  sir,  this  riglit  was  for* 
tnally  and  explicitly  contested  by  all  the  States  which  re- 
turned answers  to  the  resolutions  of  Virginia,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Kentucky  only.  L.et  gentlemen  look  at  the 
,  answers ^vcn  by  the  Legislaturesof  Dclaware,New  York, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Hassacbusclts,  New  Hamp- 
shire and  Vermont,aDd  they  will  see  that  this  right  was  btdd- 
]y  deiHcd  by  them  all;  that  they  all  contended  uiat  the  right 
w  oronouiicing  on  the  constitutionatity  of  acts  of  the  Gen- 
eral Government  was  exclusively  vested  in  the  Federal 
Judiciary;  and  tliat  a  declaration  by  a  Stale  Legislature, 
such  as  Vii^nia  had  made,  of  the  unconatitutionuity  of  an 
act  of  Congress,  was  an  unwarrantable  interference  witli 
the  eunatituted  autliorities  of  the  Union. 

Attempts  have  also  been  made,  sir,  to  decry  this  right  as 
utter^  idle  and  worthless  in  practice.  I  have  idready  had 
occasion  to^emark  that  the  exercise  of  this  right  in  *9S 
and  '99,  by  rallying  public  opinion  to  the  true  principles 
of  the  constitution,  and  embodying  its  expression  in  im- 
posing organized  forms,  was  found  adequate,  not  onl^  to 
correct  the  particular  uGurjwtiona  of  the  alien  and  sedition 
acts,  but  to  produce  an  entire  and  fundamcntid  revolution 
in  the  administration  of  the  Government.  The  striking 
and  still  progresnve  changes  of  public  opinion  in  various 
quarters  of  .the  Union  on  uie  subject  of  the  tarifT,  which  I 
have  also  had  occasion  to  notice,  bear  continued  testimo- 
ny to  the  eftcacy  of  the  same  constitutional  remedies.  Sir, 
in  a  ^Btem  like  ours^  founded  on  the  moral  force  of  public 
opioiou,  it  is  remedies  of  this  sort,  I  am  parsuaded,  that 
will  be  found  moat  effiectaalf  while  violeat  and  unconcti- 
tutional  modes  of  redress,  like  that  of  Soutli  Carolina, 
win  ever  be  attended  mth  danger  of  re-action,  excite 
preju^ce,  confirm  the  obstinacy  of  power,  and  raise  up 
new  ofastaeleain  the  way  of  relief. 

Sir,  I  would  appeal  to  gentlemen  from  the  South,  who 
profess  attachment  to  tite  constitutional  doctrines  which 
are  cherished  in  t>iat  quarter  of  the  Union,  and  ask  when 
waa  tliere  ever  less  occaaion  to  despair  of  the  motml  pow- 
er and  ultimate  ascendancy  of  a  sound  pubUc  opimon  ? 
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When  have  more  triumphs  been  won  for  the  cause  of  State 
rights  and  of  limited  constitutional  construction,  than  du- 
ring the  last  four  years,  by  the  patriotic  Chief  llagistrate, 
in  whom  the  public  opinion  of  this  country  has  found  a 
firm  and  unflinching  organ?  Has  be  noT,  sir,  by  a  coura- 
geous exercise  of  a  power  which  had  hitherto  umoat  lain 
dormant  in  the  constitution,  annihilated  the  earliest  en- 
croachment of  federal  power  ?  Has  he  not,  in  like  manner, 
arrested  the  waiteful  torrent  of  pubUe  expenditure  for 
unconstitutiimal  objects^  And  has  he  not  nobly  used,  as 
he  is  still  u«ng,  Uie  high  influence  with  which  the  confi- 
dence of  his  country  has  invested  him,  to  relieve  every  por- 
tion of  that  country  from  the  burdens  of  the  unequal  and 
oppreswve  system  of  taxation  of  .which  we  complain? 
Su-,  I  refer  to  these  topics  with  no  widi  to  awaken  any  un- 
pleasant recollections  of  past  contests  here  or  ebewherv, 
but  simply  to  remind  gentlemen,  who  come  from  that  par* 
tion  of  the  country  where  the  political  principles  to  wnidi 
I  have  Eluded  so  generally  prevul,  of  the  rapid  -prognm 
which  those  principles  have  made,  under  the  auspices  of 
the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  towards  a  settled  ascendan- 
cy in  the  public  councils;  and  to  ask  them  if  there  ever 
was  less  reason  for  the  friends  of  those  principles  to  di*. 
trust  the  peaceftil  influence  of  opinioiv  and,  by>flying  to 
extrenutiea,  to  tuoard  not  only  thdr  triumph,  but  the  ex- 
istence of  our  institutioMthemaelves.' 

I  win  proceed  now,  Mr.  President,  to  state,  very  briefly, 
my  ideas  of  what  we  are  called  upon  to  do,  in  ttie  present 
circumstances  of  the  countiy.  If  we  were  to  separate 
witliout  doing  something,  and  something  effectual  too,  to 
vindicate  Uie  despised  authori^  of  the  laws,  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Union  would  be  thenceforward  Tiitualtv  dis* 
solved.  Our  oaths  to  support  Hie  constitution— oar  nigh- 
est  duties  to  our  country  (wluch,  having  a  right  to  equal 
laws,  ia  entitled  also  to  an  equal  execution  of  tbem|)  de- 
mand, at  our  handih  proper  and  cfTectual  provinons  for  the 
execution  of  the  laws  in  question.  My  plan,  then,  would 
beumplythis:  I  would  take  up  this  new  code  ^rf*  nuUifica- 
tion,  I  would  exanune  it  in  all  its  inventiona,  and  i^ply  to 
everyoneofitsdeviceaanefiectualcoanteraction.  Where- 
as nulMcation  provides  that  roods  held  for  the  payment 
of  duties  shaU  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  coUectw 
or  marshal,  under  color  of  a  fraudulent  process  of  reple- 
vin, dewgned  for  the  sole  purpose  of  defeating  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  I  would  say,  as  the  bill  now  under 
consideration  says  on  weH  settled  principles  of  jurispru- 
dence, that  goods  thus  in  the  custody  of  the  hw  are  irre- 
pleviable, and  ibi^  be  given  up  only  in  obedience  to  the 
order  or  decree  of  a  court  of  the  Urated  States.  NuUifl' 
cation,  while  it  subjects  officers  of  the  United  States  to 
heavy  penalties  and  damages  for  discha^fing  then-  duties, 
provides  that  all  eontroverriea,  civil  or  criminal,  which  may 
arise  under  its  ordinance,  shall  be  drawn  exclurively  to  the 
State  courts,  the  judges  and  jurors  of  which  are  to  be 
bound  by  a  solemn  oatb  to  carry  the  ordinance  into  exeoi- 
tion,  prohibits,  under  hirfi  penalties,  appeala  from  thdr 
decisions  to  the  courts  of^ the  United  States;  and  forbids, 
in  like  manner,  the  furnishing  of  any  co}>y  of  a  record  to 
prosecute  such  an  appeal.  These  provisions  also  ahould 
be  effectually  counteracted.  The  judicial  power  of  the 
United  States,  which  ia  expressly  declared  to  extend  to  all 
cases  in  law  or  equity  arising  under  the  coostitutioii.or 
Uws  of  tbe  United  States,  wouU,  indeed,  be  a  ndsduevoua  ' 
mockery  if  it  could  not  be  made  to  reach  cases  of  this  de- 
scription. I  would,  therefore,  declare,  aa  the  bill  declares, 
that  tiie  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  courta  of  the  United 
States  ahalLextend  to  all  oaaes  arising  under  the  revenue 
Uws  of  the  United  States;  that  all  suits  or  controversies 
of  that  character  may  be  removed,  as  the  third  aection  of 
the  bill  provide,  from  the  State  to  the  United  States 
courts,  on  the  petition  of  the  deflsndant;  and  that  if  a  copy 
of  tbe  record  be  refused,  it  my  be  supplied  by  other 
mcaiu  or  accoodaty  evidence.   In  regard  to  UuM  claniei 
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of  the  bill  which  provide  for  the  removal  of  the  custom- 
house] as  has  been  significantly  and  properly  said,  out  of 
harm's  way,  and  for  requiring  payment  of  duties  in  cash, 
deducting  interest;  where  it  is  apprehended  that  the  ]>ay- 
ment  of  the  bonds  would  be  sought  to  be  prevented,  and 
thus  cutting  oflT  in  their  source  controvernes  of  a  very  deli- 
<ate,MiddiUHferous  character,they  are  conceived  in  a  laud- 
able spirit  of  peace,  and  1  can  see  no  well-founded  objec- 
tion to  them.  The  provisions  are  in  general  terms,  apply- 
ing alike  to  all  portions  of  the  country,  in  case  of  unlawful 
obstructions  to  the  collection  of  the  revenue.  Whenever 
and  whmver  such  obstructions  shall  arise,  the  law  ap- 
plies its  remedy.  If,  in  point  of  fact,  it  should,  at  pre- 
sent, apply  to  SCHith  Carolina  only,  the  fault  will  be  hers,  in 
opposing  unlawful  obstructions  which  exist  no  where  else, 
and  not  that  of  the  law,  which  is  equal  and  general  in  its 
provisions. 

~Theartof  calling  "hard  names,  Mr.  President,  has  ex- 
hausted  all  its  resources  on  the  unfortunate  biU  on  your 
table.  But,  sir,  this  is  no  novelty  in  our  political  history, 
as  the  ^Dilar  and  not  leas  violent  denunciations  of  tbe.  act 
fbr  enfbrdng  the  embargo,  during  Mr.  Jefferson's  admin- 
istration, bear  ample  testimony.  Hy  worthy  colleague, 
[Mr.  Ttlss,]  in  his  fervid  eloquence,  denominated  it  a 
Botany  Bay  bill,  and  founded  his  denunciation  on  the 
clause  which  authorizes  the  marshal,  in  certun  cases,  un- 
der the  direction  of  the  judge  of  the  district,  to  provide 
a  conveiuent  place  to  serve  as  a  temporarj'  jail,  and  to 
make  the  necessary  provision  for  tbe  safe  keeping  of  pris- 
oners eommitted  unoer  the  uithorihr  of  Oie  Uniti3  States. 
Now,  tir,  let  us  inquire  what  wib  tho  motive  of  this  pro- 
vision. Heretofore,  in  South  CaroUiia,  as  in  other  States, 
persons  arrested  or  committed  under  the  authority  of  the 
United  Sutea  hare  been  confined  in  the  jails  of  the  SUte; 
but,  by  her  recent  legisI«tion,  South  Carolina  has  forbid- 
deh,  under  very  high  penalties  tfaeuse  of  herpublic  julsto 
the  United  States,  andhas,  moreover,  prohibited  all  private 
persons,  underpainof  fine  and  imprisonment,  from  hiring 
or  letting  any  place,  house,  or  boildhig,  to  be  used  a$  a  jail 
by  the  Umted  States.  In  thia  state  of  things  it  became 
absolutely  necessary  to  make  some  other  provirion  for  the 
custody  of  debtors  and  others,  who  might  be  arrested  or 
committed  under  the  authority  of  the  United  Statesi  and 
that  proviHoa  is  made  in  the  very  words  of  a  resolution 
of  Congieai  of  the  3d  of  March,  1791,  passed  to  pro- 
Tide  fiir  the  case  of  a  fiulure,  on  tbe  part  of  any  of^ the 
.States  to-comply  with  a  previous  recommendation  of  Con- 

grtm  respecting  tbe  use  of  their  jails  by  the  United  States. 

By  what  process  a  provision  so  simple  and  natural  can  be 

metamorohosed  into  a  Botany  Bay  bill  I  am  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive; and  I  think  my  honorable  colleague,  when  he  comes 

to  renew  it  more  calmly,  will  be  not  less  at  a  loss  to  ex- 
plain. 

Bat,  MT,  the  most  vehement  denunciations  have  been  di- 
rected agunst  those  clauses  of  the  bill  which  authorize 
the  employment  of  miUtary  force,  in  certain  cases,  to  repel 
attempts,  by  ftave,  to  obstnict  the  execution  of  the  laws. 
We  have  been  t(^  that  it  is  making  war  upon  South 
Carolina.  Now,  sir,  while  I  do  not  concur  in  the  policy  of 
these  provinons,  atthe  present  moment,  for  reasons  which 
I  shall  presenthr  state,  I  utterly  deny  the  justness  of  Uiis 
qualification  of  the  bUI,  as  well  as  the  principle  on  which 
it  IB  founded.  There  is  no  proceeding  whatever,  in  any 
pftTt  of  this  affair,  against  South  CaroUna,  The  Govern- 
ment of  tbe  United  Statei,in  the  execution  of  Uie  laws,  con 
have  no  proper  reference  to  States.  It  acts  upon  individ- 
uals, not  upon  States,  as  I  have  already  had  occasion 
abundantly  to  showt  and  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  when  it  declared  that  nothing  in  tbe  eonstttutioD 
or  laws  of  a  particular  State  should  control  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  lias  not  permitted  the  Government  irf* 
the  Union,  in  executing  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  to 
inquire  if  opposition  to  them  is,  or  is  not,  authorized  by 


a  particular  State.  If  the  laws  be  opposed  by  combina- 
tions too  powerful  to  be  overcome  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  judicial  proceedings,  there  is  the  same  right,  under  the 
constitution,  to  execute  the  laws  by  callii^  in  the  aid  of 
tbe  military  power,  whether  such  combinations  be  author- 
ized by  a  »w  of...tlte  State,  (which  the  constitution  has 
declared,  in  such  a  case,  to  be  a  nullity,)  or  whether  tbinr 
be  purely  volunt^.  I  have  not,  then,  ihe  slightest  diin- 
culty  in  regard  to  the  right  and  the  power  of  the  Gov- 
eminent  to  employ  the  ptiysical  force  of  the  country,  in  a 
case  like  tbe  present,  if  it  should  be  necessary.  1  am  also 
aware  that  the  provisions  in  the  bill  now  alluded  to  are 
strictly  defenttvc,authorizingforce  only  to  repel  force  ;tha', 
amended  as  Uiey  have  been,  they  give  a  far  leas  extensive 
power  over  the  military  force  tun  was  given  during  the 
administration  of  Hr.  Jefferaon,  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  embargo)  and,  that,  in  fact,  they  give  no  power  of 
that  sort  which  does  not  already  exist  under  the  acts  of 
1795  and  1807.  I  have  likewise  the  fUlIest  confidence,  not 
only  in  the  discretion,  but  in  the  scruptilous  forbearance, 
with  which  any  powers  firoposed  to  be  vested  by  this  bill  in 
the  Chief  Magistrate  will  be  used.  But  I  foresee  that 
the  introduction  of  these  provisions  in  the  bill,  while  un- 
necessary, if  my  view  of  the  acts  of  1795  and  1807becof 
rect,  will  be  industriously,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  suc- 
cessfully used  as  a  topic  to  inflame  the  jealousies,  and  mis- 
lead the  sympathies  of  a  generous  people,  and  to  add  to 
the  irritation  and  excitement  already  unhappily  existing 
in  a  large  section  of  the  Union.  I  would  make  no  new 
proviaonof  tUsaort,  thereforo,  till  an  overt  act  had  beca 
committed.  And  then,  I  verily  believe  with  Blr.  Jeffer- 
son, that  a  republican  Government  would  show  itself  as 
strong,  in  a  good  sense,  as  any  on  earth:  "At  the  call  of 
the  kw,  every  man  would  fly  to  the  standard  of  the  Jaw, 
and  the  defence  of  public  order  would  be  considered  by 
every  citizen  as  his  individual  concern." 

While  I  am  thus  ready  for  one,  Mr.  Prerident,  to  give 
my  assent  to  such  measures  as  may  be  necessary  and  pro- 
per for  maintaining  the  authority  of  the  laws,  we  shall  ^ 
unite,  I  trust,  in  removing  the  just  causes  of  complaint 
which  have  arisen  against  their  operation.  .The  neceeuty 
of  a  new  adjustment  of  the  tariff  is  felt  and  acknowledged 
by  all,  and  affords  the  fit  occasion  for  doing  justice  to  eve- 
ry interest  of  the  country  wliicb  has  been  affected  by  it. 
Sir,  this  is  the  qioment  for  the  sccomplidunent  of  thia 
great  work  of  cont^iation  and  peace.  Let  us  meet  each 
other  in  that  *■  spirit  of  amity  and  mutual  deference  and 
concesrion,  which  the  peculiarity  of  our  political  situation 
has  rarely,  if  ever,  rendered  more  indispensable"  than 
now.  Instead  of  coming  .together  a?  hostile  and  rival 
clans,  as  has,  unhappily,  been  too  frequently  the  case  in 
relation  to  this  subject,  let  us  meet  atid  consult  for  the 
common  good,  as  members  of  one  great  family,  recollect'- 
ing  that  the  interert  of  each  is  the  good  of  the  whole,  and 
the  good  of  the  whole  the  interest  of  each.  Tta  one,  I 
plei%e  myself  to  meet  gentlemen  in  this  American  spirttt 
to  regard  the  interests  of  the  North  as  well  as  the  South; 
to  embrace,  as  far  as  I  can,  the  permanent  and  lasting 
good  of  all;  which  in  nothing,  in  my  opinion,  is  more 
deeply  concerned  than  in  the  present  settlement  of  this 
distracting  question,  and  in  the  final  extirpation  of  that 
^rm  of  discord  wUch  has  been  planted  in  all  uur  rela- 
tions, social  and  political. 

It  is  time,  Mr.  Fraident,  to  put  an  end  to  our  unhappy 
divisions.  It  has  been  my  fortune,  in  -another  ntuation, 
to  witness  the  effects  they  have  produced  on  the  charac- 
ter and  consideration  of  our  Government  abroad,  and  on 
the  generous  efforts  of  the  friends  of  liberty  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.  Sir,  my  heart  has  swollen  with  a 
pride  and  exultation,  which  can  be  appreciated  only  by 
those  who  have  felt  them  in  a  foreign  land,  when  I  have 
heard  m/  country  the, theme  of  every  tonguei  its  institu- 
tion^ with  the  glorious  results  of  liberty  and  happinoa 
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tliejf  have  produced,  the  subject  of  uriirersal  envy  and 
adniintion;  rebuking-,  on  the  one  hand,  the  gloomy  spirit 
of  despotism,  and  animating',  on  the  other,  the  generous 
lupirations  of  freedom.  But,  in  a  few  short  months,  hov 
has  this  scene  been  changed!  The  language  of  admira- 
tion and  respect  lost  in  that  of  indifference  and  distrust;, 
the  votaries  of  liberty  discouraged  and  confoundedj  the 
disciples  of  legitimacy  exulting  in  the  failure  of  the  only 
system  of  free  government  which  ever  promised  a  perfect 
shccess;  all  Europe  filled  with  predictions  of  the  speedy 
dissolution  of  our  Union,  and  contigiung  ushencefbnrar^ 
to  the  same  ranic  of  impotence  and  anarchy  as  the  un- 
happy and  distracted  Sutes  of  the  southern  parts  of  our 
own  continent. 

These  have  been  the  bitter  fruits  of  our  divisions 
abroad.  What  have  they  been  at  home  ?  In  the  midst  of 
unexampled  prosperity,  anxiety  and  alarm  pervading  eve 
ry  b'osomi  that  sacred  union,  in  regard  to  which  we  were 
taught  by  the  father  of  our  count^  to  **  discountenance 
whatever  might  suggest  even  a  suspicion  that  it  could,  in 
an^  e\Tnt,  be  abandoned,"  openly  questioned  and  de- 
cned,  and  millions  trembling  for  its  fate.  Sir,  let  us  put 
an  end  to  these  divisions;  let  us  disappoint  the  malignant 
predictions  of  the  cnemies'of  free  government;  let  us  re- 
store confidcneQ  to  the  patriot  at  home,  and  hope  to  the 
votary  of  freedom  abhjad.  I  do,  in  my  conscience,  be- 
lieve that  the  preaerration  of  the  Union  is  our  only  se- 
curity for  liberty.  Ifwearetobe  broken  into  separate 
confederacies,  constant  wars  and  collisions  with  eacn  oth- 
er must  ensue,  out  of  which  will  grow  up  lai^e  military 
establishments,  perpetual  and  burcKnsome  taxes,  an  over- 
shadowing Executive  power;  and,  amid  these  deleterious 
influences,  what  hope  can  there  b«  that  liberty  would 
•iirvive? 

Tt  is  here,  I  confess,  that  I  see  the  danger  of  military 
despotism;  and  not  where  the  imagination  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Hr.  Calrouk]  has  foilnd.it.  Isnot 
the  actual  condition  of  South  Carolina,  in  this  respect,  an 
Impressive  admonition  to  us  on  the  subject^  The  whole 
State  converted  into  a  camp;  the  Executive  and  other  au- 
thorities armed  with  dictatorial  powers;  the  rights  of  con- 
science set  at  naught,  and  an  unsparing  proscription  rea- 
dy to  disfranchise  one-half  of  her  population.  Sir,  this 
IB  but  a  prefiguration  of  the  evils  and  calamities  to  which 
every  portion  of  this  country  would  be  destined,  if  the 
Union  should  be  dissolved .  Let  us  then  ralt^  around  that 
sacred  Union,  fixing  it  anew,  and  establishmg  it  forever 
on  the  immutable  basis  of  equaljustice,  of  mutual  amity 
atid  kindness,  and  an  administration  at  once  firm  and  pa- 
ternal. Let  us  do  this,  and  we  shall  cany  back  peace  to 
our  distracted  country,  happineu  to  the  aflrigbted  fire- 
side, restore  stability  to  our  threatened  institutions,  and 
^ivc  hope  and  confidence  once  more  to  the  friends  of  lib- 
erty throughout  the  world.  Let  us  do  this,  and  we  shall 
be,  in  short,  what  a  bountiful  Providence  has  heretofore 
nude  us,  and  dewgned  us  forever  to  remain— 4be  freest 
and  happiest  peo|Me  under  the  tun. 

The  Senate  then  took  a  recess  until  5  o'clock. 

zvairiiTO  asBSioiT. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bill  further  to  provide  for  the 
collection  of  duties  on  imports. 

Hr.  SHITH  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  seventh 
Kne  of  the  fifth  section,  by  striking  out  the  words  *'  will 
in  any  event,"  and  inserting  the  word  "Shall." 

The  amendment  was  i^^fted  to. 

Hr.  FOOT  moved  to  amend  the  first  aection  by  insert- 
ing wordsf^he  effect  of  which  is  to  allow  the  bonding  of 
Ifoods,  instead  of  enforcing  the  payment  of  cash  duties. 

The  proposition  was  opposed  by  Mr.  HOLHES,  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  Mr.  SHITH,  Hr.  WILKIN3,  Hr.  EWING, 
and  supported  by  Mr.  FOOT,  Mr.  CALHOUN,  Mr. 
SPBAGUB.  ' 


The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  first  section, 
by  strilcing  out  the  words  "  either  upon  land  or  on  board 
any  vessel.  *• 

Hr.  C.  considered  that  tiie  idea  of  having  a  eiutom- 
house  on  board  a  vessel  was  ludicrous. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  could  imagine  a  case  in  which 
such  a  provision  might  be  necessary.  He  did  not  i^ree 
that  the  proposition  was  ludicrous,  but  he  saw  no  great 
reason  to  abject  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  a  few  vorda  to  the  stole  efilbct, 
offering  no  opposition  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  S.  WRIGHT  was  opposed  to  the  striking  out  the 
Words. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  HOLHES,  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
and  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  Mr.  HILLER  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays,  which ~were  ordered,  and  stood: 

YEAS. — HsBsrs.  Clay,  Calhoun,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes, 
Mangum,  Hiller,  Moore,  Pmndexter,  Prentiss,  Tomjin- 
son,  Tyler,  Webster,  Wilkins— 14. 

NArS.~Hnsrfl.  Bell,  Benton,  Black,  Chambers,  Chy- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, 
Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton, 
Wright,  White— 24. 
Mr.  EWINiU  then  moved  the  fidlowing  amendment: 
Strike  out  aU  between  the  w«d  **  petition,**  Id  the 
ninth  line,  and  the  word  *<  court,**  inclurire,  uid  insert 
"  circuit  court  of  the  United  State*  in  and  for  the  district 
in  which  the  defendant  may  have  been  served  with  pro- 
cess, setting  forth  the  nature  of  said  suit  ^r  prosecution, 
and  verifying  the  said  petition  by  affidavit,  together  with 
a  certificate  signed  by  an  attorney  or  counseUor  at  law 
of  some  oourt  of  record  of  the  State  in  which  such  siut 
shall  have  been  commenced,  or  of  the  United  Statei, 
settiiw  forth  that,  as  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  he  haa 
exammed  the  procee^ngs  against  him,  and  has  carefully 
inquired  as  to  all  the  matters  set  forth  in  the  petition,  and 
that  he  believes  the  same  to  be  true;  which  petition,  affi- 
davit, and  certificate,  idiall  be  presented  to  the  said  cir- 
cuit court,  if  insesrioi^and,  if  not,  to  theclerkdimof,  at 
his  office,  and  shall  be  filed  in  said  offlcei  and  the  cause 
shall  thereupon  be  entered  on  the  docket  of  said  court, 
and  shall  thereafter  be  proceeded  in  as  a  cause  orieinally 
commenced  in  that  court.  And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  clerk  of  said  court,  if  the  suit  were  commenced  in  the 
court  below  by  summons,  to  issue  a  writ  of  eertiortB-i  to 
the  State  court,  requiring  them  to  send  to  the  said  circuit 
court  the  recot^  ai^  proceedings  in  said  causci  or  if  it 
were  commenced  by  egpiatf  be  shall  issue  a  writ  of  Ao&eoa 
eorput  earn  eouid,  a  dupliisate  of  wUch  said  process  shall 
be  delivered  to  the  clerk  of  the  State  court,  or  left  at  tua 
office,  by  the  mar^al  of  the  district  or  his  deputy,  or  by 
some  one  by  him  duly  authorized  thereto.  And  there- 
upon it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  State  court  to  stajr  all 
further  proceedings  in  said  causcj  and  the  said  suit  or 
prosecution,  upon  delivery  of  the  lud  process  w  Ieavui|f 
the  same  as  »&mmid,  shall  be  deemed  or  taken  to  be  re* 
moved  to  the  said  circuit  court;  and  any  further  proceed- 
ings, trial,  or  judgment  therein,  in  the  State  court,  shall 
be  wholly  null  and  void.  And  if  the  defendant  in  any 
such  suit  be  in  actual  custody  on  mesne  process  thereon, 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  marshal,  by  virtue  of  the  writ  of 
habeas eorp%ueumemua,  totskethebodrofsafihdefendsQt 
forthwith  into  bis  custody,  to  b^  dealt  vltii  in  tiie  said 
cause  according  to  the  rules  of  law  and  the  order  of  the 
said  cour^  or  of  any  judge  thereof,  in  vacation.';' 

Hr.  E.  made  a  brief  explanation  of  his  viewtmmovmg 
this  amendment. 

Hr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  readuiess  to  accept  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  waa  then  agreed  to. 
Mr.  BLACK  moved  to  anieod  the  ^h  section  in  the 
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Kventh  line,  bj  inwrting*  after  the  word  "pliwes,**  the 

words  "  within  the  Umits  of  the  said  SUte." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^ 
Mr.  POINDBXTER  moved  to  strike  out»  in  the  first 

■ecUon,  the  wurds  **  or  ■■semblsgM  of  persons,  *'  in  the 

fourth  line. 

Mr.  QIUTNDY  explained,  that  unless  thtt  "aasesnblafres 
of  persons"  are  **unlawful,'*  ther  will  not  be  within  the 
reach  of  the  bill. 

Hr.  POINDEXTER  replied,  that  it  was  left  to  the 
Prendent  to  determine  the  bet. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  Hr.  FonrsszTBB'sameild- 
ment,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bkck,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Foot, 
Uangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Tyler~10. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chamber^  Clayton,  Diekerson, 
Dudley,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Frellnghuysen,  Grundy,  Ben- 
drtckf.  Hill,  Holmes,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Hires.  Bobbins, 
Bugles,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon, 
Waggaman,  Webster.  Wilkins,  White,  Wright— 27. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moTed  to  amend  the  bill  in  the 
first  section,  in  the  seventh  line,  aAer  the  words  "to 
execute  the  rev«iu6  l»ws,"  by  insertiiw  the  words  **at 
any  port  of  entry  and  delirery  establiriied  within  the  State 
or  South  Carolina." 

Mr.  P.  explained,  that  his  object  was  to  make  the  clause 
a  perfect  rcsponie  to  the  message  of  the  Prcudent. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  on  this  motion)  and, 
the  question  being  taken,  was  decided  as  follows : 

YEA.— Mr.  pdndexter— 1. 

-NAYS.— Mem.  Bell,  Black,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Dicft- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Porsytb,  TreWfauysen, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes^  Mangum*  Naudsin, 
Prentiss,  Hires,  Bobbins,  Buggies.  Seymnir,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon,  Wagnman,  Webater,  Wil. 
kms/^ White,  Wright™30. 

Hr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  amend  the  section  in  the 
twenty>first  line,  by  striking  out  the  words  *'or  combina- 
tion or  asaembh^  of  persons." 

The  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  amend  the  section  by 
atriking  out  the  words,  in  the  twenty-fifth  line,  "  United 
Statev'  and  inserting  the  words  "  several  States,  by  re- 
quisitions on  the  Governor  of  one  or  more  States,"  so  at 
to  make  the  sentence  read  "  to«nploy  such  part  of  the 
land  or  oMfal  forces  or  militia  of  the  several  Statci^  by 
requtsitioni,"  &c. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  amendment  nega- 
tived, as  follows: 

YEAS.— HesBTB.  Calhounj  Foriytb,  Hangum,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindexter,  Tyler— 7. 

NAYS.— Hessrs.  Chamber^  Clayton,  Dickeraon,  Dud- 
ley, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Naudun,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Bobbing  Bug- 
^1,-  Smitb,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wanamao, 
Webater,  White,  Wilkins,  Wright— S5. 

Hr.  CALHOUN  then  stated  that  he  had  waited  to  see 
if  any  other  members  oC  the  committee  wished  to  speak 
on  this  bill.  Wbbing  hhnself  to  be  heard  on  the  bi^  be 
would  DMnre  that  the  Senate  now  adiouTDi  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


PaiDAT,  Fkbbcabt  15. 

REVENUE  COLX.ECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  having  resained'tbe  conttdention  of  the 
bill  to  provide  furAer  for  the  collection  of  duties  on  im- 
ports— 

Mr.  CALHOUN  rose.  He  kucw  not,  he  said,  which 
was  moat  objectionable,  the  pnnirion  of  the  Inli,  or  tkc 
temper  in  which  its  adoption  had  been  utwed.  If  the  ex- 
traorfinaiy  powers  with  which  the  bill  proposed  to  clothe 


the  Executive,  to  the  ntter  proatratUm  of  the  constitution 
and  the  ri^its  of  the  SUte^  be  calculated  to  imprest  ear 
minds  with  abrm  at  the  rapid  progress  of  despotism  ih 
our  country,  the  zeal  with  which  every  circtimstance  cal- 
culated to  misrepresent  or  exaggerate  the  conduct  of 
Carolina  in  the  controversy  was  seized  on,  with  a  view  to 
excite  hoatiUtjr  agunst  her,  but  too  pbunhr  in^cated  the 
deep  decay  of  tiiat  brotherly  feeUng  which  once  existed 
between  these  States  and  to  which  we  are  indebted  far 
our  beautiful  federal  ^stem.  It  was  not  his  intention,  he 
said,  to  advert  to  all  these  misrepresentations;  but  there 
we^  some  so  well  calculated  to  mislead  the  mind  as  to 
the  real  character  of  the  controversy,  and  to  hold  up  the 
State  in  a  light  so  odious,  that  he  did  not  feel  himaelf 
justified  in  permitting  them  to  pass  unnoticed. 

Among  them,  one  of  the  moat  pronunent  was  the  &Ise 
statement  that  the  object  of  South  Carolina  was  to  exempt 
herself  from  her  share  of  the  public  burdens,  while  she 
participated  in  the  advantages  of  the  Ciovemment.  If  the 
charge  were  true,  if  the  State  were  capable  of  beinff 
actuated  by  such  low  and  unworthy  motives,  mother  is  he 
imnndered  her>  he  would  not  stand  up  on  this  flow  to 
vindicate  her  conduct.  Among  her  bults,  (and  faults  he 
would  not  deny  she  had,)  no  one  had  ever  yet  charged  her 
with  that  low  and  most  sor^  of  vices,-  avarice.  Her 
conduct  on  all  occasions  had  been  marked  with  the  very 
opposite  quality.  From  the  commencement  of  the  revo- 
lution, from  its  first  breaking  out  at  Boston  till  Otis  hour, 
no  State  had  been  more  profuse  of  its  blood  in  the  uuse 
of  the  country;  nor  had.any  contributed  so  largely  to  the 
common  treasury,  in  propfHtton  to  her  wmlth  and  popu- 
lation. She  had  in  that  proportion  contribute  more  to 
the  exporft  of  the  Union,  on  the  exchange  of  which,  with 
the  rest  of  the  world,  the  greater  portion  of  the  publie 
burden  bad  been  levied,  than  any  other  State.  No,  the 
controversy  was  not  such  as  had  been  stated;  the  State 
did  not  seek  to  participate  in  the  advantages  of  the  Gov- 
ernment without  contriottting  her  full  share  to  the  public 
treasuiT-  Her  obiect  was  ut  different.  A  deep  coneti- 
tutional  question  Uy  at  the  bottom  of  the  controverqr. 
The  real  question  at  issue  is,  has  the  Government  a  tight 
to  impose  burdens  on  the  capital  and  industry  of  one  por- 
tion of  the  country,  not  with  a  view  to  revenue,  but  to 
benefit  another?  And  be  must  be  permitted  to  say  that, 
after  the  long  and  deep  agitation  of  this  controversy,  it 
was  with  surprise  that  he  perceived  so  stronga  dispontion 
to  misrepresent  its  real  character.  To  correct  the  im- 
presMons  which  thc^  misrepresentations  were  ealculaled 
to  make,  he  would  dwell  on  the  point  under  conrideratlon 
for  a  few  moments  longer. 

The  Federal  Government  has,  by  an  express  provHuon 
of  the  constitution,  the  right  to  Uy  duties  on  imports. 
The  State  has  never  denied  or  resisted  this  right,  nor 
even  thought  of  so  doing.  The  Government  ba,  bow- 
ever,  not  been  contented  with  exercising  this  power  »• 
she  had  a-right  to  do,  but  had  gone  a  step  beyond  it,  by 
laying  impoi^  not  for  revenue^  but  for  protection.  This 
the  State  considered  as  an  unconstitutional  exeretae  of 
power,  highly  injurious  and  oppressive  -to  her  and  the 
other  staplo  States,  and  had  accordingly  met  it  with  the 
most  determined  resistance.  He  did  not  intend  to  enter, 
at  this  time,  into  the  argument  as  to  the  unconstiluUoaaKty 
of  the  protective  system.  It  was  not  necessary.  It  m 
raffieient  that  the  power  ti  no  where  grantedt  and  UmI, 
the  journals  of  the  convention  which  fomed  tibe 
constitution,  it  would  seem  tiiat  it  bad  been  refiited.  In 
support  of  the  journals,  be  might  cite  the  statement  of 
Luther  .Martin,  which  had  been  already  referred  to,  to 
show  that  the  convention,  so  far  from  conferring  the 
power  oa  the  Federal  Government,  had  left  to  the  State 
jthe  right  to  impoae  duties  on  imports,  with  the  expif 
I  view  m  enabUng  the  aeveral  States  to  protect  their  omi 
.maoufiictiires.    Notwithstanding  this,  Congreaa  had  as- 
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suiacd,  without  any  warrant  from  the  coiutitution,  the 
right  <tf  ezerdAiv  this  mcnt  importut  power,  and  had 
■o  exercised  it  as  to  impose  a  nunous  burden  on  the  labor 
and  capital  of  the  State,  by  which  her  resources  were 
exhausted*  the  enj<^rii)ents  of  her  dtizens  curtailed,  the 
means  of  education  contrscted,  and  all  her  interests  essen- 
tially and  injuriously  affected.  We  have  been  sneertnely 
told  tliat  she  was  a  small  Statej  that  her  population  did 
not  much  exceed  half  a  millioB  of  souls;  ana  that  more 
than  one-balf  were  not  of  the  Baropean  race.  The  fiwts 
were  so.  He  knew  she  never  could  be  a  great  State, 
and  that  the  only  distinction  to  which  she  could  aspire 
must  be  baaed  on  the  moral  ahd  intellectual  acquirements 
of  her  sons.  To  Ute  development  of  these,  much  of  her 
attention  had  been  directed;  but  this  restrictive  system, 
which  had  so  unjustly  exacted  the  proceeds  of  her  labor, 
to  be  bestowed  on  other  sections,  had  so  impaired  the 
resources  of  the  State,  that,  if  not  speedily  arretted,  it 
would  dry  up  the  means  of  education,  and,  with  it,  de- 
prive her  of  the  only  source  through  which  she  could  as- 
pire lo  distinction. 

There  was  another  misstatement  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
controversy  so  frequently  made  in  debate,  and  m  well 
calculated  to  mislead,  that  be  felt  bound  to  notice  it.  It 
has  been  said  that  South  Carolina  cbums  the  right  to 
aimiil  the  constitution  and  laws  of  tlie  United  States;  and 
to  rebut  this  supposed  claim,  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
(Cinia  [Hr.  Ritxs]  has  gravely  quot«d  the  eonstitutioii,  to 
prove  that  the  constitution,  and  the  laws  made  in  pursu- 
ance thereof,  are  (he  supreme  law  of  the  Isnd;  as  if  the 
State  claimed  the  right  to  act  contrary  to  tlits  provinon 
of  the  eomtitution.  Nothing  can  be  more  Erroneous: 
ber  object  is  not  to  resibt  laws  made  in  pursuance  of  the 
constitution,  but  those  made  without  its  authority,  and 
which  encroach  on  her  reserved  pov^ers.  She  claims 
not  even  the  rig^t  of  judging  of  the  delegated  powers, 
but  of  those  that  are  reserved;  and  to  resist  t1»  former 
when  they  encroach  upon  the  latter.  He  would  pause  to 
illustrate  this  important  point. 

All  must  admit  that  tliere  arc  delegated  and  reserved 
powers;  and  that  the  powers  reserved  are  reserved  to 
the  States  respectively.  The  powers,  then,  of  the  Gov- 
emroent  are  divided  between  the  General  and  the  State 
Governments;  and  the  point  immediately  under  con- 
sideration is,  whether  a  State  has  any  right  to  judge  as  ttf 
tbe^  extent  of  its  reserved  powers  'and  to  defeiul  them 
against  the  encroachments  of  the  General  Government, 
Without  gmng  deeply  into  this  point,  at  this  sts'ge  of  the 
argument  or  looking  into  the  nature  and  origin  of  the 
Government,  there  was  a  simple  view  of  the  aubject 
which  he  considered  as  conelusive.  Hie  vety  idea  a 
divided  power  implied  the  right,  on  the  paK  of  the  State, 
for  which  he  contended.  The  expression  was  metaphori- 
cal when  applied  to  power.  Every  one  readily  under- 
stands that  the  division  of  matter  consists  in  the  separation 
of  the  parts.  But,  in  this  sense,  it  was  not  applicable  to 
power.  Wha^  then,  is  meant  by  a  division  of  powers  He 
eouM  not  conceive  of  a  divisicm,  without  giving  an  equal 
right  to  each  to  judge  of  the  extent  of  the  power  allotted 
to  each.  Such  right  ha.beld  to  be  essential  to  the  exist- 
ence of  a  division;  and  that  to  give  to  either  party  the 
conclusive  right  of  judging,  not  only  the  share  allotted  to 
but  of  that  allotted  to  the  other,  was  to  annul  the 
^risien,  and  would  confer  the  whole  power  on  the  party 
vested  with  such  right.  But  it  is  contended  that  the  con- 
ititution  has  conferred  on  the  Supreme  Court  the  right  of 
j  udging  between  the  States  and  Uie  General  Government. 
Those  who  make  this  objection  overlooked,  be  concaved, 
an  important  provision  of  the  constitution.  By  tumingto 
the  tenth  amended  article  of  the  constitution,  it  wiube 
•een  that  the  reservation  of  power  to  the  States  is  not  only 
against  the  powers  delegated  to  Congress,  but  agunst  ^e 
Uiuted  Sbtcs  tbemiclvest  and  extenos,  of  course,  as  well 


to  the  Judiciary  as  to  the  other  departments  of  the  Gov- 
emment.  - 

The  article  provides  that  all  powers,  not  delegated  to 
the  United  States,  or  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are 
reserved  to  the  States  respectively,  or  to  the  people. 
This  presents  tlie  inquiry,  what  powers  are  delegated  to 
the  United  States?  They  mar  be  classed  under  four  divi- 
sions; First,  those  that  are  delegated  by  the  States  to  each 
other,  by  virtue  of  which  the  constitution  may  be  altered 
or  amended  by  three-fourths  of  the  States,  when,  without 
which,  it  would  have  required  the  unanimous  vote  of  all. 
Next,  the  powers  conferred  on  Congress;  then  those  on 
the  President;  and,  finally,  those  on  the  judicial  depart- 
ment— all  of  which  are  particularly  enumerated  in  the 
parts  of  the  constitution  which  organise  the  respective 
departments.  -  The  reservation  of  powers  to  the  States  is, 
as  he  had  said,  against  the  whole,  and  is  as  full  against  the 
judicial  as  it  is  against  the  executive  and  legislative  de- 
partmenta  of  tiie  Government.  It  could  not  be  claimed 
for  the  one  without  claiming  it  for  the  whole,  and  without, 
in  fact,  annulling  this  important  provinon  of  the  constitu- 
tion .  Against  this,  as  it  appesred  to  him,  conclusive  view 
of  the  subject,  it  has  been  urged  that  this  power  is  ex- 
pressly conferred  on  the  Supreme  Court  bpr  that  portion 
of  the  constitution  which  provides  that  the  judicial  power 
shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  Uw  and  equi^  arising  unmw  the 
constitution,  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  treaties 
made  under  their  authority.  He  believed  the  assertion 
to  be  utterly  destitute  of  any  foundation.  It  obviously 
was  the  intention  of  the  constitution  simply  to  make  the 
judicial  power  commensurate  with  the  Uw-making  and 
treaty-making  powers,  and  to  vest  it  with  the  right  of 
applying  the  constitution,  the  laws,  and  the  treaties,  to 
the  cases  which  might  arise  under  them;  and  not  to  make 
it  the  judge  of  the  constitution,  the  laws,  and  the  treatiea 
themselves.  In  fact,  the  power  of  applying  the  laws  to 
the  feots  of  the  case,  and  deciding  upon  such  application, 
constitutes,  in  truth,  the  judicial  power.  The  distinction 
between  such  power  and  thst  of  jud^ng  of  the  laws 
would  be  perfectly  apparent  when  we  advert  to  what  ia 
tbe  acknowledged  poww  of  the  court  in  reference  to 
treaties  or  corapacta  between  sovereigns.  It  was  perfectly 
established  that  the  courts  have  no  right  to  judge  of  the 
violation  of  treaties;  and  that,  in  reference  to  them,  their 
power  is  limited  to  the  right  of  judging  simply  of  the 
violation  of  rights  under  them;  and  titatthe  right  of  judg- 
ing of  infractions  belongs  exclusively  to  the  parties  them- 
selves, and  not  to  the  courts;  of  which  we  have  an  ex- 
ample in  the  French  treaty,  which  was  declared  by  Con- 
gress null  and  v^,  in  consequence  of  its  violation  by  the 
Government  of  France.  Without  such  declaration,  .had 
a  French  citizen  sued  a  citizen  of  this  country  under  the 
treaty,  the  court  could  have  taken  no  cognizance  of  its 
infraction;  nor,  after  such  a  declaration,  would  it  have 
heard  any  argument  or  proof  gmng  to  show  that  tiie  treaty 
had  not  been  violated. 

The  deolaratioo,  of  itself,  was  conclusive  on  the  court. 
But'it  would  be  aaked,  how  the  eouK  obtained  the  power 
to  pronounce  a  law  or  treaty  unconstitutional,  when  they 
come  in  f»>n6ict  with  that  instrument?  He  did  not  deiqr 
that  it  poBsesBes  the  right,  but  he  could  by  no  means  con- 
cede that  it  was  derived  from  tbe  constitution.  It  had  its 
origin  in  the  necessity  of  the  case.  Where  there  were 
two  or  more  rules  esublished,  one  fitmi  a  hig^r,  and  the 
other  frwn  a  lower  authority,  which  might  come  into  con- 
flict, in  ^>plyii«  them  to  a  particular  case,  the  judge 
oould  not  eroid  pronouncing  in  favor  of  the  superior  agunst 
the  inferior.  It  was  from  this  necessity,  and  Uiia  done, 
tliat  the  power  which  is  now  set  up  to  overrule  the  rights 
of  the  States,  against  an  express  provinon  of  the  consti- 
tution, was  derived.  It  had  no  other  ork[in.  That  he  had 
traced  it  to  its  true  source,  would  be  manifeA  from  the  feet, 
that  it  was  a  power  wbicb,  so  fer  frwn  b«ng  conferred  cx- 
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cliuively  on  the  Supreme  Court,  u  wm  inaited,  belon^^- 
ed  to  every  court,  .inferior  and- iuperior,  State  and  gene- 
ral, and  even  to  foreign  courts. 

But  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Cuttoh]  relies 
on  the  journala  of  the  contention  to  prove  that  it  was'tbe 
intention  of  that  body  to  confer  on  the  Supreme  Court 
the  ri^l  of  deciding  in  the  last  resort  between  a  State 
and  the  General  Government.  He  would  not  follow  him 
through  the  journilfl,  as  he  did  not  deem  tfiat  to  be  ne- 
eeasuy  to  remte  hu  argument.  It  was  sufficient  for  this 
purpose  to  state,  that  Mr.  Rutledge  reported  a  resolution 
providing  exprosly  that  the  Vnited  States  and  the  States 
might  be  parties  before  the  Supreme  Court.  If  this  pro- 
position had  been  adopted,  he  would  ask  the  Senator 
whether  this  very  controversy  between  the  United  States 
and  South  Carolina  might  not  have  been  brought  before 
the  courts  He  would  also  ask  him,  whether  it  could  be 
broo^t  before  the  court  as  the  constitution  now  stands? 
If  he  answers  the  former  in  the  afBrmative,  and  the  latter 
in  the  neptive,  as  he  must,  then  it  is  clear,  his  elaborate 
argument  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  that  the  report 
of  Mr.  Rutledge  was  not  in  substance  adopted,  as  he  con- 
tended) and  that  the  journals,  so  far  from  supporting,  are 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  pwtion  which  he  attempts  to 
muntain.  He  might  pudi  the  argument  mudt  ftirther 
against  the  power  of  the  eourt,  but  he  did  not  d«em  it  ne- 
ceasary,  at  least  at  this  stage  of  the  discussion.  If  the 
views  which  had  already  been  presented  be  correct,  and 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  be  resisted,  the  conclusion 
was  inevitable,  that  the  reserved  powers  were  reserved 
equally  against  every  department  of  the  Government, 
and  as  strongly  against  the  judicial  at  agunat  the  other 
departments;  and,  of  course,  were  lefl  under  the  exclu- 
sive will  of  the  States. 

There  still  remained  another  misrepresentatioa  of  the 
conduct  of  the  State,  which  had  been  made  with  the  view 
of  ^exciting  odium.  He  aTladed  to  the  charge  that  South 
Carolina  supported  the  tariff  of  1816,  and  was  therefore 
responsible  for  the  protective  system.  To  determine  the 
truth  of  this  chaive.  it  becomes  necessary  to  ascertain  the 
real  chu«cter  of  that  hiwi  whetherit  was  a  tarifffor  reve- 
nue or  for  protection;  which  presents  the  inquiry  of  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  country  at  that  period^  The 
late  war  with  Great  Britain  had  just  terminated,  which, 
with  the  restrictive  system  that  preceded  it,  had  diverted 
a  large  amount  of  capital  an,d  industry  from  commerce  to 
manufactures,  particularly  to  the  cotton  and  woollen 
branches.  There  waa  a  debt,  at  the  same  time,  of  on^ 
hundred  and  thirty  millions  of  dollars,  hanging  over  the 
country;  and  the  heavy  war  dutie»were  still  in  existence. 
Tinder  these  circumstances,  the  question  was  presented, 
to  what  point  the  duties  ou^ht  to  be  reduced?  That  ques-. 
tion  involved  another — at  what  time  the  debt  ought  to  be 
paid?  which  waa  a  question  of  policy,  involving  in  its 
consideration  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
then  condition  of  the  country.  Among  the  most  promi- 
nent arguments  in  favtn-  of  an  early  disehaive  of  the  debt 
was,  that  the  high  duties  which  it  would  require  to  effect 
it  would  have  at  the  same  time  the  effect  of  sustaining  the 
infant  manufiu:ture8,  which  bad  been  forced  up  under  the 
circumstances  to  which  he  had  adverted.  This  view  of 
the  subject  had  a  decided  influence  in  determining  in  fa- 
vor of  an  early  payment  of  the  debt.  The  sinking  fund 
was  accordingly  nused  from  seven  to  ten  millions  of  dol- 
lars, with  the  provision  to  apply  the^rplus  which  might 
remain  in  the  treasury,  aa  a  contingent  appropriation  to 
that  fondi  and  the  duties  were  graduated  to  meet  this  in- 
creased expenditure.  It  was  thus  that  the  policy  and  jus- 
tice of  protecting  the  large  amount  of  capital  and  indus- 
try, which  had  been  diverted  by  the  measures  of  the  Gov- 
ernment into  new  channels,  at  he  had  stated,  was  com- 
bined with  the  fiscal  action  of  the  Government  i  and 
which,  wlule  it  secured  a  prompt  payment  of  the  ddit. 


prevented  the  immense  losses  to  the  minnfocturera  wluch 
would  have  followed  a  sudden  and  great  reduction.  Still, 
revenue  was  the  main  object,  and  protection  but  the  in- 
cidental. The  bill  to  reduce  the  duties  waa  reported  by 
the  Committee  of  Way-s  and  Means,  and  not  of  Manu&c- 
tures;  and  it  proposed  a  heavy  reduction  on  the  then  ex- 
isting rate  of  duties.  But  what,  of  itself,  without  other 
evidence,  was  decisive  as  to  the  character  of  the  bill,  is  tUe 
fact  that  it  fixed  >  much  higher  nte  of  datiei  on  the  un- 
protected titan  on  the  protected  article.  He  would  enu- 
merate a  few  leading  articles  only:  woollen  and  cotton, 
above  the  value  of  twenty-five- cents  on  ttie  square  yard, 
though  they  were  the  leading  objects  of  protection,  were 
subject  to  a  permanent  duty  of  only  twenty  per  centum. 
Iron,  another  leading  article  among  the  protected,  had  a 
protection  of  not  more  than  nine  per  cent,  as  fixeS  by 
the  act,  and  of  but  fifteen  as  reported  in  the  bill.  These 
rates  were  all  below  the  average  duties  as  fixed  in  the  act, 
including  the  protected,  the  unprotected,  and  even  the 
free  articles.  Mr.  C.  said  he  had  entered  into  some  cal- 
culations in  order  to  ascertain  the  average  rate  of  duties  in 
the  act.  There  wassome  uncertainty  in  the  data.  Hut  he  felt 
assured  that  it  was  not  less  than  thir^  per  cent,  ad  valorem; 
showing  an  excess  of  the  average  duties,  above  that  im- 
poted  on  the  protected  articles  enumemted,  ofmoretiian 
ten  per  cent.;  and  thus  clear]^  establithing'the  character 
of  the  measure,  that  it  was  for  revenue  and  not  protec- 
tion. 

Looking  back,  even  at  this  distant  period,  with  all  our 
experience,  he  perceived  but  two  errori  in  the  act;  tfae 
one  in  reference  to  iron,  and  the  other  the  minimum  du- 
ties on  coarse  cottons.  As  to  the  former,  he  conceived 
that  tiie  hill,  as  reported,  proposed  a  duty  relatively  too 
low,  which  was  still  further  reduced  in  its  passage  through 
Congress.  The  duty,  at  first,  was  fixed  at  sevens-five 
cents tl}e  hundredweight;  but  in  the  last  stage  of  its  pat- 
sage,  it  was  reduced)  by  a  sort  of  caprice,  occasioned  by 
an  unfortunate  motion,  to  forty-five  cents.  This  injustice 
waa  severely  felt  in  Penn^lvania — the  State,  above  all 
others,  most  productive  of  iron;  and  was  the  principal 
cause  of  that  great  re-action  which  has  «nce  tiirown  her 
so  deddedly  on  the  tide  of  Uie  protective  policy.  Hie 
other  error  waa  that  as  to  coarse  cottons,  on  which  the  ■ 
duty  was  as  much  too  high  aa  that  on  iron  was  too  lov. 
It  introduced,  beudes,  the  obnoxious  minimum  principle 
which  has  since  been  so  mischievously  extended;  and  Co 
that  extent  he  was  constrained,  in  candor,  to  acbioV' 
ledge,  as  he  wished  to  disguise  nothing,  the  protective 
principle  was  recognised  by  the  act  of  1316.  How  this 
was  overlooked  at  the  time,  it  is  not  in  Us  power  to  any. 
It  escaped  bis  observation,  which  be  can  account  fat  only 
on  the  ground  that  the  principle  was  then  new,  and  that 
his  attention  wu  engaged  by  another  import»nt  subject — 
the  question  of  the  currency,  tiien  so  urgent,  and  with 
which,  archairman  of  the  committee,  he  was  particularly 
charged.  With  these  exceptions,  he  again  repeated,  be 
saw  nothing  in  the  bit!  to  condemn.  Yet  it  wm  on  the 
ground  that  the  members  from  the  Slate  had  voted  for 
that  bill,  that  the  attempt  is  now  made  te  hold  up  Soutii 
Carolina  as  reaponnble  for  the  whole  ^stem  of  protec- 
tion which  has  since  followed,  though  she  has  revsted  its 
progress  in  every  stage.  Was  there  ever  greater  injus- 
tice? And  how  was  it  to  be  accounted  for,  but  at  fonniiqf 
a  part  of  that  qritematic  n^srepretentation  and  adunaqr 
which  hat  been  directed  for  so  many  years,  without  in- 
terruption, against  that  gallant  and  generous  State?  And 
why  has  she  thus  been  assailed?  Merely  because  abe  ab- 
stained from  taking  any  part  tn  the  Presidential  canvMtt 
believing  that  it  had  degenerated  into  a  mere  mteiD  of 
imposition  on  the  people;  controlled,  almost  excluftvcfy, 
by  those  whose  object  it  was  to  obtain  the  patronqpe  of 
the  Gore^ment,  and  that  without  regard  to  priiicipSe 
or  poHey.    Standing i^art  firoqi  what  the  cOMidmdia 
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contest  in  which  the  pubUc  had  no  intereat,  abe  haa  been 
assailed  by  both  parties,  with  a  fiiry  altogether  unparal- 
leled; but  which,  pursuing  the  course  which  she  believ 
ed  liberty  and  duty  required,  she  has  met  with  a  firmness 
equal  to  the  fierceness  of  the  assault.  In  the  midst  of 
this  attack,  he  had  not  escaped.  With  a  view  of  inflict- 
ing a  wound  on  the  State,  through  htm,  he  had  been  held 
up  as  the  author  of  the  protective  s)[stem,  and  one  of  its 
most  strenuous  advocates.  It  was  with  pun  thathe  allud- 
ed to  himself  on  so  deep  and  grave  a  subject  ai  that  now 
under  dtscussiont  and  which,  tie  sincerely  believed,  in- 
volved the  liberQr  of  the  country,  He  now  regretted, 
that  under  the  sense  of  injustice,  which  the  remarks  of  a 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wilkiks]  excited  for 
the  moment,  he  had  hastily  given  his  pledge  to  defend 
bimielf  a^nat  the  charge  which  had  been  made  in  refer- 
ence to  his  course  in  1816|  niA  that  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  in  repelling  the  charge,  but  because  he  felt  a 
deep  reluctance  in  turnine  the  discussion,  in  any  degree, 
&om  a  subject  of  so  mucn  magnitude,  to  one  of  so  little 
importance  as  the  consistency  or  incon^tency  of  himself, 
or  any  other  individual,  particularly  in  connexion  with  an 
event  so  long  since  passed.  But  for  this  hasty  plei^e,  be 
would  have  remained  silent  as  to  his  own  course  on  this 
occssioni  and  would  have  borne*  with  patience  and  calm- 
ness, this,  mth  the  many  other  misrepresentations  with 
which  he  had  been  so  incessantly  assuted  for  many  years. 

Hie  charge  that  he  was  the  author  of  the  protective 
system  had  no  other  foundation  but  that  he,  in  common 
with  the  almost  entire  South,  gave  his  support  to  the  ts- 
rifi*  of  1816.  It  is  true  that  he  advocated  that  measure, 
Ibr  which  he  m^t  rest  his  defence  without  taking  any 
other,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  tuiff  for  revenue,  and 
not  for  protection!  which  he  had  established  beyond  the 

Eower  of  cuntrovnv^.  But  lus  speech  on  the  occasion 
ad  been  brought  in  judgment  against  him,  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania.  He  had  since  cast  his  eyes  over 
the  speech;  and  he  would  surprise,  he  had  no  doubt,  the 
Senator,  by  tettiog  him  tha^  with  the  exceptira  of  some 
has^  and  unguarded  expressions,  he  retracted  no- 
thing be  had  uttered  on  that  occauon.  He  only  asked 
that  ne  might  be  jut^d  in  reference  to  it,  in  that  spirit 
of  fairness  and  justice  whieh  was  due  to  the  occasion; 
taking  into  consideration  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  delivered,  and  bearing  in  mind  that  the  subject  was 
tariff  for  revenue  and  not  for  protection;  for  reducing 
and  not  raiung  the  revenue.  But,  before  he  explained 
the  then  eonwtion  of  the  country,  from  wtUoh  bis  vatln 
arguments  in  fiiTor  of  the  measure  were  drawn,  it  was 
nmiing  but  an  act  of  jiistiee  to  himself,  that  he  should 
state  a  Act  in  connexion  with  his  speech,  that  was  neces- 
sary to  explain  what  he  had  callea  lusty  and  unguarded 
expreanons.  His  speech  wasan  impromptu;  and,  as  such, 
he  apologized  to  the  House,  as  appears  from  the  speech 
as  printed,  for  offering  his  sentiments  on  the  question, 
whhout  having  duly  reflected  on  the  subject.  It  was  de- 
livered at  the  request  of  a  friend,  when  be  had  not  previ- 
ously the  least  intention  of  addresung  the  Housei  he  al- 
luded to  Samuel  D.  Ingham,  then,  and  now,  as  he  was 
proud  to  say,  a  personal  and.  political  friend;  a  man  of 
talents  and  integrity;  with  a  clear  head  and  firm  and  pat- 
riotic heart;  then  among  the  leading  members  of  the 
House;  in  the  palmy  state  of  his  political  glory,  though 
now  for  a  moment  depresaed  impressed,  did  he  say  ?  no ! 
it  was  hii  State  which  was  deprnsed;  Pennsylvania,  and 
not  Samuel  D.  Ingham!  Pennsylvania,  which  had  de- 
serted bim  under  circumstances,  which,  instead  of  de- 
pressing, ought  to  have  elevated  him  in  her  estimation. 
He  came  to  me,  said  Mr.  C,  when  sitting  at  my  desk, 
writing,  and  said  that  the  House  was  falling  into  some  con- 
fuaioo,  accompanying  it  with  a  remark  uat  I  knew  how 
^fficult  it  was  to  nlly  so  large  a  body  when  once  broken 
on  a  tax  bill,  as  bid  been  experienced  during  the  Iftte 


Having  a  higher  opinion  of  my  influence  than  it 
deserved,  he  requested  me  to  say  something  to  prevent 
the  confunon.  -  I  replied,  said  Mr.  C-,  that  1  was  at  a  loss 
what  to  say;  that  I  had  been  bunly  engaged  on  the  cur- 
rency, which  was  then  in  great  confusion,  and  which,  as  I 
had  stated,  had  been  placed  particularly  under  my 
charge,  as  ehurman  of  the  committee  on  that  subject.  He 
repeated  his  request;  and  the  speech  which  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  has  complimented  so  hig^y  wu  the 
result. 

He  (Mr.  C.)  would  ask,  whether  the  &cU  stated  ou^t 
not,  in  justice,  to  be  borne  in  mind  by  those  who  would 
hold  bim  accountable,  not  only  for  the  general  scope  of 
the  speech,  but  for  every '  word  and  sentence  which  it 
contained?  But,  said  Mr.  in^asking  this  question,  it 
wunot  lua  intention  to  repudiate  the  speech.  All  he 
asked  was,  that  he  might  be  judged  by  the  rules  which, 
in  justice,  belonged  to  the  case.  Let  it  be  rect^Uected 
tbat  the  bill  vas  a  revenue  bill;  and,  of  course,  that  it 
was  constitutional .  He'need  not  remind  the  Senate,  when 
the  measure  is  constitutional,  tbat  all  arguments  calculat-  ' 
ed  to  ^ow  its  beneficial  operation  may  be  legitimately 
pressed  into  service,  without  taking  into  consideration 
whether  the  subject  to  which  the  ailments  refer  be  with- 
in the  sphere  <^  the  constitution  or  not.  If,  for  instance, 
a  question  were  before  the  body  to  lay^a  duty  on  Bibles, 
ana  a  motion  be  made  to  reduce  the  duty,  or  admit  Bibles 
duty  free;  who  could  doubt  tbat  the  argument  in  fiivor  of 
the  motion  that  the  increased  circulation  of  the  Bibles 
WQuld  be  in  favor  of  the  morality  and  religion  of  the 
country  would  be  strictly  proper?  Or,  who  would  sup* 
pose  that  be  who  had  adduced  it  had  comndtted  himself, 
on  the  constitutionality  of  taxing  the  religion  or  morals  of 
the  country  under  the  charge  of  the  Federal  Government? 
Aei^n:  Suppose  the  question  to  be  to  raise  the  duty  on 
silk,  or  any  other  article  of  luxury,  and  that  it  should  be 
supported  on  the  ground  that  it  was  an  article  mainly  con- 
sumed by  the  rich  and  extravagant;  could  it  be  fairly  in- 
ferred tlwt,  in  the  opinion  irf"  the  speaker.  Congress  bad  a 
right  to  pass  sumptuary  laws?  He  only  a^ea  that  these 
plun  rules  be  applied  to  his  argument  on  the  tarHT  of 
1816.  Tbey  turned  almost  entirely  on  the  benefits  which 
manufacturers  conferred  on  the  countr}'  in  time  of  war, 
afid  which  no  one  could  doubt.  The  country  had  recently 
passed  through  such  a  state.  The  world  was  at  that 
time  deeply  agitated  by  the  effects  of  the  great  conflict 
which  had  so  long  raged  in  Europe,  and  which  no  one 
could  tell  how  soon  agun  n^ht  return.  Bonaparte  had 
but  recently  been  overthrown;  the  whtde  southern  part 
of  this  continent  was  in  a  state  of-  revolution,  and  was 
threatened  with  the  interference  of  the  Holy  Alliance, 
which,  had  it  occurred,  must  almost  necessarily  have  in- 
volved this  country  in  a  most  dangerous  conflict.  It  was  un- 
der these  circumstances  that  he  had  delivered  the  speech, 
in  which  he  urged  the  House,  that,  in  the^justment  of 
the  tariff,  reference  ouf^t  to  be  bMl  to  a  state  of  war  as 
well  as  peace;  and  that  its  proviuons  ought  to  be  fixed  on 
tb.e  compound  views  of  the  two  periods;  making  wme  sa- 
crifice in  peace,  in  order  that  the  less  might  be  made  in 
war.  Was  this  principle  false  ?  and,  in  uipng  it,  did  be 
commit  himself  to  that  system  of  oppression  since  grown 
up,  and  which  has  for  its  object  the  enriching  of  one  por- 
tion of  the  country  at  the  expense  of  the  other? 
-  Mr.  C.  sud,  the  plain  rule  in  all  sudi  cases  was,  that 
when  a  measure  was  proposed,  the  fint  thing  was  to  aseer- 
tMn  its  constitutionality:  and,  that  being  ascertained,  the 
next  was  its  expediency;  which  last  opened  the  whole 
field  of  argument  for  and  agiinst.  Every  topic  ma^  be 
urged,  calculated  to  prove  it  wise  or  unwise.  So  in  a 
bill  to  raise  imposts;  it  must  first  be  ascertained  that  the 
bill  is  based  on  tiie  principles  of  revenue,  and  that  the 
money  raised  b  necessary  for  the  wuiti  of  the  country. 
These  being  aioertafaied,  every  arguisent,  direct  and  in- 
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direct,  luy  be  fairly  offered,  which  nwy  f^o  to  ihow  that* 
under  all  the  circumstances,  the  prorisiona  of  the  bill  are 
proper  or  improper.  Had  this  plain  and  simple  role  been 
adhered  to,  we  should  never  have  heard  of  the  complaint 
of  South  Carolina.  Her  objection  is  not-agfainst.thc  im* 
proper  modification  of  a  bill  acknowlecfged  to  be  for  re- 
venue) but  that,  under  the  name  of  impoits,  a  power,  es- 
sentially different  from  the  tanng  power,  is  cxercisedt 
partaking  much  more  of  the  duracter  of  a  penal^  than 
a  tax.  Nothing  is  more  common  than  that  things  closely 
resembling  in  appearance  diould  widely  and  essentially 
differ  in  their  cliaraeter.  Arsenic,  ^for  instance,  resembles 
floun  yet  one  is  deadly  poison,  and  the  other  that  which 
constitutes  the  staff  of  life.  So,  duties  imposed,  whether 
for  revenue  or  protection,  may  be  called  impoatsj  which, 
though  nonumUy  and  apparently  the  aame,  yet  differ  es- 
sentially in  their  real  chancter. 

Mr.  C.  aaid  he  should  now  return  to  his  speech  on  the 
tariff  of  1816.  1*0  determine  what  his  opinions  really 
were  oa  the  subject  of  protection  at  that  time,  it  would 
be  proper  to  advert  to  bissentinienta  before  and  afiertliat 
period.  His  sentimenta  preceding  1816,  on  this  subject, 
are  matter  of  record.  He  came  into  Congress  in  1812,  a 
devoted  friend  and  supporter  of  the  then  administration; 
yet  one  of  his  firat  efforts  WM  to  bnve  theadmiiustration, 
by  opposing  its  &Torite  measure,  the  reattictive  mtem — 
embaiikp*  non>intercourse,and  all'-«ndthat  upon  the  prin- 
ciple m  free  trade.  The  system  remained  in  fiuhion  for 
a  timei  but  after  the  overthrow  of  Bonaparte,  be  (Mr.  C .) 
had  reported  a  bill,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Ueta- 
tions,  to  repeal  the  whole  system  of  restrictive  mea- 
sures. 

While  the  bill  was  under  conndention,  a  worthy  man, 
then  a  member  of  the  House,  [Hr.  ftbKiM,  Baltimore,] 
moved  to  except  the  nDn<importation  act,  which  he  sup- 
ported on  the  ground  of  encouragement  to  m^nuiactures. 
He  (Hr.  C.)  resisted  the  motion  on  the  very  grounds  on 
which  Mr.  McKim  supported  it  He  mMntained  that  the 
manufactures  were  then  receiving  too  mudk  protection, 
and  warned  its  friends  that  the  wiliidrawal  of  the  protec- 
tion which  the  nr  and  the  hig^  duties  then  afforded 
would  cause  great  embarrassmenti  and  that  the  true  poli- 
cy, in  the  pwan  time,  was  to  admit  foreign  goods  as  freely 
as  possible,  in  order  to  diminish  the  anticipated  embar- 
rassment on  the  return  of  peace;  intimating,  at  the  same 
time,  his  desire  to  see  the  tariff  revised,  with  a  view  of 
afRmling  a  moderate  and  permanent  protection.* 
•  Sudi  WM  bis  conduct  before  1816.  Shortly  after  that 
period  he  left  Congress,  and  had  no  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing known  his  sentiments  in  reference  to  the  protective 
system,  which  shortly  after  began  to  be  agitated.  But  he 
bad  the  most  conclusive  evidence  that  he  considered  the 
arrangement  of  the  revenue  in  1816  as  growing  out  of 
4he  necesntv  of  the  case,  and  due  to  the  conrideration 
of  juaticej  but  that  even  at  that  eiu-ly  period  he  was  not 
without  his  fears  that  even  that  arrangement  would  levl 
to  abuse  and  future  difficulties.  He  regretted  tlMt  tae 
had  been  compelled  to  dwelt  so  loi^  on  himself  t  but  trust- 
ed that  whatever  censure  might  be  incurred  would  not  be 
directed  against  him,  but  against  those  who  had  drawn  his 
conduct  into  the  controversy;  and  who  nught  hope,  by 
asssdling  his  motives,  to  wound  the  cause  with  which  be 
was  proud  to  be  identified. 

He  might  add,  that  all  the  Southern  States  voted  with 
South  Cardina  in  support  of  the  bill;  not  that  ^ey  had 
any  interest  in  manu&ctures,  but  on  the  ground  that  they 
had  supported  the  war,  and,  of  course,  felt  a  correspond- 
ing obligation  to  siiatain  those  establishments  whicn  bad 
grown  up  under  the  encounigenjient  it  had  incidentally  af> 
forded;  while  most  of  the  New  England  membera  were 

*  See  Mr.  C.'s  speech  in  the  National  IntetligeDcer,  April, 
1614. 


opposed  to  the  measure,  principally,  as  he  beKeved,  on 
opporite  principles. 

He  had  now,  he  trusted,  satisfactorily  repelled  the 
chai^  against  the  State  and  himself  personally,  in  refi>r- 
ence  to  the  tariff  of  1816.  Whatever  support  the  State 
had  given  the  bill  had  originated  in  the  most  disinterest- 
ed motives. 

There  was  not,  within  the  limits  of  the  State,  so  far  as 
his  memory  served  him,  a  single  eottmi  or  woi^en  estab- 
lishment. Her  whole  dependence  was  on  agriculture, 
and  the  cultivation  of  two  great  staples,  rice  wA  cotton. 
Her  obvious  policy  was  to  keep  open  the  market  of  the 
world  unchecked  and  unrestricted;  to  buy  cheap  and  to 
sell  high;  but,  from  a  feeling  of  kindness,  combined  with 
a  sense  dS  justice,  slie  added  her  auppmt  to  the  bill.  We 
had  been  told  by  the  agents  of  the  manufteturen^  that 
the  protectioo  which  the  measure  afforded  would  be  suf- 
ficienti  to  which  we  the  more  readily  conceded,  as  it  was 
connderedasafinal  adjustment  of  tiie  question. 

Let  lis  how,  said  Mr.  C,  turn  our  eyes  forward,  and  see 
what  has  been  the  conduct  of  the  parties  to  this  arrange- 
ment. Have  Carolina  and  the  South  disturbed  this  ad- 
justment? No,  they  have  never  raised  their  vwce  in  a 
single  instance  M^ainst  itt  even  though  this  measure,  mo- 
denttc  comparafavely  as  it  is,  waa  felt  with  noineitondeni- 
ble  pressure  on  their,  interests.  Waa  this  exan^le  inutat- 
ed  on  the  opposite  side)  Far  otherwise.  Scarcely  bad 
ttie  President  signed  his  name,  before  application  was 
made  for  an  increase  of  duties^  which  was  repeated  with 
demands  continually  grovring,  till  the  paaawe  of  the  act 
of  1638.  What  course  now,  he  would  ask,  aid  it  become 
Carolina  to  pursue  in  reference  to  these  dcanands^  In- 
stead of  acquiescing  in  them,  because  she  bad  acted  gen- 
erously in  ^justing  the  tariff  of  1816,  she  saw,  in  her 

fenerosity  on  that  occasion,  additional  motives  tot  that 
rm  and  decided  >e«Htance  which  she  baa  »ac«  made 
against  the  system  of  protection.  She  accordingly  com- 
menced a  i^atematic  opposition  to  all  further  encroach- 
ments, which  continued  from  1818  tilt  1838,  by  discosaioos 
and  by  resolutions,  by  remonstrances  and  by  sroteMs, 
through  her  Legislidure.  Theoeall  prored  insuittMent  to 
stem  the  current  of  enennchmenti  but,  noturatlMtaiidiiK 
the  heavy  pressure  on  herindustry,  she  never  deqnircd  m 
relief  till  ttie  paa»ge  of  the  act  of  1838— that  bill  of  abo- 
minations, engendered  by  avarice  and  political  intrigue. 
Its  adoption  opened  the  eyes  of  the  State,  and  gave  a  new 
character  to  the  controversy.  Till  then  the  ^uestimi  had 
been  whether  the  protective  system  was  constitutional  and 
expedient;  but  after  tiia^  she  no  lfln|(er  coondered  the- 
question  wheUier  the  tight  of  regulating  tbe  indu^  of 
the  States  waa  a  reserved  or  delegated  power,  but  wbnt 
right  a  State  poaseaaes  to  defend  her  reserved  powers 
against  the  encroachments  of  the  Federal  Government;  a 
question,  on  the  deciwon  of  wluch,  the  value  of  all  the  re- 
served powers  depends.  The  passs^  of  the  act  of  1828, 
with  all  its  <M]jectionable  features,  and  with  tlte  odious 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  adopted,  had  almoK,  if 
not  entirdy.  ckised  tbedoitf  of  hiqie  tbrouglk  the  GeaenJ 
Government.  It  afforded  conclusive  endence  that  no 
reastmable  prospect  of  relief  from  Congress  could  be  en- 
tertained; yet  the  near  approach  of  the  period  of  tbe  pay- 
ment of  tbe  public  debt,  and  the  elevation  of  GcnenI 
Jackson  to  the  Presidency,  still  afforded  a  rsy  hope; 
not  so  strong,  however,  as  to  prevent  tbe  State  &m  turn- 
ing her  eyes,  for  a  final  relief,  to  her  reserved  yomcn. 

Under  these  drcumstances  commenced  that  mquiiy  in-' 
to  the  nature  and  extait  of  the  reserved  powen  of  a 
State,  and  the  means  which  they  aff(»ded  of  resistaocc 
against  the  encroachments  of  tbe  General  Govemmeot, 
which  has  been  pursued  with  to  much  zeal  and 
and,  he  might  add,  intelligence.  Never  waa  there  a 
tical  diseusSon  canied  on  with  greater  acting,  and  wli 
appeiled  more  directly  to  the  inteU^enoe  u  a  < 
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ty.  ThrouKltout  the  whole,  no  iddreu  wu  nuide  to  the 
low  Aid  vu^pir  pMBioni.  But,  on  the  contrary,  the  d»- 
cusaion  turned  apon  the  big'her  principles  of  politic*! 
economy,  connected  with  the  operations  of  the  tariff  sys- 
tem, which  are  calculated  to  show  its  real  bearing  on  thQ 
interests  of  the  State,  and  on  the  structure  of  our  politi- 
cal Bvsteroi  ^ing  to  show  the  true  character  of  the  rela- 
tionaoetween  the  States  and  the  Gcnenl  Goverftmentt  and 
the  means  which  the  States  poasesB  of  defending  tboae 
powers  which  they  reserved  in  forming  the  Tederal  Gor- 
ernment. 

In  this  great  canYaaa,  men  of  the  most  comnunding  tal- 
ents and  acquirements  engaged  with  the  greatest  ardori 
And  Uie  people  were  addreasied  through  every  channel, 
by  essays  in  the  public  press,  and  by  speeches  in  their 
public  assemblies,  until  they  had  become  thoroughly  in* 
structed  on  the  nature  of  theoppresuon,  and  en  the  rights 
which  they  possess  under  tbe  coaftitution«  to  throw 
them  off*. 

If  gentlemen  suppose  that  the  stand  taken  by  the  peo- 
ple of  Carolina  rests  on  passion  and  deluaioa,  they  are 
wholly  mistaken.  The  case  was  far  otherwise.  No  com- 
munity, from  the  legislator  to  the  ploughman,  were  ever 
better  instructed  in  their  rightsi  and  the  resistance  on 
which  the  SUte  had  resolved  wu  the  reailt  of  mature 
reflection,  accompanied  with  a  deep  conviction  that  their 
rights  had  been  violated,  and'the  means  oT  redress  which 
they  have  adopted  are  conratent  ^th  tbe  principles  of 
the  constitution. 

But  white  this  active  canvass  was  earned  on,  which 
looked  to  the  reserved  powers  as  their  final  redress,  if  all 
Others  fwleA,  the  State  at  the  same  time  cherished  a  hope, 
as  I, have  already  stated,  that  the  election  of  General 
Jackson  to  thePrendency  would  prevent  thenecesnty 
of  k  resort  to  extremitiea.  He  was  identified  with  the 
interests  of  the  staple  Statest  and,  having  tbe  same  interest, 
it  was  believed  that  his  great  popularity — a  popularity  of 
the  strongest  character,  as  it  rested  on  military  services- 
would  enable  him,  as  they  hoped,  gradually  to  bring 
down  the  system  of  protection,  without  shock  or  injur}-  to 
amy  interest.  Under  diete  views,  the  canvasi  in  favor  of 
General  Jackson's  election  to  the  Prendency  was  carried 
on  with  great  zeal,  in  conjunction  with  that  active  inquiry 
into  the  reserved  powers  of  the  States,  on  which  final  reli- 
ance was  placed.  But  tittle  did  the  people  of  Carolina 
dream  that  the  man  whom  they  were  thus  striving  to  ele- 
vate to  the  highest  scat  of  power  would  prove  so  utterly 
&lse  to  alt  thnr  hopes.  Man  is,  indeed,  ignorant  of  the 
future}  nor  was  there  ever  a  stronger  ittustration  of  the 
observatiou  than  u  afibrded  by  tbe  result  of  that  election ! 
Tbe  very  event  on  which  they  had  built  their  hopes  has 
been  turned  agunst  them;  and  tbe  very  individual  to 
whom  they  looked  as  a  deliverer,  and  whom,  under  that 
impresnon,  they  strove  for  so  many  years  to  elevate  to 
power,  is  now  the  most  powerful  instrument  in  the  hands 
of  bis  and  their  bitterest  opponents  to  put  down  them  and 
their  cause! 

Scarcely  had  he  been  elected,  when  it  became  appar- 
ent, from  the  organization  of  Us  cabinet,  and  otlier  iniK- 
catiou^  that  all  their  hopes  of  reUef  through  him  were 
blasted.  Tbe  admission  of  a  single  individual  into  the  ca- 
binet, under  the -circumstances  which  accompanied  that 
■dmusion,  threw  all  into  confiision.  The  mischievous  in- 
fluence over  the  President,  through  which  this  in<Uvidual 
was  admitted  into  the  cabinet,  soon  became  apparent. 
Instead  of  turning  his  eyes  forward  to  the  period  of  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt,  wluch  was  then  near  at  bud, 
nnd  to  the  present  dangerous  political  crisis,  which  was 
inentable,  unlesa  averted  by  a  timely  and  wise  system  of 
mettures,  the  attention  of  the  President  was  absorbed  by 
mere  party  arrangements,  and  circumstances  too  disrepa 
t^le  to  be  mentioned  here,  except  by  tbe  moat  distant 
allurion. 

Vol.  IX.— 34. 


Here,  Mr.  C.  said,  he  must  pauae  for  a  romnent  to  re- 
pel a  diarge  which  has  been  bo  often  made,  and  which 
even  tbe  President  has  rriterated  in  his  proelaaiation— 
the  chuge  that  he  had  been  actuated,  in  the  part  which 
he  had  taken,  by  feelings  of  disappointed  ambition.  Mr. 
C  again  repeated,  thatlie  deeply  regretted  the  necessity 
of  noticing  himself  in  so  important  a  discussion,  and  that 
nothing  could  induce  bim  to  advert  to  his  own  course  but 
the  conviction  that  it  was  due  to  the  eauie,  at  which  a 
blow  was  aimed,  through  him.  It  was  only  in  tUs  i4ew 
that  be  noticed  it. 

Mr.  C.  and  it  ill  beeame  the  Chief  Hanstrate  to  make 
this  chai^.  The  course  which  the  State  tiad  taken,  and 
which  hM  led  to  the  present  controversy  between  her  and 
the  General  Government,  was  taken  as  far  back  as  1838, 
in  the  very  midst  of  that  severe  canvass  which  placed  him 
in  poweri  and  in  that  very  canvass  Carolina  bad  openly 
avowed  and  xealoualy  maintuned  these  very  jRinoplea 
which  he  now  offiinaliy  pronoonoes  to  be  treason  and  re- 
bellion. That  was  tbe  period  at  wbicb  he  ought  to  have 
mok«i>  Having  remained  nient  then,  and  having,  under 
bis  approval,  implied  by  that  silence,  received  the  sup- 
port apd  the  vote  of  tbe  State,  he,  (Mr.  C-,)  if  a  sense 
of  decorum  did  not  prevent  ^t,  mig^it  recriminate,  with 
tbe  double  charge  of  deception  and  ingratitude.'  Hia  ob- 
ject, however,  was  not  to  aisail  the  Prendent,  but  to  de- 
fend himself  against  a  most  unfounded  charge.  The  time 
alone,  when  Iw  pursued  the  course  upon  which  this  chatge 
of  disappointed  ambition  is  founded,  will,  of  itself,  repel 
it  in  the  eye  of  every  unprejudiced  and  honest  man.  The 
doctrine  which  he  now  sustMns,  under  the  present  diffi- 
culties, he  openly  avowed  and  maintained  immediately  af- 
ter ihe  act  of  18S8,  ttiat  "bill  of  abominations,"  as  it  has 
been  so  often  and  properiy  termed.  Was  he;  at  that  peri- 
od disapptunted  in  any  views  of  ambition  which  be  might 
be  supposed  to  entert^n?  He  was  Vice  Preudent  of  the 
United  States,  elected  by  an  overwhelming  majority.  He 
was  a  candidal  for  re-election  on  tbe  ticket  with  General 
Jackson  himself,  with  a  certun  prospect  of  a  triumphant 
success  of  that  ticket,  and  with  a  fiur  proq)ect  of  the 
highest  ofiice  to  which  an  American  ntiien  could  aspire. 
Wbal  was  his  course  nndertiwse  proipeets?  IMd  belook 
to  his  own  advancement,  or  to  an  honest  and  &ithful  dis- 
cbarge of  his  duty*  Let  ftcts  ipetk  for  themselves. 
When  the  bill  to  which  be  had  referred  came  from  the 
other  House  to  tbe  Senate,  the  almost  universal  imprea. 
Kon  was,  that  its  bte  would  depend  upon  his  casting  vole. 
It  was  known  that,  as  the  bill  then  stood,  tbe  Senate  was 
nearly  equally  divided}  and  as  it  was  a  combined  measure, 
originating  with  the  politiciana  and  numafaetarers,  and 
intended  as  much  to  bear  upon  the  PreMential  election 
as  to  protect  manv^cturers,  it  was  believed  that,  as  a 
stroke  of  pcditical  policy,  its  fiite  would  be  made  to  de- 
pend oi^  his  vote,  in  order  to  defeat  General  Jackson^ 
election  as  well  as  bis  own.  The  friends  of  General 
Jackson  were  alarmed]  and  he  (Mr.  C.)  was  earnestly  en- 
treated to  leave  the  chair,  in  order  to  avoid  the  responri- 
bili^,  under  the  plamnble  argument  that  if  the  Senate 
sbouM  be  equally  divided,  the  bill  would  be  lost  without 
the  ud  of  his  casting  vote.  The  reply  to  tlus  entreaty 
was,  that  no  C(»inderation,  personal  to  himself,  could  in- 
duce him  to  take.sueh  a  coursei  that  he  conridered  the 
measure  as  of  tbe  most  dangerous  charac^,  calcuhted  to 
produce  the  most  fearful  crisis{  that  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt  was  just  U  hand,  and  that  the  great  increase 
of  revenue  whiefa  it  would  pour  into  the  treasurv  would 
aece1entetheapproaehoftiiatperiod(  and  that  the  coun- 
try would  be  plued  in  the  most  trying  of  all  rituations, 
with  an  immense  revenue,  without  the  means  of  absorp- 
tion upon  any  legitimate  or  constitutional  object  of  appro- 
priation, and  would  be  compelled  to  submit  to  all  the  cor- 
raptii^  consequences  of  a  large  surplus,  or  to  make  a 
sudden  reduetnn  of  the  rttn  of  dutiefk  whidi  would 
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prove  ruinoui  to  die  very  iDteruU  wUeh  were  then  fore* 
iuf  the  puaage  of  the  bill.  Under  these  viewi  he  deter 
mined  to  remiun  in  the  chair,  uid,  if  the  bill  came  to  him, 
to  give  hia  casting  vote  agunst  it{  and*  in  doing  to,  to  give 
his  reasons,  at  latget  but  at  the  same  time,  he  infonned 
lus  friends  that  be  would  reUre  from  the  ticket,  so  that  the 
•lection  of  General  Jackson  might  not  be  embarrassed  by 
any  act  of  bis.  Sir,  (said  Hr.  C.,)  I  was  amazed  at  the 
buy  and  infatuatitm  of  that  {leriod.  Soeompletely  ab- 
•01^  was  Congress  in  the  game  of  Mnbttion  and  avarice, 
from  the  double  impulse  of  the  manu&ctiuert  and  politi- 
cians, that  none  but  a  few  appeared  to  tuiticipate  the  pre- 
sent criua  at  which  now  all  are  alarmed,  but  which  is  the 
Inevitable  result  of  what  was  then  done.  As  to  himself, 
he  clearly  foresaw  what  has  since  followed.  The  road  of 
ambition  lay  open  before  hire)  he  had  but  to  follow  the 
corrupt  tendency  of  the  timcst  but  he  chose  to  tread  the 
tuggea  path  of  duty: 

u  was  thus  that  the  reasonable  hope  <^  relief  Arough 
the  election  of  General  Jackson  was  blaatedt  but  stiU,  one 
other  bope  remained— that  the  final  discharge  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  an  event  near  at  band,  would  remove  our  bur- 
den. That  event  would  leave  in  the  treasury  a  large  sur- 
plusi  a  suiplus  that  could  not  be  expended  under  the 
most  •xttmvannt  ■ehemet  of  appropiialion,  having  tiie 
least  c«lar  decency  or  constitutionality.  That  event 
at  last  arrtred.  At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  it  was 
avowed  on  all  udea,  that  the  public  debt,  for  all  prvctical 

EurpoMS,  was  in  fact  paidt  the  small  surplus  remaining 
eing  nearhr  covered  by  the  money  in  the  treasury  and 
the  bonds  for  duties  which  had  alrndy  accrued;  but  with 
the  arrival  of  this  event,  our  last  hope  was  doomed  to  be 
disapptunted.  After  a  loiw  sesNOn  of  many  months  and 
the  most  earnest  effort  on  the  part  of  South  CiivHna  and 
the  other  Southern  States  to  ootain  relief,  ill  that  conld 
be  effected  was  a  small  reduction  in  the  amount  of  the 
dutiesi  but  a  reduction  of  such  a  character,  that,  while  it 
diminished  the  amount  of  burden,  distributed  that  burden 
more  unequally  that  even  the  obnonous  act  of  1S28:  re- 
serving  the  principle  adopted  by  the  bill  of  1816,  of  lay- 
ing higher  duties  on  the  unprotected  than  the  protected 
articles,  by  repealing  almoat  entirely  the  duties  hid  upon 
the  fonner,  and  imponng  the  burden  almost  entirely  on 
the  htter.  It  was  thus,  that  instead  of  relief*  instead  of 
an  equal  distribution  of  the  burdens  and  benefits  of  the 
Government,  on  the  payment  of  the  debt,  as  had  been 
fondly  anticupaled,  the  duties  were  so  arranged  as  to  be, 
in  fact,  bounties  on  one  side,  and  taxation  on  thfe  otheri 
and  thus  placing  the  two  great  sections  of  the  country  in 
£reet  conflict  in  reference  to  its  fiscal  action,  and  thereby 
letting  in  that  flood  of  pditka!  corruption  which  threatens 
to  sweep  away  our  constitution  and  our  liberty. 

This  unequal  and  unjust  arrangement  Iras  pronounced, 
Iwtli  by  the  administration,  through  its  proper  organ,  the 
Secretsoy  of  the  Treasury,  and  by  the  opposition,  to  be  a 
permanent  adjustment;  and  it  was  {hus  that  all  hope  of 
relief  through  the  action  of  the  Oenetvl  Government  ter- 
minated; and  the  ^ists  so  long  apprehended  hadat  length 
arrived,  at  which  the  Stato  was  compelled  to  choose  be- 
tween abaohite  acquiescence  in  a  nunous  ^rstem  of  op- 
presBBB,  or  «  resort  to  her  reserved  powers— powers  of 
winch  she  atone  was  the  rightful  judge,  and  which  alone 
in  tbia  monentoua  juncture  could  save  her.  She  deter- 
mined on  the  latter. 

The  consent  of  two-thirds  of  her  Legislature  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  call  of  a  convention,  which  was  conndered 
the  only  legitimate  organ  throu^  which  the  people,  in 
their  sovereign^;  could  speak.  After  an  arduous  atrug* 
gle,  tiie  State  righu  patty  sueeeedcdi  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  both  branches  of  the  Legishtore'foTorable  to  a 
convention  were  elected;  a  convention  was  held,  and  the 
ordinance  adopted.  Hie  convcntimi  waa  succeeded  by  a 
mee^gof  the  I.q^riature,  when  the  laws  to  carry  tlie 
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ordinance  into  exeention  were  enacted)  aU  of  which  had 
been  communicated  by  the  Prerident,  had  been  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  uie  Ju^daryi  and  this  bill  ia  the  re- 
sult of  their  labor. 

Having  now,  said  llr.  C>,  corrected  some  of  the  promi- 
nent misrepresentations  as  to  the  nature  of  this  contro- 
versy, and  given  a  rapid  sketch  of  the  movement  of  the 
State  In  reference  to  it,  1m  would  next  proceed  to  notice 
some  objections  connected  with  the  orainance,  and  the 
proceedings  under  it. 

The  first  and  most  prominent  of  these  is  directed  agdost 
what  is  called  the  test  oath,  which  an  effort  has  been  made 
to  render  odious.  3o  far  fromdeserving  the  denunciation 
which  had  been  levelled  against  it,  he  viewed  this  provi- 
non  of  the  ordinance  as  but  the  natural  result  of  the  doc- 
trines  entertained  by  the  State,  and  the  position  which 
she  occupies.  The  people  of  that  State  believed  that 
the  Union  is  a  union  of  States,  and  not  of  individuatst 
that  it  was  formed  by  the  States;  and  titat  the  citizens  of 
the  several  States  were  bound  to  it  through  the  acta  of 
their  several  States;  that  each  State  ratified  the  constitu- 
tion for  itself,  and  that  it  waa  only  by  such  ratification  of  a 
State  that  any  obligation  was  imposed  upon  the  citizens. 
Thus  believing,  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Caro- 
Una  that  it  belonged  to  tiie  State  winen  had  imposed 
the  obli^tion  to  declare,  in  ttie  last  resort,  tbe  extent  of 
that  obhgation,  as  ftr  as  her  dtizens  were  concerned;  and 
this^  upon  the  plain  principles  which  exist  in  all  analogona 
cases  of  compact  between  sovereign  or  political  bodies. 
On  this  principle,  the  people  of  the  State,  acting  in  their 
sovereign  capacity,  in  convention,  precisely  as  they  had 
adopted  their  own  and  the  federal  constitutions,  had  de- 
clared, by  the  ordinance,  that  the  acts  of  Congress  which 
bad  imposed  duties  under  the  authority  to  uj  imposts, 
were  acts,  not  for  .revenue,  aa  intended  by  tbe  constitution, 
but  for  protection!  and  therefore  mill  and  void.  The  or- 
dinance, ^tbutf  enacted  br  tiie  people  of  the  State  them- 
selves, acting  as  a  sovereign  community,  was,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  a  part  of  the  constitution  of  the  State;  and 
though  of  a  peculiar  character,  was  aa  obligatoTy  on  th« 
citizens  of  that  State  ss  any  portion  of  the  constitution. 
In  prescribing,  then,  the  oath  to  obey  the  ordinance,  no 
more  was  done  than  to  prescribe  an  oath  to  obey  the  con- 
stitution.  It  was,  in  bet,  but  a  particuhir  oath  of  allegi- 
ance, and  in  every  respect  amilar  to  that  which  is  pre- 
scribefl  under  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  to  be 
administered  to  all  officers  of  the  State  and  Federal  Gov- 
ernments; and  was 'no  more  deserving  the  harsh  and  bit- 
ter epithets  which  had  been  heaped  upon  it,  than  that  or 
any  Similar  oath. 

It  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that,  according  to  die 
opinion  which  prevailed  in  Carolina,  the  right  of  renst- 
ance  to  the  unconstitutional  laws  of  Congress  belongs  to 
the  Stale,  and  not  to  her  indiridual  citizens;  and  that, 
though  the  latter  may,  in  a  mere  question  of  meum  and 
^uuffl,  reust,  through  the  courts,  an  unconstitutional  en- 
croachment upon  their  rights,  yet  the  final  stand  agMnst 
usurpation  rests  not  with  them,  but  with  the  State  of 
which  they  are  members;  and  that  such  act  of  revatance 
by  a  Stete  binds  ^e  conscience  and  allegiance  of  the  citi- 
zen. But  there  appeared  to  be  a  general  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  State  had  acted  under 
this  part  of  the  ordinance.  Instead  of  sweeping  every 
officer,  by  a  general  proscription  oF  the  minority,  aa  has 
been  represented  in  debate,  as  far  as  the  knowledge  of 
Hr.  C.  extends,  not  a  tingle  individual  had  been  removed. 
The  SUte  had,  in  fkcU  acted  with  the  greatest  tenderness, 
all  circumstances  considered,  towards  citizens  who  differ- 
ed ftom  Uie  msjority;  and,  in  that  spirit,  had  directed  tbe 
oatii  to  be  administered  on^  in  eases  of  some  official  act 
directed  to  be  performed,  in  which  obedience  to  the  ordi- 
nance was  involved. 

It  had  been  forther  objected  that  the  State  bad  acted 
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precipitately.  What!  precipitately  I  after  making  a  stren- 
uous resiatance  for  twelve  yean,  by  ^scunion  here  and  in 
the  other  House  of  Congreaii  by  etnys  in  all  forms;  by 
MMlutiona,  remonftrancesf  and  prote^  on  the  part  of 
her  Landatarci  and,  floally,  by  attemptingM  appeal  to  Uie 
judiciar  power  of  the  United  States?  He  tatd  attempt- 
ing, for  they  bad  t»een  prevented  from  bringing  the  ques- 
tion before  the  court,  and  that  by  an  act  of  that  very 
majority  in  Congreas  which  now  upbrud  them  for  not  mak- 
ing that  appeut  of  that  majority,  whot  on  a  motion  of 
one  fif  the  members  in  the  otoer  Houm  from  South  Caro- 
hm»  refused  to  give  to  the  act  of  1838  Hi  true  title,  that  it 
was  a  protective,  and  not  a  revenue  act  Hie  State  has 
never,  it  is  true,  relied  upon  that  tribunal,  the  Supreme 
Cour^  to  vin^cate  its  reserved  rightst  yet  they  have  al- 
ways conndered  it  as  an  auxiliary  means  of  defence,  of 
which  they  would  ^adly  have  availed  themselves  to  test 
theeonstilationality  of  protection,  had  tiiey  not  been  de- 
prived of  the  meant  <i€  dtung  so  by  the  act  of  the  maj  ori  ty . 

Notwithstajiding  tlus  long  deky  of  more  thui  ten  years, 
under  this  continued  eneraaehment  of  the  Govemment, 
we  now  hear  it  on  all  aides,  by  friends  and  foes,  gravelv 
pronounced  that  the  State  has  acted  precipitately— that 
her  conduct  has  been  rash !  That  such  should  be  the  lan- 
guage of  an  interested  majori^,  who.  by  means  of  this 
uneonstitutiooal  and  oppressive  system,  are  annually  ez- 
loiteg  Diilliona  frun  the  South  to  be  bestowed  upon  other 
Kctien^  was  not  at  all  surprittng.  Whatever  inpedes 
the  eoune  of  avarice  and  ambition  will  ever  be  denounced 
as  rash  and  precipitate;  and  bad  South  Carolina  delayed 
her  renstance  fifty  instead  of  twelve  years,  she  would 
have  beard  from  the  same  quarter  the  same  language;  but 
it  was  really  surprising  that  those  who  weri  suffering  in 
common  with  berself,  and  who  have  complained  equally 
loud  nt  their  grievances,  who  had  pronounced  the  very 
acta  which  Ae  had  asserted  wid^n  her  Ihnits  to  be  oppres- 
sive, unconstitutional,  and  ruinous,  afler  so  long  a  strug- 
^e— a  struggle  longer  than  that  which  preceded  the  separa- 
tion of  these  States  from  the  mother  country — ^longer  than 
the  period  of  the  Trojan  war — should  now  complain  of  pre- 
ctpitaacy!  No,  it  is  not  Carolina  which  has  acted  precipi- 
tately, but  her  Mster  States^  who  have  suffered  in  common 
with  her,  that  have  acted  tardily.  Had  they  acted  as  she 
has  done,  bad  they  perfurmed  their  duty  with  equal  ener. 
gy  and  pronptnea^  our  Mtuation  this  day  would  be  very 
diffimotfhmi  what  we  now  find  it.  Delays  are  said  to  be 
daogeroua,  and  nevftr  was  the  maxim  more  true  than  in  the 
present  case — a  case  of  monopoly.  It  is  the  very  nature 
of  moBOpolies  to  grow.  If  we  take  from  one  ude  a  large 
portion  of  Uie  proceeds  of  its  labor,  and  give  it  to  the 
other,  the  side  from  which  we  take  must  constantly  decay, 
and  that  to  which  we  give  must  prosper  and  increase. 
Such  ia  the  action  of  the  protective  system.  It  exacts 
from  the  South  a  lai^  portion  of  the  proceeds  of  iu  in- 
dustry, which  it  bestows  upon  the  other  sections,  in  the 
shape  of  bounties  to  manufacturers  and  appropriations  in 
a  tbousand  fiums — pennons,  improvement  of  rivers  and  har- 
bors, roads  and  canals^  and  in  every  shape  that  wit  or  inge- 
nuity can  devise.  Can  we,  then,  be  anrprised  tiiat  the 
principle  of  nwnopoly  grows,  when  tt  ia  so  amply  remu- 
nerated at  the  expense  of  those  who  support  it?  And  this 
is  the  real  reason  of  the  fiict  which  we  witness:  that  all 
acta  lor  protection  pass  with  small  minorities,  but  soon 
come  to  be  sustained  by  great  and  ovcrwhelmhig  majori- 
tiea>  Those  who  seek  me  monopoly  endeavor  to  obtain 
H  ia  the  most  exclusive  shape;  and  they  take  care,  accord- 
ingly* to  associate  only  a  sufficient  number  of  interests 
barehr  to  pass  it  through  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  on 
the  phun  principle  that  the  greater  the  number  from  whtna 
the  monopoly  takes,  and  the  fewer  on  whom  it  bestows, 
tbe  Kieater  is  tbe  advantage  to  the  monopolists.  Acting 
in  tEii  i^iri^  we  have  mub  seen  irith  what  exact  preci< 
MM  they  count*  adding  wo^  to  wooDeni,  iMooiatiDg  lead 


and  iron,  feelingtheir  way  until  a  bare  majority  is  obtain- 
ed, when  the  biU  passes,  connecting  just  as  many  inter- 
ests u  are  sufficient  to  insure  its  success,  and  no  more.  In 
a  short  time,  however,  we  have  invariably  found  tint  tUs 
lean  becomes  a  decided  majority,  under  the  certain  operation 
which  C(»npelB  individuals  to  desert  tbe  pumiitB  which  tha 
monopoly  has  rendered  unprofitable,  thatthey  may  partii^ 
pate  in  those  pursuits  which  it  has  rendered  profitable.  It  ia 
agunst  this  dangerous  and  growing  ^sease  ^t  South 
Carolina  has  acted — a  disease  whose  cancerous  action 
would  soon  spread  ttf  every  part  of  the  qvtem,  had  it  not 
been  speedily  arrested. 

There  was  another  powerful  reason  why  the  action  of 
the  State  could  not  be  safely  delayed.  Tbe  public  debt^ 
as  he  had  already  stated,  for  all  practical  purposes,  had 
already  been  paid;  and,  under  the  existing  duties,  a  large 
annual  surplus  of  many  millions  must  come  into  the^trea^ 
suiy.  It  was  imposnble  to  look  at  this  state  of  things 
mtikout  seeing  the  most  mischievous  consequences;  and, 
among  others,  if  not  speedily  corrected,  it  would  inter- 
pose powerfol  and  almost  insuperable  obstacles  to  throwing 
off  the  burdens  under  which  the  South  had  been  so  long 
laboring.  The  disporition  of  the  surplus  would  become 
a  subject  of  a  violent  and  corrupt  struggle,  and  could  not 
fail  to  rear  up  new  and  powerful  interests  in  support  of 
the  existing  vfstem,  not  only  in  those  sections  which  have 
been  heretofore  benefited  by  it,  hut  even  in  the  South 
itself.  He  could  not  but  trace  to  the  anticipation  of  this 
state  of  the  treasury  the  sudden  and  extraordinary  move- 
ments which  had  taken  place  at  the  last  session  in  the  Vii^ 
ginia  Legislature,  in  which  the  whole  Houth  was  vitally  in- 
terested. It  was  impoutble  for  any  rational  man  to  be- 
lieve that  that  State  could  seriously  have  thought  of  effect- 
ing the  scheme  to  which  he  alluded  by  her  own  resources^ 
without  powerful  aid  from  the  Genanu  Govemment. 

It  was  next  objected  that  the  enforcing  acts  have  legis- 
lated the  United  States  out  of  South  Carolina.  He  had 
already  replied  to  this  objection  on  another  occanon,  and 
would  now  but  repeat  what  be  then  said — that  they  had 
been  legislated  out  only  to  the  extent  that  th^  had  no 
right  to  enter.  The  constitution  had  admitted  the  juria* 
diction  of  tbe  United  States  within  the  linnts  of  the  seve- 
ral States  only  m  ftr  at  the  delegated  powers  autborizedf 
beyond  that  they  were  intruders,  and  aafgbt  rightfoUy  ha 
expelled;  and  that  they  had  been  efficienUy  expelled  by 
tlie  legislation  of  the  State,  through  her  civil  process^  aa 
has  been  acknowledged  on  all  sides  in  the  debate,  ia  onty 
a  confirmation  of  the  truth  of  the  doctrine  for  vuch  tiie 
majority  In  Carolina  had  contended . 

The  very  point  at  issue  between  the  two  parties  tiicM 
was,  whether  nulMcation  was  a  peaceful  and  an  efficient 
remedy  agwnst  an  unconstitutional  act  of  the  Genera]  Gov- 
ernment, and  which  mig^t  he  asserted  as  such  through  the 
State  tribuiwls.'  Both  parties  agree  that  the  sets  against 
which  it  was  directed  are  unconstitutional  and  oppressive. 
The  controversy  was  only  as  to  the  means  by  woich  our 
citizens  might  he  protected  against  the  acknowledged  en- 
croachments on  their  rights.  Tbit  being  the  pmnt  at  ittue 
between  the  parties,  and  the  very  olgect  of  the  niMority 
being  an  efficient  protection  of  ttie  dtixens  through  tM 
State  tribunals,  the  measures  adopted  to  enforce  the  ordi- 
nance of  course  received  the  mostdecirive  chuacter.  We 
were  not  children,  to  act  by  halvefl.,Tet,  for  actingthus  effi- 
ciently, the  State  is  denounced  and  this  bill  reported,^  to 
overrule,  by  military  force,  the  civil  tribunals  and  <uvil 

Erocess  of  the  State!  Sir,  said  Hr.  C.|  I  conrider  tMi 
ill,  and  the  arguments  which  have  been  urged  on  thb 
floor  in  its  support,  as  the  most  triumphant  acknowledge 
ment  that  ntulificatlon  is  peaceful  and  effideal^  and  so 
deeply  entrenched  in  the  principles  of  our  system,  that  it 
cannot  be  assailed  but  by  proatrating  tbe  constitution,  and 
substituting  tbeaupemaey  of  adfitaiy  foree  in  Beu  of  tfa6 
mprvnac^ol'tfaekwa.  Infiw^theadroeatearftUabiU 
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refute  tbeir  own  arf^meDt.  They  tell  u«  that  the  ordi' 
aiuice  is  uDcnutitutioiMlf  that  it  bifiBCtathecoiutitutiaa 
of  South  Candinai  altboiwli  to  him  the  objection  appean 
absurd,  as  it  was  adopted  by  the  very  authority  which 
adopted  the  constitution  itself.  "Hiey  also  tell  us  that  tbe 
Supreme  Court  is  the  appointed  arbiter  of  all  controvert 
sies  between  a  State  and  the  General  Government.  Why, 
tben»  do  they  not  leave  this  controversy  to  that  tribunal.^ 
Why  do  tfaqr  not  omfide  to  them  tbe  abrogation  of  the 
ordinance  and  the  laws  made  in  putwanee  cn  it,  and  the 
assertion  of  that  supremacy  which  they  claim  fof  the  laws 
of  Congress?  The  State  stands  pledged  to  resist  no  pro- 
cess of  the  court.  Wh^,  then,  confer  on  the  Pre«aent 
the  extensive  and  unlimited  powers  provided  in  this  bill? 
Why  authorize  him  to  use  military  force  to  arrest  the 
civil  process  of  tbe  State }  But  one  answer  can  be  given . 
That,  in  a  contest  between  the  State  and  the  General 
Govemmenta,  if  tbe  renstance  be  limited  on  both  ndea 
to  the  avil  process,  tbe  State*  by  its  inherent  sove- 
reignty, stanmng  upon  its  reserved  powers,  will  prove  too 
powerful  in  such  a  controversy,  u\d  must  triumph  over 
the  Federal  Government,  sustamed  by  its  delegated  and 
limited  authority;  and,  in  this  answer,  we  have  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  truth  of  those  great  principles  for  which 
the  State  haa  so  firmly  and  nobly  contendea. 

Hannr  made  these  remarks,  the  great  question  It  now 
presented — has  Coiq(ress  the  right  to  pasa  tliis  bill? — 
which  be  would  next  proceed  to  conwder.  The  decision 
of  this  question  involves  the  inquiry  into  tbe  provisions  of 
the  bill.  What  are  they?  It  puts  at  tbe  disposal  of  the 
Prendent  the  army  and  navy,  and  the  entire  militia  of  the 
country.  It  enables  him,  at  his  pleasure,  to  subject  every 
man  in  the  United  States,  not  exempt  fnm  militia  duty, 
to  martial  lawt  to  caU  bbn  from  hb  ordinaty  occupation 
to  tbe  field,  and,  under  dke  penal^-  of  fine  xaA  imprison- 
ment inflicted  by  a  eourt-mutia],  to  imbrue  hia  hand  in 
bis  brothers'  blood.  There  is  no  limitation  on  the  power 
of  the  sword,  and  that  over  the  purse  is  equally  without 
restraint)  for,  among  the  extratutUnaty  features  of  tbe 
bill,  it  conUuns  no  appropriationi  which,  under  existing 
circumstances,  la  tantunount  to  an  unlimited  u^ropriar 
tlon.  Hw  Frendent  may,  under  hs  authorify,  incur  any 
expenditure,  and  pledge  the  national  fiuth  to  meet  it  Be 
miy  create  a  new  national  debt,  at  the  very  moment  of 
the  termination  of  the  former — a  debt  of  millions,  to  be 
pud  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  labor  of  that  section  of 
the  country  whose  dearest  constitutional  rights  this  bill 
prostrates!  Thus  exhibiting  tbe  extraordinary  spectacle, 
that  the  very  section  of  the  country  which  is  urging  this 
measure*  and  carrying  the  swwd  of  devastation  agwnst 
ui^  are  at  tbe  same  tine  incurring  a  new  deb^  to  be  paid 
by  those  whose  rights  are  violatut  while  tboae  who  vio- 
late them  are  to  receive  tbe  benefits,  in  the  shape  of 
bounties  and  expenditurea. 

And  for  what  purpose  is  tbe  unlimited  control  of  the 
purse  and  of  tbe  swwd  thus  placed  at  the  disposition  of 
the  Executive?  To  make  war  urunat  one  oftbefteeand 
sovereign  members  of  contederatMiR,  wUch  the  bill 
proposea  to  deal  with,  not  as  a  State,  but  as  a  collection 
of  banditti  or  outlaws.  Thus  exhibiting  tbe  impious  spec- 
tacle of  tlus  Goremment*  tbe  creature  of  the  States, 
making  war  against  the  power  to  which  it  owes  its  exist- 
ence. 

The  bill  folates  the  constitution,  plainly  and  palpably, 
in  many  of  its  provisions,  by  authorizing  the  President,  at 
his  pleasure,  to  place  tbe  different  ports  of  tilts  Union  on 
an  unequal  footing,  contrary  to  that  provision  of  the  con- 
stitution which  declares  that  no  preference  should  be 
given  to  one  port  over  anotiier.  It  also  violates  the  con- 
htitution  by  authorizing  him,  at  his  discretion,  to  impose 
cash  duties  in  one  port,  while  credit  is  allowed  in  others) 
by  enabUng.the  President  to  regulate  ptHnmerce,  a  power 
vested  m  Coitgreis  alonei  and  by  drairiog  mthin  tlie  ju- 


risdiction of  the  United  States  courts  powers  never  in- 
tended to  be  confierred  on  them.  As  great  aa  these  ob* 
jectiona  were,  they  beeame  inngnificant  in  the  provisions 
of  a  bill  which,  by  a  single  blow,  by  treating  tbe  Statea  aa 
a  mere  lawless  mass  of  individu^  prostrates  all  the  bar- 
riers of  the  constitution.  He  would  pus  over  the  minor 
considerations,  and  proceed  directly  to  the  great  pcnot. 
This  bill  proceeds  on  the  ground  that  the  entire  sove- 
reignty of  this  country  belong  to  the  American  peqile, 
as  forming  one  great  eommumtyt  and  regards  the  States 
as  mere  fractions  or  counties,  and  not  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  Union,  having  no  more  right  to  rf«st  tbe  encroach- 
ments of  the  Government  than  a  county  has  to  renst  the 
authority  of  a  Statet  and  treating  such  resistance  as  the 
lawless  acts  of  so  many  individuals,  without  possessing 
sovereign  or  political  rights.  It  has  been  said  that  tbe 
bill  declares  war  a^nst  South  Carolina.  Not  it  decrees 
a  massacre  of  her  citizens!  War  has  something  eimobGng' 
about  it,  an^  with  all  its  horrors,  brings  into  action  the 
highest  qualities,  intetlectual  and  moral .  It  was,  perhaps, 
in  the  order  of  Providence  that  it  should  be  permitted  for 
that  very  purpose.  But  this  bill  declares  no  war,  except, 
indeed,  it  be  that  which  savages  wage — a  war,  not  against 
tbe  community,  but  the  citizens  of  whom  that  communis 
is  composed.  But  he  regarded  it  as  wwse  than  savwa 
warfare — as  an  attempt  to  take  away  life  under  tbe  celor 
of  law,  without  the  trial  by  jury,  or  any  other  aaftwuard 
which  the  constitution  has  thrown  around  tbe  life  or  tlM 
citizen!  It  authorizes  the  President,  or  even  his  depa- 
ties,  when  they  may  suppose  the  Uw  to  be  violated,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  a  court  or  jury,  to  kill  without 
mercy  or  discrimination! 

It  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gmvw- 
ht]  to  be  a  measure  of  peace!  Ye^  such  peace  aa  tbe 
wolf  gives  to  the  hunbi  the  khe  to  the  dove.  Such 
peace  as  Rusria  f^ves  to  Poland;  or  death  to  its  victim! 
A  peace,  by  extmguiriibig  the  poVtiea]  existence  of  the 
State;  by  awing  her  into  an  abandonment  of  tbe  exerciae 
of  every  power  which  constitutes  her  a  sovereign  commu- 
nity. It  is  to  South  Carolina  a  queation  of  self-preaem- 
tionj  and  I  proehin  tt,  that,  should  this  bill  paM^  and  an 
attempt  be  made  to  enforce  it,  it  irill  be  rensted  at  every 
hazard,  even  that  of  death  itself.  Death  is  not  the  great- 
est calamityt  there  are  others  still  more  terrible  to  the 
free  and  bravei  and  among  them  may  be  placed  the  kna 
of  liberty  and  honor.  There  are  thousands  of  her  brave 
sons  who,  if  need  be,  ate  prepared  cheerfully  to  lay  down 
their  lives  in  defence  of  the  State,  and  the  great  principles 
of  constitutional  liberty  for  which  she  is  contending.  God 
forbid  that  this  ahould  become  necessary!  It  ikever  can 
be,  unless  tbb  Government  is  resolved  to  bring  tbe  quea- 
tion to  extremity,  when  her  gallant  sons  will  stand  pre- 
pared to  perform  their  last  duty — ^to  die  nobly. 

I  go  (said  Mr.  C.)  on  the  ground  that  this  constitution 
was  mwle  by  the  Stateat  thai  it  is  a  federal  union  of  the 
States,  in  which  the  several  States  still  retain  their  sove- 
reignbr.  If  these  views  be  correct,  be  bad  not  cfaaracter- 
izcd  the  bill  too  strongly,  which  presents  the  question, 
whether  they  be  or  be  not.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
discusnon  of  tiiat  question  now.  He  would  rest  it,  far 
the  present,  on  what  he  had  said  on  the  introduction  of 
the  resolutions  now  on  the  table,  under  a  hope  that  an- 
other opportunity  would  be  sfibrded  for  more  ample  dis- 
cusnon. He  would  for  the  present  confine  bb  rcmarka 
to  the  obiections  which  bad  been  raised  to  tbe  views 
which  he  nad  presented  when  be  mtrodue«d  Hiem.  Tbe 
autbori^  of  Lutber  Martin  had  been  adduced  by  tbe  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  to  prove  that  the  citizens  of  a  State, 
acting  under  tbe  authority  of  a  State,  were  liable  to  be 
punished  as  trutora  by  titu  Government.  Aa  eminent  as 
Hr.  Martin  was  as  a  lawyer,  and  as  high  as  his  authority 
migivt  be  considered  on  a  legal  point,  he  could  not  accept 
it  in  deternuiUng  the  point     iMue.   Tbe  attitude  which 
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be  occupied,  if  taken  into  new,  would  lenen*  if  not  de- 
stroy, the  Wright  of  lu>  suthortty.  He  had  been  nolently 
oppoiedy  in  oonvention,  to  tibe  conititutiont  uid  the  very 
letter  from  which  the  Senator  hai  quoted  was  intended  to 
diMUade  Maryland  from  its  adopUon.  With  this  view,  it 
wn  to  be  expected  that  every  consideration  calculated  to 
efiect  that  object  should  be  ur^ed;  that  real  objections 
should  be  eza^^rated;  and  that  those  having  no  founda' 
tion,  except  merephtiBble  dedactions,  should  be  pre- 
sented. It  u  to  tlus  spirit  that  he  attributed  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Martin,  in  reference  to  the  point  under  considera- 
tion. But  if  his  authority  is  good  on  one  point,  it  must 
be  admitted  to  be  equally  so  on  another.  If  his  opinion 
be  sufBcient  to  prove  that  a  citizen  of  the  State  may  be 
puiuahed  as  a  traitor  when  acting  under  allegiance  to  the 
State,  it  is  also  sufficient  to  show  that  no  authority  was 
intended  to  be  g^ven,  in  the  constitution,  for  the  protec- 
tioa  of  manuuetHiea  by  the  General  Government;  and 
that  the  provision  in  the  constitution,  permitting  a  State 
to  lay  an  impost  duly  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  was 
intended  to  reserve  the  right  of  protection  to  the  States 
themselves,  and  that  each  State  should  protect  its  own 
industty.  Assuming  his  opinion  to  be  of  equal  authority 
on  both  imnts,  how  embarrassing  would  be  the  attitude 
bi  wldch  it  would  place  the  Senator  from  Dehware,  and 
dMse  with  whom  be  is  acting— that  of  using  the  sword 
and  the  bayonet  to  enforce  the  execution  of  an  unconstitu- 
tional act  of  Congress.  Re  must  express  his  surprise  that 
the  slightest  authorihr  in  favor  of  power  should  be  receiv- 
ed as  the  roost  conclusive  evidence,  while  that  which  is 
at  least  equally  strong  in  favor  of  right  and  liberty  b 
wholly  overlooked  or  rejected. 

Notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said,  he.  must  say, 
that  neither  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Curroir,] 
Bw  wof  other  who  had  spoken  on  tiie  same  side,  had  di- 
^  rMtly  and  &jriy  met  Uie  great  questions  at  issue.  Is  this 
&  fedet^  union?  a  union  of  States,  as  distinct  fh>ra  that 
of  indiridttals?  Is  the  sovereignty  in  the  several  States, 
or  tn  the  American  people  in  tne  aggregate?  The  very 
language  which  we  are  compelled  to  use,  when  speaking 
of  our  politieal  institutions,  siTords  proof  conclusive  as  to 
its  real  character.  The  terms  union,  federal,  united,  all 
imply  a  combination  of  sovereignties,  a  confederation  of 
States.  They  are  never  appUed  to  an  association  ef  indi- 
viduals. Who  ever  heard  of  the  United  State  of  *New 
York,  of  Massachusetts,  or  of  Vii^inia?  Whoeverhea^ 
the  tenn  federal,  or  union,  applied  to  the  aggregation  of 
individuals  into  one  community?  Nor  is  the  other  point 
less  clear,  that  the  sovereignty  is  in  the  several  Slates,  and 
that  qur  system  is  a  union  of  twenty-four  soverdgn  powers, 
under  a  constitutional  compact,  and  not  of  a  divided  sove- 
reignty between  the  SUtn  severally  and  the  United  States, 
in  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said,  he  maintained  that  sove- 
reignty is  in  its  nature  indivisible.  It  is  the  supreme  power 
in  a  State;  and  we  mig^t  just  as  well  speak  of  half  a  square, 
or  hair  of  a  triangle,  as  of  half  a  sovereignty .  It  is  a  g'ross 
trrm  to  cgnfound  the  exercise  of  sovereign  powers  with 
sorereign^  itselfi  or  the  dele^tion  of  such  powers  with 
»  Mrrender  of  them.  A  sovereign  may  delegate  his  powers 
to  be  exerdsed  by  as  many  agents  as  he  may  think  pro- 
per, under  such  comUtions  and  with  such  limitations  as 
he  may  impose;  but  to  surrender  any  portion  of  his  sove- 
reign^ to  another  is  to  annihilate  the  whole.  I'he  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clattor]  calls  this  metaphysical 
reasoning,  which  be  says  he  cannot  comprehend,  if  by 
metMphynCB  be  means  tint  scholastic  refinement  whi^ 
nakea  distinctiona  without  difference,  no  one  can  hold  it 
in  more  nttcr  contempt  than  he,  (Mr.  C.;)  but  if,  on  the 
contrary,  he  means  the  power  of  analysis  and  combination, 
that  power  which  reduces  the  most  complex  idea  into  its 
elements,  which  traces  causes  to  their  first  principle,  and, 
by  the  power  of  generalisation  and  combination,  unites 
the  i^ole  into  om  hanponioua  sfrtem—then,  so  &r  from 


deserving  contempt,  it  is  the  highest  attribute  of  the  hu- 
man roira.  It  is  the  power  which  raises  nan  above  the 
brutej  which  distinguisfies  his  Acuities  from  mere  saga- 
city, which  he  hol£  in  common  with  inferior  animali.  It 
is  tiiia  power  which  has  raised  the  astronomer  from  being 
a  mere  gazer  at  the  stars  to  the  high  intellectual  eminence 
of  a  Newton  or  a  La  Place;  and  astronomy  itself,  from  a 
mere  observation  of  insulated  Acts,  into  that  noble  science 
which  <Usplays  to  our  admiration  tiie  system  of  the  uni- 
verse. And  shall  this  high  power  of  the  mind,  which  has 
effected  such  wonders  when  directed  to  the  laws  which 
control  the  material  world,  be  forever  prohibited,  under 
a  senseless  cry  of  metaphysics,  from  being  applied  to  the 
high  purpose  of  political  science  and  legislation?  He  held 
them  to  be  subject  to  laws  as  fixed  as  matter  itself,  and  to 
be  as  fit  a  subject  for  the  appUcation  of  the  highest  intel- 
lectual power.  Denunciation  may  indeed  fall  upon  the 
philosophical  inquirer  into  these  first  prindples,  as  it  did 
upon  Galileo  and  Bacon,  when  they  first  unfold^  tha 
great  discoveries  which  have  immortalized  their  names; 
but  the  time  will  come  when  truth  will  prevul  in  spite  of 

Erejudice  and  denunciation,  and  when  p<ditics  and  legis- 
ition  will  be  conridered  as  much  a  sinence  as  astronomy 
and  chemistry. 

In  connexion  with  tlus  part  of  the  subject,  he  under- 
stood the  Senator  from  V&ginia  [Mr.  Rivxs]  to  say  that 
sovereignty  was  dividedi  that  a  portion  remained  with 
the  States  severally,  and  that  the  residue  was  vested  in 
the  Union.  By  Union,  he  supposed  that  the  Senator 
meant  the  United  States.  If  such  be  his  meaning — if  he 
intended  to  affirm  that  the  sovereignty  was  in  the  twenty- 
four  States,  in  whatever  light  he  might  view  them,  their 
opinions  would  not  disagree;  but,  according  his  (Mr. 
C.'s)  conception,  the  whole  sovereignty  was  in  the  several 
States  while  the  exercise  of  soverrign  powers  was  divided, 
a  part  being  exercised  under  compact,  through  this  Gen- 
eral Government,  and  the  residue  through  the  separate 
State  Governments.  But  if  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Ritkb]  meant  to  assert  that  the  twenty-four  States 
formed  but  one  community,  with  a  single  sovereign  power 
as  to  the  objects  of  the  Union,  it  would  be  but  the  revival 
of  the  old  question,  of  whether  the  Union  was  a  union  be- 
tween States,  as  ^stlnct  communities,  or  a  mere  aggre- 
gate of  the  American  people,'  as  a  maasof  individuals^  and 
in  this  light  his  opinions  would  lead  directly  to  consolida- 
tion. 

But  to  return  to  the  bill.  It  is  said  that  the  bill  ought 
to  pass,  because  the  law  must  be  enforced.  The  law 
must  be  enforced!  The  imperial  edict  must  be  executed. 
It  is  under  such  sophistry,  couched  in  general  term^ 
without  looking  to  the  limitations  which  must  ever  exist 
in  the  practical  exercise  of  power,  tluit  the  most  cruel  and 
despotic  acts  ever  luve  been  covered.  It  was  such 
sophistry  as  this  that  cast  Dante]  into  the  lion's  den,  and 
the  three  innocents  into  tlie  fiery  furnace.  Under  the 
same  sophistry,  the  bloody  edicts  of  Nero  and  Caligula 
were  executed.    The  law  must  be  enforced!    Yes,  the 

tea  tax  must  be  executed."  This  was  the  very  arpi- 
ment  which  impelled  Lord  North  and  his  administration 
in  that  mad  career  which  forever  separated  us  from  the 
British  crown.  Under  a  similar  sophistry,  "  that  religion 
must  be  protected,"  how  many  massacres  have  been  per- 
petrated? and  how  many  martyrs  have  been  tied  to  the 
stake?  What!  acting  on  this  vague  abstraction,  are  you 
prepared  to  enforce  a  law,  withoet  considering  wbeUier 
it  be  just  or  ui^ust,  constitutional  or  unconstitutional? 
Will  you  collect  money  when  it  is  acknowledged  that  it  is 
not  wanted?  He  who  earns  the  money,  who  digs  it  from 
the  earth  with  the  sweat  of  his  brow,  has  a  juat  title  to  it 
against  the  universe.  No  one  has  a  right  to  touch  it  with- 
out his  consent,  except  his  Government,  and  it  only  to  the 
extent  of  its  legitimate  wants.  To  take  more  is  robbery; 
and  you  propose  by  this  bill  to  enforce  the  robbery  by 
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remote,  which  is  strikingly  Hlustrated  In  thii  cue.  In 
the  grnt  cmtest  between  Greece  and  Persia,  between  Eu- 
rope«n  koA  Ariatic  polity  and  ciriTuEation,  the  very  queft. 
tion  between  the  federal  and  consolidated  form  of  gov- 
munent  was  inrolred.  Hie  Anatic  Governments,  from 
tiie  remotest  time,  with  some  exceptions  on  the  eastern 
liiore  of  the  Hediterranean,  have  been  based  on  the  prin- 
tiple  of  consolidation,  which  considers  the  whole  commu- 
mt^  as  but  a  unit;  and  consolidates  its  powers  in  a  central 
point.  The  opponte  principle  hsa'prevuled  in  Europe; 
Greeeep  tiiroopioat  all  her  State%  was  based  on  a  federal 
■yitein.  AD  were  united  In  one  common  but  loose  bond, 
and  the  Governments  of  the  several  States  partook,  for 
tfie  most  ^art,  of  a  complex  oi^nization,  which  distrib- 
uted political  power  among  difierent  members  of  the  com- 
muntty.  The  same  principles  prevailed  in  ancient  Italyj 
mnd,  if  we  turn  to  the  Teutonic  race,  our  great  ancestora, 
the  race  which  oceapiea  thb  first  place  in  power,civi1izat  ton, 
and  science,  and  which  possess  the  largest  and  the  birest 
part  of  Europe,  we  will  find  that  their  GuvernmentB  were 
based  on  the  federal  organization,  as  haa  been  clearly  il- 
lustrated by  a  recent  and  able  writer  on  the  British  consti- 
tution, (Hr.  Palgrave,)  fh>m  whose  ttritingshe introduced 
tiie  following  extract: 

**  In  this  manner  the  first  CBtabtishment  of  the  Teutonic 
States  was  effected.   They  were  assemblages  of  sects, 
ctiM,  and  tribes;  they  were  confederated  hoitB  and  armies, 
led  on  by  princes,  ma^trates,  and  chieftains,  each  of 
whom  was  originally  independent,  and  each  of  whom  lost 
a  portion  of  his  pristine  independence  in  proportion  as  he 
and  his  compeers  became  united  under  the  supremacy  of 
a  sovereign,  who  Was  superinduced  upon  the  State  first  as 
a  military  commander,  and  afterwards  as  a  King.  Yet, 
notwithstanding  this  political  connexion,  each  member  of 
the  State  continued  to  retun  a  consideraJ>Ie  portion  of  the 
>^ts  of  sovereign^.    Every  ancient  Teutonic  monarchy 
must  be  conudered  as  a  fedsrationt  it  is  not  a-urat,  of 
which  the  smaller  bodies  politic  therein  contained  are  the 
fraction^  but  tbey  are  the  integers,  and  the  State  is  the 
multiple  which  results  from  them.    Dukedoms  and  coun- 
ties, burghs  and  baronies,  towns  and  townships,  and  sbires, 
form  the  kingdom — all,  in  a  certain  degree,  strangers  to 
each  olhcTf  tmd  separate  in  jurisdiction,  ^ough  iJl  obe- 
dient to  the  supreme  executive  authority.    This  general 
description,  though  not  always  strictly  applicable  in  terms, 
Is  always  so  substantially  and  in  efiect;  and  hence  it  be- 
comea  necessary  to  discard  the  language  which  has  been 
very  generally  employed  in  treating  on  the  English  con- 
stitution.   It  has  been  supposed  that  the  kingdom  was  re- 
duced into  a  regular  and  gradual  subordination  of  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  the  various  legal  districts  of  which  it  is 
composed  arose  from  the  divisions  and  subdivisions  of  the 
country.    But  this  hypothesis,  which  tends  greatly  to  per- 
plex our  history,  cannot  be  supported  by  fact;  and  instead 
of  viewing  the  constitution  as  a  whole,  and  then  proceed- 
ing to  its  parts,  we  must  examine  it  synthetically,  and  as- 
sume Aat  the  supreme  aulhorities  of  the  State  were  cre- 
sted by  the  concentration  of  the  powers  ori^nally  belong- 
ings to  the  members  and  corporations  of  which  it  is  com- 
posed." [Bete  Mr.  C  gave  way  for  a  motion  to  adjourn.] 
On  the  next  day,  Mr.  C.  proceeded  by  remarking  that 
he  bad  oiritted  at  their  proper  place,  in  the  course  of  his 
obseraboDS  yesterday,  two  or  ttiree  points  to  which  he 
would  wow  advert  before  he  resumed  the  discussion  where 
he  had  left  off.    He  bad  stated  that  the  ordinance  and  acta 
of  SooriSi  Carolina  were  directed,  not  against  the  revenue, 
butudtaptlhe  ^rstem  of  protection.   But  it  might  be 
HikMt  wNBh  WM  ber  object,  bow  happens  it  that  she  has 
dfeclmS  dke  whole  qratem  void,  revenue  as  well  as  pro- 
tectkm,  vidiout  discrionination?   It  is  this  question  which 
bcproponAto  answer.    Her  justification  would  be  found 
ia  Ow M^Mlitr  of  tbecaset  and,  if  th«re  beam  blame,  it 
eoaMMlitentolier.  Tbe two  were B(kblendea,throagh 


out  the  whole,  as  to  make  the  entire  revenue  lyitem  sub- 
ordinate to  t^e  protection,  so  as  constitute  a  complete  sy»- 
tern  of  prutection»  in  which  it  was  imposnble  to  discrimi- 
nate the  two  elements  of  which  it  is  composed.  South 
Carolina  at  least  could  not  make  the  discnnunation*  and 
she  was  reduced  to  the  alternative  of  acquiescing  in  a  sys- 
tem which  she  believed  to  be  uoconptitutional,  and  which 
she  felt  to  be  oppressive  and  ruinous,  or  to  consider  the 
whole  as  one,  equally  contaminated  through  all  its  parts, 
by  the  unconstitutionally  of  the  protective  pcntimi)  and, 
HB  sucbj  to  be  rensted  by  tbe  act  of  tbe  State.  He  main- 
tained that  die  State  had  a  right  to  regard  it  in  the  latter 
character,  and  that  if  a  loss  of  revenue  fUIowed;  thefrtdt 
was  not  hers,  but  of  this  Government  which  had  impro- 

Eerlv  blended  together,  in  a  manner  not  to  be  separated 
y  tne  State,  two  systems  wholly  dissimilar.  If  the  siu' 
ccrity  of  the  State  be  doubted)  if  it  be  supposed  that 
her  action  is  against  revenue  as  well  as  protection,  let  the 
two  be  separated;  let  so  much  of  the  duties  as  are  intend- 
ed for  revenue  be  put  in  one  bill,  and  the  residue  intend- 
ed for  protection  be  put  in  another;  and  he  pledged  himself 
that  the  ordinance  and  the  acts  of  the  State  would  cease  as 
to  the  former,and  be  directed  exclusively  against  the  latter. 

He  had  also  stated,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  yester- 
day, and  trusted  he  had  conclusively  shown,  that  tbe  act  of 
1816,  with  the  exception  of  a  single  item,  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  wai^  in  reali^,  a  revenue  measure,  and  that 
Carolina  and  the  other  Statei^in  supporting  it,  had  not  iacui^ 
red  the  slightest  resptmubility  in  relation  to  the  system  of 
protection  which  bad  unce  grown  up,  and  which  now  so 
deeply  distracts  the  country.  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  I  am  wil- 
ling, as  one  of  the  representatives  of  Carolina,  and  I  be- 
lieve I  speak  the  sentiment  of  the  State,  to  take  that  act 
as  the  bans  of  a  permanent  adjustment  of  the  tarifl'',  sim- 
ply reducing  the  duties,  in  an  average  proportion,  on  all 
the  itemis  to  the  revenue  p<rint.  ]  make  that  offer  now  to 
the  advocatea  of  the  protective  system;  but  I  must,  in 
candor,  inform  them,  that  auch  an  adjustment  would  dis- 
tribute the  revenue  between  the  protected  and  unprotect- 
ed articles  more  favorably  to  the  State,  and  to  the  South, 
and  less  so  to  tbe  manufacturing  interest,  than  an  average 
uniform  ad  valorem;  and,  accordingly,  more  so  than  that 
now  proposed  by  Carolina  through  her  convention.  Af- 
ter such  an  offer,  no  man  who  valued  bis  candor  wiU 
dare  to  accuse  the  State,  or  Uiose  who  have  represented 
her  here,  with  inconmstency  in  reference  to  the  point  un- 
der consideration.  ' 

He  omitted,  also,  on  yesterday,  to  notice  a  remark  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Bivis,]  that  the  only 
difficulty  in  a^*UBting  the  tariff  grew  out  of  the  ordinance 
and  the  acts  of  South  CaroUna.  He  must  attribute  an 
assertion,  so  inconsistent  with  the  facts,  to  an  Upwtan'ee 
of  the  occurrences  of  the  last  few  years,  in  rcfwence  to 
this  subject,  occasioned  by  tbe  absence  of  the  gentleman 
feom  the  United  States,  to  which  he  himself  us  alluded 
in  his  remarks.  If  the  Senator  will  take  pains  to  infbrm 
himself,  he  will  find  that  this  protective  i^stem  advanced 
with  a  continued  and  rapid  step,  in  spite  of  petitions, 
remonstrances,  and  protests,  of  not  only  Carolina;  but 
also  of  Virginia  and  of  all  the  Southern  States,  until  1838; 
when  Carolina,  for  the  first  tim^  changed  the  character 
of  her  resistance,  by  hoMing  up  her  reserved  rights  as  the 
shield  of  her  defence  against  further  encroachment  This 
attitude  alone,  unaided  by  a  wi^;1e  Stat^  arrnted  the 
further  progress  of  the  qrstem;  so  that  tbe  question  from 
that  period  to  this,  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers,  has 
been,  not  how  to  acquire  more,  but  to  retain  that  which 
they  have  acquired.  He  would  inform  the  gentlemui, 
that  if  this  attitude  had  not  been  taken  on  the  part  of  the 
State,  the  question  would  not  now  be,  how  duties  oug^t 
to  be  repealed,  but  a  question  as  to  the  protected  articles, 
between  prohibition  on  one  Mde,  and  the  duties  establish- 
ed by  the  act  of  1838  on  the  other.  3ut  a  single  remark 
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vin  be  niffitient  in  reply  to  what  be  must  consider  the 
inridioua  remark  of  the  Senator  from  Vit^nia,  [Ur. 
Btris.']  The  act  of  1833,  which  haa  not  yet  ^ne  into 
operation,  and  which  was  passed  but  a  few  montba  since, 
was  declared  by  the  supporters  of  the  system  to  be  a  per- 
manent adjustment;  and  the  bill  proposed  by  the  Treasunr 
Department,  not  essentially  different  from  the  act  itself, 
was  in  like  manner  declared  to  be  intended,  by  the  ad' 
miniitration,  as  a  permanent  arnmifement.  What  has 
occurred  since,  except  this  ordnance,  and  these  abused 
acts  of  the  calumniated  State,  to  produce  Lhis  mig^hty 
revolution  in  feference  to  this  odious  system.'  Unless 
the  Senator  from  Vii^nia  can  assi^  some  other  cause, 
he  is  bound,  upon  every  principle  of  Rtirness,  to  retract 
this  ui^ust  asperwon  upon  the  acts  of  South  CaroUna. 
After  noticing  anottier  omission,  Mr.  C-  said  he  would 

f roceed  with  his  remarks.  The  Senator  from  Delaware, 
Hr.  CtATTov,]  as  well  as  others,  had  relied  with  great 
emphaus  on  the  fact,  that  we  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  r,  said  Mr.  C.,  do  not  object  to  the  expsession, 
nor  shall  I  detract  from  the  proud  and  elevated  feeltnes 
with  which  it  i«  associated!  but  he  trusted  that  he  might 
be  permitted  to  raise  the  inquiry,  in  what  manner  we 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  without  weakeiung  the 
patriotic  feeling  with  which  be  trusted  it  would  ever  be 
uttered.  If,  by  citizen  of  the  United  States  he  meant  a 
citizen  at  lsu^>  one  whose  citizenship  extended  to  the 
entire  geographical  limits  of  the  country,  without  having 
a  local  citizenship  in  some  State  or  Territory,  a  sort  of 
citizen  of  the  world,  all  he  had  to  ^ay  was,  that  such  a 
citizen  would  be  a  perfect  nondescript)  that  not  a  single 
tndiTidual  of  this  description  could  be  found  in  the  entire 
man  of  our  population.  Notwithstanding  all  the  pomp 
and  display  of  eloquence  on  the  occaaon,  every  citizen 
is  a  citiien  of  some  State  or  Territory,  and,  as  such,  un- 
der an  express  provision  of  the  conMitution,  is  entitled 
to  all  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  several 
States;  and  it  is  in  this,  and  in  no  other  sense,  that  we 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  [Ur.  Dalus,]  indeed,  relies  upon  that 
pFTOrisioii  in  the  constitution  which  g^vea  Congress  the 
power  to  establish  a  uniform  rule  of  naturalization,  and 
the  operation  of  the  rule  actually  established  under  this 
authority,  to  prove  that  naturalized  citizens  are  citizens 
at  large,  without  being  citizens  of  any  of  the  States.  He 
did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  examine  ttie  law  of  Congress 
upon  this  subject,  or  to  reply  to  the  argument  of  the 
Senator,  though  he  could  not  doubt  that  he  [Mr.  D .]  had 
taken  an  entirely  erroneous  view  on  the  subject  It  was 
sufficient  that  the  powers  of  Congress  extended  simply  to 
the  establishment  of  a  uniform  rule,  by  which  foreigners 
might  be  naturalized  in  the  several  States  or  Territories, 
without  infringing,  in  any  other  respect,  in  reference  to 
naturalization,  the  rights  of  the  States,  as  they  existed 
before  the  adoption  of  the  constitution. 

Having  supplied  the  omiasiona  of  yesterday,  Ur.  C. 
now  resumed  the  aubjeet  at  the  point  where  hia  remarks 
then  tertninated.  "Hie  Senate  wouU  remember  that  he 
stated,  at  their  close,  that  the  great  question  at  issue  was, 
whether  ours  is  a  federal  or  a  consolidated  system  of  gov- 
ernmenti  a  system  in  which  the  parts,  to  use  the  em- 
phatic language  of  Mr.  Palgrave,  are  the  integers,  and  the 
whole  the  multiple,  or  in  which  the  whole  is  a  unit,  and 
the  parts  the  fractions;  that  be  had  stated  that  on  the  de- 
libion  of  this  question,  he  believed,  depends  not  only  the 
liberty  and  proaperity  of  this  country^  but  the  plaec 
wUch  we  are  destined  to  hold  in  the  intellectual  and 
moral  scale  of  nations.  He  had  stated,  also,  in  his  re- 
marks on  this  point,  that  there  was  a  striking  analogy 
between  this  and  the  great  struggle  between  Persia  and 
Greece,  which  had  been  decided  by  the  battles  of  Ma- 
rathon, Platea,  and  Salamis,  and  which  had  immortalized 
the  namea  of  lUttiadca  and  ThendatoclcB.    He  had  illus- 


trated this  analogy,  by  showing  tiuk  centralism,  or  conio- 
lidation,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  nations  along  the 
eastern  border  of  the  Mediterranean,  had  been  the  per- 
vading principle  in  the  AsiaUc  GovemmentSf  while  the 
federal  principle,  or,  what  is  the  same  in  principle,  that 
system  which  organizes  a  commuDity  in  r^ereoce  to  its 
parts,  had  prevuled  in  Europe. 

Among  the  few  exceptions  in  'the  Arntic  natiima,  the 
Government  of  the  twelve  tribes  of  Israel»  in  iti  early 
period,  waa  the  most  striking.  Their  Government,  at 
first,  was  a  mere  confederation,  without  any  central  pow* 
er,  till  a  military  chiefbtin,  with  the  title  of  King,  was 
placed  at  its  head,  without,  faowever,  merging  the  nSgi* 
nal  organization  of  the  twelve  distinct  tribes.  Thia  waa 
the  commencement  of  that  central  action  among  that  p«* 
euliar  people*  which,  in  three  generations  terminatea  in 
a  permanent  division  of  their  ttwes.  It  is  Impossible  even 
for  a  careless  reader  to  peruse  the  history  of  that  event 
without  being  forcibly  struck  with  the  analogy  in  the 
causes  which  led  to  their  separation,  and  those  which 
now  threaten  us  with  a  similar  calamity.  With  the  est&b* 
lishment  of  the  central  power  in  the  King  commenced 
a  system  of  taxation,  which,  under  Idng  Solomon,  wu 
greatly  increased,  to  defray  the  expense  of  rearii^  tbe 
temple,  of  enlarging  and  embellishing  Jerusalem,  the  seat 
of  the  central  Government,  and  the  other  profuse  expeo* 
ditures  of  bis  magnificent  reign.  Increased  taxation  waa 
followed  by  its  natural  consequences — discontent  and 
complaint,  which  before  his  death  began  to  excite  re- 
sistance. On  tbe  succession  of  hia  son,  Rehoboam,  the 
ten  tribes,  headed  by  Jeroboam,  demanded  a  reduction  of 
Uie  taxesf  tbe  temple  being  finished,  and  tbe  ^oibeU'uh- 
ment  of  Jerusalem  completed,  and  the  money  which  had 
been  raised  for  that  purpose  being  no  longer  required* 
or,  in  other  words,  the  debt  being  paid,  they  demanded 
a  reduction  of  the  duties — a  repeal  of  the  tariff.  The 
demand  waa  taken  under  consideration,  and,  after  conauh- 
ing  the  old  men,  (tiie  counseHora  of  *98,)  who  advised  a 
reduction,  be  then  took  the  opinion  of  we  younger  poli- 
ticians, who  had  since  grown  up,  and  knew  not  the  doc- 
trines of  their  fathers.  He  hearkened  unto  their  counae]. 
and  refused  to  make  the  reduction!  and  tbe  aeceasion  <i 
the  ten  tribes,  under  Jerol>oam,  foUowed.  The  tribes  of 
Judah  and  Benjamin,  which  had  received  the  disbune- 
ments,  alone  remained  to  the  house  of  David. 

But  to  return  to  the  point  immediately  under  conude- 
ration.  He  knew  tiiat  it  was  not  only  the  opinion  of  a 
large  majority  of  our  country,  but  it  m^t  be  a^d  to  be 
the  opinion  of  tbe  age,  tibat  the  very  htaa  tdea/  of  a  per- 
fect Government  was  the  Government  of  a  majority,  act- 
ing through  a  representative  body,  without  check  or 
limitation  in  its  power;  yet  if  we  may  test  thia  theory  by 
experience  and  reason,  we  will  find  that,  so  br  from  be- 
ing perfect,  tbe  necessary  tendency  of  all  Goremraents, 
based  upon  the  will  of  an  absolute  majority,  without  con- 
stitutional check  or  limitation  of  power,  is  to  faction,  cor- 
ruption, anarchy,  and  despotism;  and  this,  whether  the 
will  erf"  the  majority  be  expressed  directly  through  an  a»* 
aembly  of  the  people  themselves,  or  by  their  represen- 
tatives. I  know  (said  Mr.  C.)  that  in  venturing  thia 
assertion  I  utter  that  which  is  unpopular,  both  wttbm  and 
without  these  walls;  but,  where  truth  and  liberty  are 
concerned,  such  con^derations  should  not  be  reguded. 
He  would  place  the  deci«on  of  thia  point  on  the  fac^ 
that  no  Government  of  the  kind,  among  tiie  many  attempta 
which  had  been  made,  had  ever  endured  for  a  lunf^  ge- 
neration ;  but,  on  the  contranr,  had  invariably  eiqienenced 
the  fate  which  be  had  assigned  to  them.  Let  a  niUEle 
instance  be  pointed  out,  and  he  would  surrende/ nia 
opinion.  But,  if  we  bad  not  the  aid  of  experience  to  di- 
rect our  judgment,  reason  itself  would  be  a  certain  |^de. 
Tbe  view  which  considers  the  commuiuty  as  a  umt,  and 
aU  its  parts  as  havmg  a  rimOar  interest,  is  radica^y  erro- 
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iwoiu.  BoveverinwU  the  community  nu7  be,  mad  how- 
ever homogeneoos  iti  intereiti,  the  moment  that  Govern- 
ment u  put  into  opention,  as  toon  u  it  begins  to  collect 
tuxes,  snd  to  make  appropriationa^  the  different  portions 
of  the  community  must,  of  neceauty,  bear  different  and  op- 
poting*  relations  in  reference  to  the  lotion  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  must  inevitably  spring  up  two  interests — a 
direction  and  a  stockholder  interest)  an  interest  profiting 
by  Ae  action  of  the  Government  and  interested  in  increas- 
ing its  powers  and  actiont  and  another  at  whose  expense 
tlie  political  machine  is  kept  in  motion.  He  knew  bow 
difficult  it  was  to  eommuiucate  distinct  ideas  on  such  a 
subject,  through  the  medium  of  general  propontions, 
without  particuur  illustration;  and,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  distinctly  understood,  though  at  the  hazard  of  being 
tedioui,  he  woold  iUuafente  the  Important  priodple  which 
he  bad  ventured  to  advance  by  examplet. 

Z.et  us  then  suppose  a  small  community  of  five  persons, 
separated  from  toe  rest  of  the  worldt  and,  to  make  the 
example  strong,  let  ua  suppose  them  all  to  be  engaged  in 
tho  same  pursuit,  and  to  be  of  equal  wealth.  Let  ua 
further  suppose  that  they  determine  to  govern  the  com- 
munity by  the  will  of  a  majority;  and,  to  make  the  case 
as  strong  at  possible,  let  us  suppose  that  the  majority,  in 
order  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Gownment,  lav  an 

Jtal  tax,  say  of  one  hundred  dollan,  on  each  individusl 
this  little  community.  Their  treasury  would  contain 
five  hundred  dollars.  Three  are  a  maiorityt  and  the^, 
by  suppoutlon,  have  contributed  three  hundred  as  their 
portion,  and  the  other  two,  (the  nunority,)  two  hundred. 
The  three  have  the  right  to  make  the  appropriations  as 
they  may  think  proper.  The  question  is,  how  would  the 
principle  ofthe  absolute  and  unchecked  majority  operate, 
under  these  circumstances,  in  tids  little  communitv?  If 
the  three  be  governed  by  a  sense  of  justtcet  if  they 
should  appropriate  the  money  to  the  objects  for  which  it 
was  nised,  the  common  ana  ecjual  benefit  of  the  five, 
then  the  object  of  the  association  would  be  Airly  and 
honestly  effected,  and  each  would  have  a  common  interest 
in  the  Government.  But,  should  the  majority  pursue  an 
opposite  course  t  should  they  appropriate  the  mone;^  in  a 
manner  to  beneiBt  Uieir  own  particular  interest  without 
regard  to  the  interest  of  the  two;  (and  that  they  will  so 
act,  unless  there  be  some  efficient  check,  he  who  best 
knows  human  nature  will  least  doubt,)  who  does  not  see 
that  the  three  and  the  two  would  have  directly  opposite 
interests,  in  reference  to  the  action  of  the  Goremmpnt' 
The  three,  who  contribute  to  the  common  treasury  but 
three  hundred  dolhu%  could,  in  Act,  by  appropriating 
the  five  hundred  to  their  own  use,  convert  the  action  m 
the  Government  into  the  means  of  making  money;  and, 
of  consequence,  would  have  a  direct  interest  in  increa^ng 
the  taxes.  They  put  in  three  hundred,  and  take  out  five; 
that  is,  tiiey  take  back  to  themselves  all  that  they  had  put 
in;  and,  in  addition,  that  which  was  put  in  by  their  asao- 
ciatea;  or,  in  other  words,  taking  taxation  ana  appropria- 
tion k^ther,  they  have  gained,  and  their  associatei  nave 
lost,  two  hundred  dollars  by  the  fiscal  action  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. An  opposite  interest,  in  reference  to  die  ac- 
tion of  the  Government,  is  thus  created  between  themi 
the  one  having  an  interest  in  favor  and  the  other  against 
the  taxetj  the  one  to  increase,  and  the  other  to  decrease 
tlie  taxes;  the  one  to  retain  the  taxes  when  the  money  is 
no  kmger  wanted,  and  the  other  to  repeal  them  when  the 
objects  for  which  they  were  levied  have  been  executed. 

Let  us  now  suppose  this  community  of  five  to  be  raised 
to  twenty-four  individuals,  to  be  governed  in  like  manner 
by  Uie  will  of  a  majority;  it  is  obvious  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple would  divide  them  into  two  interests;  into  a  majorify 
and  a  minority,  thirteen  against  eleven,  or  in  some  other 
proportion;  and  that  all  the  consequences,  which  he  had 
shown  to  be  applicable  to  the  small  community  of  five, 
would  be  equally  appficable  to  tite  greater}  the  cause  not 
Vol.  iX.— 3* 


depending  upon  the  number,  but  retuHing  necessarily 
from  the  action  of  the  Government  itself.  Let  us  now 
suppose  that,  instead  of  govenung  themselves  directly  in 
an  assembly  of  the  whole,  without  the  intervention  of 
agents,  they  should  adopt  the  representative  principle; 
and  that,  instead  of  being  governed  by  a  majority  of  them- 
selves they  should  be  governed  by  a  majority  of  their 
representatives.  It  is  obvious  that  the  operation  of  tlw 
8)^em  would  not  be  affected  hf  the  ehangei  the  re|»e- 
sentatives  being  responnble  to  those  who  choose  them, 
would  conform  to  toe  will  of  their  constituents,  and  would 
act  as  they  would  do,  were  they  present  and  acting  fbr 
themselves;  and  the  same  conflict  of  interest  which  we 
have  shown  would  exist  in  one  case,  would  equally  exist 
in  the  other.  In  either  case,  the  inevitable  result  would 
be  a  system  of  hostile  lepslation  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority, or  the  stronger  interest,  uainst  the  minority,  or 
the  weaker  interest;  the  object  of  which,  on  the  part  of 
the  former,  would  be  to  exact  as  much  as  poiuible  from 
the  latter,  which  would  necessarily  be  resisted  by  all  the 
means  in  their  power.  Warfare,  by  legislation,  would 
thus  be  commenced  between  the  parties,  with  the  same 
object,  and  not  less  hostile,  than  that  which  is  carried  cm 
between  distinct  and  riv^  nationst  the  only  distinction 
would  be  in  the  instruments  and  the  mode.  Enactment^ 
in  the  one  ease,  would  supply  what  could  only  be  effiBet- 
ed  by  arms  in  the  other;  and  the  inevitable  operation 
would  be  to  engender  the  most  hostile  feelings  between 
the  parties,  which  would  immerge  every  feeling  of  patriot- 
ism— that  feeling  which  embraces  the  whole — and  substi- 
tute in  its  place  the  most  violent  party  attachment;  and, 
instead  oC  having  one  common  centre  of  attachment, 
around  wluch  the  affections  ofthe  community  might  rally, 
there  would,  in  ftct,  be  two;  the  interests  ofthe  majori^, 
to  which  those  who  constitute  that  majority  would  be 
more  attached  than  they  would  be  to  the  whole,  and  that 
of  the  minority,  to  which  thejkin  like  manner  would  also 
be  more  attached  than  to  the  interests  of  the  whole. 
Faction  would  thus  take  the  place  of  patriotism;  and, 
with  the  Ipsa  of  patriotism,  corruption  must  necessarilj'' 
fiillow;  and,  in  itatrwo,  anarchy;  and,  fioaUy,  despotism, 
or  ibe  establishment  of  absdute  power  in  a  single  indivi- 
dual, as  a  means  of  arresting  the  conflict  of  hostile  inter- 
ests; on  the  principle  that  it  is  better  to  submit  to  the  will 
of  a  single  individual,  who,  by  being  made  lord  and 
master  of  the  whole  community,  would  have  an  equal  in- 
terest in  the  protection  of  all  the  parti. 

Let  us  next  suppose  that,  in  order  to  avert  the  calami* 
tout  trun  of  consequences,  thn  little  community  should 
adopt  a  written  constitution, with  limitations  restricting  the 
will  of  the  majority,  in  order  to  protect  the  minority 
against  the  oppresmons  which  be  had  shown  would  ne- 
cessarily result  without  such  restrictions.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  case  would  not  be  in  the  slightest  degree  varied, 
if  the  majority  be  left  in  possession  of  the  right  of  judg- 
ing exclurively  of  the  extent  of  its  powers,  without  any 
ri^t  on  the  mrt  of  tiie  minority  to  enforce  the  reitric- 
wnt  imposed  by  the  constitution  on  the  irill  of  tiie 
majori^.  The  pdnt  is  almost  too  clear  for  illustration. 
Nebbing  can  be  more  certain  than  that  when  a  constitu- 
tion grants  power,  and  imposes  limitations  on  the  exercise 
of  that  power,  whatever  interests  may  obtwn  possession 
of  the  Government  will  be  in  favor  of  extending  the 
power  at  the  expense  of  the  limitation;  and  that,  unless 
those  m  whose  behalf  the  nmitationa  were  imposed  hive, 
in  some  form  or  mode,  the  right  of  enforci^  them,  the 
power  will  ultimately  supersede  the  limitation,  and  tiw 
Government  m\al  operate  precisely  in  the  same  manner 
as  if  the  will  of  the  majority  governed  without  constitu- 
tion or  limitation  of  power. 

He  had  thus  presented  all  possible  modes  in  which  a 
Government,  bound  upon  the  will  of  an  absolute  minority, 
would  be  modified;  and  bad  demonstrated  that,  in  all  ha 
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forms,  whether  in  «  majority  of  the  people,  aa  in  a  mere 
democrat^,  or  in  a  majon^  of  their  representatives, 
wiUiout  a  constitution,  or  with  a  constitution,  to  be  inter- 
preted as  the  will  of  nujority,  the  result  would  be  the 
same:  two  hostile  interests  would  inevitably  be  created  by 
the  action  of  the  Government,  to  be  followed  by  hostile 
legislation,  and  that  by  &ction,  corruption,  anarchy,  and 
despotism. 

The  great  and  solemn  question  here  presented  itself : 
la  there  any  remedy  for  these  evils^oa  the  decision  of 
which  depends  the  question,  whether  the  people  can 
&enuelveaf  which  has  ^been  so  often  asked,  with 
so  much  scepticism  and  donbt.'  There  is  a  remedy,  and 
bu{  one,  the  effects  of  which,  whatever  may  be  the  form, 
is  to  oreanize  society  in  reference  to  this  conflict  of  inter- 
CBts,  which  springs  out  of  the  action  of  Governmentj  and 
which  can  onl^r  be  done  b^  giving  to  each  part  the  light 
of  aetf-protectiont  which,  in  a  word,  insteM  of  consider- 
ing the  community  of  twenty>feur  asa  uogle  community, 
having  a  common  interest,  and  to  be  governed  by  the 
single  will  of  an  entire  majority,  shall,  upon  all  questions 
tending  to  bring  the  parti  into  conflict,  the  thirteen 
against  the  eleven,  take  the  will,  not  of  the  twenty-four 
as  a  unit,  but  that  of  tiie  thirteen  and  that  of  the  eleven 
separatdy,  the  majority  of  each  governing  the  parts;  and, 
where  they  concur,  governing  the  whole  { and  where  thepr 
disagree,  arreiting  £e  action  of  the  Government.  Thia 
he  would  Call  the  eoncurting,asdiBthiet  from  the  absolute 
majori^.  It  would  not  be,  as  waa  generally  supposed,  a 
minority  governing  a  majority.  In  either  way,  the  num- 
ber would  be  the  same,  whether  taken  as  the  absolute, 
or  as  the  concurring  majority.  Thus,  the  majority  of 
the  thirteen  is  seven,  and  of  the  eleven  six,  and  the  two 
together  make  thirteen,  which  if  the  majori^  of  twen^' 


great  diversity  of  interests,  with  different  kinds  of  labor, 
capita],  and  production,  the  conflict  and  oppression  will 
extend,  not  only  to  a  monopoly  of  the  appropriations,  on 
the  part  of  the  stronger  Interests,  but  will  end  in  unequal 
taxes,  and  a  general  conflict  between  the  entire  interests 
of  conflicting  sections,  which,  if  not  arrested  by  the  most 
powerful  checks,  will  terminate  in  the  most  oppressive 
granny  that  can  be  conceived,  or  in  the  destruction  of 
tJie  community  itself. 

If  w^  turn  our  attention  from  these  supposed  cases,  and 
direct  it  to  our  Qovemment  and  iti  actual  operation,  we 
will  find  a  practical  confirmation  of  the  truth  of  what  haa 
been  stated,  not  only  of  the  oppresdve  operation  of  the 
system  of  an  absolute  majority,  but  also  a  striking  and 
beautiful  illustration,  in  the  formation  of  our  sjrstem,  of 
the  printiple  of  the  concurring  majority,  as  distinct  from 
the  absolute,  which  he  had  asserted  to  be  the  oiAj  means 
of  efficiently  checking  tiie  abuse  of  power,  and,  of  course, 
the  only  solid  foundation  of  constitutional  liberty.  That 
our  (•ovemment,  for  many  years,  has  been  gradually 
verging  to  consolidation,  that  the  constitution  hu  gradu- 
ally become  a  dead  letter,  and  that  all  restrictions  upon 
the  power  of  Government  have  been  virtually  removed, 
so  as  practically  to  convert  the  General  Government  into- 
a  Government  of  an  absolute  majority,  without  check  or 
limitation,  cannot  be  denied  by  any  one  who  haa  impar- 
tially observed  its  operation. 

It  is  not  necesMTT  to  trace  the  commencement  and 
gradual  progress  of  the  causes  which  have  produced  this 
change  in  our  system;  it  is  sufBcient  to  state  that  the 
change  has  taken  place  within  the  last  few  years.  What 
haa  been  the  result.'  Precisely  that  which  might  have 
been  anticipated — the  growth  of  Action,  corruption,  an- 
archy, and,  if  not  deapotiim  itself,  Ks  near  «ppnMich,  aa 


four.  But  though  the  number  is  tiie  same,  the  mode  of  witnessed  in  tiie  provirioiw  of  this  bill.  And  from  wiiat 
counting  is  essentially  different;  the  one  representing  the  have  these  conseanences  snmnp'  We  ha* e  heen  involved 


stronger  interest  and  the  other  the  weaker  interest  of 
the  community.  The  first  mistake  was,  in  supposing  that 
the  Government  of  the  absolute  majority  is  the  Govern- 
ment of  tiiis  people;  that  Seou  t(2»/  of  a  perfect  Govern- 
ment, which  nad  been  so  enthusiastically  entertained  in 
every  age,  by  the  generous  and  patriotic,  where  civilizar 
tioB  and  liberty  had  made  the  smallest  progress.  There 
couM  he  no  greater  errort  the  GorermneDt  of  the  peo- 
ple IB  the  Government  of  the  whole  communitn  of  the 
twen^-four;  the  self^;ovemment  of  all  the  {wrts;  too 
perfect  to  be  reducea  to  practice  in  the  present,  or  any 
past  stage  of  human  socletjr.  The  Government  of  the 
absolute  majority,  instead  m  the  Government  of  the  peo- 
ple, is  but  the  Government  o<  the  strongest  intercstst  and 
when  not  effidently  checked,  is  the  most  ^nmmcal  and 
oppreadve  that  can  be  devised.  Between  this  ideal  per- 
fection on  one  ride,  and  despotism  on  the  other,  none 
other  can  be  devised  but  that  which  considers  society,  in 
reference  to  its  parts,  aa  differently  affected  by  the  action 
of  the  Government,  and  which  takes  the  sense  of  each 
part  separately,  and  thereby  the  sense  of  the  whole  in 
the  manner  alrntdy  illuatrated. 

These  principles,  as  he  had  already  stated,  are  not 
affected  by  the  number  of  which  a  commumtv  may  be 
composed,  and  are  just  as  applicable  to  one  or  thirteen 
nullions,  the  number  which  composes  ours,  as  of  the 
small  community  of  twenty-four,  which  I  have  supposed, 
for  the  purpose  of  illustration;  and  are  not  less  ajiplicable 
to  the  twenty-four  States  united  in  one  community,  than 
to  the  case  of  the  twenty-four  individuals.  There  is,  in- 
deed, a  distinction  between  a  large  and  a  small  commu- 
nity, not  affecting  the  principle,  but  the  violence  of  the 
action.  In  the  former,  the  similarity  of  the  interests  of 
all  the  parts  will  limit  the  oppression  from  the  hostile 
action  of  the  parts,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  fiscal  action 
of  the  Government  merely;  but  in  the  large  communis, 
spreading  over  a  country  of  great  extend  utd  baying  a 


have  these  consequences  sprung'  We  have  been  involved 
in  no  war.  We  have  been  at  peace  with  all  the  world. 
We  have  been  visited  with  no  national  calamity.  Our 
people  have  been  advancing  in  general  intelligence,  and, 
I  will  add,  great  and  alarming  as  haa  been  the  advance 
of  political  corruption,  the  morals  and  virtue  of  the  com- 
munity at  large  have  been  advancing  in  improvement. 
What,  he  would  again  repeat,  is  thecsusef  No  other 
.can  be  assigned  but  a  departure  from  the  fondamentBl 
principles  of  the  constitution,  which  has  converted  the 
Government  into  the  will  of  an  absolute  and  irresponsible 
majority,  and  which,  by  the  laws  which  must  inevitably 
govern  in  all  such  majorities,  have  placed  in  conflict  the 
great  interests  of  the  country,  by  a  system  of  hostile 
legislation;  by  an  oppresrive  and  unequal  imposition  of 
taxes;  by  unequal  and  proftise  appropriations;  and  by 
rendering  the  entire  labor  and  capital  of  the  weaker  in- 
terest suDonUnate  to  the  stronger. 

This  is  the  cause,  and  these  the  fruits,  which  have  con- 
verted the  Government  into  a  mere  instrument  of  taking 
money  from  one  portion  of  the  community  to  be  given  to 
another,  and  which  has  rallied  around  it  a  great,  a  power- 
ful, and  mercenary  corps  of  office-holders,  office-seekers, 
and  expectantly  destitute  of  principle  and  patriotism,  and 
who  have  no  standard  of  morals  or  politica  but  the  will 
of  tiie  Executive — the  will  of  him  who  has  the  ^tribution 
of  the  loaves  and  the  fishes.  He  h;eld  it  imposwble  for 
any  one  to  look  at  the  theoretical  illustration  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  absolute  majority  in  the  cases  which  he  had 
supposed,  and  not  be  struck  with  the  practical  illustration 
in  tne  actual  operation  of  our  Government.  Under  every 
circumstance,  the  majority  wiU  ever  have  ita  American 
system — (he  meant  nothing  offenrive  to  any  Senate) — 
but  the  real  meaning  the  American  system  ia,  that  sys- 
tem of  plunder  which  the  stronger  interest  ever  waged, 
and  will  ever  wage,  against  the  weaker,  where  the  latter 
is  not  armed  with  some  efficient  and  constitutional  check 
to  arreit  its  action.   Nothhig  but  such  check  on  ttw  part 
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of  the  weaker  intereit  can  arrest  ttt  mere  conatitutiontl 
limitattont  are  wholly  inefiicient.  Whatever  uitereat  ob~ 
tains  possession  of  the  Government  will,  from  the  nature 
of  things,  be  in  favor  of  the  powers,  and  agsinot  tlie  limi- 
tations imposed  by  tlie  constitution,  and  will  resort  to 
every  device  that  can  be  imagined  to  remove  those  re- 
ttrunta.  On  the  contrary,  the  opposite  interest,  (that 
which  he  had  designated.aa  the  atockbolding  Interest^  the 
tax  payers,(those  on  whom  the^stem  operates,)  will  re- 
sist the  abuse  of  powers,  and  contend  for  tlie  limitations. 
And  it  is  on  that  point,  then,  that  th^  contest  between  the 
delegated  and  the  reserved  powers  will  be  waged;  but, 
in  this  contest,  as  the  interests  in  possession  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  organized  and  armed  by  all  its  powers  and 
patron^e,  the  opposite  interest,  if  not  in  like  manner 
organized  and  possessed  ofa  power  to  protect  themselves 
under  the  provisions  ttf  the  constitution,  will  be  as  inevit* 
ably  crushed  as  would  be  a  band  of  unorganized  militia 
when  apposed  by  a  veteran  and  trained  corps  of  regulars. 
Let  itnever  be  forgotten  that  power  can  only  be  opposed 
by  power,  organization  by  organization)  and  on  this 
theory  stands  our  beautiful  federal  system  of  gorem- 
ment.  No  fVee  ^item  was  ever  farther  removed  from 
the  principle  that  the  ^!>so1ute  majority,  without  check 
or  limitation,  ought  to  govern.  To  understand  whatour 
Government  is,  we  must  look  to  the  constitudon,  which 
is  the  basis  of  the  system.  He  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  any  minute  examination  of  the  origin  and  the  source 
of  its  powers;  it  was  sufficient  for  his  purpose  to  state, 
what  be  did  fearlessly,  that  it  derived  its  power  from  the 
people  of  the  separate  States,  each  ratifying  by  itself, 
eadi  binding  itself  by  its  own  separate  miyori^,  through 
its  separate  convention,  and  the  concurrence  of  the  ma- 
jorities of  the  several  States  forming  the  constitutioni  thus 
taking  the  sense  of  the  whole  by  that  of  the  several  parts 
representing  the  various  interests  of  the  entire  commu 
nrty.  It  was  this  concurring  and  perfect  majority  which 
fbnned  the  constitution,  and  not  that  majority  which 
would  consider  the  American  people  as  a  single  commu- 
nity, and  which,  instead  of  representing  fiurly  and  fiilty 
the  interests  of  the  whole,  would  but  represent,  a»  hu 
been  stated,  Uie  interest  of  the  stroi^r  section.  No 
candid  man  can  dispute  that  he  had  given  a  correct  de- 
scription of  the  constitution-maldng  power,  that  power 
which  created  and  organized  the  Oovernmentt  which 
delegated  to  it,  as  a  common  agent,  certain  powers,  in 
trust  for  the  c<»nmon  i^ood  of  all  the  States;  and  which 
had  impoMd  strict  limitations  and  checks  against  abuses 
and  usurpations.  In  administering  the  delegated  powers, 
the  eonstitutian  pravidei^  very  properly,  in  order  to  give 
promptitude  and  efficiency,  that  the  Government  should 
be  oi^anized  upon  the  principle  of  the  absolute  majority, 
or  rather  of  two  absolute  majoriUes  combinedt  a  majorihr 
of  tiie  States  eonndered  as  bodies  politic,  which  prevails 
in  tills  bod^,  and  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  States, 
esUmated  m  federal  oumbers,  in  the  other  Houseof  Con- 
grew.  A  combination  of  thetwo  prevub  in  the  ch^ce 
of  the  President;  and,  of  ooune,  in  the  appointment  ttt 
judges;  they  being  nominated  by  the  Present  and  con- 
firmed by  the  Senate.  It  is  thus  that  the  concurring  mi 
(he  absolute  majorities  are  combined  in  one  complex  sys- 
teotj  the  one  in  forming  the  constitution,  and  the  other 
in  nuking  and  executing  the  laws;  thus  beautifully  blend- 
ing the  nwdaataon,  justice,  and  equity  of  the  formerand 
more  perfect  majority,  with  the  promptneas  and  energy 
of  the  latter,  but  leas  perfect. 

To  maintain  the  ascendancy  of  the  constitution  over  the 
law-making  majority  is  the  great  and  essential  point  on 
which  ^  sucCMs  of  the  system  must  depend;  unless  that 
ascendancy  can  be  preserved,  the  necessary  consequence 
must  be,  that  the  .Uws  will  supersede  the  constitution; 
and,  daallj,  the  will  of  the  Execufive.  by  the  influence 
of  ii«  patronage,  vill  mperwde  the  lawst  indioatiom  of 


which  are  already  perceptible.  This  ascendancy  can  only 
be  preserved  through  the  action  of  the  State%  as  organ* 
ized  bodies,  having  their  own  separate  Governments,  and 
possessed  of  the  right,  under  the  structure  of  our  system, 
of  judging  of  the  extent  of  their  separate  powers,  and  of 
interpoung  their  authority  to  arrert  the  enactments  of  the 
General  Government  within  their  retpcctive  limits  He 
would  not  enter,  at  this  tone,  into  the  ^scuinon  of  th'is 
important  point,  as  it  bad  been  ^ly  and  fully  presented 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Biaa,]  and  other* 
who  bad  preceded  him  in  this  debate,  on  the  same  side, 
whose  ai^iments  not  only  remained  unanswered,  but 
were  unanswerable.  It  was  only  by  this  power  of  inter- 
pretation that  the  reserved  rights  of  the  States  could  be 
peaceftilly  and  efficiently  protected  against  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  General  Government,  that  the  limitation! 
imposed  upon  Its  authority  would  be  enforced,  and  its 
movements  confined  to  the  orbit  allotted  to  it  by  the  con- 
stitution. 

it  had,  indeed,  been  said  in  debate,  that  this  could  be 
effected  by  the  organization  of  the  General  Government 
itself,  particularly  by  the  action  of  this  bo^,>  which 
represented  the  Statest  and  that  the  States  themselves 
must  kwk  to  the  Genml  Goremmei^  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  many  of  the  most  impMteot  of  their  reserved 
rights.  Mr.  C.  aud  he  did  not  imdetrate  the  value  to 
be  attached  to  the  or^ganic  arrangement  of  the  General 
Government,  and  the  wise  diatribution  of  its  i>owers  be- 
tween the  several  departments,  and,  in  porticuUr,  the 
structure  and  the  important  functions  of  this  body;  but  to 
suppose  that  the  Senate,  or  any  department  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, was  intended  to  he  the  guardian  of  the  reserved 
rights,  was  a  great  and  fbndaoiental  n^stake.  The  Ctov- 
emment,  through  all  'Aa  departments,  represents  the 
delegated  and  not  the  reserved  powers;  and  it  was  a  vio- 
lation of  the  fundamental  principle  of  free  institutions,  to 
suppose  that  any  but  the  responsible  representative  of  any 
interest  could  be  its  guardian.  The  distribution  of  the 
powers  of  the  General  Government,  and  its  ot]fanization, 
were  arranged  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  power,  in  fulfilling 
the  important  trusts  confided  to  it;  and  not,  as  preposter- 
ously supposed,  to  protect  the  reserved  powers,  which 
are  confided  wholly  to  the  guardianship  of  the  several 
States. 

Against  the  view  of  our  system  which  he  had  presented, 
and  the  right  of  the  State  to  interpose,  it  was  objected, 
that  it  would  lead  to  anarchy  and  dissolution.  He  eon- 
ndered the  objection  u  without  the  slightest  fimndatioot 
and  that,  so  nr  from  tending  to  weakness  or  disunion,  it 
was  the  source  of  the  highest  power  and  of  the  strongest 
cement.  Nor  was  its  tendency  in  this  reqiect  difficult  of 
expUnation.  The  Government  of  on  absolute  minority, 
unchecked  by  efficient  constitutional  restrsant,  toough 
apparently  strong,  was  in  reality  an  exceedingly  feeble 
Government.  That  tendency  to  conflict  between  the 
part^  which  he  had  shown  to  be  inevitable  in  auch  Gov* 
ernments,  wasted  the  powen  of  the  Slate  in  the  hoitile 
action  of  contending  factions,  wtuch  left  very  Uttle  more 
power  than  the  CKess  of  the  strength  of  the  majority 
over  the  mintui^.  But  a  Government  based  upon  the 
principle  of  the  concurring  majority,  where  each  great 
mterest  possessed  within  itseu  the  means  of  self-protection, 
which  ultimately  reqiures  the  mutual  cmsent  of  all  the 
parts,  necessarily  causes  that  unaiunu^  in  counsel,  and 
ardent  attachment  of  all  the  parts  to  the  whole,  which 
gives  an  iirenstible  energy  to  a  Government  so  consti- 
tuted. 

He  mieht  appeal  to  hiatorv  for  the  truth  of  these  re- 
marks, of  wluch  the  Roman  uimiahed  the  most  fiuniliar 
and  striking.  It  was  a  well  known  fiurt,  that,  from  Uie 
expul^on  of  the  Torquins  to  the  time  of  the  establishment 
of  the  tribunarian  power,  the  Government  fell  into  a 
sute  of  the  greatest  diswder  and  distnction,  and)  he 
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prove  niinoiu  to  the  -my  intemti  whidi  vere  then  fcnc* 
inff  the  pun^  of  the  bill.  Under  tbeie  rievi  be  deter 
muied  to  renuun  in  the  cbAir*  and,  iFtbe  bill  cune  to  him, 
to  give  his  casting  vote  aguntt  itj  uid,  in  dinng'  so,  to  give 
hii  reasoni,  «t  l«rge{  but  at  the  same  time,  he  informed 
hU  friends  that  he  would  retire  from  the  ticket,  so  that  the 
•lection  of  General  Jacltson  might  not  be  embarraased  by 
any  act  of  his.  Sir,  (aaid  Mr.  C.,)  I  waa  amaxed  at  the 
felly  and  infiituation  of  tliat  period.  So  completely  ab- 
sorbed was  Congresa  in  the  game  of  Hnbitton  and  avarice, 
from  the  double  impulse  of  the  manufaeturera  and  politi- 
cians, that  none  but  a  few  appeared  to  anticipate  the  pre- 
■ent  crisis  at  which  now  all  are  alarmed,  but  which  is  the 
inevitable  result  of  what  was  then  done.  As  to  himself, 
he  clearly  foresaw  what  has  wnce  followed.  The  road  of 
ambition  ky  open  before  himt  he  bad  but  to  follow  the 
corrupt  tendency  of  the  timeai  but  he  chose  to  tr<»d  the 
ru|^^  path  of  du^: 

It  waa  thus  that  the  reasonable  hope  of  relief  dirou^ 
the  election  of  General  Jackson  was  blasted)  but  still,  one 
other  hope  remained— that  the  final  discharge  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  an  event  near  at  hand,  would  remove  our  bur- 
den. That  event  would  leave  in  the  treasury  a  latve  aur- 
plusf  a  suiplus  that  could  not  be  expended  under  the 
moat  axtraTannt  aehemes  of  appropriation,  having  the 
leart  cclor  m  decency  or  constitutionality.  That  erent 
at  last  arrived.  At  the  last  scsnon  of  Congress,  it  was 
avowed  on  all  mdea,  tiiat  the  public  debt,  for  all  practical 

Eurposes,  waa  in  fact  paid{  Uie  small  surplus  remuning 
eing  nearhr  covered  by  the  money  in  the  traasury  and 
the  bonds  for  duties  which  had  already  accrued^  but  with 
the  arrival  of  this  event,  our  last  hope  waa  doomed  to  be 
disappointed.  After  a  lone  sesuon  of  many  months,  and 
the  most  earnest  effort  on  the  part  of  Bouth  Carolina  and 
the  other  Southern  States  to  obtain  relief,  all  that  ooald 
be  effected  was  a  smalt  reduction  in  the  amount  of  the 
dutieat  but  a  reduction  of  such  a  character,  that,  white  it 
diminished  the  amount  of  burden,  distributed  that  burden 
more  unequally  that  even  the  obnouous  act  of  1838:  re- 
acrving  the  principle  adopted  by  the  bill  of  1816,  of  lay- 
ing higber  duties  on  the  unprotected  than  the  protected 
articles,  by  repeating  almost  entirely  the  dutiea  lud  upon 
the  fiinier,  and  imposing  the  burden  almost  entirely  on 
the  latter.  It  was  thua,  that  instead  of  relief,  instead  of 
an  equal  distribution  of  the  burdens  and  benefita  of  the 
Government,  on  the  payment  of  the  debt,  as  had  been 
fondly  anticipated,  the  duties  were  so  arranged  as  to  be, 
in  fact,  bounties  on  one  ride,  and  taxation  on  the  other; 
and  thus  placing  the  two  great  sections  of  the  country  in 
direct  conflict  in  reference  to  its  fiscal  action,  and  thereby 
letting  in  that  flood  of  poUtical  eomiption  which  threatens 
to  sweep  away  our  constitution  and  our  libet^. 

This  unequal  and  unjust  arrangement  Iraa  pronounced, 
hlith  by  the  administration,  through  its  proper  organ,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treaaury,  and  by  the  opposition,  to  be  a 
permanent  adjustment;  and  it  was  thus  that  all  hope  of 
relief  tiirough  the  action  of  the  General  Government  tei^ 
minated;  and  the  criais  so  long  apprehended  faadat  length 
arrived^  st  which  the  State  waa  eompelled  to  choose  be- 
tween absolute  sequiescence  in  a  ruinous  sjratem  of  op- 
presskm,  or  a'reaort  to  ber  reserved  powers — powers  of 
which  ahe  alone  was  the  rightfiil  judge,  and  which  alone 
inthiamomentoua  juncture  could  save  ber.  She  deter^ 
tuned  on  the  latter. 

The  consent  of  two-thirds  of  her  Lendature  waa  ne- 
cesssry  fer  the  cdl  of  a  convention,  whiui  wss  considered 
tiie  on^  fegitimate  organ  through  which  the  people,  in 
their  soverdgnt^,'  coiud  apeak.  After  an  uduous  strug- 
gle, the  State  rights  pai^  succeeded;  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  b(^  branches  of  the  Legislature' favorable  to  a 
convention  were  elected;  a  convention  was  held,  and  the 
ardinance  adopted.  The  convention  was  succeeded  by  a 
nwetiog  of  tbe  Lepdatnre,  when  the  laws  to  carry  the 


ordinance  into  execution  were  enacted;  idl  of  which  had 
been  conununtcated  by  tbe  President  bad  be«i  referred 
to  ttie  Comnuttee  on  the  Jtldicisryt  and  tlus  bill  is  the  re- 
sult of  their  labor. 

Having  now,  said  IJr.  C,  corrected  some  of  the  promi- 
nent misrepresentations  aa  to  the  nature  of  this  contro- 
versy, and Jpven  a  rapid  aketch  of  the  movement  the 
State  in  reference  to  it,  he  would  next  proceed  to  notice 
aome  objections  connected  with  the  ordinance,  and  the 
proceedmgs  under  h. 

The  first  and  most  prominent  <tf  these  is  Erected  sgdnat 
whatiscaUedthetestoatfa,  wluchancffort  has  been  made 
to  render  odious.  So  far  from  deserving  the  denuttdation 
which  had  been  levelled  against  it,  he  viewed  this  provi- 
sion of  the  ordinsnce  as  but  the  natural  resolt  of  tbe  doc- 
trines entertiuned  by  the  State,  and  the  pontkm  iriddk 
she  occupies.  Tbe  people  of  that  State  beUeved  that 
the  Union  is  a  union  of  States,  and  not  of  in£vtdnalst 
that  it  waa  formed  by  the  States;  and  that  the  citizens  of 
the  several  States  were  bound  to  it  through  tiie  acts  of 
their  several  States;  that  each  State  ratified  the  constitu- 
tion for  itself,  and  that  it  waa  only  by  such  ratification  of  a 
State  that  any  obligation  was  imposed  upon  the  citizens. 
Thus  believing,  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Caro- 
Una  that  it  b^onged  to  the  State  whieh  had  imposed 
the  obliyation  to  declare,  in  the  Isat  resort,  the  extent  of 
that  obligation,  as  fitr  as  her  citizens  were  concerned;  and 
this,  upon  the  plain  principles  which  exist  in  all  aaaloeous 
cases  of  compact  between  sovereign  or  political  bodies. 
On  this  principle,  the  people  of  the  State,  acting  in  their 
sovereign  capacity,  in  convention,  precisely  as  they  had 
adopted  their  own  and  the  federal  constitutions,  had  de- 
clared, by  the  ordinance,  that  the  acts  of  Congress  which 
bad  imposed  dutiea  under  tiie  authority  to  uy  impost 
were  acts,  not  for^revenue,  as  intended  by  the  constitution, 
but  for  protection,  and  therefore  null  and  r<nd.  The 
dinance,^thui'  enacted  by  the  people  of  tbe  State  them- 
selves, acting  as  a  sovereign  community,  was,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  a  part  of  the  constitution  of  tbe  State;  and 
though  of  a  peculiar  character,  was  aa  obligatory  on  tbe 
citizens  of  that  State  as  any  portion  of  the  conatitutioo. 
In  preacribing,  then,  the  oath  to  obey  the  ordinance,  no 
more  waa  done  than  to  prescribe  an  oatii  to  obey  the  con- 
stitution. It  was,  in  ftct,  but  a  particular  oath  of  all^- 
ance,  and  in  every  respect  similar  to  that  which  is  pre- 
scribed under  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  to  be 
administered  to  all  oflicen  of  the  State  and  Federal  Gov- 
ernments; and  Was  no  more  deserving  (he  harsh  and  bit- 
ter epithets  which  bad  been  heaped  upon  it,  than  that  or 
any  Bimilar  oath. 

It  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind,  tliat,  according  to  tbe 
opinion  which  prevailed  in  Carolina,  the  right  of  revat- 
ance  to  the  uncenstitutional  laws  of  Congress  belongs  to 
the  State,  and  not  to  her  individual  citizens;  and  that, 
though  the  latter  may,  in  a  mere  question  of  mmm  and 
fuvm,  resist,  through  the  courts,  an  unconstitutional  en- 
croachment upon  their  rights,  yet  the  final  stand  againat 
usurpation  rests  not  with  them,  but  with  the  State  of 
which  they  are  members;  and  that  such  act  of  reristance 
by  a  State  binds  the  conscience  and  allegiance  of  the  citi- 
zen. But  there  appeared  to  be  a  general  misappreben- 
uon  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  State  had  acted  under 
this  part  of  the  ordinance.  Instead  of  sa-eeping  every 
officer,  by  a  genera]  proscription  of  the  minority,  aa  has 
been  represented  in  debate,  as  far  as  the  knowledge  of 
Mr.  C.  extends,  not  a  single  individual  had  been  remored. 
The  State  had.  in  fret,  acted  with  the  greatest  tenderness, 
all  circumstances  considered,  towards  citizens  who  S^XFtr- 
cd  from  the  msjority;  and,  in  thatsinrit,  baddireetcd  the 
osth  to  be  adminntered  oidy  in  eases  of  some  official  act 
directed  to  be  performed,  in  whidi  obedience  to  the  ord- 
nance was  involved. 

It  had  been  ferther  objected  that  the  State  had  acted 
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precipitately.  Wh«t!  preeipitatel)'!  kfter  making' a  rtren- 
uooft  resistance  for  twelve  ytan,  hj  diwanion  here  and  in 
the  other  Houie  of  Congrew;  by  emya  in  all  fonna;  by 
rooltttioM,  remoiutraneei,  and  protcau  on  the  part  of 
her  LHwUturcf  and,  ftnally.  by  attemptii^  an  ^peal  to  the 
judicial  power  of  tiie  United  Statea?  He  (aid  attempt- 
inf^,  for  they  had  been  prevented  from  bringing'  the  quea< 
tion  fiurl^  before  the  courts  and  that  by  an  act  of  that  very 
m^ority  in  Congreaa  which  now  upbrud  them  for  not  mak- 
ing that  ^>peiui  of  that  majority,  who*  on  a  motion  of 
one  of  the  memben  in  the  other  Houae  from  South  Caro- 
lina, refused  to  give  to  the  act  irf"  1838  itt  true  title,  that  it 
was  a  protective,  and  not  a  TCTcnue  act  The  State  has 
ncvtf ,  it  is  true,  relied  upon  that  tribunal,  the  Bupreme 
Court,  to  vtn<Unte  tt»  reaerved  rightat  yet  they  have  al- 
ways conndered  it  as  an  auxiliary  means  of  defence,  of 
which  tbey  would  ^adly  have  availed  themselves  to  teat 
the  constitutionality  of  protection,  had  they  not  been  de> 
priredofthe  means  of  doing  so  by  the  act  tnttw  majority, 
Notwitbstaoding  this  long  delay  of  more  than  ten  years, 
under  tbia  continued  eneroaehment  of  the  Government, 
we  now  hear  it  on  all  rides,  by  friends  and  foes,  gravely 
Dronounced  that  tiie  State  baa  acted  predpitately — that 
ner  conduct  has  been  rash!  That  such  i^ouM  be  the  lan- 
guage of  an  interested  majority,  who,  by  means  of  this 
nnctHistitutional  and  oppresrive  system,  arc  annually  ez- 
tottii^milQDmfnKiitiie  South  to  be  bestowed  upon  other 
seetioni^  was  not  at  all  surpriring.  Whatever  nnpedes 
the  course  of  avarice  and  ambition  will  ever  be  denounced 
as  rash  and  precipitatet  and  bad  South  CaroUna  delayed 
her  resistance  fifty  instead  of  twelve  years,  she  would 
have  heard  from  the  same  quarter  the  same  language;  but 
it  was  really  surpriring  that  those  who  veri  suffering  in 
common  with  herself,  and  who  have  complained  equally 
loud  of  tiirir  grievances,  who  had  pronounced  the  very 
acto  which  she  bad  aaaerted  within  her  lindts  to  be  oppres- 
sive, uncoratitutional,  and  ruinoua^  after  so  long  a  atrug- 
{^le--a  atru^le  longer  than  that  wUch  preceded  the  aepara- 
tion  of  these  States  from  the  mother  country — longer  than 
the  period  of  the  Trojan  war — ahould  now  complwn  of  pre- 
cipitancy! No,  it  is  not  Candina  which  hasaeted  precipi- 
tately, but  her  sister  Sttfes,  who  have  suffered  in  common 
with  her,  that  have  acted  tardily.  Had  they  acted  as  she 
has  done,  had  they  perforated  their  doty  with  equal  ener- 
gy and  promptness,  our  utuation  tbia  day  would  be  very 
different  from  whirf  we  now  find  it.  Delays  are  said  to  be 
dangerous,  and  nevfer  was  the  maxim  more  true  than  in  the 
present  case — a  case  of  monopoly.  It  is  the  very  nature 
of  monopolies  to  grow.  If  we  take  from  one  ride  a  large 
portion  of  the  proceeds  of  its  labor,  and  give  It  to  the 
other,  the  side  from  which  we  take  must  constantly  decay, 
and  that  to  whidi  we  anve  must  prosper  and  bierease. 
Such  is  the  scfitn  of  Uie  pnrteetive  system.  It  exacts 
from  the  South  a  large  portion  of  the  proceeds  of  its  tn> 
dustry,  which  it  bestows  upon  the  other  sections,  in  the 
shape  of  bounties  to  manuucturera  and  appropriations  in 
a  thousand  forms — peoaoQS,improvement  of  rivers  and  har- 
bors, roads  and  canals,  and  in  every  shape  that  wit  or  inge- 
nuity can  devise.  Can  we,  then,  be  surprised  Uie 
principle  of  monopoly  growi^  when  it  is  so  amply  remui 
nerated  at  the  expense  of  those  who  support  it }  And  this 
ia  the  real  reason  of  the  fact  which  we  witness:  that  all 
acts  for  protection  pass  with  amall  minorities,  but  soon 
come  to  be  sustained  by  great  and  ovcrwheloung  majori- 
ties. Those  who  seek  the  monopoly  endeavor  to  obtain 
it  in  the  most  exdurive  sbapei  and  they  take  care,  accord- 
inj^y,  to  associate  only  a  sufficient  number  of  interetta 
buelv  to  pa«  It  through  tfw  two  Houses  of  Congress,  on 
the  plain  piindple  that  the  greatertbe  number  from  whom 
the  monopoly  takes,  and  the  fewer  on  wh«n  it  bestows, 
tbe  RTcater  is  the  advantage  to  the  monopolists.  Acting 
in  Vbam  spirit,  ve  have  often  seen  with  what  exact  preo- 
^  tbey  count,  adding  wod  to  wodlen%  iModitiog  lead 


and  iron,  feelingtheir  way  until  a  bare  majority  ia  obtain- 
ed, when  the  biU  passes,  connecting  just  as  many  inter- 
ests as  are  sufficient  to  insure  its  success  and  no  more.  In 
a  abort  time,  bowerer,  we  have  invariably  fbqnd  that  this 
lean  becomesadeddedmajority.under  die  certain  operation 
which  compels  indiiiduals  to  desert  the  pnrwuti  wnieb  the 
monop<dy  has  rendered  unprolitable,  thikt  they  may  psrtid* 
pate  in  those  pursuits  which  it  has  rendered  profitaDle.  It  is 
agunst  this  dangerous  and  growing  disease  that  South 
Carolina  has  a^ied--«  disease  whose  cancerous  action 
would  soon  spread  ttf  every  part  of  the  system,  had  it  not 
been  speedily  arrested. 

There  was  another  powerful  reason  why  the  action  of 
the  State  could  not  be  aafisly  delayed.  The  public  deb^ 
aa  he  had  already  atated,  for  all  practical  purpoaea,  had 
already  been  paid;  and,  under  the  exiating  duties,  a  large 
annual  surplus  of  many  millions  must  come  into  tiie^trea- 
auiT.  It  was  imposrible  to  look  at  this  state  of  Oitnn 
without  seeii^  the  most  mischievous  coosequencesi  snd, 
ammig  others,  if  not  speedy  corrected.  It  would  inter- 
pose powerful  and  almost  inadperable  obstaelea  to  throwing 
off  the  burdens  under  which  the  South  bad  been  so  long 
h^oring.  Tbe  dtsporition  of  the  surplus  would  become 
a  subject  of  a  violent  and  corrupt  struggle,  and  could  not 
fail  to  rear  up  new  and  powerful  interests  in  support  of 
the  existing  system,  not  only  in  those  sectifms  which  have 
been  heretofore  benefited  ny  but  even  io  tbe  Soott 
itself.  He  eould  not  but  trace  to  tbe  anticipation  of  this 
state  of  the  treasury  the  sudden  and  extraordinary  move- 
ments which  bad  taken  place  at  tiie  last  session  In  the  Vir> 
gintaLegishture,  in  which  the  whole  South  was  vitally  in- 
terested. It  was  imposuble  for  any  rational  man  to  be- 
lieve that  tliat  State  could  seriously  luive  thought  of  effect 
ing  the  scheme  to  which  he  alluded  by  her  own  resources, 
without  powerful  aid  fVom  the  G«n«ral  Covermnent. 

It  was  next  objected  that  the  enforcing  acts  have  legis- 
Uted  the  United  States  out  of  South  Carolina.  He  had 
^ready  replied  to  this  objection  on  another  occamon,  and 
would  now  but  repeat  what  he  then  said — that  they  bad 
been  legialated  out  only  to  the  extent  that  they  had  no 
ri(^t  to  enter.  The  constitution  had  admitted  the  juris> 
diction  of  the  United  States  within  the  limits  of  the  seve- 
ral States  only  so  fio"  as  the  delated  powers  authorizedt 
beyond  that  they  were  introders,  and  might  rightfully  be 
expelledt  and  that  they  had  been  efficientiy  expelled  by 
the  legisUtion  dT  the  State,  through  her  civil  process,  aa 
has  been  acknowledged  on  all  rides  in  the  debirte,  is  only 
a  confirmation  of  the  truth  of  the  doctrine  fi»  wwch  IM 
majority  in  Carolina  had  contended. 

The  very  point  at  issue  between  the  two  parties  there 
was,  whether  nuHifiuttion  wss  a  peaceful  and  an  effldent 
remedy  against  an  unconstitutional  act  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment, and  which  might  be  asserted  as  such  through  the 
State  tribunals'  Both  parties  agree  that  the  acts  agunst 
which  it  was  directed  are  unconstitutional  and  oppresrive. 
The  controversy  was  only  as  to  the  means  by  wbieb  our 
citizens  might  be  protected  agunst  the  acknowledged  en- 
croachments on  their  rights.  Thbbcii^  tbe  ptrint  at  issue 
between  the  parties^  aiM  tbe  reiy  object  of  the  majority 
being  an  efficient  protection  of  tbe  dtisena  through  the 
State  tribunals,  tbe  measures  adopted  to  enfbrce  the  wdi- 
nancc  of  course  received  the  most  decirive  character.  We 
were  not  children,  to  act  by  halves.^Yet,  for  acting  thua  effi- 
ciently, the  State  b  denounced  and  this  bill  reported,  to 
overrule,  by  nulitary  force,  the  civil  tribonala  and  civil 
process  of  the  State!  Sir,  said  Mr.  C.>  I  oonrider  this 
bill,  and  the  atgumenta  which  have  been  urged  on  tlus 
Boor  in  its  support,  as  the  most  triumphant  acknowledg- 
meet  that  nullifieation  is  peaceful  and  efficient,  and  so 
deeply  entrendied  in  the  principles  of  our  system,  that  it 
oannot  be  asssiled  but  by  prostrating  the  constitution,  and 
■obstituting  tbesupranacy  of  nufituy  force  in  Keu  of  tbi 
aapfemeey^tbelnwa.  In  fteti  Um  •dTOMtM  of  tiik  Ml 
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reiute  their  own  ui^ment.  Tbejr  tell  ua  that  the  ordi' 
nance  is  uncoiutitutionalt  that  it  infracta  theconstitutioa 
of  South  Carolinat  although  to  him  the  objection  appean 
absurd,  as  it  was  ndopted  by  the  very  authority  which 
adopted  the  conatituUon  itself.  They  aJso  tell  us  that  the 
Supreme  Court  is  the  appointed  arbiter  of  all  controrer- 
■ies  between  a  State  ana  the  General  Government.  Why, 
then,  do  they  not  leave  this  eontrovercy  tothattribunu^ 
Why  do  they  not  confide  to  them  the  abrogation  of  the 
ordinance  and  the  laws  made  in  pnrBuanee  m  iX,  and  the 
assertion  of  that  supremacy  which  they  claim  fop  the  laws 
of  Congress?  The  State  standa  pledged  to  reust  no  pro- 
cess of  the  court.  Wh^,  then,  confer  on  the  President 
the  extenave  and  unlimited  powers  provided  in  this  bill? 
Why  authorize  him  to  use  nulitary  force  to  arrest  the 
mil  process  of  the  State?  But  one  answer  can  be  given. 
That,  in  a  contest  between  the  State  and  Uie  General 
Governments,  if  the  resistance  be  limited  on  both  ndes 
to  the  civil  process,  the  State,  by  its  inherent  sove- 
reignty, standing  upon  its  reserved  powers,  will  prove  too 
powenul  in  such  a  controversy,  and  must  triumph  over 
the  Federal  Government,  sustained  by  its  delegated  and 
limited  authority^  and,  in  this  answer,  we  have  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  truth  of  those  great  principles  for  which 
the  State  haa  rd  6nnly  and  nobly  contended. 

Having  made  these  remarks,  the  great  question  Is  now 
presented— haa  Congress  the  right  to  pass  tliis  bill? — 
which  be  would  next  proceed  to  consider.  The  decision 
of  this  question  involves  the  inquiry  into  the  provisions  of 
the  bill.  What  are  they?  it  puts  at  the  disposal  of  the 
President  the  army  and  navy,  i^d  the  entire  militia  of  the 
country.  It  enables  him,  at  hia  pleasure,  to  subject  every 
man  in  the  United  States,  not  exempt  from  militia  duty, 
to  martial  law;  to  call  him  from  his  ordinary  occupation 
to  the  field,  and,  under  the  penalty  of  fine  and  imprison- 
meat  inflicted  by  a  court-martial,  to  imbrue  his  hand  in 
his  brothers'  blood.  There  is  no  limitation  on  the  power 
of  the  sword,  and  that  over  the  purse  is  equally  without 
restraint)  for,  among  the  extracffdinaty  features  of  the 
bill,  it  contains  no  approptiationi  which,  under  existing 
circumstances,  is  tantunount  to  an  unUmited  appropria- 
tion. The  President  may,  under  its  authority,  meur  any 
expenditure,  and  pledge  the  natitmal  fiudi  to  meet  h.  He 
may  create  a  new  national  debt,  at  the  very  moment  of 
the  termination  of  the  former — a  debt  of  millions,  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  labor  of  that  section  of 
the  country  wlwse  dearest  constitutional  rights  this  bill 
prostrateal  Thus  e^lnting  the  eirtraer^naty  spectacle, 
that  the  very  section  of  the  country  which  is  ui^ng  this 
roeaauje,  and  carrying  the  aword  of  devastation  against 
us,  are  at  the  same  time  mcutring  a  new  debt,  to  be  pi^ 
by  those  whose  rigbta  are  violatedi  while  those  who  vio- 
late them  are  to  receive  the  benefits,  in  the  shape  of 
bounties  and  expenditures. 

And  for  what  purpose  is  the  unlimited  control  of  the 
purse  and  of  the  sword  thus  placed  at  the  disposition  of 
the  Executive }  To  make  Vtt  wainst  one  of  the  free  and 
sovereign  members  of  this  eonrederation,  which  the  bill 
proposes  to  deal  with,  not  as  a  State,  but  as  a  collection 
of  banditti  or  outlaws.  Thus  exhibiting  the  impious  spec- 
tacle of  this  Government,  the  creature  ctf  tne  States, 
making  war  agunit  the  power  to  which  tt  owes  its  exist- 
ence. 

The  bill  violates  the  constitution,  plainly  and  palpably, 
in  many  of  its  proviMons,  hy  authorizn^  the  President,  at 
hia  pleasure,  to  place  the  atfferent  porta  of  this  Union  on 
an  unequal  footing,  contrary  to  that  provision  of  the  con- 
stitution which  declares  that  no  preference  should  be 
given  to  one  port  over  another.  It  also  violates  the  con- 
stitution by  authorizing  him,  at  his  discretion,  to  impose 
cash  duties  in  one  port,  while  credit  is  allowed  in  othersj 
by  enabling.the  President  to  regulate  commerce,  a  power 
Tested  in  CongicM  alenei  and  l>y  druring  urithin  the  ju- 


risdiction of  the  United  States  courts  powera  never  in* 
tended  to  be  conferred  on  them.  As  great  aa  these  ob- 
jections were,  they  beaame  inngnificant  in  the  prariuona 
of  a  bill  which,  by  a  sinp'le  blow,  by  treating  the  States  as 
a  mere  lawless  mass  of  individuals,  prostrates  all  the  bar- 
riers of  the  constitution.  He  would  pass  over  the  minw 
considerations,  and  proceed  directly  to  the  great  point. 
This  bill  proceeds  on  the  ground  that  the  entire  aove- 
reienty  of  this  ccuntiy  heloi^  to  the  American  people, 
aa  forming  one  great  communityt  and  regarda  the  States 
as  mere  fractions  or  counties,  and  not  as  an  integral  part 
of  the  Union,  having  no  more  right  to  renst  tiie  encroacb- 
ments  of  the  Government  than  a  county  haa  to  reriat  the 
authority  of  a  Statet  and  treating  such  reustance  as  the 
lawless  acts  of  ao  many  individuals,  without  possessing 
sovereign  or  political  rights.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
bill  dechru  wr  against  South  Carolina.  Not  decrees 
a  massacre  of  her  citixens !  War  has  something  ennobling 
about  it,  and,  with  all  its  horrors,  brings  into  aeti«i  the 
highest  qualities,  intetlectual  and  moral.  It  was,  pertups, 
in  the  order  of  Providence  that  it  should  be  permitted  for 
that  vety  purpose.  But  this  bill  declares  no  war,  except, 
indeed,  it  be  that  which  savages  wage — a  war,  not  against 
the  community,  but  the  citizens  of  whom  that  community 
is  composed.  But  he  regu-ded  it  as  worse  than  aavwe 
warftre — as  an  attempt  to  take  away  life  under  the  color 
of  law,  without  the  trial  by  jury,  or  any  other  safeguard 
which  the  constitutitm  has  thrown  around  the  Tifie  at  the 
citizen!  It  authorizes  the  Prerident,  or  even  hiad^u* 
ties,  when  they  may  suppose  the  law  to  be  violated,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  a  court  or  jury,  to  lull  without 
mercy  or  discrimination  i 

It  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gavy> 
9x1  to  be  a  measure  of  peace!  Yes,  such  peace  as  the 
wolf  pvea  to  the  lamb)  the  kite  to  ^e  dore.  Such 
peace  as  Rusna  ^ves  to  Pobndt  or  death  to  its  victim! 
A  peace,  by  extinguishing  the  piriitical  existence  of  the 
State;  by  awing  her  into  an  abandonment  of  the  exerose 
of  every  power  which  constitutes  her  a  sovereign  commu- 
nity. It  is  to  South  Carolina  a  question  of  self-preserva- 
tion {  and  I  procbum  it,  that,  should  this  bill  pass,  and  an 
attempt  i>e  made  to  enforce  it,  it  will  be  resisted  at  every 
hazard,  even  that  of  death  itself.  Death  is  not  the  great- 
est calamity  t  there  are  others  still  more  terrible  to  the 
free  and  bravet  and  among  them  may  be  placed  the  loss 
of  liberty  and  honor.  There  are  thousands  of  her  brave 
sons  who,  if  need  be,  are  prepared  cheerfolly  to  lay  down 
their  lives  in  defence  of  the  State,  and  the  great  princtplea 
of  constitutional  liberty  for  which  she  is  conten^ng.  God 
forbid  that  thia  should  became  neeeamry!  It  never  can 
be,  unless  this  Ooreminent  is  resolved  to  bring  the  quer 
tion  to  extremity,  when  her  gallant  sons  will  stand  pre- 
pared to  perform  their  last  duty>-to  die  nobly. 

I  go  (said  Mr.  C.)  on  the  ground  that  this  constitution 
was  made  by  the  States;  that  it  is  a  federal  union  of  th« 
States,  in  which  the  several  SUtes  still  retain  their  sove- 
reignty. If  these  views  be  correct  he  had  not  character- 
izM  the  bill  too  strongly,  which  presents  the  question, 
whether  they  be  or  be  not.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
^scusuon  of  that  question  now.  He  would  rest  it,  for 
the  present,  on  what  he  had  said  on  the  introduction  of 
the  resolutions  now  on  the  table,  under  a  hope  that  an- 
other opportunity  would  be  afforded  for  more  ample  dis- 
cussion. He  would  for  the  present  confine  bis  remarks 
to  the  objections  which  had  been  raised  to  the  views 
which  he  had  presented  when  he  introduced  them.  Tlw 
authority  of  Luther  Martin  had  been  adduced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  to  prove  that  the  eititena  of  a  State, 
acting  under  the  authority  of  a  State,  were  liable  to  be 
punisoed  as  traiton  by  this  Government.  As  eminent  aa 
Mr.  Martin  was  as  a  lawyer,  and  as  high  as  his  authority 
migltt  be  considered  on  a  legal  pmot,  Im  could  not  ace^t 
it  in  determining  the  point  at  issue.   Tbe  attitude  whin 
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he  occupied,  if  taken  into  view,  would  lessen,  if  not  de- 
•troy,  the  weight  of  his  authority.  He  had  been  violently 
opposed,  in  convention,  to  the  constitution  t  and  the  very 
letter  from  vhidi  the  Senator  bat  quoted  waa  intended  to 
dissuade  Marj^and  from  its  adt^tion.  With  this  view,  it 
was  to  be  expected  that  every  corauderation  calculated  to 
effect  that  object  should  be  urged;  that  real  objections 
should  be  exaggerated;  and  that  those  having  no  founda- 
tion, except  mere  plausible  deductions,  should  be  pre- 
sented. It  is  to  tlus  spirit  that  be  attributed  the  opinion 
otVb.  Martin,  in  reference  to  the  point  under  considera- 
tion. But  if  his  authority  is  good  on  one  point,  it  must 
be  admitted  to  be  equally  so  on  another.  If  his  opinion 
be  sufficient  to  prove  that  a  citizen  of  the  State  may  be 
putushed  as  a  traitor  when  acting  ander  allegiance  to  the 
State,  it  is  also  sufficient  to  show  that  no  authority  was 
intended  to  be  given,  in  the  constitution,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  roanubctures  by  the  General  Govemmentt  and 
that  the  jprvAAm  in  the  conatitution,  permitting  a  State 
to  lay  an  impost  duhr  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  was 
intended  to  reserve  the  rMit  of  protection  to  the  States 
themselves,  and  that  each  State  should  protect  its  own 
industry.  Assuming  his  opinion  to  be  of  equal  authority 
on  both  points,  how  embarrassing  would  be  the  attitude 
in  which  it  would  place  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  and 
those  with  whom  he  is  acting — that  of  using  the  sword 
and  the  bayonet  to  enfiwee  the  execution  of  an  unconstito- 
tional  act  of  Congress.  He  must  express  his  surprise  that 
the  slirhtest  authority  in  tvrar  of  power  should  be  receiv- 
ed as  the  most  conclusive  evidence,  while  that  which  is 
at  least  equally  strong  in  favor  of  right  and  liberty  is 
wholly  overlooked  or  rejected. 

Notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said,  be.  must  say, 
that  neither  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Clattoit,] 
nor  any  other  who  had  spoken  on  the  same  side,  had  ^- 
,  rectly  and  fairly  met  the  great  questions  at  issue.  Is  this 
a  federal  union?  a  union  of  States  as  distinct  from  that 
of -individuals?  is  the  sovereignty  in  the  several  States, 
or  in  the  American  people  in  the  aggregate?  The  very 
language  which  we  are  compelled  to  use,  when  speaking 
of  our  political  institutions,  affords  proof  conclusive  as  to 
its  real  character.  The  terms  union,  federal,  united,  all 
imply  a  combination  of  sovereignties,  a  confederation  of 


■viduals.  Who  ever  heard  of  the  United  State  of -New 
York,  of  Hassachtisetts,  or  of  Virginia?  Whoererheard 
the  term  federal,  or  union,  applied  to  the  aggregation  of 
individuab  into  one  community?  Nor  is  the  other  point 
leas  clear,  that  the  sovereignty  is  in  the  several  States,  and 
that  our  system  is  a  union  oi  twenty-four  sovereign  powers, 
under  a  constitutional  compact,  and  not  of  a  divided  sove- 
r^nty  between  the  States  severally  and  the  United  States. 
In  spite  of  all  that  has  been  said,  he  muntained  that  sove- 
reignty is  in  its  nature  indiviuble.  It  is  the  supreme  power 
in  a  Sutet  and  we  might  just  as  well  speak  of  half  a  square, 
or  half  of  a  triangle,  aaof  half  a  sovereignty.  It  isagross 
error  to  cpnfound  the  exercise  of  sovereign  powers  with 
•overeignty  itself;  or  the  detection  of  such  powers  with 
a wrrender of tiiem.  Asovereipimaydelegatehispowers 
to  be  exercised  by  as  many  agents  as  he  may  think  pro- 

Eer,  under  such  conditions  and  with  such  limitations  as 
e  may  impose;  but  to  surrender  any  portion  of  his  sove- 
reignty to  another  is  to  annihilate  the  whole.  The  Sena- 
tor  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clittok]  calls  this  metaphysical 
reasoning,  which  he  says  he  cannot  comprehend.  If  by 
metaphviicB  he  means  that  scholastic  refinement  which 
makes  distinctioni  without  difference,  no  one  can  hold  it 
in  more  utter  contempt  than  he,  (Mr.  C.;)  but  if,  on  the 
contrary,  he  means  the  power  of  analyni  and  combination, 
that  power  which  reduces  the  most  complex  idea  into  its 
elements,  which  traces  causes  to  their  first  principle,  and, 
by  the  power  of  generalization  and  combination,  unites 
the  wl)Me  into  one  harmonious  lyiteiii— 4hen,  h  far  from 


deserving  contempt,  it  is  the  highest  attribute  of  the  hu- 
man mind.  It  is  the  power  which  raises  man  above  the 
brute;  which  distinguishes  his  faculties  from  mere  saga- 
city, which  he  holds  in  common  with  inferior  animala.  It 
is  uiis  power  which  has  raised  the  astronomer  from  being 
a  mere  gazer  at  the  stars  to  the  high  intellectual  eminence 
of  a  Newton  or  a  I<a  Place;  and  astronomy  itself,  from  a 
mere  observation  of  insulated  facts,  into  that  noble  science 
which  displays  to  our  admiration  the  system  of  the  uni- 
verse. And  shall  this  high  power  of  the  mind,  which  has 
effected  such  wonders  when  directed  to  the  laws  which 
control  the  material  world,  be  forever  prohilnted,  under 
a  senseless  cry  of  metaphyncs,  from  being  applied  to  the 
high  purpose  of  political  science  and  legislation  ?  He  held 
them  to  be  subject  to  laws  as  fixed  as  matter  itself,  and  to 
be  as  fit  a  subject  for  the  application  of  the  hiehest  intel- 
lectual power.  Denunciation  may  indeed  fidi  upon  the 
pbiloswhical  inquirer  into  these  first  principles,  as  it  did 
upon  Galileo  and  Bacon,  when  they  first  unfolded  the 
great  discoveries  which  have  immortalized  their  names; 
but  the  time  will  come  when  truth  will  prevail  in  spite  of 

Erejudice  and  denunciatioa,  and  when  politics  and  legis- 
>tion  will  be  conridered  as  much  a  science  ai  astronomy 
and  chemistry. 

In  connexion  with  this  part  of  the  subject,  he  under- 
stood the  Senator  from  Yiiginia  [Mr.  Rivas]  to  say  that 
sovereignty  was  divided;  that  a  portion  remained  with 
the  States  severally,  uid  that  the  residue  was  vested  in 
the  Union.  By  Union,  he  supposed  that  the  Senator 
meant  the  United  States.  If  such  be  his  meaning — if  he 
intended  to  affirm  that  the  sovereignty  was  in  the  twenty- 
four  States,  in  whatever  light  he  might  view  them,  their 
opinions  would  not  disagree;  but,  according  tp  his  (Mr. 
C.'a)  conception,  the  whole  sovereignty  was  in  the  several 
States,  while  the  exercise  of  sovereign  powers  was  divided, 
a  part  being  exercised  under  compact,  through  this  Gen- 
em  Government,  and  the  residue  through  the  separate 
State  Governments.  But  if  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  RiTKs]  meant  to  assert  that  the  twenty-four  States 
formed  but  one  community,  with  a  single  sovereign  power 
as  to  the  objects  of  the  Union,  it  would  be  but  the  revival 
of  the  old  question,  of  whether  the  Union  was  a  union  be- 
tween States,  as  distinct  commumtiea,  or  a  mere  aggre- 


States.   They  are  never  applied  to  an  assodation  of  in^  p;ate  of  the  American  people^  asamassof  Individuals;  and 


m  this  light  his  opinions  would  lead  directiy  to  consolida- 
tion. 

But  to  return  to  the  bill.  It  is  said  that  the  bill  ought 
to  pass,  because  the  law  must  be  enforced.  The  law 
must  be  enforced!  The  imperial  edict  must  be  executed. 
It  is  under  such  sophistry,  couched  in  general  terms, 
without  looking  to  the  limitations  which  must  ever  eust 
in  the  practical  exercise  of  power,  that  the  most  cruel  and 
despotic  acts  ever  have  been  covered.  ^  It  was  such 
sophistry  as  this  that  cast  Daniel  into  the  lion's  den,  and 
the  three  innocents  into  the  fiery  furnace.  Under  the 
same  sophistry,  the  bloody  edicts  of  Nero  and  Caligula 
were  executed.    The  law  must  be  enforced!    Yes,  the 

tea  tax  must  be  executed."  This  was  the  very  ar^- 
ment  which  impelled  Lord  North  and  tus  administratum 
in  that  mad  career  which  forever  separated  us  from  the 
British  crown.  Under  a  nmilar  sophistry,  "  that  religion 
must  be  protected,'*  how  many  massacres  have  been  per- 
petrated? and  how  many  martyrs  have  been  tied  to  the 
stake?  What!  acting  on  this  vague  abstraction,  are  you 
prepared  to  enforce  a  law,  withont  conwdering  whether 
It  be  just  or  unjust,  constitutional  or  unconstitutional? 
Will  you  collect  money  when  it  is  acknowledged  that  it  is 
not  wanted?  He  who  earns  the  money,  who  digs  it  from 
the  earth  with  tiie  sweat  of  his  brow,  has  a  just  title  to  it 
against  the  universe.  No  one  has  a  right  to  touch  it  with- 
out his  consent,  except  his  Government,  and  it  only  to  the 
extent  of  its  legitimate  wants.  To  take  more  is  robbery; 
and  you  propose  by  this  bUl  to  enforce  the  robbery  by 
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nurder.  YeSi  to  this  result  jiou  must  come  by  this  mia- 
enble  topliistry,  tbia  va^e  nbstraction,  of  enforcinjf  the 
lav  ^thout  a  re^rd  to  the  fitct  whether  the  Uw  be  just 
or  unjust,  constitutional  or  unconstitutional. 

In  the  same  spirit  we  are  told  that  the  Union  must  be 
preservedt  without  regard  to  the  means.  And  bow  is  it 
proposed  to  preserve  the  Voionf  By  fbrce!  Does  any 
ntan  in  hia  senses  beliere  that  this  beautiful  structure,  this 
harmonious  aggrefnte  of  States,  produced  by  the  joint 
consent  of  all,  can  oe  preserred  by  force?  Its  very  intro- 
duction will  be  certain  destruction  of  this  Federal  Union. 
NOf  no;  you  cannot  keep  the  States  united  in  their  con- 
stitutional and  federal  bonds  by  force.  Force  may,  in- 
deed»  bold  the  parts  togetiier;  but  Rich  union  would  be 
the  bond  between  ouster  and  slavej  a  union  of  exaction  on 
one  nde,  and  of  unqoalified  obedience  on  the  other. 
That  obedience  which,  we  are  told  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  {Mr.  Wilkivb,]  is  the  Union!  Tes,  exac- 
tion on  the  side  of  the  maiteri  for  this  very  bill  is  intended 
to  collect  what  can  be  no  longer  called  taxes,  (the  volun* 
tary  contribution  of  a  free  people,)  but  tribute,  tribute  to 
be  collected  under  the  mouths  of  the  cannon!  Your 
cuatom-houte  Is  alreadjr  transferr«l  to  a  garrison,  and  that 
garrison  with  its  batteries  tamed,  not  against  the  enemy 
of  your  country,  but  on  subjects,  (I  will  not  say  citizens,} 
on  whom  you  propose  to  levy  contributions.  Has  reason 
fled  from  our  borders?  Have  we  ceased  to  reflect'  It  ia 
madness  to  suppose  that  the  Union  can  be  preaerved  by 
force.  I  tell  you  plainly  that  the  bill,  should  it  pass,  can- 
not be  enforced,  it  will  prove  only  a  blot  upon  your 
statute  book,  a  reproach  to  the  year,  and  a  disgrace  to 
the  Amerioji  Senate.  I  repeat  that  it  win  not  DC  exe- 
cuted) it  will  rouse  the  dormant  spirit  of  the  people,  and 
open  their  cyt*  to  the  approach  or  despotism.  The  coun- 
try has  sunk  into  avarice  and  political  corruption,  from 
which  nothing  could  arouse  it  but  some  measure,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  of  fiilly  and  madness,  such  as  that 
now  under  consideration. 

Di^ise  it  as  you  may,  the  controversy  is  one  between 
power  and  liber^;  and  he  would  tell  the  eentlemen  who 
■re  opposed  to  him,  that,  strong  as  might  be  the  love 
of  power  on  their  side,  the  love  of  liberty  is  still  stronger 
on  ours.  History '  furnishes  many  instances  of  similar 
itmgglea,  where  the  love  of  liberty  has  prevailed  against 
power,  under  iivery  disadvantage;  and,  among  them,  few 
more  striking  than  that  of  our  own  revolution;  where, 
strong  as  was  the  parent  country,  and  feeble  as  were 
the  colonies,  yet,  under  the  irapidse  of  Uberty  and  the 

•  blessing  of  God,  they  gloriously  triumphed  in  the  contest. 
There  were,  indeed^  manyandstrilung  analogies  between 
that  and  the  present  controrersjr;  they  both  originated 
substantially  in  the  same  cause,  with  this  difference,  that, 
in  the  present -case,  the  power  of  taxation  is  converted 
into  that  of  regulating  industryt  in  that,  the  power  of 
regulating  industry,  by  the  regulation  of  commerce,  was 
attempted  to  be  converted  into  the  power  of  taxation. 
Were  he  to  trace  the  analt^  fiirther,  we  would  find  that 
the  perversion  of  the  taxing  power,  in  one  ease,  has  given 
precisely  the  same  control  to  the  northern  section  over 
the  industry  of  the  southern  section  of  the  Union,  wliici) 
the  power  to  regulate  commerce  gave  to  Great  Britain 
over  the  industry  of  the  colonies{  and  that  the  very  arti- 
cles in  which  the  colonies  were  permitted  to  have  a  free 
trade,  and  those  in  whidi  the  mother  country  had  a  mo- 
nopoly, are  almost  identically  the  same  as  those  under 
which  the  Southern  States  are  permitted  to  have  a  free 
trade  by  the  act  of  1832,  and  which  the  Northern  States 
have,  by  the  same  act,  secured  a  monopoly;  the  only  dif- 
ence  is  in  the  means.  In  the  former,  the  colonies  were 
permitted  to  have  a  free  trade  with  all  countries  sotith  of 

^  Cape  Vinisterre,  a  cape  in  the  northern  part  of  Spain; 
while  north  of  that  the  trade  of  the  colonies  was  probib< 
ited,  except  Uirough  the  mother  country,  by  me«B  of 


her  commerei^  regulattons.  If  we  comfiare  the  product* 
of  the  country  noru  and  south  of  Cape  Finisterre,  we  will 
find  them  almost  identical  with  the  list  of  the  protected 
and  unprotected  articles  contained  in  the  act  c^Iast  year. 
Nor  does  the  analogy  terminate  here.  The  very  argu- 
ments resorted  to  at  the  commencement  of  the  Amerkaa 
revolution,  and  the  measures  adopted,  and  the  motives 
assigned  to  bring  on  that  contest  (to  eoftave  the  law.) 
are  almost  identically  the  same. 

But,  said  Mr.  C,  to  return  from  this  diffression  to  the 
consideration  of  the  bill.  Whatever  opinion  may  exist 
upon  other  points,  there  is  one  In  which  he  would  suppose 
there  could  be  none :  that  this  bill  rests  on  principlea  which, 
if  carried  out,  will  ride  over  State  sovereignties,  and  that 
it  will  be  idle  for  any  of  its  advocates  hernifter  to  talk  of 
State  rigjits.  The  Senstor  from  Vlr^iua  [Mr.  RiTxa]  sagra 
that  be  IS  the  advocate  of  State  rights;  but  he  must  pemat 
me  to  tell  him  that,  although'  he  may  differ  in  premiaet 
from  the  other  gentlemen  with  whom  he  acts  cm  tlui  oc- 
casion, yet  in  supporting  this  bill  he  obliterates  every  ves- 
tige of  distinction  between  him  and  them,  saving  only 
that,  professing  the  principles  of  *98,  hiaexample  will  be 
more  pernicious  than  that  of  the  most  open  and  bitter  op- 
ponent* of  the  rights  of  the  States.  He  would  also  add, 
what  he  was  compelled  to  say,  that  lie  must  conwieF  hhn 
[Ur.  Rirsaj  as  less.connstent  than  our  old  opponents, 
whose  conclusions  were  fairly  drawn  fi^m  their  premises, 
whilst  his  premises  ought  to  have  led  him  to  opposte  con- 
clusions. The  gentleman  has  told  us  tbatthe  new-&ng4ed 
doctrines,  as  he  chole  to  call  them,  had  brought  State 
rights  into  disrepute.  He  must  tell  .him,  in  reply,  that 
what  he  called  new-fimgled  we  but  the  doctrines  of  '9^ 
and  that  it  is  he,  [Mr.  Bitxs,]  and  others  with  Um,  wlu^ 
professing  these  doctrines,  had  deg^raded  them  by  explun< 
mg  away  their  meaning  and  efficacy.  He  [Mr.  BiTaal 
had  disclaimed,  in  behalf  of  Virginia, .  the  authorship  of 
nullification.  Mr.  C-  would  not  dispute  that  pdnt.  If 
Virginia  choose  to  throw  away  one  of  her  brighter  omir 
ments,  she  must  not  hereafter  complain  that  it  bad  become 
the  property  of  another.  But  while,  as  a  representative 
of  CaroHna,  he  had  no  right  to  complain  of  the  disavowal 
of  die  SeniUor  from  Vusinia*  be  must  betieve  that  he  [Mr. 
Rivxs]  had  done  his  native  State  great  iiyustice  by  declar- 
ing on  this  floor  that,  when  she  gravely  resolved,  in  '98, 
that  "  in  cases  of  deliberate  and  dangerous  iufractiona 
the  constitution,  the  States  as  parties  to  the  compact,  have 
the  right,  and  are  in  duty  bound,  to  interpose  to  arrest  the 
ptimesB  of  the  evil,  and  to  maintain,  within  their  respect- 
ive Umits,  the  authtHities,  rights,  and  liberties  appeHaiii> 
ing  to  them, "  she  meant  no  more  than  to  ordain  the  right  to 
protest  and  remonstrate.  To  suppose  that,  in  putting 
forth  such  a  solemn  declaration,  which  she  afterwuds  sus- 
tained by  so  able  and  elaborate  an  argument  she  meant 
no  more  than  to  assert  what  no  one  hadever  denied,  would 
be  to  suppose  that  the  State  bad  been  guilty  of  the  nuN* 
egre|pous  trifling  that  ever  was  exhibited  on  so  solemn  an 
occasion. 

Mr.  C.  said  that,  in  renewing  the  ground  over  which 
he  had  passed,  it  would  be  apparent  that  the  question  in 
conlroveisy  involved  that  most  deeply  important  of  all  po- 
litical questions,  whether  ours  was  a  federal  or  a  consoli- 
dated Government — a  question  on  the  decision  of  which 
depends,  as  be  scdemnly  believed,  the  liberty  of  the  pe(»> 
pie,  their  hi^pines^  and  the  place  wlueh  we-are  destined 
to  hold  in  the  moral  and  intellectual  scilii  of  nations. 
ver  was  there  a  controversy  in  which  more  important  coo-, 
sequences  were  involved,  not  excepting  tliat  between 
Perua  and  Greece,  decided  by  the  batUes  of  Marathon, 
!  Platea,  and  Salanus,  which  gave  ascendancy  to  the  genius 
of  Europe  over  that  of  A8ia,and  which,  in  its  consequence^ 
has  continued  to  affect  the  destiny  of  so  large  a  por- 
tion of  the  world,  even  to  tins  day.  There  is,  asud  Mr. 
C,  often  clofc  anak^tu  between  e?enta  apparnt^  vmr 
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remote^  which  !■  ■triking'Ijr  illuitrmted  In  thii  cue.  In 
the  great  contest  between  Greece  and  Perata,  between  Eu- 
ropean uid  A^tic  polity  and  cinlization,  the  very  ques- 
tion between  the  federal  and  canaolidated  form  of  gov- 
eminent  was  mvolred.  I'he  Asiatic  Governments,  irom 
the  remotest  time,  with  some  exceptions  on  the  eastern 
shore  of  the  Mediterranean,  have  been  based  on  the  prin- 
i^ple  of  consolidation,  which  considers  the  whole  commu- 
mtar  11  but  a  unit;  and  consolidates  hs  powen  in  a  central 
punt.  The  opposite  principle  hasprenuled  in  Europei 
Greece,  t^mighout  all  ner  States,  was  based  on  a  federal 
wyttem.  AO  were  united  in  one  common  but  loose  bond, 
and  the  Governments  of  the  several  States  partook,  for 
the  most  part,  of  a  complex  organization,  which  distrib- 
uted political  power  among  different  members  of  the  com- 
munity. The  same  principles  prevailed  in  ancient  Italyj 
and,  if  we  turn  to  the  Teutonic  race,  our  great  anceston, 
tbe  race  whidi  occupies  thfe  first  place  in  power,civiIization, 
and  science,  and  which  possess  the  largest  and  the  ^est 
part  of  Europe,  we  will  find  that  their  Governments  were 
based  on  the  federal  organizaUon,  as  has  been  clearly  il- 
lustrated by  a  recent  and  able  writer  on  the  British  consti- 
tution, (Ur.  Palgrave,]  from  wboMWritingshe introduced 
the  following  extract: 

*«  tn  this  manner  the  first  establishment  of  the  Teutonic 
States  was  effected.   They  were  assemblages  of  sects, 
clui^  and  tribes;  they  were  confederated  hosts  and  armies, 
led  on  by  princes,  magistrates,  and  chieftains,  each  of 
whom  was  ori^nall^  independent,  and  each  of  whom  lost 
a  portion  of  his  pnstine  independence  in  proportion  as  he 
and  his  compeers  became  united  under  the  supremacy  of 
a  soTereign,  who  was  superinduced  upon  the  State  first  as 
a  military  commander,  and  aAerwards  as  a  King.  Yet, 
notwith^ndit^  this  political  connexion,  each  member  of 
the  State  continued  to  retain  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
rights  of  sovereignty.    Every  ancient  Teutonic  monarchy 
must  be  considered  as  a  fed«ration;  it  is  not  a  unit,  of 
which  the  smaller  bodies  politic  therein  contained  are  the 
fractions,  but  they  are  the  integers,  and  the  State  is  the 
multiple  which  results  from  them.    Dukedoms  and  coun- 
tiea«  bui:gbs  and  baronies,  towns  and  townships,  and  shires^ 
form  the  kingdom — all,  in  a  certain  degree,  strangers  to 
each  other,  and  separate  in  jurisdiction,  though  ^1  obe- 
dient to  the  supreme  executive  authority.    This  general 
description,  though  not  always  strictly  applicable  in  terms, 
i»  always  so  suhatantially  and  in  effect;  and  hence  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  discard  the  language  which  has  been 
very  generally  employed  in  treating  on  the  English  con- 
stitution.   It  has  been  supposed  that  the  kingdom  was  re* 
duced  into  a  regular  and  gradual  subordination  of  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  the  various  legal  districts  of  which  it  it 
composed  arose  fhim  the  divisions  and  subdivisions  of  the 
country.    But  this  hypothens,  which  tends  greatly  to  per- 
plex our  history,  cannot  be  supported  by  fact;  and  instead 
of  viewing  the  constitution  as  a  whole,  and  then  proceed- 
ing to  its  parts,  we  must  examine  it  synthetically,  and  as- 
sume that  the  supreme  authorities  of  the  State  were  cre- 
ated by  the  concentration  of  the  powera  originally  belong- 
ing* to  the  roembera  and  corporations  of  which  it  is  com- 
posed." [Here  Mr.  C.  gave  way  for  a  motion  to  sdjourn.] 
On  the  next  day,  Mr.  C.  proceeded  by  remarkingthat 
he  bad  omitted  at  their  proper  place,  in  the  course  of  his 
observations  yesterday,  two  or  three  points  to  which  he 
would  now  advert  before  he  resumed  ue  discussion  where 
he  liad  lel^  off.    He  had  stated  that  the  ordinance  and  acts 
of  South  Carolina  were  directed,  not  against  the  revenue, 
butaj^nstthe  system  of  protection.   But  it  might  be 
aske^  if  such  was  her  object,  how  happens  it  that  she  has 
declared  the  whole  system  void,  revenue  as  well  as  pro- 
tection, without  discrimination^   It  is  this  question  which 
he  proposed  to  answer.    Her  justification  would  be  found 
in  tne  neceia^  of  the  case;  and,  if  there  be  any  blame,  it 
could  not  attatm  to  her.  The  two  were  nblendea,through- 


out  the  whole,  as  to  make  the  entire  revenue  system  sub- 
ordinate to  t|}e  protection,  so  as  constitute  a  complete  if*- 
tern  of  protection^  in  which  it  was  imposnble  te  ^scrind- 
nate  the  two  elements  of  which  it  is  composed.  SoaHlk 
Carolina  at  least  could  not  make  the  discnnunatim^  uid 
she  was  reduced  to  the  alternative  of  acquiescing  in  a  tjrt- 
tern  which  she  believed  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  which 
she  felt  to  be  oppresnve  and  ruinous,  or  to  consider  the 
whole  aa  one,  equally  contaminated  throu^  all  its  parts, 
by  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  protective  portion;  and, 
HS  such,  to  be  re«sted  bv  the  act  of  the  State.  He  main- 
tained that  the  State  bad  a  right  to  regard  it  in  the  latter 
character,  and  that  if  a  loss  of  revenue  fbllowed;  the&ult 
was  not  hers,  but  of  this  Government,  which  had  impro- 
erlv  blended  together,  in  a  manner  not  to  be  separated 
y  tne  State,  two  systems  wholly  dissimilar.  If  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  State  be  doubted;  if  it  be  ■uppoacd  that 
her  action  is  against  revenue  as  well  as  protection,  let  the 
two  be  separated;  let  so  much  of  the  duties  aa  are  intend- 
ed for  revenue  be  put  in  one  bill,  and  the  re^oc  intend- 
ed for  protection  be  put  in  another;  and  he  pledged  himielf 
that  the  ordinance  and  the  acts  of  Uie  State  would  cease  as 
to  the  former,and  be  directed  exclusivelyagainat  the  latter. 

He  had  also  stated,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  ycrter* 
day,  and  trusted  be  had  conehinvely  sbowl^  that  the  act  of 
1816,  with  the  exception  of  a  ungle  item,  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  waa,  in  reali^,  a  revenue  measure,  and  that 
Carolina  and  the  other  Stata^in  supporting  it, had  notineur- 
red  the  slightest  responsibility  in  relation  to  the  syMem  of 
protection  which  had  since  grown  up,  and  which  now  so 
deeply  distracts  the  country.  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  I  am  wil- 
ling, as  one  of  the  representatives  of  Carolina,  and  I  be- 
lieve I  speak  the  sentiment  of  the  State,  to  teke  that  act 
as  the  baas  of  a  permanent  a4justment  of  the  tari^  nra- 
ply  reducing  the  duties,  in  an  aven^  proportion,  on  all 
the  items,  to  the  revenue  point.  1  make  that  offer  new  to 
the  advocates  of  the  protective  system;  but  I  must.  In 
candor,  inform  them,  that  such  an  adjustment  would  dis- 
tribute the  revenue  between  the  protected  and  unprotect> 
ed  articles  more  favorably  to  the  State,  and  to  the  South, 
and  less  so  to  tiie  manufacturing  interest,  than  an  average 
uniform  ad  valoremi  and,  accordingly,  more  so  than  that 
now  proposed  by  Carolina  through  her  convention.  Af- 
ter such  an  offer,  no  man  who  valued  his  candor  will 
dare  to  accuse  the  State,  tgc  those  who  have  represented 
her  here,  with  inconsstency  in  reference  to  the  pmnt  un- 
der consideration. 

He  omitted,  also,  on  yesterday,  to  notice  a  remark  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Rivss,]  that  the  only 
difficult/  in  a^usting  tiie  tarin  grew  out  of  the  ordinance 
and  the  acta  of  South  Carolina.  He  must  attribute  an 
assertion,  so  inconsistent  with  the  Acts,  to  an  ignorance 
of  the  occurrences  of  the  last  few  years,  in  reference  to 
this  subject,  occasioned  by  the  absence  of  the  gentleman 
IVom  the  United  States,  to  which  he  himself  has  alluded 
in  his  remarks.  If  the  Senator  will  take  pains  to  inform 
himself,  he  will  find  that  this  protective  ^stem  advanced 
with  a  continued  ukI  rapid  step,  in  spite  of  petitions, 
remonstrances,  and  protest^  of  not  only  Carolina*  but 
also  of  Virnnia  and  t^all  the  Southern  States,  until  ISSSt 
when  CaroTina,  for  the  first  time,  chai^d  the  character 
of  her  resistance,  by  holding  up  her  reserved  rights  as  the 
shield  of  her  defence  against  further  encroachment.  This 
attitude  alone,  unaidra  by  a  single  State,  arrested  the 
further  progress  of  the  system;  so  that  the  question  from 
that  penod  to  thi%  on  the  part  of  the  manufactiireTa,  haa 
been,  not  how  to  acquire  more,  but  to  retain  that  which 
they  have  acquired.  He  would  inform  the  gentleman, 
that  if  this  attibide  had  not  been  teken  on  the  part  of  the 
State,  the  question  would  not  now  be,  how  duties  ou^t 
to  be  repealed,  but  a  question  as  to  the  protected  articles, 
between  prohibiticm  on  one  wle,  and  the  duties  establish- 
ed by  the  act  of  1838  mi  the  other.   But  a  nngle  remark 

Digitized  by  Google 


543 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


544 


SsHATB.]  itmnve  QtOeeNm  MO.  ^ 


will  be  sufBisent  in  reply  to  what  he  must  cotuider  the 
Inridiout  remark  of  wie  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
BiTia.'3  The  act  of  1833,  which  has  not  yet  rone  into 
operation,  and  which  was  passed  but  a  few  months  since, 
was  declared  by  the  supportem  of  the  system  to  be  a  per- 
manent adjustment;  and  the  bill  proposed  by  the  Treasury 
Department,  not  essentially  different  from  the  act  itself, 
was  in  like  manner  declared  to  be  intended,  by  the  ad- 
ndiustntion,  at  a  permanent  arrangement.  What  has 
occurred  since,  except  this  ordnance,  and  these  abused 
acts  of  the  calumniated  State,  to  pt^uce  this  mighty 
revolution  in  feference  to  this  odious  system  ?  Unless 
the  Senator  from  Viiginia  can  assign  some  other  cause, 
he  is  bound,  upon  every  principle  of  bimess,  to  retract 
this  unjust  ftsperuon  upon  the  acts  of  South  Carolina. 

After  noticing  another  omisnon,  Mr.  C.  sud  he  would 
proceed  with  his  remarks.  The  Senator  from  Delaware, 
[Mr.  Clattoit,]  as  well  as  others,  had  relied  with  great 
emphasis  on  the  fact,  that  ve  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States.  I,  said  Mr.  C.,  do  not  object  to  the  ezpvession, 
nor  shall  I  detract  from  the  proud  and  elevated  feelings 
with  which  it  is  associated)  out  he  trusted  that  he  might 
be  permitted  to  raise  the  inquiry,  in  what  manner  we 
are  citizena  of  the  United  Statea,  without  weakening  the 
patriotic  feeling  with  which  be  trusted  it  would  ever  be 
uttered.  If,  dtizen  of  the  United  States  he  meant  a 
citizen  at  large,  one  wlime  citizenship  extended  to  the 
entire  geographical  limits  of  the  countiy,  without  having 
a  local  citizenship  in  some  State  or  I'erritory,  a  sort  of 
citizen  of  the  world,  all  he  had  to  roy  was,  that  such  a 
citizen  would  be  a  perfect  nondescript;  that  not  a  ungle 
todiridual  of  this  description  could  be  found  !n  the  entire 
masB  of  our  population.  Kotwitbstanding  all  the  pomp 
and  display  of  eloquence  on  the  occasion,  every  citizen 
is  a  citizen  of  some  State  or  Territory,  and,  as  such,  un- 
der  an  express  provision  of  the  constitution,  is  entitled 
to  all  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  several 
States;  and  it  is  in  this,  and  in  no  other  sense,  that  we 
are  citizens  of  tbe  United  States.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  indeed*  relies  upon  that 
provision  in  the  constitution  which  gives  Congress  the 
power  to  establiah  a  unifbrm  rule  of^ naturalization,  and 
the  operation  of  the  rule  actually  esUblished  under  this 
authority,  to  prove  that  naturalized  citizens  are  citizens 
at  large,  without  being  citizens  of  any  of  the  States.  He 
did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  examine  the  law  of  Congress 
upon  this  subject,  or  to  reply  to  the  argument  of  tbe 
Senator,  thoo^  he  could  not  doubt  that  he  [Mr.  D.]  bad 
taken  an  entirely  erroneous  view  on  the  subject  It  was 
sufficient  that  the  powers  of  Congress  extended  simply  to 
the  establishment  of  a  uniform  rale,  by  which  foreigners 
might  be  naturalized  in  the  several  States  or  Territories, 
without  infringing,  in  any  other  respect,  in  reference  to 
naturalization,  the  rights  of  the  States,  as  they  existed 
before  the  adoption  oT  the  constitution. 

Having  supplied  the  omissions  of  yesterday,  Hr.  C. 
now  resumed  uie  subject  at  tbe  point  where  bis  remarks 
then  teftoiinated.  The  Senate  would  remember  tint  he 
stated,  at  their  cloae,  that  the  great  question  at  issue  was, 
whether  out*  is  a  federal  or  a  consolidated  system  of  gov- 
ernment! a  system  in  which  the  parts,  to  use  the  em- 
phatic language  of  Mr.  Palgrave,  are  the  integers,  and  the 
whole  the  multiple,  or  in  which  the  whole  is  a  unit,  and 
tbe  parts  the  fractions;  that  he  bad  stated  that  on  the  de- 
drion  of  this  question,  he  believed,  depends  not  only  the 
Uherty  and  prosperity  of  this  country,  but  the  place 
which  we  are  destinra  to  hold  in  the  intellectual  and 
moral  scale  of  nations.  He  had  stated,  also,  in  his  re- 
marks on  this  point,  that  there  was  a  striking  analogy 
between  this  and  the  great  struggle  between  Persia  and 
Greece,  which  had  been  decided  by  the  battles  of  Ma- 
rathon, Plates,  and  Salamis,  and  which  had  immortalized 
the  names  of  Htttiadea  and  Thenditocles.    He  bad  ilbis- 


trated  (bis  analt^,  by  abowinK  thai  eentraUsro*  or  conaO' 
lidation,  with  (he  exception  of  a  few  -nations  along  tbe 
eastern  tiorder  of  the  Mediterranean,  had  been  the  per- 
vading  principle  in  the  Asiatic  GovemmentSf  while  the 
federal  principle,  or,  what  ia  the  same  in  principle,  that 
system  which  ornnizes  a  community  in  reference  to  its 
parts,  had  prevailed  in  Eun^. 

Among  the  few  exceptions  in  'the  Anatic  natinu*  tbe 
Government  of  the  twelve  triba  of  Imel*  in  ita  eariy 
period,  waa  the  moat  striking.  Their  Government,  at 
first,  was  a  mere  confederation,  without  any  eentril  pow- 
er, til]  a  military  chieftain,  with  the  title  of  King,  was 
placed  at  ita  head,  without,  faowever,  merging  the  origi- 
nal organization  of  the  twelve  distinct  tribes.  This  was 
the  commencement  of  that  central  action  among  that  pe- 
culiar people,  whiefa,  in  three  genefations*  terrotnatea  in 
a  permanent  divwon  of  their  tribes.  It  ia  impossible  even 
for  a  careless  reader  to  peruse  the  history  of  that  event 
without  being  forcibly  struck  willi  the  analogy  in  tbe 
causes  which  led  to  their  separation,  and  those  which 
now  threaten  us  with  a  similar  calamity.  With  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  central  power  in  the  King  commenced 
a  system  of  taxation,  which,  under  King  Solomon,  was 
greatly  increased,  to  defray  the  expense  of  rearing  tbe 
temple,  of  enlarging  and  embellishing  Jerusalem,  the  aeat 
of  the  central  Government,  and  the  other  profuse  expen- 
ditures of  his  magnificent  reign.  Increased  taxation  waa 
followed  by  its  natural  consequencea — discontent  and 
complaint,  which  before  his  death  began  to  excite  re- 
sistance. On  the  succession  of  his  son,  Reboboam,  the 
ten  tribes,  headed  by  Jeroboam,  demanded  a  reduction  of 
the  taxeai  the  temple  being  finished,  and  the  .embeltish- 
ment  of  Jerusalem  completed,  and  the  money  which  had 
been  raised  for  tfaat  purpose  being  no  longer  required, 
or,  in  other  words,  the  debt  being  pud,  they  demanded 
a  reduction  of  the  duties — a  repeal  of  the  tariff".  The 
demand  was  taken  under  consideration,  and,  after  consult* 
ing  the  old  men,  (the  counsellors  of  *98,)  who  advised  a 
reduction,  he  then  took  the  opinion  of  the  younger  poB- 
(icians,  who  had  since  grown  up,  and  knew  not  the  doc- 
trines of  thdr  father!.  He  bearkened  unto  their  counsel, 
and  refused  to  make  the  reduction;  and  the  secession  of 
the  ten  tribes,  under  Jeroboam,  followed.  The  tribes  <^ 
Judah  and  Benjamin,  which  had  received  the  disburse- 
ments, alone  remained  to  the  house  of  David. 

But  to  return  to  the  point  immediately  under  connde- 
ration.  He  knew  that  it  was  not  only  the  opinion  of  a 
huge  majority  of  our  country,  but  it  mig^t  wkA  to  be 
the  opinion  of  the  age,  that  the  very  beau  idtd  of  m  per- 
fect Government  was  the  Government  of  a  majori^,  act- 
ing through  a  representative  body,  without  check  or 
limitation  in  its  power;  yet  if  we  may  test  this  theory  by 
experience  and  reason,  we  will  find  that,  so  &r  from  be- 
ing perfect,  the  necessary  tendency  of  all  Govemmenta^ 
based  upon  the  will  of  an  absolute  majority,  without  con- 
stitutional check  or  limitation  of  power,  is  to  faction,  cor- 
ruption, anarehy,  and  despotinn;  and  this,  whether  the 
mil  of  the  majority  be  expressed  directly  through  an  as- 
sembly of  the  people  themselves,  or  by  their  represen- 
tatives. I  know  (said  Mr.  C.)  that  in  venturing  thta 
assertion  I  utter  that  which  is  unpopular,  both  witbin  and 
without  these  walls;  but,  where  truth  and  liberty  are 
concerned,  such  con«derationa  should  not  be  regarded. 
He  would  place  the  decirion  of  this  point  on  the  fact, 
that  no  Government  of  the  kind,  among  the  many  attcmpta 
which  had  been  made,  had  ever  endured  for  a  nng^e  ge- 
neration; but,  on  the  contrai^,  had  invariably  experienced 
the  Site  which  he  had  assigned  to  them.  Let  a  viUCle 
instance  be  pointed  out,  and  be  would  surrender  nia 
opinion.  But,  if  we  had  not  the  aid  of  experience  to  di- 
rect our  judgment,  reason  itself  would  be  a  certain  gtude. 
The  view  wbich  conridera  the  community  as  a  uiut,  and 
all  its  parts  ai  having  a  ^ibr  intereat,  is  ndieally  erro* 
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neoiia.  However  small  the  communis  nuf  be,  and  how- 
ever homogeneous  its  interests,  the  moment  that  Govern' 
ment  it  put  into  operation,  as  soon  as  it  begins  to  collect 
taxei*  wra  to  make  apprapriationi,  the  different  portions 
ofthecommuiuty  must,  of  necesaitjr,  bear  (Afferent  and  op- 
posing relations  in  reference  to  the  i^Uon  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  must  inevitably  spring  up  two  interests — a 
direction  and  a  stockholder  i'nterestt  an  interest  profiting 
by  the  action  of  the  Government,  and  interested  in  increas* 
ing  its  powen  and  actiont  and  another  at  whose  expense 
the  political  machine  is  kept  in  motion.  He  knew  how 
difficult  it  was  to  communicate  distinct  ideas  on  such  s 
subject,  tbrouEh  the  medium  of  p^neral  propoiitions, 
without  partictnar  illustration;  and,  m  order  that  he  mi^ht 
be  distinctly  understood,  though  at  the  hazard  of  heme 
tedious,  he  would  illustrate  the  important  printaple  which 
he  bad  ventured  to  advance  by  examples. 

Let  us  then  rappoie  a  small  community  of  fin  penons, 
separated  from  the  rest  of  the  trorldi  and,  to  make  the 
example  strong,  let  us  suppose  them  all  to  be  engaged  in 
the  same  pursuit,  and  to  be  of  equal  wealtb.  Let  us 
further  suppose  that  they  determine  to  govern  the  com- 
munity by  the  will  of  a  majority;  and,  to  make  the  case 
as  strong  as  possible,  let  us  suppose  tiiat  the  maj(mty,  in 
<^er  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  lay  an 
equal  tax,  say  of  one  bundred  doUan,  on  each  individual 
of  tlua  Uttle  community.  Their  treasury  would  contain 
five  hundred  dollars.  Three  are  a  majorityi  and  thejr, 
by  Buppo»tion,  have  contributed  three  hundred  as  th«r 
portion,  and  the  other  two,  (the  minori^,)  two  hundred. 
The  three  have  the  right  to  make  the  appropriations  as 
they  may  think  proper.  The  question  is,  now  would  the 
principle  of  the  absolute  and  unchecked  majority  operate, 
under  these  circumstances,  in  this  Uttle  communi^?  If 
the  three  be  governed  by  a  aente  of  justieei  if  they 
should  appropriate  the  money  to  the  objects  for  which  it 
was  raised,  the  common  and  et^ual  benefit  of  the  fire, 
then  the  object  of  the  association  would  be  fairly  and 
honestly  effected,  and  each  would  have  a  common  interest 
in  the  Government.  But,  should  the  minority  pursue  an 
opposite  coutse;  should  they  appropriate  the  money  in  a 
manner  to  benefit  their  own  particular  latere*^  without 
regard  to  the  interert  of  the  two;  [and  that  they  will  so 
act,  unless  there  be  some  efficient  check,  he  who  best 
knows  human  nature  will  least  doubt,)  who  does  not  see 
that  the  three  and  the  two  would  have  directiy  opposite 
interests,  in  reference  to  the  action  of  the  Government? 
Hie  three,  who  contribute  to  the  common  treasury  but 
three  hundred  dollars,  could,  in  fact,  by  appropriating 
the  five  hundred  to  their  own  use,  convert  me  action  of 
the  Government  into  the  means  of  making  money;  and, 
of  consequence,  would  have  a  direct  interest  in  increawng 
the  taxes.  They  put  in  three  hundred,  and  take  out  five; 
that  is,  they  take  bock  to  themselves  all  that  they  had  put 
in;  and,  in  addition,  that  which  was  put  in  by  their  asso- 
ciates; or,  in  other  words,  taking  taxation  and  appropria- 
tion together,  they  have  paatAt  and  their  asaociates  tiave: 
lost,  two  hundred  doUai-s  by  the  fiscal  action  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. An  opposite  interest,  io  reference  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Government,  is  thus  created  between  them; 
the  one  having  an  interest  in  fevor  and  the  other  against 
the  taxes;  the  one  to  increase,  and  the  other  to  decrease 
tlie  taxes;  the  one  to  retain  the  taxes  when  the  money  is 
no  longer  wanted,  and  the  other  to  repeal  them  when  the 
objects  for  which  they  were  levied  have  been  executed. 

Let  us  now  suppose  this  community  of  five  to  be  raised 
to  twenty-four  individuals,  to  be  governed  in  like  manner 
by  the  will  of  a  majority;  it  is  obvious  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple would  divide  them  into  two  interests;  into  a  majority 
and  a  minority,  thirteen  against  eleven,  or  in  some  other 
proportion  I  and  that  all  the  consequences,  which  he  had 
shown  to  be  applicable  to  the  small  community  of  five, 
would  be  equally  applicable  to  the  greater;  the  cause  net 
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depending  upon  the  number,  but  resulting  necessarily 
from  the  action  of  the  Government  itself.  Let  as  now 
suppose  that,  instead  of  governing  themselves  Erectly  in 
an  assembly  of  the  whme,  without  the  interventicm  of 
agents,  they  should  adopt  the  representative  principle 
and  that,  instead  of  being  governed  by  a  majority  of  them- 
selves, they  should  be  governed  by  a  majority  of  their 
representatives.  It  is  obvious  that  the  operation  of  the 
system  would  not  be  affected  by  tAie  ebangei  the  r^te- 
sentatives  being  respoiuuble  to  those  who  choose  them, 
would  conform  to  the  will  of  their  constituents,  and  would 
act  as  they  would  do,  were  they  present  and  acting  tar 
themselves;  and  the  same  conflict  of  interest  which  we 
have  shown  would  exist  in  one  case,  would  equally  exist 
in  the  other.  In  either  case,  the  inevitable  result  would 
be  a  ^stem  of  hostile  legislation  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority, or  the  stronger  interest,  against  toe  minority,  or 
the  weaker  interest;  the  inject  of  which,  on  the  part 
the  former,  would  be  to  exact  u  much  as  possible  from 
the  latter,  which  would  necessarily  be  resisted  by  all  the 
means  in  their  power.  Warfare,  by  legislation,  would 
thus  be  commenced  between  the  parties,  with  the  same 
object,  and  not  less  hostile,  than  that  which  is  carried  tfn 
between  distinct  and  rivid  nations;  the  only  distinction 
would  be  in  the  instruments  and  tike  mode.  fSnactmenti^ 
in  the  one  case,  would  supply  what  could  only  be  effect- 
ed by  arms  in  the  other;  uid  the  inevitable  operation 
would  be  to  engender  the  most  hostile  feelings  between 
the  parties,  which  would  immergfe  every  feeling  of  patriot- 
ism— that  feeling  which  embraces  the  whole — aiid  substi- 
tute in  its  place  the  most  violent  party  attachment;  and, 
instead  of.  having  one  common  centre  of  attachment, 
around  which  the  affections  of  the  community  might  rally, 
there  would,  in  bet,  be  two;  the  interests  of  the  majori^, 
to  wluch  those  who  constitute  that  majority  would  be 
more  attached  than  they  would  be  to  the  whole,  and  that 
of  the  minority,  to  which  thejbin  like  manner  would  also 
be  more  attacned  than  to  the  interests  of  the  whole. 
Paction  would  thus  take  the  place  of  patriotism;  and, 
with  the  Ipas  of  patriotism,  corruption  must  necessarily 
follow;  and,  in  itstrun*  aaarchy;  and,  finally,  deqiotism, 
or  tiie  establtdunent  erf"  sbaolute  power  in  a  Mngle  indivi- 
dual, as  a  means  of  arresting  the  conBict  of  hostile  inter- 
ests; on  the  principle  that  it  is  better  to  submit  to  the  will 
of  a  single  individual,  who,  by  being  made  lord  and 
master  of  the  whole  comraunit>',  would  have  aii  equal  in- 
terest in  the  protection  of  alt  the  parts. 

Let  us  next  suppose  that,  in  order  to  avert  the  calami- 
tous train  of  consequences,  this  little  community  should 
adopt  a  written  constitution, with  limitations  resti-icting  the 
will  of  the  majority,  in  order  to  protect  the  minority 
against  the  oppressions  which  he  had  shown  would  ne- 
cessarily result  without  such  restrictions.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  case  would  not  be  in  the  slightest  degree  varied, 
if  the  majority  be  left  in  possession  of  the  right  of  judg- 
ing exclusively  of  the  extent  of  its  powers,  without  uiy 
ri^t  on  the  part  of  the  nunorit^  to  enforce  the  restric- 
tions impoaecTby  the  constitution  on  the  wiU  of  Uie 
majority.  The  point  is  almost  too  clear  for  illustration. 
Nothing  can  be  more  certain  than  that  when  a  constitu- 
tion grants  power,  and  imposes  limitations  on  the  exercise 
of  that  power,  whatever  interests  may  obtain  possession 
of  the  Government  will  be  in  favor  of  extending  the 
power  at  the^  expense  of  the  limitation;  and  that,  unless 
those  in  whose  behalf  the  limitations  were  imposed  have, 
in  some  form  or  mode,  the  right  of  enforcing  them,  the 
power  will  ultimately  supersede  the  limitation,  and  the 
Government  must  operate  predsely  in  the  same  manner 
as  if  the  will  of  the  majority  governed  without  eonstital- 
tion  orlimiutionof  power. 

He  had  tiius  presented  all  possible  modes  iti  which  a 
Government,  bound  upon  the  will  of  an  abstdute  majority, 
would  be  modified;  and  had  demonstrated  that,  m  all  its 
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forms,  whether  in  a  majority  of  the  people,  as  in  a  mere 
democracy,  or  in  a  msjority  or  their  representat'iTCa, 
without  a  constitution,  or  with  a  constitution,  to  be  inter- 
preted as  the  will  of  the  majority,  the  result  would  be  the 
same:  two  hostile  interests  would  inevitably  be  created  by 
the  action  of  the  Government,  to  he  followed  by  hostile 
legislation,  and  that  by  faction,  cotTuptioni  anarchy,  and 
despotism. 

The  great  and  solemn  question  here  presented  itself : 
Is  there  any  remedy  for  these  evils'  on  the  decision  of 
which  depends  the  question,  whether  the  people  can 
govern  themselves?  which  has  ^been  so  often  asked,  with 
so  much  scepticism  and  doubt.  There  is  a  remedy,  and 
hut  one,  the  effects  of  which,  whatever  may  be  the  form, 
is  to  brnnize  society  In  reference  to  this  conflict  of  inter- 
ests, wucb  springs  out  of  the  action  of  Government;  and 
wb^  can  onljr  be  done  hj  giving  to  each  part  the  right 
of  ielf-protecbont  which,  in  a  word,  instead  of  connder- 
ing  the  eooununlty  of  twenty.feur  u  a  ringle  community, 
having  a  common  interest,  and  to  be  governed  by  the 
single  will  of  an  entire  majority,  shall,  upon  all  questions 
tending  to  bring  the  parts  into  conflict,  the  thirteen 
against  the  eleven,  take  the  will,  not  of  the  twenty-four 
as  a  unit,  but  that  of  the  thirteen  and  that  of  the  eleven 
separately,  the  roajori^  of  each  gov«iiing  the  partii  and, 
where  they  concur,  governing  tM  whole;  and  where  they 
disagree,  arresting  the  action  of  the  Government.  This 
he  would  call  the  concurring,as  distinct  from  the  absolute 
majori^.  It  would  not  he,  as  was  generally  supposed,  a 
minority  governing  a  majority.  In  either  way,  the  num. 
her  would  be  the  same,  whether  taken  as  the  absolute, 
or  as  &e  concurring  mijoritr.  Thus,  the  majori^  of 
the  thirteen  Is  seven,  and  of  tite  eleven  ux,  and  Ae  two 
together  make  thirteen,  which  is  the  majority  of  twenty- 
four.  But  though  the  number  ie  the  same,  the  mode  of 
counting  is  essentially  (Afferent;  the  one  representing  the 
stronger  interest,  and  the  other  the  weaker  interest  of 
the  community.  The  first  mistake  was,  in  supposing  that 
the  Government  of  the  absolute  minority  is  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  people;  that  fteou  ideal  of  a  perfect  Govern' 
ment,  which  nad  been  so  enthusiastically  entertained  ut 
every  age,  by  the  generous  and  patriotic,  where  eirilizai- 
tioB  and  liberty  had  made  the  smallest  progress.  There 
could  he  no  greater  error;  the  Government  of  the  peo. 
pie  is  the  Government  of  the  whole  community;  of  the 
twenty-four;  the  self-government  of  all  the  parts;  too 
perfect  to  be  reducea  to  practice  in  the  present,  or  any 
put  sti^re  of  human  tocle^.  The  Goveniment  of  the 
absolute  majority,  instead  of  the  Ooverament  of  the  peo- 
ple, ii  but  the  Government  of  the  strongest  interests;  and 
when  not  efficiently  checked,  is  the  most  tyrannical  and 
oppresnve  that  can  he  devised.  Between  this  ideal  per- 
fection on  one  side,  and  despotism  on  the  other,  none 
other  can  be  devised  but  that  which  considers  society,  in 
reference  to  its  parts,  ai  differently  affected  by  the  action 
of  the  Government,  and  which  takes  the  sense  of  each 
part  separately,  and  thereby  the  sense  of  the  whole  in 
the  manner  alrmdy  Dlustrated. 

These  principles,  as  he  had  already  stated,  are  not 
affected  by  the  number  of  which  a  community  may  be 
composed,  and  are  just  as  applicable  to  one  of  thirteen 
millions,  the  number  which  composes  ours,  as  of  the 
mall  community  of  twenty-four,  which  I  have  supposed, 
for  the  purpose  of  illustrwoni  ud  are  not  less  applicable 
to  the  twenty4buT  States  united  in  one  community,  than 
to  the  case  of  the  twenty-four  individuals.  There  is,  in- 
deed, a  distinction  between  a  large  and  a  small  commu- 
nity, not  affecting  the  principle,  but  the  violence  of  the 
action.  In  the  former,  the  similarity  of  the  interests  of 
all  the  parts  will  limit  the  oppression  ftam  the  hostile 
action  of  the  parts,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  fiscal  action 
of  tile  Government  merdy;  but  m  the  large  community, 
spreading  over  a  country  of  great  cxtcn^  and  baying  a 


great  divermty  of  interest^  with  different  kindi  of  Uior, 
capital,  and  production,  the  conflict  and  oppresmon  will 
extend,  not  only  to  a  monopoly  of  the  appropriations,  on 
the  part  of  the  stronger  Interests,  but  wul  end  in  unequal 
taxes,  and  a  general  conflict  between  the  entire  interests 
of  conflicting  sections,  which,  if  not  arrested  by  the  most 
powerful  checki^  will  terminate  in  the  most  oppressive 
tyranny  that  can  be  conceived,  or  in  the  destruction  cl" 
the  commumly  itself. 

If  wtf  turn  our  attention  from  these  supposed  cases,  and 
direct  it  to  our  Government  and  its  actual  operation,  we 
will  find  a  practical  confirmation  of  the  truth  of  what  has 
been  stated,  not  only  of  the  oppressive  operation  of  the 
system  of  an  absolute  majority,  but  also  a  striking  and 
beautiful  illustration,  in  the  formation  of  our  mtera,  of 
the  principle  the  concurring  majority,  as  distinct  finm 
the  absolute,  which  he  had  assttted  to  be  the  only  means 
of  efficiently  checkingdie^use  of  power,  and,  of course, 
the  only  solid  foundation  of  constitutional  liberty.  That 
our  Government,  for  many  years,  has  been  gradually 
verging  to  consolidation,  that  the  constitution  has  gradu- 
ally become  a  dead  letter,  and  that  ill  restrictions  upon 
the  power  of  Government  have  been  virtually  removed, 
so  as  practically  to  convert  the  General  Government  into- 
a  Government  of  an  absolute  majority,  without  check  or 
limitation,  cannot  be  denied  by  any  one  who  has  impar- 
tially observed  its  operation. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  trace  the  commencement  and 
gradual  progress  of  the  causes  which  have  produced  this 
change  in  our  system;  it  is  sufficient  to  state  that  the 
change  has  taken  place  within  the  last  few  years.  What 
has  been  the  rctuh?  Predsely  that  which  might  have 
been  antidpated — the  growth  of  faction,  corruption,  an- 
archy, and,  if  not  dai|KAiam  itself,  its  near  approach,  as 
witnessed  in  the  pronnonsof  this  bill.  And  from  what 
have  these  consequences  sprung?  We  have  been  involved 
in  no  war.  We  have  been  at  peace  with  all  the  worid. 
We  have  been  visited  with  no  national  calamity.  Our 
people  have  been  advancing  in  general  intelligence,  and, 
I  will  add,  great  and  alarming  as  has  been  the  advance 
of  political  corruption,  the  morals  and  virtue  of  the  oom- 
mtinity  at  large  have  been  advancing  in  improreroent 
What,  he  would  again  repeat,  is  the  cause?  No  (rther 
.can  be  asngned  but  a  departure  from  the  fundamental 
principles  or  the  constitution,  which  has  converted  the 
Government  into  the  will  of  an  absolute  and  irresponsible 
majority,  and  which,  by  the  laws  which  must  inevitably 
govern  in  all  such  majorities;  have  placed  in  conflict  the 
great  interest!  of  ^e  rountry,  by  a  system  of  hostile 
kgislation;  by  an  oppressive  and  unequal  impoHtion  of 
taxes;  by  unequal  and  profuse  appropriations;  and  by 
rendering  the  entire  labor  and  c«pital  of  the  weaker  In- 
terest subordinate  to  the  stronger. 

This  is  the  cause,  and  these  the  fruits,  which  have  con- 
verted the  Government  into  a  mere  instrument  of  taking 
money  from  one  portion  of  the  community  to  be  {^ven  to 
another,  and  which  has  rallied  around  it  a  great,  a  power- 
ful, and  mercenUT  corps  of  offiee-holden,  oAce-secken, 
and  expectants,  destitute  of  principle  and  patriotism,  and 
who  have  no  standard  of  morals  or  politics  hut  the  will 
of  the  Executive — the  will  of  him  who  has  the  distribution 
of  the  loaves  and  the  fishes.  He  held  it  impossible  for 
any  one  to  look  at  the  theoretical  illustration  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  absolute  majority  In  the  cam  which  he  had 
supposed,  and  not  be  stnick  with  the  practical  illustration 
in  the  actual  operation  of  our  Government.  Under  every 
circumstance,  the  majority  will  ever  have  iu  American 
system — (he  meant  nothing  offenwve  to  any  Senator) — 
but  the  real  meaning  of  the  American  system  i^  that  sys- 
tem of  plunder  which  the  stronger  interest  ever  waged, 
and  will  ever  wage,  against  the  weaker,  where  the  latter 
is  not  armed  with  some  efficient  and  constitutional  check 
to  arrest  Its  action.  Notbmg  but  such  check  oa  tike  part 
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of  the  we&ker  mterett  can  arrest  iti  mere  constitutional 
lunitations  are  «ho%  inefficient.  Whatever  interest  ob 
tains  possession  of  the  Gorernment  mil,  from  the  nature 
of  things,  be  in  favor  of  the  powers,  and  againiit  the  limi- 
tations  imposed  bjr  tlie  constitution,  and  will  resort  to 
every  device  that  can  be  imagined  to  remove  those  re- 
straints. On  the  contrary,  the  opposite  interest,  (tiiat 
which  he  had  designated  as  the  stockholding  interest^  the 
tax  payers,(those  on  whom  the  system  operates,]  will  re- 
list the  abuse  of  powers,  and  contend  for  the  limitations. 
And  it  is  on  that  ptunt,  then,  tiint  the  cootest  between  the 
delegated  and  the  reserved  powers  will  be  mgedf  but, 
in  this  contest,  as  the  interests  in  possesuon  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  organized  and  armed  by  all  its  powers  and 
patronage,  the  opposite  interest,  if  not  in  like  manner 
organized  and  possessed  ofa  power  to  protect  themselves 
under  the  provisions  Of  the  constitution,  unit  be  as  inevit- 
ably crushed  as  would  be  a  band  of  unorganized  militia 
when  opposed  by  a  veteran  and  trained  corps  of  regulara. 
Letitnerer  be  forgotten  that  power  can  onlybe  opposed 
by  power,  organization  by  organizationt  and  on  this 
theory  stands  our  beautiful  federal  system  of  govern- 
ment. No  free  ^stem  was  ever  fiuther  removed  from 
the  principle  that  the  absolute  majority,  without  check 
or  limitation,  ought  to  govern.  To  understand  what  our 
Government  is,  we  must  look  to  the  constitution,  which 
is  the  basis  of  the  system.  He  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  any  minute  examination  of  the  origin  and  the  source 
of  its  powers;  it  was  sufficient  for  his  purpose  to  state, 
-  what  ne  did  fearlessly,  that  it  derived  iu  power  from  the 
people  of  the  separate  States,  each  rati^ing  by  itself, 
each  binding  itself  by  its  own  separate  majori^,  through 
its  separate  convention,  and  the  concurrence  of  the  ma- 
jorities of  the  several  States  forming  the  contUtutionithus 
taking  the  tense  ctf  the  whole  by  that  of  the  several  parts 
rcpresentii^  the  various  interests  of  the  entire  eommu 
nity.  it  was  this  concurring  and  perfect  majority  which 
formed  the  constitution,  and  not  that  majority  which 
would  consider  the  American  people  as  a  single  commu- 
nity, and  which,  instead  of  representing  birly  and  fully 
the  interests  of  the  whole,  would  but  represent,  as  has 
been  stated,  the  interest  of  the  stronger  section.  No 
candid  man  caa  dispute  that  be  had  given  a  correct  de- 
•cripHon  of  the  eonstitutwn-maldng  power,  that  power 
which  created  and  ot^nized  the  Governmenti  which 
delegated  to  it,  aa  a  common  agent,  certain  powers,  in 
trust  for  the  common  good  of  all  the  States{  and  which 
had  imposed  strict  limitations  and  checks  against  abuses 
and  usurpations.  In  administering  the  delegated  powers, 
the  ooostituUon  provides,  Tctr  properly,  in  order  to  give 
promptitude  and  efficiency,  that  the  Qavemraent  should 
be  organize  upon  the  principle  of  the  absolute  majority, 
or  rather  of  two  absolute  majorities  combinedt  a  majority 
of  the  States  conwdered  as  bodies  politic,  which  prevails 
in  tliis  bod^,  and  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  SUtes, 
estimated  in  federal  numbers,  in  the  other  Houseof  Con- 
(fress.  A  combination  of  the  two  prevuls  in  the  choice 
of  the  Preaideatf  and,  of  course,  in  the  appmntment  of 
judgest  they  b^ng  noo^nated  hg  the  Prendent  and  con- 
firmed by  tbe  Senate.  It  is  thus  tbM  the  concurring  and 
the  absolute  majorities  are  combined  in  one  complex  sys- 
temt  the  tme  ia  forming  the  constitution,  and  the  other 
in  making  and  executing  the  lawsi  thus  beautifully  blend- 
ing tbe  moderati<m,  jusbce,  and  equity  of  tbe  fotiner«nd 
more  perfect  majori^,  with  the  promptness  and  energy 
of  the  bUer,  but  less  perfect 

To  maintMn  the  ascendancy  of  the  constitution  over  the 
law-maUng  mi^fority  is  the  pwt  and  eiwntial  point  on 
which  the  saccessefthe  system  must  dependt  unless  that 
aseendantqr  can  be  preserved,  the  necessary  conseqaence 
must  be,  that  the  Uws  will  supersede  tte  constitutioni 
and,  finally,  the  will  of  the  ExecsGve,  by  tbe  influence 
of  its  patroug^  wilt  supenede  the  lawit  indicitioiw  of 


which  are  already  perceptible.  This  ascendancy  can  only 
be  preserved  throu^^  the  action  of  the  Statel^  as  organ- 
ized bodies,  having  their  own  separate  Governments,  and 
possessed  of  the  right,  under  the  structure  of  our  system, 
of  judging  of  the  extent  of  their  separate  powers,  and  of 
interposing  their  authority  to  arrest  the  enactments  of  tbe 
General  Government  within  their  respective  limits.  He 
would  not  enter,  at  this  time,  into  the  discussion  of  this 
important  point,  as  it  had  been  ably  and  fully  presented 
by  the  Senator  from  Kenbicky,  {Mr.  Bibb,}  and  others 
who  had  preceded  lum  in  this  debate,  on  the  same  side, 
whose  arguments  not  wly  remained  unanswered,  but 
were  unanswerable.  It  was  only  by  this  power  of  inter- 
pretation that  the  reserved  rights  of  the  SUtea  could  be 
peacefully  and  efficienUy  protected  against  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  General  Government,  that  the  limitations 
imposed  up(Hi  its  authority  would  be  enforced,  sod  its 
movements  ctmfined  to  the  orlnt  allotted  to  it  by  tiie  con- 
stitution. 

It  bad,  indeed,  been  said  in  debate,  that  Uus  could  be 
effected  by  the  organization  of  tbe  General  Government 
itself,  particularly  by  the  action  of  Uiis  body,-  which 
represented  the  Statcst  and  that  the  States  themselves 
must  look  to  the  General  Govemmei^f  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  many  of  tbe  most  important  of  their  reserved 
rigbu.  Ur.  C.  s«d  he  did  not  underrate  the  value  to 
be  attached  to  the  organie  amiqpeHient  of  the  General 
Government,  and  the  irise  ^stribution  of  its  powers  be- 
tween the  several  departments,  and,  in  particular,  the 
structure  and  the  important  functions  of  this  body  i  but  to 
suppose  that  the  Senate,  or  any  department  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, was  intended  to  be  the  guardian  of  the  reserved 
rights,  was  a  great  and  fundamental  mistake.  The  Gov- 
ernment, through  all  its  departments,  represents  the 
delegatal  and  not  the  reserved  powersi  and  it  was  a  vio- 
lation of  the  fundamental  principle  of  free  institutions,  to 
suppose  that  any  but  the  responsible  representative  of  any 
interest  could  be  its  guardian.  The  distribution  of  the  > 
powers  of  the  General  Government,  and  its  organiaation, 
were  arranged  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  power,  in  fulfilling 
the  important  trusts  confided  to  it(  and  not,  aa  preposter- 
ously supposed,  to  protect  the  reserved  powers,  which 
are  confided  wtuAy  to  the  guardianship  of  the  several 
States. 

Against  the  new  of  our  system  which  he  had  presented, 
and  tbe  right  of  the  State  to  interpose,  it  was  objected, 
that  it  would  lead  to  anarchy  and  dissolution.  He  con- 
udered  the  objection  as  without  the  slightest  foundation ; 
and  that,  so  far  from  tending  to  weakness  or  disunion,  it 
was  tbe  source  of  the  hi^est  power  and  of  the  strongiert 
cement.  Nor  ma  iu  tendency  in  this  respect  difficult  of 
explanation.  The  Government  of  an  absolute  nudority, 
unchecked  by  efficient  constitutional  restrunt,  though 
apparentiy  strong,  was  in  reality  an  exceedingly  feeble 
Government.  That  tendency  to  conflict  between  the 
parts,  which  be  had  shown  to  be  inevitable  in  such  Gov- 
ernments, wasted  the  powers  of  the  State  in  the  hostile 
action  of  eonteodiog  actions,  wbidi  left  very  little  more 
power  than  the  excess  of  tiie  strength  of  the  m^ori^ 
over  tbe  minority.  But  a  Government  based  upon  die 
principle  of  the  concurring  maj<ni^,  where  each  great 
interest  possessed  within  itseu  the  means  of  self<pretection, 
which  ultimately  requires  tbe  mutual  consent  of  all  tbe 
parts,  necessarily  causes  that  unanimity  in  counsel,  and 
ardent  attachment  of  all  the  parts  to  the  whole,  wbidi 
gives  an  itreristibte  energy  to  a  Goveniment  so  Consti- 
tuted. 

He  nught  appeal  to  historv  fiir  the  truth  of  these  re- 
markijM  which  the  Roman  mntished  tbe  most  familiar 
and  striking.  It  was  a  well  known  fact,  that,  from  the 
expulsion  of  the  Tarquins  to  the  time  of  the  establishment 
<rf  the  tribunaiian  power,  the  Government  fell  into  a 
state  of  the  greatest  diswdcr  and  distraction,  and,  be 
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might  add,  corruption.  How  did  th'u  happen?  The  ex- 
planation will  throw  important  light  qn  the  sultject  ander 
conudendion.  The  comraunitv  ms  divided  into  two 
ptfti^  the  patriaanB  and  the  plebduu,  with  the  powen 
of  the  State  prindpilly  in  the  hands  of  tlie  former,  with- 
out adequate  check  to  protect  the  righta  of  the  latter. 
Hie  reault  waa  ai  might  be  expected.  The  patridkna 
converted  the  powen  of  the  Government  into  the  means 
of  making  money,  to  enrich  themielvei  and  their  depend- 
ants. Thej,  in  a  word,  had  their  American  Bystem, 
powing  out  of  the  peculiar  character  of  the  Government 
and  condition  of  the  country,  libia  requires  explanation. 
At  that  period,  according  to  the  laws  of  nationi,  when 
one  nation  conquered  another,  the  lands  of  the  vanquiA- 
ed  belonged  to  the  victors;  and,  acceding  to  the  Roman 
law,  the  lands  thus  acquired  were  divided  into  parts,  one 
allotted  to  the  poorer  class  of  the  people,  and  the  other 
assigned  to  the  use  of  the  treasury,  of  which  the  patri- 
dans  bad  the  distribution  and  administration.  The  patri* 
cians  abused  their  power,  by  withhol^ng  from  the  people 
that  which  ought  to  have  been  Plotted  to  them,  and  by 
converting  to  their  own  use  that  which  oueht  to  have 
gone  to  the  treasury.  In  a  word,  they  took  to  them 
■elves  the  entire  spoils  of  victory,  and  they  had  thus  the 
most  powerful  motive  to  keep  the  State  perpetually  in- 
volvcd  in  war,  to  the  utter  impoverishment  and  oppres- 
sion of  the  people.  After  reriating  the  abuse  of  power  by 
all  peaceable  means,  and  the  oppression  becoming  intole- 
rable, the  people  at  last  withdrew  from  the  cityi  they,  in 
a  word,  seceded)  and,  to  induce  them  to  reunite,  the 
patriclaiur  conceded  to  the  plebeians,  as  the  means  of 
protecting  their  separate  interests,  the  very  ^ower  which 
he  contended  is  necessary  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
States,  but  which  is  now  represented  as  necessarily  lead- 
ing to  disunion.  They  granted  to  the  people  the  right  of 
dioonng  three  tribunes  from  among  themselves^  whose 
persons  should  be  sacred,  and  who  should  have  the  right 
of  interposing  their  veto,  not  only  against  the  passage  of 
laws,  but  even  sgainst  their  execution  t  a  power  which 
those  who  Uke  a  shallow  insight  into  human  nature  would 
pronounce  inconnstent  with  the  strength  and  unity  of  the 
State,  if  not  utteriy  impracticable.  Yet,  so  fcr  from  that 
being  the  effect,  from  that  day  the  genius  of  Rome  became 
ascendant,  and  victory  followed  her  steps  till  she  had 
catablisbed  an  almost  universal  dominion. 

How  can  a  result  so  contrary  to  all  antidpation  be  ex- 
plained? The  explanation  appeared  to  him  to  be  simple. 
No  measure  or  movement  could  he  adopted  without  the 
concurring  consent  of  both  the  patricians  and  plebeians, 
and  each  thus  beciime  dependent  on  the  other,  and,  of 
consequence,  the  desire  and  objects  of  neither  could  be 
effected  without  the  concurrence  of  the  other.  To  ob- 
tain this  concurrence,  each  was  compelled  to  consult  the 
good  will  of  the  other,  and  tu  elevate  to  office  not  nmply 
uiose  who  might  have  the  confidence  of  the  order  to 
which  he  belonged,  but  also  that  of  the  other.  The  re- 
sult was,  that  men  possesung  those  qualities  which  would 
naturally  command  confidence,  moderation,  wisdom,  jus- 
tice, and  patriotism,  were  elevated  to  office;  and  these, 
by  the  weight  of  their  authority  and  the  prudence  of  their 
counsel,  together  with  that  spirit  of  unanimity  necessarily 
resulting  from  the  concurring  assent  of  the  two  orders, 
fiimiihes  tbe-reai  explanation  of  the  power  of  the  Roman 
State,  and  of  that  extraordinary  wisdom,  modenUion,  and 
firmness,  which  in  so  remarltablc  a  degree  characterized 
her  public  men.   He  might  illustrate  the  trulh  of  the 

fosition  which  he  had  laid  down,  by  a  reference  to  the 
iatory  of  all  free  Sutes,  ancient  and  modern,  distinguish- 
ed for  their  power  and  patriotism;  and  conclusively  show 
not  only  that  there  was  not  one  whieh  had  not  some  con- 
trivance, under  some  form,  by  which  the  concurring  as- 
sent of  the  different  portions  of  the  tibmmunity  was  made 
neeessaty  in  the  action  of  Govjcmnent,  bat  also  that  the 


virtue,  patriotism,  and  strength  of  the  State  were  in 
direct  proportion  to  the  strength  of  the  means  of  securing 
such  assent.  In  estimating  the  operation  of  this  principle 
in  our  system,  wUch  depends,  as  he  had  stated,  on  the 
ri^t  of  mterpontion  on  the  part  of  the  State,  we  must 
not  omit  to  take  into  consideration  the  amending  power, 
by  which  new  powers  msy  be  granted,  or  any  derange- 
ment of  the  system  be  corrected,  by  the  concurring  as- 
sent of  three-fourths  of  the  States;  and  thus,  in  the  same 
degree,  strengthening  the  power  of  repairing  any  de- 
rangement occawoned  by  the  executive  action  of  a  State, 
In  fact,  the  power  of  interposition,  fiurly  understood,  may 
be  considered  in  the  li^t  of  an  appeal  apainst  the  usurp- 
ations of  the  Genoral  Government,  the  joint  agent  of  ul 
the  States,  to  tiie  States  themselves,  to  be  decided,  under 
the  amentfing  power,  affirmatively,  in  &vor  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, by  the  voice  of  three-fourths  of  the  States,  as 
the  highest  power  known  under  the  system. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  he  knew  tiie  difficulty,  in  our  country, 
of  establishing  the  truth  of  the  principle  for  whidi  ne 
contended,  though  resting  upon  the  cmrest  reason,  and 
tested  by  the  universal  experience  of  fl«e  nations.  He 
knew  that  the  Governments  of  the  several  States  would 
be  cited  as  an  argument  against  the  conclurion  to  which 
he  had  arrived,  and  which,  for  the  most  part,  were  con- 
structed on  the  principle  of  the  absolute  majority;  but,  in 
his  opinion,  a  satisfactory  answer  could  be  given:  that 
the  objects  of  expenditure  which  fell  within  the  sphere 
of  a  State  Government  were  few  and  ineonsiderabiet  so 
that,  be  their  action  ever  so  inwular,  it  could  oecaMm 
but  little  derangement.  If,  instead  of  being  members  of 
this  great  conf«leracy,  they  formed  distinct  communities 
and  were  compelled  to  raise  armies,  and  incur  other  ex- 

Eenses  necessary  for  their  defence,  the  laws  which  he  bad 
Lid  down  as  necessarily  controlling  the  action  of  a  State> 
where  the  mil  of  an  absolute  and  unchecked  majority 
prevailed,  would  speedily  disclose  themselves  in  fitction, 
anarchy,  and  corruption.  Even  as  the  case  is,  the  ope- 
ration of  tiie  causes  to  which  he  had  referred  were  per- 
ceptible in  some  of  the  larger  and  more  populous  mem- 
bers of  the  Union,  whose  Governments  had  a  powerful 
central  action,  and  which  already  showed  a  atiung  ten- 
dency to  that  moneyed  action  which  is  the  invariabK  fore- 
runner of  corruption  and  convulsions. 

But  to  return  to  the  General  Govcmmeiitt  we  have 
now  sufficient  experience  to  ascertain  that  the  tendency 
to  conflict  in  its  action  is  between  southern  and  other 
sections.  The  latter,  having  a  decided  majority,  must 
habitually  be  possessed  of  the  powers  of  the  Government, 
both  in  this  and  in  the  other  House;  and,  being  governed 
by  that  instinctive  love  of  power  so  natural  to  the  haman 
breast,  they  must  become  the  advocates  of  the  power  of 
Government,  and  in  the  same  degree  opposed  to  the 
limitations;  while  the  other  and  weaker  section  is  as  ne- 
cessarily thrown  on  the  side  of  the  limitations.  In  one 
word,  the  one  section  is  the  natural  guardian  of  the  dele- 
gated powers,  and  the  other  of  the  reserved;  and  the 
struggle  on  the  side  of  the  former  will  be  to  enlarge  the 
powers,  while  that  on  the  oppoute  side  will  be  to  reatrain 
them  within  their  constitutional  limits.  The  contest  will, 
in  fret,  be  a  contest  between  power  and  liberty,  and  such 
he  eonridered  the  present;  a  contest  in  whidi  the  wc«ker 
section,  with  ila  peculiar  labor,  productions,  and  ^tnatioo, 
has  at  stake  all  that  can  be  dear  to  freemen.  Should 
they  be  able  to  maintun  in  their  full  vigor  their  reserved 
rights,  liberty  and  prosperity  will  be  their  portion;  but  if 
they  yield,  and  permit  the  stronger  interest  to  consolidate 
within  itself  all  the  powers  of  the  Government,  then  will 
its  fate  be  more  wretched  than  that  of  the  aboi^tnea 
whom  they  have  expelled,  or  of  their  slaves.  In  this 
great  struggle  between  the  delegated  and  reserved 
powers,  so  far  from  repining  that  his  lot  and  that  of  thoae 
whom  he  represented  u  cast  tm  the.^  of  the  biter,  be 
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rejoiced  thmt  such  is  the  fsct;  for  though  we  participate 
in  but  few  of  the  advantages  of  the  Goremment,  we  are 
compensated,  and  more  Uian  compensated,  in  not  being 
•o  much  exposed  to  its  corruption.  Nor  did  he  repine 
that  the  duty,  so  difficult  to  be  Ascharged,  as  the  defence 
of  the  reserred  powers  agwnst,  apwrently,  luch  fearful 
odds,  had  been  assigned  to  them.  To  discharge  success- 
fully this  high  duty  requires  the  highest  (|tialitie8,  moral 
and  intellectual;  and,  should  we  perform  it  with  a  zeal 
and  ability  in  proportion  to  its  magnitude,  instead  of  being 
mere  planters,  our  section  will  become  distinguished  for 
its  patriots  and  statesmen.  But,  on  the  other  nand,  if  we 
prove  unworthy  of  this  high  destiny,  if  we  yield  to  the 
steady  encroachment  of  power,  the  severest  and  most 
debstung  calami^  and  corruption  mil  overspread  the 
land.  Every  Southern  man,  true  to  the  interests  of 
his  section,  and  faithful  to  the  duties  which  Providence 
has  allotted  him,  will  be  forever  excluded  from  the  honors 
and  emoluments  of  this  Government,  which  will  be  re- 
served for  those  only  who  have  qualified  themselves,  by 
political  prostitution,  for  admission  into  the  Magdalen 
Asylum. 

Satobbat,  FaaBUABT  16. 
REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  conMderation  of  this 
bill,  and  Mr.  Calhouv  having  concluded  his  speech 
■gainst  it,  (as  given  entire  ^ove,) 

Kx.  WEBSTER  rose.  The  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, siUd  Mr.  W.,  has  admonished  us  to  be  mindful  of 
^e  opinions  of  those  who  shall  come  af^r  us.  We  must 
'  take  our  chance,  sir,  aa  to  the  li^t  in  which  posterity 
will  regard  via.  I  do  not  decline  its  judgment,  nor  with- 
hold myself  from  its  scrutiny.  Feding  that  I  am  per- 
fbrn^ng  my  public  duty  with  ungleness  of  heart,  and  to 
the  best  of  my  ability,  I  fearlessly  trust  myself  to  the 
country,  now  and  hereafter,  and  leave  both  my  motives 
and  my  charactertoitsdecision. 

The  gentleman  has  terminated  his  speech  in  a  tone  of 
threat  and  defiance  towards  this  bill,  even  should  it  be- 
come a  law  of  the  land,  altogether  unusual  in  the  halls  of 
Congress.  But  I  shall  not  suffer  myself  to  be  excited  in- 
to warmth  by  his  denunciation  oi  the  measure  which  1 
supporL  Among  the  feeltnga  wluch  at  this  moment  fill 
my  breast,  not  the  least  is  that  of  regret  at  position  in 
which  the  gentleman  has  placed  himself.  Sir,  he  does 
himself  no  justice.  The  cause  which  he  has  espousetl 
finds  no  basis  in  the  constitution!  no  succor  from  public 
S}-mpathyt  no  cheering  from  a  patriotic  community.  He 
ms  no  foottu^  on  which  to  stand,  while  he  might  display 
the  powers  of  his  acknowledged  talents.  Every  thing 
beneath  his  feet  is  hollow  and  treacherous.  He  is  like  a 
strong  man  struggling  in  a  morasst  every  effort  to  extri- 
cate himself  only  sinks  him  deeper  and  deeper.  And 
I  fear  the  resemblance  may  be  carried  still  furtheri  I  fear 
that  no  friend  can  safely  come  to  his  relief,  that  no  one 
can  approach  near  enough  to  hold  out  a  helping  hand, 
without  danger  of  going  down  himself,  also^  into  the  bot- 
tomhss  depdu  of  this  Serbonian  hog. 
^  The  hoQorablc  gentleman  has  dcMred  that  on  the  de- 
dsion  of  the  question  now  in  debate  may  depend  the 
cause  of  liberty  itself.  1  am  of  the  same  opiniont  but 
then,  Mr,  the  liberty  which  1  think  is  staked  on  the  con- 
test is  not  political  liberty.  In  My  general  and  undefined 
character,  but  our  own,  well  understood,  and  long  enjoy 
ed  American  liberty. 

Bit,  I  lore  liberty  no  less  ardently  than  the  gentle- 
mant  in  whatever  form  she  may  have  appeared  in  tbe  pro- 
gross  of  human  history.  As  exhibited  in  the  master  States 
of  antiqui^,  as  breaking  out  again  from  amidst  the  dark- 
nesaof  the  middle  ages,  and  beaming  on  the  fonfiation  of 
new  eaanMinitiei  in  modem  Europe^  she  bu  always  and 


every  where  charms  for  me.  Yet,  sir,  it  is  our  own  liBerty, 
guarded  by  constitutions  and  secured  by  union;  it  is  that 
liberty  which  is  our  paternal  inheritance,  it  is  our  estab- 
lished, dear-bought,  peculiar  American  liberty,  to  which  I 
am  chiefly  devoted,  and  the  cause  <^  which  I  now  mean, 
to  the  utmost  of  my  power,  to  m^ntain  and  defend. 

Mr.  Prewdent,  if  I  eonridered  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion now  befbre  us -as  doubtful  as  it  is  important,  and  if  I 
supposed  that  this  decinon,  either  in  the  Senate  or  by  the 
country,  was  likely  to  be  in  any  degree  influenced  by  the 
manner  in  which  I  might  now  discuss  it,  this  would  be  to 
me  a  moment  of  deep  solicitude.  Such  a  moment  has 
once  enated.  There  has  been  %  time,  when,  rising  in 
this  place,  on  the  same  question,  I  felt,  I  must  confesi^ 
that  something  for  good  or  evil  to  the  constitution  of  the 
country  might  depend  on  an  effort  of  mine.  But  drcum- 
stances  are  changed.  Since  that  day,  sir,  the  public 
opinion  has  become  awakened  to  this  great  question]  it 
has  grasped  it,  it  has  reasoned  upon  'rt,  as  becomes  an  in- 
telligent and  patriotic  community;  and  has  setUed  it,  or 
now  seems  in  the  progress  of  settling  it,  by  an  authority 
which  none  can  oisMey-^e  autiiority  of  the  people 
themselves. 

I  shall  not,  Mr.  Preudent,  follow  the  gentleman,  step 
by  step,  through  the  course  of  his  speech.  Much  of  what 
he  has  said  he  has  deemed  necessary  to  the  just  explana- 
tion and  defence  of  his  own  political  character  and  con- 
duct. On  this  I  shall  offer  no  comment  Much,  too,  has 
consisted  of  philosophical  remark  upon  the  general  nature 
of  political  liberty  and  the  history  of  f^  institutions;  and 
of  other  topics,'  so  general  in  tlieir  naturo,  as  to  posses^ 
in  my  opinion,  only  a  remote  bearing  on  the  immediate 
subject  of  this  debate. 

But  the  gentleman's  speech  made  some  days  ago,  upon 
introducing  his  resolutions,  those  resolutions  themselves, 
and  parts  of  the  speech  now  just  concluded,  may  proba- 
bly be  justly  regarded  as  compriMnf^  the  whole  South 
Carolina  doctrine.  That  doctrine  it  u  my  purpoie  now 
to  examine,  and  to  compare  It  irith  the  constitution  <^ 
the  United  States.  1  shall  not  consent,  sir,  to  make  any 
new  constitution,  or  to  establish  another  form  of  govern- 
ment. I  will  not  undertake  to  say  what  a  constitution  for 
these  United  States  ought  to  be.  That  question  the  peo- 
ple have  decided  for  themselves;  and  I  shall  take  the  in- 
strument as  the^  have  established  it,  and  shall  endeavor  to 
maintain  it,  in  its  plain  sense  and  meaning,  against  opin- 
ions and  notions  which,  in  my  judgment,  threaten  its  sub- 
version. 

The  resolutions  introduced  by  the  gentleman  were  ap- 
parently drawn  up  with  care,  and  brought  forward  upon 
deliberation.  I  shall  not  be  in  danger,  therefore,  of  mis- 
understanding him,  or  those  who  agree  with  him,  if  I  pro- 
ceed  at  once  to  these  resolutions,  and  connder  them  as  an 
authentic  statement  of  those  oiiinion^  upon  the  gnat 
constitational  question,  by  whieh  the  recent  proceeai^ 
in  South  Carolina  are  attempted  to  be  justified, 
lliese  resolutions  are  three  in  number. 
The  third  seems  intended  to  enumerate,  and  to  deny, 
the  several  opinions  expressed  in  the  President's  procla- 
mation, respecting  the  naturo  and  powers  of  this  Govern* 
ment.  Of  this  third  resolution,  1  pn^Hise  at  prosent  to 
take  no  particular  notice. 

The  first  two  resolutions  of  the  honorable  member  af- 
firm these  propositions,  viz; 

1.  That  the  political  system  under  which  we  live,  and 
under  which  Congress  is  now  assembled,  is  a  compact,  to 
which  the  people  of  the  several  States,  aa  separate  and 
sovereign  communities,  are  tlie  parties. 

3.  That  these  sovereign  parties  have  a  rig^t  to  judge, 
each  for  itself,  of  any  alleged  violation  of  tin  ctmstitutton 
by  CongTMs;  and,  in  case  of  such  viohtion,  to  choose, 
each  for  itself,  its  own  mode  and  measure  of  rodrem. 
■  It  II  true,  rir,  that  tiie  bonoral^le  member  caUs  tUs  a 
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**  conitituttoml"  compactt  but  atill  be  aAnm  it  to  be  a 
compact  between  acwereign  Slatet.  What  precise  mean- 
inKi  then,  does  he  attach  to  the  term  "constitutionalV 
W'hen  applied  to  compacts  between  sovereign  States,  the 
term  *' constitutional"  affiles  to  that  word  "  compact"  no 
definite  idea.  Were  we  to  hear  of  a  constitutioul  league  or 
treaty  between  England  and  France^  or  a  constitutional 
convention  between  Austria  and  Rua^  we  should  not  un* 
derstand  what  could  be  intended  by  such  a  league,  such 
a  treaty,  or  such  a  convention.  In  these  connexions,  the 
word  is  void  of  all  meaning!  and  yet,  sir,  it  is  easy,  quite 
easy,  to  see  why  the  honorable  gentleman  has  used  it  in 
these  resolutions.  He  eannot  open  the  book  and  look  up' 
on  our  written  frame  of  government,  without  seeing  that 
it  is  called  a  constitution.  This  may  well  be  appalling  to 
him.  It  threatens  his  whole  doetaine  Of  compact,  and  its 
darling  derivatives,  nulUfication  and  leceasioo,  with  in- 
itant  confutation.  Because,  If  he  admits  our  instrument 
of  goremment  to  be  a  constitution,  then,  for  Hiat  ver^ 
reason,  H  is  not  a  compact  between  sovereigns;  a  consti- 
tijtion  of  government,  and  a  compact  between  sovereign 
Powers,  being  things  essentially  unlike  in  their  very  na- 
tures, and  incapable  of  ever  being  the  same.  Tet  the 
word  '  *  constitution"  is  on  the  very  front  of  the  instrument. 
He  cannot  overlook  it  He  seeb,  therefore,  to  'compro- 
miae  the  matter,  an4  to  sink  all  the  substantial  sense  of  the 
word,  while  he  retains  a  resemblance  of  its  sound.  He 
introduces  a  new  word  of  his  own,  viz.  "  compact,"  as  im- 
porting the  principal  idea,  and  designed  to  pUy  the  princi- 
pal part,  and  degrades  the  constitution  into  an  insignificant, 
idle  epithet,  attached  to  compact.  Tbe  whole  then  stands 
as  a  **  constitutional  compact ! "  And  in  this  way  he  hopes 
to  pass  offa  plausible  glou,  as  satisfying  tbe  words  of  the 
instrument;  but  he  will  find  himself  disappointed.  Sir, 
1  must  say  to  the  honorable  gentleman,  that  in  our  Ame- 
rican political  grammar,  "  constitution"  is  a  noun  substan- 
tive; It  imports  a  distinct  and  clear  idea,  of  itself;  and  it 
is  not  to  lose  its  importance  and  dignity,  it  is  not  to  be 
turned  into  a  poor,  ambiguous,  senseless,  unmeaning  ad- 
jective, for  the  purpose  of  accommodating  any  new  set 
of  poUticid  notionf.  Sir,  .we  reject  his  new  rules  of  syn- 
tax altogether.  We  will  not  give  up  our  forms  of  politi- 
cal speech  to  the  grammarians  of  the  school  of  nuUifica- 
tion.  By  the  constitution  we  mean  not  a  "  constitutional : 
compact,"  but  simply  and  directly  the  constitution,  the 
fundamental  lawt  and  if  there  be  one  word  in  tbe  lan- 
guage which  the  people  of  the  United  States  understand, 
this  is  that  word.  Ws  know  no  more  of  a  constitutional 
compact  between  aoverdgn  Powers,  than  we  know  of  a 
eoniti&tional  indenture  oi  copartnership,  a  constitutional 
deed  of  conveyance,  or  a  constitutional  bill  of  exchange. 
But  we  know  what  the  constitution  is;  we  know  what  tiie 
plainly  written  fundamental  law  is;  we  know  what  the 
bond  of  our  Union  and  the  security  of  our  liberties  is{ 
and  we  mean  to  maintain  andtodefiindit,  to  its  pUn  sense 
and  unsophisticated  noeaiung. 

The  sense  of  the  gentleman's  propoKtion,  therefore,  is 
not  at  all  affected,  one  way  or  the  other,  by  tbe  use  of 
this  word.  That  propontkui  still  is,  that  our  avstem  of 
government  is  bnt  a  compact  between  the  people  of  se- 
parate and  sovereign  States. 

Was  it  Hirabeau,  Mr.  Preudent,  or  what  other  master 
of  the  human  passions,  who  has  told  us  that  words  are 
things?  They  are  indeed  things^  and  thtngi  of  mif^t^ 
influence,  not  only  in  addresses  to  the  paawNia  and  high- 
wrought  feelings  of  mankind,  but  in  the  discussion  of  le- 
gal and  politick  questions  also;  because  a  just  conduuon 
IS  often  avoided,  or  a  false  one  reached,  by  the  adroit  sub- 
stitution of  one  phrase  or  one  word  for  another.  Of  this 
we  have,  I  think,  another  example  in  the  resolutions  be- 
fore us. 

The  first  resolution  declares  that  the  people  of  the  se- 
veral States  *'  acceded"  to  tbe  constitution,  or  to  tbe  etm- 
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stitutional compact,  as  it  is  called.  Thisword  "accede," 
not  found  either  in  the  constitution  itself,  or  in  the  ratifi- 
cation of  it  by  any  one  of  the  States,  has  been  chosen  for 
use  here,  doubtless  pot  without  a  well-conndered  pur- 
pose. 

The  natural  converse  of  accession  is  secession;  and, 
therefiire,  when  it  is  stated  that  the  people  of  the  States 
acceded  to  the  Union,  it  may  be  more  plaunbly  argued 
that  they  may  lecede  from  it  If,  in  adopting  tbe  consti- 
tution, nothing  was  done  but  acceding  to  a  compact  no- 
thing would  seem  necessary,  in  order  to  break  it  up,  but 
to  secede  from  the  same  compact.  But  the  term  is  whol- 
ly out  of  place.  Accession,  as  a  word  applied  to  politi- 
ul  associatiDn.1,  implies  coming  into  a  league,  trea^,  or 
confederacy,  by  <me  hitherto  a  stranger  to  it(  and  seces- 
sion implies  departing  fran  luch  league  or  coofodeiu^. 
The  people  of  the  United  States  have  used  no  such  form 
of  expression  in  establishing  the  present  Oovemment. 
They  do  not  say  that  they  accede  to  a  league,  but  ther 
declare  that  they  ordain  and  establish  a  constitution.  Such, 
are  the  very  words  of  the  instrument  itself;  and  in  all 
the  States,  without  an  exception,  the  languwe  used  hy 
their  conventions  was,  that  they  *'  ratified  the  constitu- 
tion ;"  some  of  them  employing  tbe  additimial  words  **  aa- 
sented  to"  and  "adopted,"  but  all  of  them  "  rati^m^." 
There  Is  more  importance  than  niay  at  first  inght  appear 
in  the  introduction  of  this  new  word  by  the  honorable 
mover  of  these  resolutions.  Its  adoption  and  use  are  in- 
dispensable to  maintun  those  premises  from  which  his 
main  conclusion  is  to  be  afterwards  drawn.  But  before 
showing  that,  allow  me  to  remark,  that  tiib  phraseologj 
tends  to  keep  out  of  mtM  the  just  new  of  our  {tfcvioaa 
political  histoiy,  at  well  as  to  su|^;est  wrong  ideal  as  to 
what  was  actu^y  done  when  the  present  cmstitntion  was 
agreed  to.  In  1/89,  and  before  this  coottitotioti  warn 
adopted,  the  United  Statea  bad  already  been  in  a  union, 
more  or  less  close,  for  fifteen  years.  At  least  as  br  back 
as  the  meeting  of  the  first  Congress,  in  1774k  they  bad 
been,  in  some  messure,  and  to  some  national  purpoae^ 
united  together.  Before  tbe  confederation  of  1781,  tb^ 
bad  dedared  independence  juntly,  and  had  carried  on 
the  war  jcnntly,  both  by  sea  and  land;  and  tlds,  not  as  se- 
pamte  States,  but  as  Ane  people.  When,  therefore,  tbey 
formed  that  confederatiim,  and  adopted  its  articles  as  ar- 
ticles of  perpetual  union,  they  did  not  cwne  together  for 
the  first  time;  and,  therefore,  they  did  not  speak  oi  the 
SUtes  as  acceding  to  the  confederation,  although  it  was  a 
lei^e,  and  nothing  but  a  league,  and  rested  on  wMag 
but  pU^ted  faith  for  its  performance.  Yet,  even  then, 
the  State*  were  not  strangers  to  each  other;  there  was  a 
bond  ^  union  already  subsisting  between  tbem;  they 
were  associated,  united  States;  and  the  object  of  tbe  don- 
federation  was  to  make  a  stronger  and  better  bond  of 
union.  Their  representatives  deliberated  together  on 
these  proposedarticlesof  confederation),  and,  Being  au- 
thorized by  their  respective  States  finally  '*  ratified  and 
confirmed"  tbem.  Inasmuch  as  they  were  already  in  uinott, 
they  did  not  apeak  of  acceding  to  the  new  artidea  oiT 
confederation,  but  of  ratiAring  and  coofinung  tbem;  nod 
this  language  was  not  used  inadvertently,  benoae,  in  tbe 
same  instrument  accesuon  b  used  in  its  proper  aenae, 
when  applied  to  Canada,  which  was  altogether  a  stranger 
to  tbe  existing  Unien.  "  Canada,"  says  the  Uth  artick^ 
"  on  acceding  to  this  confederation,  and  jouuitf  in  the 
measures  of  the  United  States,  dudl  be  adiutted  mto  the 
Union." 

Having  thus  used  tbe  terms  rat^  and  eonJSrmt  oven  la 
rraard  to  tbe  old  confederation,  it  would  have  been  strange, 
indeed,  if  tbe  people  of  the  Uiuted  States^  after  its  forma- 
tion, and  when  they  came  to  estabbA  the  present  eonstitn- 
tinn,  had  spoken  of  the  States,  or  of  the  pe<7le  of  tbe 
Stately  as  acceding  to  thn  constitution.  Such  lancoage 
would  have  been  ifl-ii^tcd  to  the  oocasioa.   It  woaM  hnfo 
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implied  an  existing  sepanUon  or  disunion  unong'  the 
SUdefl,  such  u  nerer  has  existed  sinte  1774.  No  such 
hmgusj^  therefore,  was  used.  The  langui^  actually 
employed  is,  "adt^t,**  "nUfy,**  *'wddn,'*  <*estoblish/' 
Therefiire,  rir,  nnee  any  State,  before  ihe  can  prore 
ber  Tijfht  to  dnaolve  the  Union,  must  ahow  her  authority 
to  undo  what  has  been  done,  no  State  ia  at  liberty  to  secede 
on  the  ground  that  and  otiier  States  have  done  nothing 
but  accede.  Shemustshow  that  die  has  a  right  to  reverse 
wlut  baa  been  ordained,  to  unsettle  and  overthrow  what 
has  been  established,  to  r^ect  what  tfie  people  hnra  adopt- 
ed, and  to  break  up  what  th^  have  ratifiedi  because  these 
arc  the  tenna  which  express  the  transactions  whksh  have 
actually  talcen  place-  In  odier  words,  she  must  show 
her  right  to  make  a  revolution. 

if.  Mr.  President,  in  drawing  these  nsolutionSi  the 
honorable  member  had  confined  himself  to  the  use  of  con- 
atitutidial  laasiiage.  there  would  have  been  a  wide  and 
ewful  hiatus  between  his  premises  and  his  conclusions. 
Leanng  out  the  words  ''compact**  and  "accession,"  which 
are  not  comtitutional  modes  of  expresrion.  and  stating 
the  matter  preriselv  as  the  truth  is.  his  first  resolution 
would  have  affirmed  that  the  people  of  the  several  States 
ratified  this  constitution  or  form  of  government.  These 
are  the  very  words  of  South  Carolina  benelF  in  ber  own 
act  of  ratification.  Let,  then,  hu  first  resolution  tell  the 
exact  truth;  let  it  state  tiie  &ot  preelaely  as  it  exists)  let  h 
say  that  the  people  of  the  serentl  States  ratified  a  consti- 
tution, or  form  of  governmenti  and  then,  ur.  whatwiU  be- 
come of  his  inference  in  his  second  resolution,  which  is 
in  these  words,  viz:  *'  That,  as  in  all  other  cases  of  com- 
pact  among  sovereign  parties^  each  has  an  equal  right  to 
judge  for  itself,  as  welt  of  the  infraction  as  of  the  mode 
and  measure  of  redress*"  It  isobvious,  is  it  not,  sir^  that 
this  conelumm  requires  for  its  support  quite  other  premi- 
ses; it  requires  premises  which  speak  off  aceesnon  and  of 
compact  between  sovereign  powers,  mod.  without  sueh 
preouses,  it  is  altogether  unmeaning. 

Mr.  president,  if  the  honorable  member  will  truly  state 
what  the  people  did  in  forming  this  constitution,  and  then 
state  what  they  must  do  if  they  would  now  undo  what  they 
then  did,  he  will  unavoidably  state  a  cue  of  revolution. 
Let  us  see  if  it  be  not  so.  He  must  state,  in  the  first 
^laee,  that  the  people  of  die  several  States  adopted  and 
ratified  this  constitution,  or  form  of  government;  and,  in 
the  next  place,  be  must  state  that  they  have  a  right  to  un- 
do this;  Uut  is  to  say,  that  they  have  aright  to  discard  the 
form  of  government  which  they  have  adopted,  and  to 
break  up  the  constitution  which  they  have  ratified.  Now, 
ur,  tlus  la  neither  more  nor  less  than  saying  that  they  have 
m  right  to  make  a  revolution.  To  reject  an  established 
Government,  to  break  up  a  ponUcal  conititiition.  is  revo- 
lution. 

I  deny  tlist  any  man  can  state,  accurately,  what  was 
done  by  the  people  in  establidung  the  present  constitu- 
tion, and  then  state,  accurately,  wnat  the  people,  or  any 
part  of  them,  must  now  do  to  get  rid  of  its  obligations, 
without  stating  an  undciuable  case  of  the  overthrow  of 
Government.  I  adntit,  of  course,  that  the  people  may,  if 
tbey  choose,  overthrow  the  Government  But,  then,  that 
is  revolution.  "Mie  doctrine  now  contended  for  is,  that 
by  nullification  or  secession  the  obUgations  and  authority 
of  the  Government  m»y  be  set  aade  or  rejected  without 
revolution.  But  that  is  what  I  deny;  and  what  1  say  is, 
that  no  man  can  state  the  case  witii  historical  accuracy, 
and  in  constitutional  language,  without  showing  that  the 
honorable  sentleman's  right,  as  asserted  in  his  coneluuon, 
is  a  rerolutunaiT  right  merelyi  that  it  does  not  and  can* 
not  exist  under  me  constitution,  or  agreeably  to  the  consti- 
tution, but  can  come  into  e:uatence  only  when  the  conititu. 
tion  is  overthrown.  This  is  the  reason,  sir,  which  makes 
it  necessary  to  abandon  the  use,  of  constitutional  language 


plain  historical  facta,  a  series  of  assumptions.  Tlus  is  the 
reason  why  it  is  necessary  to  give  new  names  to  things:  to 
speak  of  Uie  constitution  not  as  a  constitution,  but  as  a 
compact;  and  of  die  ratifications  Uie  people  not  aa  rati- 
fications, but  as  acts  <d  accession. 

Sir,  I  intend  to  hold  the  'gentleman  to  the  written  re- 
cord. In  the  discussion  of  a  constitutional  question,  1  in- 
tend to  impose  upon  him  the  restraints  of  constitutional 
langua^.  The  people  have  ordained  a  constitution;  can 
tbey  reject  it  without  revolution?  Th^  have  established 
a  fonn  <i€  gDremmeiit;  can  they  overthrow  it  without 
revolution'  These  are  the  truequestioaa. 

Allow  me  now,  Jlr.  President,  to  mquire  fiirtber  into 
the  extent  of  the  propentions  contuoed  m  the  restdtitions, 
and  their  necessary  contequences. 

Where  sovereign  communities  are  parties,  there  is  no  es- 
sential dtfTerence  between  a  compact,  a  confederation,  and 
a  league.    They  all  equally  rest  on  the  plighted  fiuth 
the  sovereign  paity.    A  league,  or  confederacy,  is  but  a 
subsisting  or  emtinuing  trea^. 

The  gentleman's  resolutions,  then,  affirm,  in  eflSec^ 
that  these  twen^-four  United  States  are  held  together  only 
by  a  subsisting  treaty,  retting  for  its  fiilfilment  and  con- 
tinuance on  no  inherent  power  of  its  own,  but  on  the 
plighted  bith  of  each  State;  or,  in  other  words,  that  our 
Union  is  but  a  league;  and,  as  a  consequence  from  this 
proposition,  th^  further  aflirm  that,  as  aoveri^v  aie  sub- 
ject to  no  swerKV  power,  the  States  must  dcdde,  each 
for  itself,  of  any  alleged  violation  o^the  league;  and  if 
such  Eolation  be  supposed  to  have  occurred,  each  may 
adopt  any  mode  or  nteasure  of  redress  which  it  shall  think 
proper. 

Other  conBequencetiMturally  follow,  too,  from  the  main 
proposition.  Ir  a  league  between  sovereign  powershave 
no  limitation  as  to  the  time  of  its  duration,  and  contun 
nothing  making  it  perpetual,  it  subsists  only  during  the 
good  pleasure  of  the  parties,  althou^  no  violation  be  com- 

Elained  of.  If,  in  the  opinion  of  either  pai-ty,  it  be  vio- 
ited,  such  party  may  say  that  he  will  no  longer  fulfil  its 
obligations  on  his  part,  but  will  conwder  the  whole  league 
or  compact  at  an  end,  although  it  m'l^t  be  one  of  its  stip- 
ulations that  it  should  be  perpetual.  Upon  this  principle, 
the  Connesi  of  the  United  States,  in  179^  declared  null 
and  void  the  treaty  of  alEanoe  between  the  United  Statet 
and  Vrance,  though  it  professed  to  be  a  perpetual  alliance. 

If  the  vicdation  of  the  be  aecmnpaiued  with  se- 

rious injuries,  the  suffering  party,  being  sole  judge  of  his 
own  mode  and  measure  of  redress,  has  a  right  to  indem- 
nify himself  by  reprisals  on  the  offending  members  of  the 
league;  and  reprimls,  if  the  circumstances  of  the  case  re- 
quire it,  may  be  foUowed  by  direct,  avowed,  and  pubfic 
war. 

The  necessary  import  of  the  resolutions,  therefore,  is, 
that  the  United  States  are  connected  only  by  a  league; 
that  it  u  in  ^e  good  pleasureof  every  State  to  decide  now 
long  she  will  choose  to  remain  a  member  of  this  league; 
tiiat  any  State  may  determine  the  extent  of  her  own  obli- 
gations under  it,  and  accept  or  reject  what  shall  be  decid- 
ed by  the  wbelei  that  she  may  also  detemune  whether 
her  ri^ts  have  been  violated,  what  is  the  extent  of  tiie 
injury  done  her,  and  what  mode  and  measure  of  redress 
ber  wrongs  may  make  itfitand  expedient  forher  to  adopt. 
The  result  of  the  whole  is,  that  any  State  may  secede  at 
pleasure;  that  any  State  may  resist  a  law  which  she  her- 
self may  choose  to  say  exceeds  the  power  of  Congress;  and 
that,  as  a  sovereign  power,  abe  may  redreaa  her  own  griev- 
ances by  her  own  arm,  at  ber  own  disoretion ;  she  may  n»ke 
repriauit  may  eniise  against  the  fvoperty  of  other 
members  of  the  feaguet  she  may  aothorice  capturef^  and 
make  open  war. 

If,  ur,  this  be  our  political  condition,  it  is  time  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Umted  States  understood  it.   Let  us  look  for 
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One  Bute,  holding  tm  embuvo  U*  unconatitutknuJ,  may 
declare  her  opinion,  xnd  withdraw  from  Uie  Union.  She 
■ecedet.  Another,  forming  and  expressing  tlie  same  judg- 
ment on  a  law  laying  duties  on  imports,  may  withdraw  al- 
so. She  secedes.  And  as,  in  her  opinion,  money  has 
been  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  her  citizens  illegally,  un- 
der  pretence  of  this  lav,  and  as  she  ha*  power  to  redress 
their  wrongs,  she  may  demand  satishction ;  and,  if  refus- 
ed, she  may  take  it  with  a  strong  hand.  The  gentleman 
has  himself  pronounced  the  collection  of  duties,  under  ex- 
isting laws,  to  be  nothing  but  robbery.  Hobbers,  of 
course,  may  be'ti^tfully  dispossessed  of  the  fruits  of  their 
flagitioas  crimes;  and,  tlierefore,  reprisals,  impositions  on 
tht  commerce  of  other  States,  foragn  alliances  against 
them,  or  open  war,  are  all  modes  of  redress  justly  open 
totiie  discretion  and  ch<nee  of  South  Carolina;  for  ihe  is 
to  judge  of  her  own  right%  andtoseekntii&ctionfbr  her 
own  wrongs,  tn  her  own  way. 

But,  sir,  a  third  State  is  of  opinion  not  only  tliat  these 
laws  of  impost  are  constitutional,  but  that  it  is  the  absolute 
duty  of  Con^^ress  to  pass  and  to  maintain  suc^  laws;  and 
that,  by  omitting  to  pass  and  maintain  them,  its  constitu- 
tional obligations  would  be  grossly  disregarded.  She  re- 
linqiushed  the  power  of  protection,  the  might  allege,  and 
allege  truly,  herself,  and  gave  jt  up  to  Congress,  on  the 
faith  that  Congress  would  exercise  it.  If  C<mgress  now 
refuse  to  exercise  it.  Congress  does,  as  she  may  insist, 
break  the  condition  of  the  grant,  and  thus  manifestly  vio- 
late the  constitution;  and  for  this  vioUtion  of  the  constitu- 
tion, the  may  threaten  to  secede  also.  Virginia  may  se- 
cede, and  hold  the  fortresses  in  the  Chesapeake.  The 
Western  States  may  secede,  and  take  to  their  own  uae  the 
public  lands.  Louisiana  may  secede,  if  she  chooBe,  limn 
a  foreign  alliance,  and  hold  the  mouth  oi  the  Misasnp- 
pi.  (  If  one  SUte  may  secede,  ten  may  do  so—twenty  may 
do  sch — twenty-three  may  do  so.  Sir,  as  these  secessions 
go  on,  one  after  another,  what  is  to  oonstitutc  the  United 
States?  Whose  will  be  the  army?  Whose  the  navy? 
Who  will  pay  the  debUf  Who  fulfil  the  public  treaties? 
Who  perform  the  eonstitational  guaranties!  Who  govern 
this  District  and  the  Tertitimear  Who  retain  the  public 
proper^  ? 

Mr.  Prendent,  every  man  must  see  that  these  are  all 
questions  which  can  arise  only  after^a  revolution- They  pre* 
suppose  the  breaking  up  of  the  Government.  While  the 
coottitution  lUtMf  thev  are  repressed;  they  spring  up  to  an- 
noy and  startle  us  oiuy  from  its  grave. 

The  constitution  does  not  provide  far  events  which  must 
bepreceded.by  its  town  deatruetion.  Seeesrion,  there- 
fore, since  it  must  bring  these  consequences  with  it,  is  re- 
volutionary. And  nullification  b  equally  revolutionary. 
What  is  revolution?  Why,  rir,  that  is  revolution  which 
overturns,  or  controls,  or  successfully  resists  tlie  existing 
pubUc  authority;  that  which  arrests  the  exercise  of  the 
supreme  power;  that  which  introduces  a  new  paramount 
authori^  into  the  rule  <rf'the  State.  Now,  nr,.  this  is  the 
precise  object  of  nullification.  It  attempts  to  supenede 
the  supreme  legiahitive  authority.  It  arrests  the  arm  of 
the  Executive  Magistrate.  It  interrupts  the  exercise  of 
the  accustomed  judicial  power.  Under  the  name  of  an 
ordnance,  it  decUres  null  and  v<m4  within  the  State,  all 
the  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States.  Is  not  this  revo- 
lutionary? Sir,  so  soon  as  this  ordinance  shall  be  carried 
into  effect,  a  revolution  will  have  commenced  in  South 
Carolina.  She  will  have  thrown  off  the  authority  to  which 
her  citizens  have  heretofore  been  subject.  She.  will  have 
deckred  her  own  opinions  and  her  own  will  to  be  above 
the  laws,  and  above  Uie  power  of  those  who  are  intrusted 
with  their  administration.  If  she  makes  good  these  de- 
clarations, she  is  revolutionized.  As  to  her,  it  iaas  distinct- 
ly a  change  of  the  supreme  power  as  the  American  revo- 
lution of  1776.  That  revolution  did  not  fubvert  Govern- 
ment in  all  iu  forms.  It  did  not  wbrert  local  lawa  and 


munidpal  administrations.  It  only  threw  off  the  donumoB 
of  a  power  claiming  to  be  superior,  and  to  have  a  right,  in 
many  important  respects,  to  exercise  legislative  authority. 
Thinking  this  authority  to  have  been  usurped  or  abused, 
the  American  colonies,  now  the  United  States,  bade  it  de- 
fiance, and  freed  themselves  from  it  by  means  of  a  revolu- 
tion. But  that  revolution  left  them  with  tlidr  own  muu- 
cipal  laws  still,  and  the  fbrw  of  local  government  If 
Carolina  now  shall  effectually  reust  the  laws  of  Congress 
if  she  shall  be  her  own  judge,  take  her  remedy  into  her 
own  hands,  obey  the  laws  of  the  Union  when  pleases* 
and  disobey  them  when  she  pleases,  she  will  relieve  her- 
self from  a  paramount  power  as  distinctiy  as  did  the  Amer* 
ican  colonies  in  1776.  In  other  vord%  she  will  achieve, 
as  to  herself,  a  revolution. 

But,  sir,  while  practical  nullifieation  in  South  Carolina 
would  be,  as  to  buvelf,  actual  and  distinct  revolution,  its 
necessary  tendency  must  also  be  to  spread  revolutim, 
and  to  breikk  up  the  constitution,  as  to  all  the  other 
States.  It  strikes  a  deadly  blow  at  the  vital  principle  of 
the  whole  Union.  To  allow  State  resistance  to  tbe  lawa 
of  CtHtgress  to  be  righ^ul  and  proper,  to  adout  nuUifii- 
catim  in  some  States,  and  yet  not  expect  to  see  a  Asmem- 
berment  of  the  entire  Government,  appears  to  me  the 
wildest  illusion  and  the  most  extravii^t  foUy.  The 
gentieman  seems  not  conscious  of  tiie  direction  or  the  ra- 
pidity of  hi».own  course.  Hie  current  of  his  opiniona 
sweeps  him  along,  he  knows  not  whither.  To  begin 
with  nullification,  with  the  avowed  intent,  nererthelM^ 
not  to  proceed  to  secesuon,  dismemberment,  and  ^penenl 
revolution,  is  as  if  one  were  to  take  the  plunge  of  Niagwa, 
and  ciy  out  that  he  would  stop  half-way  down.  In  the 
one  case,  as  in  the  other*  the  raih  adventurer  must  go  to 
the  bottom  of  the  dark  abyss  below,  were  it  not  that  that 
abyss  has  no  discovered  bottom. 

Nullification,  if  successful,  arrests  the  power  of  the 
law,  absolves  dtizens  from  their  duty,  subverts  the  foun- 
dation both  of  protection  and  obedience,  disuses  with 
oaths  and  obligationB  of  allepance,  and  derates  another 
authority  to  supreme  command,  b  not  this  revolution? 
And'it  raises  to  supreme  command  four-and-twenty  dis- 
tinct powers,  each  professing  to  be  under  a  General  Gov- 
ernment, and  yet  each  setting  ita  laws  at  defiance  at  plear 
sure.  la  not  this  anarchy,  as  well  as  revolution'  Sir, 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States  was  received  ai  a 
whole,  and  for  the  whole  countiy.  If  it  cannot  aland 
,  altogether,  it  cannot  stand  in  parts;  and,  if  the  hwi  ean> 
not  be  executed  even*  where,  they  cannot  long  be  ex- 
ecuted any  where.  The  gentleman  very  wcU  know* 
that  all  duties  and  imposts  must  be  uniform  throughout 
the  country.  He  knows  that  we  cannot  have  ont  rule 
or  one  law  for  South  Carolina,  and  another  for  other 
States.  He  must  see,  therefore,  and  does  see — every  man 
;  sees — that  the  only  alternative  is  a  repeal  of  the  lawa 
throughout  the  whole  Union,  or  their  execution  in  Can>- 
lina  as  well  as  elsewhere.  And  this  repeal  is  demanded, 
because  a  hx^c  State  interposes  her  veto,  and  threatens 
I  resistance!  The  result  of  the  gentieman's  opinions,  or 
.  rather  the  very  text  of  his  doctrine,  is,  that  no  act  of 
Congress  can  bind  all  the  States,  the  constitutionality  of 
which  is  not  admitted  by  all;  or,  in  oUier  words,  that  no 
single  State  is  bound,  against  ita  own  dissent,  by  a  law  of 
'  imposts.  This  was  precisely  the  tvH  experienced  under 
the  old  confiBderatitni,  and  for  remedy  of  which  this  con- 
stitution was  adopted.  The  leading  object  in  astabBdi- 
ing  this  Government,  an  object  forced  on  the  country  by 
the  condition  of  the  tiroes,  and  the  absolute  necestt^  in 
the  law,  was  to  give  to  Congress  power  to  lay  and  coUect 
imposta  without  the  consent  of  particular  States.  The 
revolutionary  debt  remained  unpaid;  the  national  trea- 
sury was  bankrupti  tiie  counttr  was  destitute  of  cre- 
dit; Congren  issuol  ita  reqtuutioiu  on  the  States^  and 
the  States  neglected  tbeni}  there  was  no  pover  of 
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coercion  but  wHt  Congreu  could  not  Uy  imposti,  or 
other  tMXsa,  by  ita  own  authorityi  tbe  whole  General 
Goremment,  therefore,  was  little  more  tluui  a  name. 
The  articles  of  confederation,  u  to  purposes  of  revenue 
and  finance,  were  nearly  a  dead  letter.  The  country 
sougfht  to  escape  from  this  condition,  at  once  feeble  and 
disgraceful,  by  constituting  a  Government  which  should 
haye  power  of  itself  to  lay  duties  and  taxes,  and  to  pay 
the  public  debt,  and  proride  for  tbe  general  welfare] 
and  to  lay  these  dtities  and  taxes  in  all  the  States,  without 
■skii^  the  consent  of  the  State  Governments.  This  was 
the  very  paver  on  which  the  new  constitution  was  to  de- 

Eend  for  all  its  ability  to  do  good{  and,  without  it,  it  can 
e  no  Government,  now  or  at  anytime.  Yet,  sir,  it  is 
preosely  against  this  power,  so  absolutely  indispensable 
to  the  very  being  of  the  Government,  that  South  Carolina 
directs  her  ordinance.  She  attacks- the  Government  in 
its  authority  to  raise  revenue,  the  veiy  midnspring  of  the 
whole  system;  and,  if  die  suceeetf,  every  movement  of 
that  system  must  inevitably  cease.  It  is  of  no  avail  that 
she  declares  that  she  does  not  reust  the  law  as  a  revenue 
law,  but  as  a  law  for  protecting  manufactures.  It  is  a 
revenue  law;  it  is  Uie  very  law  by  force  of  which  the  re- 
venue is  collectedi  if  it  be  arrested  in  any  Slate,  the  re- 
venue  ceases  in  that  State;  it  iis  in  ft  word,-  the  sole 
reliance  of  the  Government  for  the  means  maintaining 
itself  and  peribrming  its  duties. 

Mr.  Presiident,  the  alleged  right  of  a  State  to  decide 
constitutional  questions  for  herself  necessarily  leads  to 
force,  because  other  States  must  have  the  same  right, 
and  because  different  States  wilt  decide  differenUy;  and, 
when  these  questions  arise  between  States,  if  there  be  nu 
superior  power,  they  can  be  decided  only  by  tiie  law  of 
force.  On  entering  into  the  Union,  the  people  of  each 
Sute  gave  up  a  part  of  their  own  power  to  make  laws 
for  themselves,  in  connderation  that,  as  to  common  ob- 
jects, tbey  should  have  a  part  in  making  laws  for  other 
States.  In  other  words,  the  people  of  all  tlie  States 
a^^reed  to  create  a  common  Government,  to  be  conducted 
by  common  councils.  Pennsylvania,  for  example,  yield- 
ed the  right  of  Uytng  Imposts  in  her  own  ports,  in  consi- 
deration that  the  new  Government,  in  which  i^e  was  to 
have  a  share,  should  possess  the  power  of  laying  imposts 
in  all  the  States.  Ir  South  Carolina  now  refuses  to  sub- 
mit to  this  power,  she  breaks  the  condition  on  which 
other  States  entered  into  the  Union.  She  narukes  of 
the  common  councils,  and  therein  assists  to  bind  others, 
while  she  refuses  to  be  bound  herself.  It  makes  no  dif- 
ference in  the  case  whether  she  does  all  this  without  rea- 
son or  pretext,  or  whether  she  sets  up  ft  reason  that,  in 
her  judgment,  the  acts  complained-  of  are  unconstitu- 
tional. In  the  judgment  of  other  States,  they  are  not  so. 
It  is  nothing  to  them  that  she  offers  some  reason  or  some 
apology  for  her  conduct,  if  it  be  one  which  they  do  not 
aunut.  It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  any  State  will  violate 
her  duty  without  some  plausible  pretext.  That  would 
be  too  raA  a  defiance  of  the  opinion  of  mankind.  But, 
if  it  be  a  pretext  which  lies  in  her  own  breast — if  it  be  no 
more  than  an  opinion  which  she  says  rite  has  formed— how 
can  other  SUtes  be  satisfied  with  this?  How  can  they 
allow  her  to  be  judge  of  her  own  obligations?  Or,  ifshe 
tAy  judge  of  her  obligations,  may  they  not  judge  of  their 
rights  aIso>  May  not  the  twenty-three  entertain  an  opin- 
ion as  well  as  uie  twenty -fourth?  And,  if  it  be  their 
riffht,^  in  their  own  opinion,  as  expressed  in  the  common 
council,  to  enforce  the  law  agtinst  hsr,  how  is  she  to  say 
ttut  her  right  and  her  opiraon  are  to  be  every  thing,  and 
their  right  and  their  opinion  nothing? 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  receive  the  constitution  aa 
the  text,  and  then  to  lay  down,  in  its  margin,  the  contra- 
dictory commentaries  which  have  been,  and  which  may 
be  made  by  different  States,  the  whole  page  would  be  a 
polyglot  indeed.  It  would  speak  wth  as  many  tongues 
Vol.  IX.— ^6 


as  tbe  builders  of  Babel,  and  in  dialects  as  much  confus- 
ed, and  mutually  as  utuntelti||^blc.  The  very  instance 
now  before  us  presents  a  practical  illustration.  Tlie  Uw 
of  the  last  sesuon  is  declared  unconstitutional  in  South 
Carolina,  and  obedience  to  it  is  refused.  In  other  States 
it  is  admitted  to  be  strictiv  constitutional.  Tou  walk 
over  tbe  limits  of  iU  authority,  therefore,  when  you  pau 
the  State  line.  On  one  side  it  is  Uw;  on  the  other  side, 
a  nullityt  and  yet  it  is  passed  by  ft  common  Gorammeo^ 
having  the  same  authority  jn  all  the  States. 

Such  are  the  inevitable  remits  of  thb  doctrine.  Begin- 
ning with  the  origipal  error,  tiiftt  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  is  nothing  but  a  compact  between  sovereign 
States;  asserting,  in  Uie  next  step,  that  each  State  has  a 
right  to  be  its  own  sole  judge  of  the  extent  of  its  own  ob- 
ligations, and,  consequentiy,  of  the  constitutionality  oflaws 
of  Congress;  and,  in  the  next,  that  it  may  oppose  what- 
ever it  sees  fit  to  declare  unconstitutional,  and  that  it  de- 
ddes  for  itself  on  the  mode  and  measure  of  redress,  tbe 
argument  arrives  at  once  at  -the  coocluaoo  that  what  a 
State  dissents  from,  it  may  nullify;  what  it  opposes,  it 
may  oppose  by  force;  what  it  decides  for  itself,  it  may 
execute  by  its  own  power;  and  that,  in  short,  it  is,  itself, 
supreme  over  the  legisUtim  of  Congress,  and  supreme 
over  the  decisions  of  the  national  judicaturei  supreme 
over  the  constitution  of  tiie  country,  supreme  over  the 
supreme  law  of  the  land.  However  it  seeks  to  protect 
itself  against  these  plain  inferences,  by  saving  that  an  un- 
constitutional law  is  no  law,  and  that  it  only  opposes  such 
laws  as  are  unconstitutional,  yet  this  does  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  vary  the  result;  since  it  insists  on  de- 
<^dmg  this  question  for  itself;  and,  in  oppoution  to  reason 
and  argument,  in  opposition  to  practice  and  experience, 
in  opposition  to  tbe  judgment  of  others,  having  an  equal 
right  to  judge,  it  says,  only,  "  Such  is  my  opinion,  and 
my  opinion  Aiall  be  my  law,  and  I  will  support  it  by  my 
own  strong  hand.  I  denounce  the  law;  I  declare  it  un- 
constitutional; that  is  enough;  it  shall  not  be  executed. 
Men  in  arms  are  ready  to  re«st  its  execution.  An  at- 
tempt to  enforce  it  shall  cover  the  land  with  blood.  Else- 
where, it  may  be  binding;  but  here,  it  is  trampled  under 
foot." 

This,  sir,  is  practical  nullification. 

And  now,  air,  against  all  these  theories  and  oinntons, 

I  maintain — 

1.  That  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  not  a 
league,  confederacy,  or  compact,  between  tbe  people  of 
the  several  States  in  their  sovereign  capacities;  but  a  Gov- 
ernment proper,  founded  on  the  adoption  of  tbe  people. 
Hid  creating  direct  relations  between  itself  and  indindusls. 

2.  That  no  SUte  authority  has  power  to  ^ssolre  these 
relations;  that  nothing  can  dissolve  them  but  revolution; 
and  that,  consequently,  there  can  be  no  such  thing  as  se- 
cession without  revolution. 

3.  That  there  is  a  supreme  law,  consisting  of  tbe  con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  acts  of  Congress  passed  in 
pursuance  of  it,  and  treaties;  and  that,  in  cases  not  capa- 
ble of  assuoung  the  diaracter  of  a  suit  in  law  or  ec^uity, 
Congress  must  ju<^e  of,  and  finally  interpret,  this  su- 
pretne  law,  so  often  as  it  has  occasion  to  pass  acts  of  le- 
gislation; and,  in  cases  capable  of  assuming,  and  actually 
assuming,  the  character  of  a  suit,  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States    the  final  interpreter. 

4.  That  an  attempt  by  a  State  to.  abrogate,  annul,  or 
nullify  an  act  of  Congress,  or  to  arrest  iu  operation  «athin 
her  limits  on  the  ground  tho^  in  her  opimon,  sudi  law 
is  unconstitutional,  is  a  direct  usurpidlon  on  the  just  pow- 
ers of  the  General  Government,  and  on  tbe  ei^ual  ng^ts 
of  other  SUtei;  a  plain  vioUtion  of  the  constitution,  and  a 
proceeding  essentially  revolutiooaty  in  iU  i^aracter  and 
tendency.  • 

Whether  the  constitution  be  a  compact  between  States 
in  tiicir  soveragn  capoidtiei^  is  ft  question  wluch  mut  be 
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nwinly  trgued  from  wh^t  is  contained  in  the  inBtrument 
itteir.  We  all  Agree  that  it  is  an  inatnunent  which  haa 
been,  in  aome  way,  clothed  withjpower.  We  all  admit  that 
it  ipeaki  with  aaOorit^.  Thefint  quei^  then  ia,  what 
does  It  say  of  ittelT  What  does  it  purport  to  be?  Does 
it  atyle  Itself  a  leagne,  confederacy,  or  compact  between 
■orereign  States?  It  is  to  be  remembered,  nr,  that  the 
constitution  began  to  speak  only  after  its  adoption.  Until  it 
was  ratified  by  nine  States,  it  was  but  a  proposal,  the  mere 
draught  of  an  instrument.  It  was  like  a  deed,  drawn,  but 
not  executed.  The  convention  had  framed  it;  sent  it  to 
Congress,  then  sitting  under  the  confederation;  Congress 
had  transnutted  it  to  the  Stale  Legidaturea;  and  by  these 
last  it  wasla^  before  eonventiona  of  the  people  in  the 
several  States.  AU  this  white  it  was  inoperative  paper. 
It  had  received  no  stamp  of  authority,  no  sanction;  it 

Soke  no  language.  But  when  ratified  by  the  people  in 
eir  reipectire  conventions,  then  it  had  a  voice,  and 

Soke  authentically,  ^very  word  in  it  bad  then  received 
E  Miction  of  the  popular  mil,  and  was  to  be  received 
as  the  cxpresHon  of  Aat  will.  What  the  constitution 
says  of  itielf,  therefore,  is  as  conelunve  as  what  it  says 
on  any  other  point.  Does  it  call  itself  a  compact?  Cer- 
twnly  not.  It  uses  the  word  "  compact"  but  once,  and  that 
is  when  it  declares  that  the  States  shall  enter  into  no  com- 
pact. Does  it  call  itself  a  league,  a  confederacy,  a  sub- 
sisting treaty  between  the  States?  Certainly  not.  There 
is  not  a  particle  of  such  language  in  all  its  pages.  But  it 
declares  itself  a  constitution.  What  is  a  constitution? 
Certainly  not  a  league,  compact,  or  confederacy,  but  a 
fiindament&l  law.  That  fundamental  regulation  whicli 
determines  the  manner  in  which  the  public  authority  is  to 
be  executed,  is  what  forms  the  constitution  of  a  State. 
Those  primary  rules  which  concern  the  body  itself,  and 
the  veiy  being  of  tiie  political  society,  the  form  of  Gov- 
emment,  and  the  manner  in  which  power  is  to  be  exer- 
ciaedt  all,  in  a  word,  which  form  together  the  constitution 
of  a  State — these  are  the  fondamental  laws.  This,  sir,  is 
the  language  of  the  public  writers.  But  do  we  need  to 
be  informea.  in  this  country,  what  a  constitution  is?  Is 
it  not  an  idea  perfectly  familiar,  definite,  and  well  settled? 
We  are  at  no  loss  to  understand  what  is  meant  by  the 
constitution  of  one  of  the  States;  and  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  speaks  of  itself  as  being  an  instrument 
of  the  same  nature.  It  says,  tliis  constitution  Aall  be  Vhe 
law  of  the  land,  any  thing  in  any  State  constitution  to  the 
cM>ntrary  notwithstanding.  And  it  speaks  of  itself,  too, 
i&piMn  contradistinction  from  a  confederation;  for  it  says 
that  all  debts  contracted,  and  all  engagements  entered 
into  by  the  United  States,  shall  be  as  valid  under  this 
constitution  as  under  the  confederation.  It  does  not  say 
as  valid  under  this  compact,  or  this  league,  or  this  con- 
federation, as  under  the  former  confederation;  but  as 
valid  under  this  censtitiition. 

Tbia,  then,  sir,  is  declared  to  be  «  constitution.  A  con- 
atitution  ta  the  fundamental  law  of  the  State;  and  tiiis  is 
expressly  declared  to  be  the  supreme  law.  It  is  aa  if  tlie 
people  had  said,  '*we  prescribe  this  fundamental  law," 
or  **thia  supreme  law;"  for  they  do  say  that  they  estab- 
liah  this  constitution,  and  that  it  ^11  be  the  supreme 
law.  Thqr  s^  that  they  ordain  and  establish  it.  Now, 
sir,  iriut  is  the  eommon  application  of  these  words?  We 
do  not  speak  of  ordaining  leagues  and  compaets.  If  this 
was  intended  to  be  a  compact  or  league,  and  the  States 
to  be  partiea  to  it,  why  was  it  not  so  said?  Why  is  tiiere 
found  no  oneexpresuon  in  the  whole  instrument  indicat- 
inr  such  intent?  The  old  confederation  was  expressly 
called  a  league;  and  into  this  league  it  was  declared  that 
tbe_  States,  aa  States,  severally  entered.  Why  was  not 
sinular  language  used  in  the  constitution,  if  a  similsr  in- 
tention had  existed?  Why  wM  it  not  said,  **  the  States 
enter  into  thia  new  league,"  » the  States  form  this  new 
confoderation,*'  w  ■*  Ae  States  agree  to  this  new  com- 


pact?" Or,  why  was  it  not  said,  in  the  language  of  the 
gentleman's  resolution,  that  the  people  of  the  several 
States  acceded  to  this  compact  in  their  sovereign  capaci* 
tie*?  Wliat  reason  ia  there  for  auppodng  that  the  fta- 
mers  of  the  constitution  rejected  expressions  appropriate 
to  their  own  meaning,  and  adopted  others  wholly  at  war 
with  that  meaning? 

Again,  sir,  the  constitution  speaks  of  that  political 
tern  which  it  established  aa  "the  Government  of  the 
United  States."  Is  it  not  doing  strange  violence  to  lan- 
guage to  call  a  league  w  a  compact  between  sovereign 
Powers  a  Government?  The  Government  of  a  State  » 
that  organization  in  which  the  political  power  rendes.  It 
is  the  political  being,  created  by  the  constitution  or  fon- 
damental law.  The  broad  and  clear  difference  between 
a  Government  and  a  league  or  compact  is,  that  a  Gov- 
ernment is  a  body  politic;  it  has  a  will  of  its  own;  and  it 
possesses  powers  and  faculties  to  execute  its  own  pur- 
poses. Kvery  compact  looks  to  some  power  to  enforce 
its  stipulations.  Even  in  a  compact  between  sovereign 
communities,  there  always  exists  this  ultimate  reference 
to  a  power  to  insure  its  execution;  although,  in  such  case, 
this  power  is  but  the  force  of  one  party  agauist  the  force 
of  another;  that  is  toaay,  the  power  of  war.  But  a  Gov- 
ernment executes  its  decisions  by  its  own  supreme  au- 
thority. Its  use  of  force,  in  compelling  obedience  to  its 
own  enactments,  is  not  war.  It  contemplates  no  o^posii^ 
party  having  a  right  of  resistance.  It  rests  on  ila  own 
power  to  enforce  its  own  will;  and  when  it  ceases  to  pos- 
sess this  power,  it  is  no  longer  a  GovemUent. 

Mr.  President,  I  concur  so  generally  in  the  very  able 
speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Viiginia  near  me,  [Mr. 
Rivzs.]  tliat  it  is  not  without  diffidence  and  regret  that  I 
venture  to  differ  with  him  on  any  point.  His  opinions,, 
sir,  are  redolent  of  the  doctrines  of  a  very  t^stinguUhcd 
school,  for  which  I  have  the  highest  regard,  of  whose 
doctrines  I  can  say,  what  I  also  can  say  of  the  gentleman's 
speech,  that,  while  I  concur  in  the  results,  X  must  be 
permitted  to  hentate  about  some  of  the  premises.  I  do 
not  agree  that  the  constitution  is  a  compact  between  the 
States  in  their  sovereign  capacities.  I  do  not  agree  that, 
in  strictness  of  language,  it  is  a  compact  at  all.  But  1  do 
agree  that  it  is  founded  on  consent,  or  agreement,  or 
on  compact,  if  the  gentleman  prefers  that  word,  and 
means  no  more  by  it  than  voluntaty  consent  oragreement. 
The  constitution,  nr.  is  not  a  contract,  but  the  result  of  a 
contract;  meaning,  hy  contract,  no  more  than  assent. 
Pounded  on  consent,  it  is  a  Government  proper.  Adopt- 
ed by  the  agreement  of  the  people  of  the  United  State:^ 
when  adopted,  it  has  become  a  constitution.  The  people 
have  agreed  to  make  a  constitution;  but  when  made,  that 
constihition  becomes  what  its  name  imports.  It  b  no 
longer  a  mere  agreement.  Our  laws,  sir,  liave  their  foun- 
dation in  the  agreement,  or  consent,  of  the  two  Honsea 
of  Congress.  Wc  say,  habitually,  Uiat  one  House  pro- 
poses a  bill,  and  the  other  agreea  to  it;  but  the  result  of 
this  agreement  is  not  a  compact,  but  a  law.  The  law, 
the  statute,  is  not  the  agreement,  but  something  created 
by  the  agreement;  and  something  which,  when  created, 
has  a  new  character,  and  acts  by  its  own  authority.  So, 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  founded  in  or  on 
the  consent  of  the  people,  may  be  said  to  rest  on  compact 
or  consent;  but  it  is  itself  not  the  compact,  but  ita  result. 
When  a  people  agree  to  erect  a  Government,  and  actually 
erect  it,  the  thing  is  done,  and  the  agreement  is  at  an  end. 
The  compact  is  executed,  and  the  end  designed  by  it  at- 
tained. Henceforth,  the  fruit  of  the  agreement  exists, 
but  the  agreement  itself  ia  merged  in  its  own  accompliab- 
ment;  unce  there  on  be  no  Icmger  a  subsisting  agree- 
ment, or  compact,  to  form  s  coirttitution  or  Government, 
after  that  constitution  or  Gorcmment  has  been  actually 
formed  andestabliAcd. 

It  appears  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  the  plainest  ac- 
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count  of  tlie  cstabliahment  of  tlus  Gorernment  presents 
the  most  just  uid  philosophical  view  of  its  foundation. 
The  people  of  the  several  States  had  their  separate  State 
Governments;  and  between  the  States  there  also  eusted 
a  confederation.  With  this  condition  of  things  the  peo* 
pie  were  "not  satisfied,  as  the  confederation  had  been  found 
not  to  fulfil  its  intended  objects.  It  was  proposed,  there- 
fore, to  erect  a  new  common  Government,  which  should 
possess  certun  definite  powers,  sudb  as  reprded  the 
prosperity  of  the  people  of  all  the  States;  and  to  be 
formed  upon  the  general  model  of  American  constitutions. 
This  propoeal  was  awented  to,  and  an  instrument  was 
presented  to  the  people  of  the  several  States  for  their 
conuderation.  They  approved  it,  and  agreed  to  adopt  it 
as  a  constitution.  They  executed  that  agreement,  they 
adopted  the  constitution,  as  a  constitutiont*nd  henceforth 
it  must  stand  as  a  constitution  until  It  shall  be  altogether 
destroyed.  Now,  at,  is  not  this  the  truth  of  the  whole 
matter?  and  is  not  all  that  we'bave  heard  of  compact  be- 
tween sovereign  States  &e  mere  effect  of  a  theoretical 
and  artificial  mode  of  reasoning  upon  the  subject^  a  mode 
of  reasoning  which  disregards  plain  facts  for  the  sake  of 
hypothesis^ 

Mr.  Preuden^  the  nature  of  sovereignty,  or  sovereign 
power,  has  been  extensively  discussed  oy  gentlemen  on 
this  occasion,  as  it  generally  is  when  the  origin  of  our 
Government  is  debated.  But  1  confess  myself  not  entirely 
satisfied  with  arguments  and  illustrations  drawn  from  that 
topic.  The  sovereignty  of  Government  is  an  idea  be- 
longing to  the  other  «de  of  the  Attentic.  No  such  thing 
is  known  in  North  America.  Our  Governments  are  all 
limited.  In  Europe  sovereignty  is  of  feudal  origin,  and 
imports  no  more  than  the  state  of  the  sovereign.  It  com> 
prises  his  rights,  duties,  exemption^  prer^sdves,  and 
powers.  But,  with  us,  all  power  is  with  the  people. 
They,  alone,  are  sovereign)  and  they  erect  what  Govern- 
ments they  please,  and  confer  on  them  such  powers  as 
they  please.  None  of  these  Governments  are  sovereign, 
in  the  European  sense  of  the  word,  all  being  restrained 
by  written  constitutions.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that 
we  only  perplex  ourselves  when  we  attempt  to  ezpUn 
the  relations  existing  between  the  General  Government 
and  the  several  State  Govenunents,  according  to  those 
ideas  of  sovereignty  which  previul  under  ^stems  essen- 
tially different  from  our  own. 

But,  sir,  to  return  to  the  constitution  itself;  let  me  in- 
quire what  it  relies  upon  for  its  own  continuance  and  sup- 
port? I  hear  it  oflen  suggested  that  the  States,  by  re- 
fusing to  appoint  Senators  wad  Electors,  might  bring  this 
Gwemment  to  an  end-  Perhaps  that  is  tru^  but  the 
some  may  be  sud  of  the  State  Ooremments  tiiemselves. 
Suppose  the  Legislature  of  a  State,  having  the  power  to 
appmnt  the  Governor  and  the  judges,  should  omit  that 
duty;  would  not  the  State  Government  remain  unoi^niz- 
ed^  No  doubt,  all  elective  Governments  maybe  broken 
up  by  a  general  abandonment,  on  the  part  of  those  in- 
trusted with  political  powers,  tif  their  appropriate  duties. 
But  one  popular  Government  has,  in  this  respect,  as 
much  security  as  another.  The  maintenance  of  this  con- 
^■titulion  does  not  depend  oo  the  plighted  faith  of  the 
'states  as  States,  to  support  it|  and  this  agun  shows  that  it 
is  not  a  league.  It  relies  on  individual  du^  and  obligation. 

The  constitution  of  the  United  States  creates  £rect  re- 
lations between  this  Government  and  individuals.  Thu 
Government  may  punish  individuals  for  treason,  and  all 
ottier  nimes  in  the  code,  when  committed  agi^nst  the 
Vnited  States.  It  has  power,  also,  to  tax  individuals,  in 
any  mode,  and  to  any  extent}  and  it  possesses  the  further 
power  of  demanding  frun  individuals  military  service. 
Nothing,  cert»nly,  can  more  clearly  distinguish  a  Gov- 
ernment from  a  confederation  of  States,  than  the  posses- 
sion <tf  Uieae  powers.  No  doser  relations  can  enst  be- 
*VMn  in^TidaikaadaQy  GoTcnuiwnt 


On  the  other  luuid,  the  Government  owes  high  and 
solemn  duties  to  every  citizen  of  the  country.  It  ia  bound 
to  protect  him  in  his  moat  important  rights  and  interests. 
It  makes  war  for  his  protection,  and  no  other  Government 
in  the  country  can  make  war.  It  makes  peace  for  his 
protection,  and  no  other  Government  can  make  peace.  It 
maintains  armies  and  navies  for  his  defence  and  security, 
and  no  other  Government  is  allowed  to  maintain  them. 
He  goes  abroad  beneath  its  flag,  and  carries  over  all  ^ 
earth  a  national  character  imparted  to  him  by  this  Gorem- 
ment,  and  which  no  other  Government  can  impart  In 
whatever  relates  to  war,to  peace,  to  commerce^  he  knows 
no  other  Government.  An  these,  sir,  are  conneidons  as 
dear  and  as  sacred  as  can  bind  individuals  to  any  Gov- 
ernment on  earth.  It  is  not,  therefore,  a  compact  be- 
tween States,  but  a  Government  proper,  operating  di- 
rectly upon  in^viduals,  yielding  to  them  protection  on 
the  one  hand,  and  dienunding  firom  them  obetUenee  on 
the  other. 

There  is  no  language  in  the  whole  constitution  appli. 
cable  .to  a  confederation  of  States.  If  the  States  be 
parties,  as  States,  what  are  their  rights,  and  what  their 
respective  covenants  and  stipulations?  And  where  are 
their  ri|^ts,  covenants,  and  stipulations  expressed?  The 
States  engage  fbr  notMi^,  they  promise  nothing.  In  ths 
articles  of  confederation  they  did  make  promises,  and 
did  enter  into  engagements,  and  did  plight  the  fiuth  of 
each  State  for  their  fuHilmentt  but  in  ue  constitution 
there  is  nothing  of  that  kind.  The  reason  is,  that  in  the 
constitution  it  is  the  people  who  speak,and  not  the  States. 
The  people  ordain  the  constitution,  and  therein  address 
themselves  to  the  States,  and  to  the  Legislatures  of  the 
States,  in  the  langpiag^  of  injunction  luid  prohibition. 
The  constitution  utters  its  behMts  in  the  name  and  by  tba 
authorihr  of  the  people,  and  it  exacts  not  fhnn  States  ai^ 
plighted  public  faith  to  maintain  it.  On  the  contrary,  it 
muces  its  own  preservation  depend  on  individual  du^and 
individual  obligation.  Sir,  the  States  cannot  omit  to  ap> 
point  Senators  and  Electors.  It  is  not  a  matter  resting  m 
State  discretion  or  State  pleasure.  The  constitution  lias 
taken  helter  care  of  its  own  preservation.  It  lays  its 
hand  on  individual  consdence  and  indtvidoal  du^.-  It 
inaqiBfutates  any  man  to  sit  in  the  Legislature  of  a  States 
fdio  shall  not  first  have  taken  a  solemn  oath  to  support 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  From  the  obliga. 
tion  of  this  oath  no  State  power  can  discharge  him.  AU 
the  members  of  all  the  State  Legislatures  are  as  reli- 
giously bound  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  as  they  are  to  support  their  own  State  constitu- 
tion. Nay,  air,  Aey  are  as  solemnly  sworn  to  support  1^ 
as  we  ouraelves  are,  who  are  members  of  CongrcH. 

No  member  of  a  State  Legislature  can  refuse  to  proceed, 
at  the  proper  time,  to  elect  Senators  toCongress,  or  to  pro<  , 
vide  for  the  choice  of  electors  of  President  and  Vice-Pre- 
sident, any  more  than  the  members  can  refuse,  when  the 
appointed  ^y  arrives,  to  meet  the  members  of  the  other 
House  to  count  the  vMes  for  those  officers,  and  nieertam 
who  are  chosen.  It)  both  oases  the  duty  binds,  and  with 
equal  strength,  the  conscience  of  the  individual  member, 
and  it  is  imposed  on  all  by  an  oath  in  the  very  same  words. 
Let  it,  then,  never  be  said,  ur,  that  it  is  a  matter  of  dis- 
cretion with  the  States  whether  they  will  continue  the 
Government,  or  break  it  up  by  refiising  to  appoint  Senators 
and  elect  electors.  They  have  no  discretion  in  the  matter. 
The  meoaiers  of  the  Legudatures  cannot  avoid  doing 
either,  so  often  as  the  timearrives,  mthootadiract  noia. 
tion  of  thrir  duty  and  thehr  oatlui  such  a  TMdatwn  aa  would 
break  up  any  outer  Government. 

Looking  still  further  to  the  provioons  of  the  constitu- 
tion itself,  in  order  to  learn  its  true  character,  we  find  its 
great  apparent  purpose  to  be,  to  unite  the  people  of  all  the 
States  under  one  General  Government,  for  eertun  defimte 
ol^ectsiand,  to  the  oEtentcriT  this  uiugn,  to  restxiia  the 
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separate  antborltiea  of  the  Statei.  CongrcH  only  can  de- 
clare war;  therefore,  when  one  State  ii  at  mr  with  a  for- 
eign nation,  all  must  be  at  war.  The  President  and  the 
Senate  only  can  make  peace;  when  peace  i«  nude  for  one 
State,  thefvfore,  it  must  be  made  for  all. 

C(in  any  thing  be  conceived  more  preposterous  than 
that  any  State  should  have  power  to  nullify  tne  proceedinf^ 
of  tbe  General  Government  respecting  pea<ie  and  war? 
When  war  is  declared  by  a  law  of  Congress*  can  a  sinarle 
State  nullify  that  law,  and  remain  at  peace  ?  And  yet  ^e 
may  nullify  that  law  as  well  as  any  other.  If  the  President 
and  Senate  make  peace,  may  one  State,  nevertheless,  con- 
tinue the  warf  And  yet,  if  she  can  nullify  a  law,  she  may 
quite  as  well  nullify  a  treaty. 

The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  and  no  ingenuity  of  argu- 
ment, no  subtlety  of  distinction,  can  evade  H,  that,  as  to 
certain  purposes,  the  people  of  tbe  United  States  are  one 
people.  They  are  one  in  making  wrar,  and  one  in  making 
peacet  they  are  one  in  regulating  commerce,  and  one  in 
laying  duties  of  imp(Mt.  The  very  end  and  purpose  of  the 
constitution  was  to  make  them  one  people  in  these  parti- 
culars; and  it  has  effectually  accomplished  its  object.  All 
this  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  constitution  itself.  I 
have  already  said,  sir,  that  to  obtain  a  power  of  direct  le- 
gislation over  the  people,  especially  in  regardtto  imposts, 
was  always  prontinent  as  a  reason  for  getting  rid  of  the 
eonfederation,  and  ftirnung  a  new  constitution.  Among 
the  innumerable  proofs  of  tUs,  befoft  the  assemblii^  of 
the  convention,  allow  me  to  refer  only  to  tiie  report  of  the 
c<»nndttee  of  the  old  Congress,  Jufy,  1785. 

Bat,  rir,  let  ua  go  to  the  actual  formation  of  the  consti- 
totioni  let  us  open  the  joiunal  of  the  eonrention  itself;  and 
we  shall  see  that  the  Tery  first  resolution  which  the  conven- 
tion adopted  was,  "  Hiat  a  National  Government  ought  to 
be  established,  consisting  of  b  Supreme  Legiriature,  Ju- 
diciary, and  Executive." 

This,  itself,  completely  negatives  all  idea  of  league,  and 
compact,  and  confederation.  Terms  could  not  be  chosen 
more  fit  to  express  an  intention  to  establish  a  National  Gov- 
ernment, and  to  banish  forever  all  notion  of  a  compact  be- 
tween soTcrrign  States. 

TUs  resohition  was  adopted  on  the  30th  of  May.  Afler- 
vi'arda  the  style  was  altered,  and,  instead  of  being  called  a 
National  Government,  it  was  eaUed  the  Government  of  the 
United  States;  but  tbe  substance  of  this  resolution  was  re 
Uuned,  and  was  at  the  head  of  that  list  of  resolutions  which 
was  afterwards  sent  to  the  committee  who  were  to  frame 
the  instmrnent* 

It  is  true  there  were  gentlei^  in  the  cmvention  who 
were  for  ret»t^ig  the  confederation,  antftaiending  its  ar- 
ticles; but  the  miyori^  was  l^nst  this,  and  was  fur  a  Na- 
tional Government.  Mr.  Patteraon's  propoutions,  which 
were  f<ff  cmtinuing  the  articles  of  confederation  with  ad- 
ditional powers,  were  submitted  to  the  convention  on  tbe 
15thof  June,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
And  the  resohitions  forming  tbe  basis  of  a  National  Govern 
ment,  whidi  had  hem  <mee  ^;reed  to  In  the  Comnitee  of 
the  Wbol^  and  reported,  were  recommitted  to  the  same 
comnuttee,  en  the  same  day.  The  convention,  then  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  19th  of  June,  had  both 
these  plans  before  them;  that  is  to  say,  the  plan  of  a  con- 
federacy, or  compact  between  SUtes,  and  the  plan  of  a 
National  Government.  Both  these  plans  were  considered 
and  debated,  and  the  eomnittee  reported,  **  That  they  do 
not  agree  to  the  propo^on  ofTered  by  the  honorable  Mr. 
Patterson,  but  that  they  again  subnut  the  resolutions  form- 
erly reported."  If,  sir,  any  historical  fkct  in  the  world  be 
plain  and  undeniable,  it  is  that  the  convention  deliberated 
on  the  expediency  of  continuing  the  confederation,  with 
some  amendments,  and  rejected  that  scheme^  and  adopted 
the  plan  of  a  National  Government,  with  a  Legislature,  an 
ExMutive,  and  a  Judiciaty  of  ita  own.  They  were  ask- 
ed topMwm  thA  kagmi  they  rejected  the  proposition. 


I'hey  vrere  asked  to  cotitimie  ttie  existing  compact  between 
States;  they  rejected  it.  They  rejected  compact,  league 
and  confederation,  and  set  themselves  about  framing  the 
constitution  of  a  National  Government;  and  they  accom* 
plished  what  they  undertook. 

If  men  will  open  their  eyes  &ir1y  to  the  liglits  of  histo- 
ry, it  is  impossible  to  be  deceived  on  this  point.  The 

Ereat  object  was  to  supersede  tlie  confederation  by  a  regu- 
r  Government;  because,  under  the  confederation.  Con- 
gress had  power  only  to  make  requisitions  on  States;  and 
if  States  declined  compliance,  as  they  £d,  there  was  no 
remedy  but  war  against  such  delinquent  States.  It  would 
seem,  from  Mr.  Jefferson's  correspondence,  in  1786  and 
1787,  that  he  was  of  opinion  that  even  this  remedy  ought 
to  be  tried.  "  There  will  be  no  money  in  the  treasury," 
said  he,  **  till  the  confederacy  shows  ita  teeth^  and  be 
suggests  that  a  single  frigate  would  soon  levy  on  tbe  eom< 
merce  of  a  delinquent  State  the  deficiency  of  its  contri- 
bution. But  tills  would  be  war;  and  it  was  evident  that  n 
confederacy  could  not  long  hold  together  which  should 
be  at  war  with  its  members.  '  The  constitution  was  adopt- 
ed to  av<»d  this  necessity.  It  was  adopted  that  there  might 
be  a  Government  which  should  act  directly  on  individuals, 
without  borrowing  aid  from  tbe  State  Governments.  This 
is  clear  as  light  Itoelf  on  die  very  fece  of  tbe  prorisiona  of 
the  constitution,  and  its  whole  history  tends  to  the  sane 
conclusion.  Its  framers  gave  this  very  reason  for  their 
work  in  the  most  distinct  terms.  Allow  me  to  quote  bat 
one  or  two  proofs  out  of  hundreds.  That  State,  so  sosaQ 
in  territory,  but  so  distinguished  for  learning  and  talent, 
Connecticut,  had  sent  to  the  general  convention,  amoo^ 
otiier  members,  Samuel  Johnson  and  Oliver  EUsworth. 
The  constitution  having  been  framed*  it  wu  submitted  t» 
a  convention  of  the  people  of  Connecticut  fer  ratificatim 
on  the  part  of  that  Stat^  and  Mr.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Ellai- 
worth  were  also  members  of  this  convention.  On  the 
first  day  of  the  debates,  being  called  on  to  explain  the 
reasons  Which  led  the  convention  at  Philadelphia  to  recom- 
mend such  a  constitution,  after  showing  the  insufficiency 
of  the  eidsting  confederacy,  inasmuch  as  it  applied  to 
State%  as  StatM^  Mr.  Johnsmi  proceeded  to  say: 

'  *  The  convention  saw  this  imperfection  in  attemptitq;  to 
legislate  for  States  in  their  political  eamdfyi  tint  the  co- 
ercion of  law  can  be  exercised  by  nowng  but  a  mlfitary 
force.  They  have,  therefore,  gone  upon  entirely  new 
ground.  They  hare  formed  one  new  nation  out  of  the 
individual  States.  The  constitution  vests  in  the  General 
Legislature  a  power  to  make  laws  in  nutters  of  national 
eoncem  t  to  appcHnt  ju^pes  to  decide  upon  these  laws{  ancl 
to  appoint  officers  to  carry  them  into  execution.  TlUs 
excludes  the  idea  of  an  armed  force.  The  power  which 
is  to  enforce  these  lam  is  to  be  a  legal  power,  vested  in 
proper  magistrates.  The  force  which  is  to  be  employed 
IS  the  enerin'  of  the  law;  and  this  force  is  to  operate  only 
upon  individuals  who  fail  in  their  duty  to  their  eountry. 
This  is  the  peculiar  glory  of  the  constitution,  that  tt  «- 

rig  upon  the  ndldand  equal  energy  of  tbff  magistracy 
the  execution  of  the  laws.** 
In  tiie  further  course  of  the  debate,  Mr.  Ellswortll 
sud — 

*'In  republics,  it  is  a  fundamental  prindple  that  the 
majority  govern,  and  that  the  minority  compV*  with  the 
general  voice.  How  contrary,  then,  to  republican  prio- 
ciples,  how  humiliating,  is  our  present  situation!  A  single 
State  can  rise  up  and  put  a  veto  upon  tbe  most  importut 
public  measures.  We  h«ve  seen  thisactually  take  pbce; 
a  wngle  State  baa  controlled  tbe  general  vtrice  w  tbe 
Union;  a  minority,  a  very  small  minority,  has  governed 
us.  So  far  is  this  from  being  consistent  with  republican 
principles,  that  it  is,  in  effect,  the  worst  species  of  mon- 
archy. 

-  "  Hence  we  see  how  neeessaiy  for  the  Union  is  a  ooer> 
cire  principle.   No  nuw  pretends  tbe  contrary.   We  all 
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Me  *fid  feel  thb  neeeantjr.  Hie  only  queition  it,  ihaU  K, 
be  ft  eoeroon  of  hw,  or  a  coercion  or  ftnntf  There  ia 
no  otker  poanble  ftHenutire.  Where  wilt  those  who 
oppose  a  coerdon  of  law  come  out?  Where  win  they 
etMl?  A  necesauy  conBeqoence  of  their  principles  ii  a 
war  of  the  States  one  agunst  another.  I  am  tor  coer- 
cion by  law;  that  coercion  which  acts  only  upon  delin- 
quent individuals.  This  constitution  does  not  attempt  to 
coerce  sorereign  bodies.  States,  in  their  political  capacity. 
No  coercion  is  upUcable  <o  sudi  bo^n,  but  that  of  an 
amed  force*  If  we  should  attempt  to  execute  the  lawa 
of  the  Umon  by  sending  an  armed  force  widnst  a  deUn- 
quent  State,  it  would  involve  the  good  and  bad,  the  inno- 
cent and  guilty,  in  the  same  calanuty.  But  this  leg*^  co- 
ercion Mngles  out  the  guilty  individual,  and  punishes  him 
for  breiJcing  the  laws  of  the  Union." 

Indeed*  sir,  if  we  look  to  all  cotemporary  history,  to 
the  writings  of  the  Federalist,  to  the  debates  in  the  con- 
ventionB,  to  the  publieatkma  <if  Mends  and  fees,  they  all 
agree  that  a  change  had  been  made  from,a  confederacy  of 
States  to  a  different  systemt  they  all  ^ree  that  the  con- 
vention had  formed  a  constitution  for  a  National  Govern* 
ment.  With  this  result  some  were  satisfied,  and  some 
were  dissatisftedi  but  all  admitted  that  the  thing  had  been 
done.  In  none  of  these  various  productions  and  publica- 
tions did  any  one  intimate  that  the  new  constihition  was 
but  anoUier'  compact  between  States  in  their  sovereign . 
capacities.  I  do  not  find  such  an  opimon  advanced  in  a 
mngle  instance.  Every- where  the  people  were  told  that 
the  old  confederation  was  to  be  abandoned,  and  a  new 
system  to  be  tried;  that  a  proper  Government  was  pro- 
posed, to  be  founded  in  the  name  of  the  people,  and  to 
nave  a  regular  orgaq^tion  of  its  own.  Every  where 
the  people  were  tmd  that  it  was  to  be  a  Government  with 
Areetvowersto  make  laws  over  in^viduals,  and  to  lay 
taxes  and  imposts,  without  the  consent  of  the  States. 
Every  where  it  was  understood  to  be  a  popular  constitu- 
tion. It  came  to  the  people  for  their  adoption,  and  was 
to  rest  on  the  same  deep  foundation  as  the  State  constitu- 
tions themselves.  Its  most  distinguished  advocates,  who 
had  been  themselves  members  of  reconvention,  declared 
that  the  veiy  object  of  submitting  the  constitution  to  the 
peoplb  wa^  to  preclude  ^  posribiUQrof  its  being  re- 
garded as  ft  mere  compact.  **  However  gross  a  heresy," 
say  the  wtiters  of  the  Federalist,  "it  may  be  to  mainuin 
tliat  a  par^  to  a  compact  has  a  right  to  revoke  that  com- 
pact, the  doctrine  itself  has  had  respectable  advocates. 
The  posribilily  of  a  question  of  this  nature  proves  the 
neeesnty  of  laying  the  finindations  of  our  National  Gov- 
ernment deeper  than  in  the  mere  sanction  of  delegated 
authori^.  The  ftbric  of  American  empire  ought  to  rest 
on  the  solid  basi  of  the  consent  of  the  people." 

Such  is  the  langnige,  dr,  addressed  to  the  people, 
while  they  yet  had  the  constitution  under  consideration. 
The  powers  conferred  on  the  new  Government  were  per- 
fectly well  understood  to  be  conferred,  not  by  any  State, 
or  the  people  of  ao^  State,  but  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Vitgmia  is  more  explicit,  perhaps,  in  this 
particular,  than  any  other  Stete.  Her  convention,  assem- 
bled to  ratiQr  the  constitution,  **  in  the  name  and  behalf  of 
the  pe<^le  of  Vii^nia,  declare  and  make  known,  that  the 
powers  granted  under  the  constitution,  being  derived 
from  the  people  of  the  United  States,  may  be  resumed 
by  than  whenever  the  nme  dudl  be  pervoted  to  tbrir 
injury  or  oppression." 

Is  this  language  which  describes  the  formation  of  a 
compact  between  States^  or  language  describing  the  mnt 
of  powers  to  a  new  GoverBnen^  by  the  wbrie  people  of 
the  United  Sutes^ 

Among  all  the  other  ratifications,  there  u  not  ime  which 
speaks  of  the  constitution  as  a  compact  between  States. 
Those  of  Maasftchuaetta  and  Vew  Hampshire  express  the 
transKttioi^  in  myopb^on,  withsufficieatiocaney.  They 


reet^ise  the  Divine  goodness  *■  in  affording  Uie  people 
of  the  Uiflted  States  an  opportuni^  of  entering  into  an 
explicit  and  solemn  compact  with  each  other,  by  sssent- 
ing  to  and  ratifying  a  new  constitution."  You  will  ob- 
serve, ur,  that  it  is  the  people,  and  not  the  States,  who 
have  entered  into  this  compact,  and  it  is  the  people  of  all 
the  United  States.  These  conventions,  by  this  form  of 
expression,  meant  merely  to  say  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  had,  by  the  blessing  of  Providence,  enjoyed 
the  opportunity  of  establishing  a  new  constitution,  found* 
ed  in  the  consent  of  tlie  people.  This  eotuent  of  tha 
people  has  been  called  by  European  writers  "the  soebl 
compact;"  and,  in  confomity  to  this  common  mode  of ' 
expression,  these  conventions  speak  of  that  assent,  on 
which  the  new  constitution  was  to  rest,  as  an  explicit  and 
solemn  compact,  not  which  the  States  had  entered  into 
with  each  other,  but  which  the  people  of  the  United 
States  had  entered  into. 

Finally,  nr,  how  can  any  man  get  over  Ae  words  of  the 
constitution  itself?  "We,  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  do  ordain  and  establish  this  constitution."  These 
words  must  cease  to  be  part  of  the  constitution,  tiiey  must 
be  obliterated  from  the  parchment  on  which  they  are 
written,  before  any  human  ingenuity  or  human  argument 
can  remove  the  popular  basis  on  which  that  constitution 
rests,  and  turn  the  instrument  into  a  mere  compact  be- 
tween  aovmign  States. 

The  second  propontion,  nr,  wluch  I  propose  to  msJn- 
tiun,  is,  that  no  State  authority  can  dissolve  the  relations 
subristing  between' the  Government  of  the  United  States 
and  individuals;  that  nothing  can  dissolve  these  relations 
but  revolution;  and  that,  therefore,  there  can  be  no  such 
thing  as  secesnon  without  revolution.  All  this  follows,  as 
it  seems  to  me,  as  a  j  ust  consequence)  if  It  be  first  proved 
that  the  constitution  of  the  Umted  States  ts  a  Government 
proper,  owing  protection  to  individuals,  and  entitled  to 
their  obedience. 

The  people.  At,  in  every  State,  live  under  two  Gov- 
ernments. They  owe  obedience  to  both.  These  Gov- 
ernments, though  distinct,  are  not  adverse.  Each  has  its 
separate  sphere,  and  its  peculiar  powers  and  duties.  It 
ii  not  a  contest  between  two  sovereigns  for  the  same, 
power,  like  the  wars  of  the  rival  houses  in  Englandt  nw 
is  it  a  dispute  between  a  Government  dejbdo  and  a  Gov- 
ernment de  Jan.  It  is  the  case  of  a  dividon  of  powers 
between  two  Government  made. by  the  people,  to  which 
both  are  respmisible.  Neither  can  dispense  with  thedutv 
which  individuals  owe  to  the  other;  neither  can  call  itself 
master  of  the  other;  the  people  are  masters  of  both. 
This  division  of  power,  it  is  true,  is  in  a  great  measure 
unknown  in  Europe.  It  Is  the  peculiar  system  of  Ame* 
rica;  and,  though  new  and  singular,  it  is  not  incmnpre- 
hensible.  The  State  constitutions  are  established  by  the 
people  of  the  States.  This  constitution  is  established  by 
tbe  people  of  all  the  States.  How,  then,  can  a  State 
secede?  How  can  a  State  undo  what  the  whole  people  hare 
done?  How  can  she  absolve  her  citizens  from  their  obe- 
dience to  the  laws  of  the  United -States?  How  can  she 
amiul  ib«r  obKgatioioa  and  oaths?  How  can  the  members 
of  her  Lepdatnre  renounce  their  own  oatiis?  Sir,  seces- 
sion, as  a  revolutionary  right,  is  intellifpblet  as  a  right  to 
be  proclaimed  amidst  civil  commotions,  and  asserted  at 
the  head  of  armies,  I  can  understand  it.  But  as  a  practi. 
cal  right,  existing  under  the  constitution,  and  in  conform- 
ity with  its  provisions,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  nothing  but  a 
plsin  absurdity;  for  it  supposes  resislance  to  Government 
under  the  authority  of  Government  itself;  it  supposes  dis- 
memberment, without  violating  the  principles  of  union; 
it  supposes  opposition  to  law,  without  crime;  it  supposes 
the  violation  of  oaths,  without  responnbility;  it  supposes 
the  total  overthrow  of  Government,  without  revolution. 

The  constitution,  sir,  regards  itself  as  perpetual  and 
inunortaL   Itseeks  to  estabUsh a  union  aiwmg  the  petals 
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of  tbe  SUtes,  which  Bbftll  last  through  ftU  time.  Or,  if 
the  common  fate  of  tiling  human  muat  be  expected,  at 
lome  period,  to  happen  to  it,  yet  that  cataatrophe  it  not 
utidpated. 

The  inetrument  contains  ample  provisions  for  its  amend- 
ment, at  all  times;  none  for  its  abandonment,  at  any  time. 
It  (Uclares  that  new  States  may  come  into  the  Union,  but 
it  does  not  declare  that  old  States  may  go  out  Tbe  Union 
is  not  a  tempotary  partnership,  ctf  Slates.  It  u  tbe  asso- 
ciation of  tbe  people,  under  a  constitution  of  Govemmeiit, 
uniting  th^  power,  joining^  together  their  highest  inter- 
est^ cementiiw  their  present  enjoyments,  and  blending, 
in  one  indivisiDle  mass,  all  their  hopes  for  the  future. 
Whatsoever  is  steadfast  in  just  political  principles,  what- 
wever  is  permanent  in  the  structure  of  human  society, 
whatsoever  there  is  which  can  derive  an  enduring  charac- 
ter from  being  founded  on  deep  laid  prinaples  CNf  consti- 
tutional llher^,  and  on  the  broad  fbnixUtioni  of  the 
public  will— «11  these  ui^te  to  entitle  tius  tnBlniment 
to  be  regarded  as  a  permanent  constitution  of  Gorern* 
nent. 

In  the  next  place,  Hr.  Preudent,  I  contend  that  there 
is  a  supreine  law  of  the  land,  consisting  of  the  constitu- 
tion, acts  of  Congress  passed  in  pursuance  of  it,  and  tbe 
public  treaties.  This  will  not  be  denied,  because  such 
are  the  very  words  of  the  constitution.  But  1  contend 
furtheb  that  it  rightfully  belongs  to  Congress  and  to  the 
«onrtB\f  tbe  United  States,  to  settle  the  oonstmction  of 
this  supreme  law,  in  doubtful  cases.  This  is  dented:  and 
here  arises  tbe  great  practical  question,  who  is  to  construe 
finally  the  constitution  <^  the  United  States?  We  all 
agree  that  the  constitution  is  the  supreme  law;  but  who 
ahall  interpret  that  law/  In  our  system  of  the  dirisirai  of 
powers  between  different  Gorernments,  eontrarerues 
will  necessarily  sometimes  arise  respecting  the  extent  of 
the  powers  of  each.  Wbo  shall  dedde  Uiese  controver- 
near  Does  it  rest  with  (be  General  Government,  in  all 
or  any  of  its  departments,  to  e;cerci8e  the  office  of  6nal 
interpreter?  Or  may  each  of  the  States,  as  well  as  the 
Genera]  Government,  claim  this  right  of  ultimate  decision? 
The  practical  result  of  this  whow  debate  turns  on  this 
point.  The  gendeman  contends  Uiat  each  State  may 
judge  for  itself  of  anr  alleged  violation  of  tbe  constitu- 
tfen,  and  may  finally  oedde  for  itael^  and  my  execute 
its  own  dedsions  by  its  own  power.  All  the  recent  pro- 
t  ceedingt  in  Sooth  Cartdina  are  founded  on  this  claim  of 
right.  Her  convention  has  pronounced  the  revenue  laws 
of  the  United  States  unconstitutional!  and  this  decision 
she  does  not  allow  any  authority  of  the  United  States  to 
overrule  or  reverse.  Of  course,  she  rejects  tbe  authority 
of  Congress,  because  the  very  object  oi  the  ordinance  u 
to  rererse  tbe  dedrion  of  Congress;  and  she  rejects,  too, 
the  authority  of  tbe  courts  of  the  United  States,  because 
^e  expressly  prohibits  all  appeal  to  those  courts.  It-is 
in  order  to  sustun  this  asserted  right  of  being  her  own 
judge,  that  she  pronounces  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  be  but  a  compact,  to  which  she  is  a  pwty,  and  a 
sovereign  parly.  If  ttnsbe  established,  then  the  inference 
is  supposed  to  follow,  that,  bdnr  aorereign,  there  is  no 

Eoww  to  control  her  decinon,  and  ber  own  ju^ment  on 
er  own  compact  is  and  must  be  conclusive. 
I  ba^  aJrndy  endeavored,  sir,  to  point  out  the  practi- 
cal consequences  of  this  doctrine,  and  to  show  how  utterly 
inconsistent  it  is  with  all  ideas  of  regular  government, 
and  how  soon  its  adoption  would  involve  the  whole  coun- 
try in  revolution  and  absolute  anarchy.  I  hope  it  is  easy 
now  to  show,  sir,  that  »  doctrine,  bringin|f  such  conse* 
quences  with  Is  not  well  founded^  that  it  baa  notbiiu- 
tostand  upon  bat  tbeoty  and  assumptiont  and  that  it  u 
refuted  by  pUin  and  express  constitutional  provisions.  I 
think  the  Government  of  the  United  States  does  possess, 
in  its  appropriate  departments,  tbe  authority  of  final  deci- 
aiea  on  questions  of  ^sputed  power.   I  think  it  powewM 


this  wthori^,  both  by  necessary  implication  and  by  ez> 
premmnt. 

It  wdl  not  be  denied,  ib-,  Aat  tbii  ndioritv  natnraUjr 
beloni^  to  all  Govemmeiita.  Tlier  all  ezercae  it  horn 
necesBity,  and  as  a  consequenee  of  tbe  ei»rdse  of  other 
power*.  The  State  Gorernments  thnnaelvea  possess  it, 
except  in  tiiat  clhss  of  questions  whidi  may  arise  between 
them  and  tbe  Qeneral  Government,  and  in  regard  to 
wbicb  tii^  have  aunendered  it,  as  wdl  by  ttie  natoro  of 
the  case  as  by  clear  constitutteal  prorauma.  In  ottMt 
and  ordinary  cases,  whether  a  particular  lav  be  in  con- 
formity to  the  constitution  of  the  State,  is  a  question  wluch 
the  State  L^islature  or  the  State  Judiciary  must  deter- 
mine. We  ^  know  that  these  questions  arise  dai^  in  the 
State  Government^  and  are  decided  br  thoae  Gmrem- 
ments;  and  I  know  no  Oovemment  wUdi  doei  not  cxer> 
cise  a  nntihr  power. 

Upon  general  principle^  then,  tbe  Government  of  the 
United  States  possesses  this  autiionty;  and  this  would 
hardly  be  denied,  were  it  not  that  there  are  other  Gov- 
ernments. But  since  there  are  State  Gbvemmeirts,  and 
since  these,  like  other  Governments,  iwdinari^  construe 
their  own  powers,  if  the  Government  of  tbe  Umted  States 
construes  its  own  powers  also,  which  construction  is  to 
prevail,  in  the  case  of  opporite  constructions?  And  again, 
as  in  the  case  now  actually  before  us,  the  State  Goven^ 
ments  may  undertake,  not  only  to  eomtrue  thctr  own 
powers,  but  to  decide  Erectly  on  the  extent  of  the  pnwcrs 
of  Congress.  Congress  has  pasMd  a  law,  as  being  within 
its  just  powers;  South  Carofinn  deides  that  this  law  is 
within  its  just  pfiwers,  and  inusts  that  she  has  tbe  right  so 
to  decide  this  point,  and  that  her  deciaon  is  finaL  Hour 
are  these  questions  to  be  setUed?  « 

In  nnr(q>inlon,  sir,  even  if  the  constitationof  tbeUiut«d 
States  bad  made  no  express  provlnM  for  such  dtaes,  it 
would  yet  be  difficult  to  nuunt^n  that,  in  a  constitution 
existing  over  four-and-twent^  States,  with  equal  authoiqr 
over  all,  one  could  claim  a  ngfat  of  construii^  it  for  the 
whole.  Tliis  would  seem  a  manifest  inq)roprie^i  indeed, 
an  absurdity.  If  the  constitution  is  a  Government  existing 
over  all  the  States,  though  with  limited  powers,  it  necca- 
sarily  follows  that,  to  the  extent  of  those  powers,  it  nuft 
be  supreme.  If  it  be  not  superior  to  the  autboii^  of  a 
particular  State,  it  is  not  •  National  Govermnent.  Butai 
It  ia  a  GovemmeDt,  as  it  baa  a'legistttive  power  at  its  own, 
and  a  judical  power  coextensive  with  the  legidative,  tbe 
inference  is  irreristible,  that  this  Government,  thus  created 
by  the  whole  and  for  the  whole,  must  have  an  aotbori^ 
superior  to  that  of  the  particular  Government  of  aiiy  one 
pak.  Congress  is  the  Legislature  of  alltbepeopleof  tbe 
United  StMesf  the  Judiciary  of  tbe  General  Government 
is  tiie  Judicianr  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  Staten. 
To  bold,  tberefoM^  that  this  L^ialatore  and  this  Ja<U- 
ciary  are  subu^inate  in  iuithority  to  the  Legislature  and 
Judiciary  of  a  ringle  State,  is  dnng  violence  to  all  con- 
mon  sense,  and  overturning  all  estabUsbed  prineipten. 
Congreas  must  judge  of  the  extent  of  its  own  powers,  ao 
often  as  it  is  called  on  to  exerdse  tbem,  or  it  oumA  act 
at  all)  and  it  must  net  also  independrat  of  State  oontraL 
or  it  cannot  act  at 

Tbe  right  of  State  interporition  strikes  at  tbe  very 
foundation  of  the  le^lative  power  of  Coigreaa.  It  pos- 
sesses no  effective  legislative  power,  if  such  rigtit  State 
interposition  exists;  because  it  can  pass  no  law  not  aobject 
to  abrogation.  It  cannot  make  laws  for  the  Union,  if  any 
part  of  tbe  Union  may  pronounce  its  enactments  vml  ami 
of  no  effect  its  formr  of  legislation  would  be  an  idk 
cereoKOT,  if,  sAw  all,  any  oaw  of  ibur^nd-twenty  States 
might  bid  defiance  to  ha  authority.  Without  exprem 
provtrion  in  the  o6natitutioo,  ^tcfbre,  lir,  tins  whole 
question  is  necessarily  deoded  by  tiioae  provinena  wbich 
create  a  iMislative  power  and  a  judieial  poww.  If  thcM 
exist  in  a  eovnnuaettt  iBtended  Ar  tbe  wholes  the  tnevio 
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table  consequence  ii,  that  the  kvi  of  this  legisbtire 

Eower,  and  the  decisions  of  this  judicial  powers  must  be 
indinff  on  and  over  tbe  whole.  No  man  can  form  the 
conception ofaGoremment  existing  over  four«nd-twenty 
BtKtesi  with  a  regular  legislatire  and  Judicial  power,  and 
oTtiie  existence,  at  the  same  time,  or  an  authority,  resid- 
ing ehewbere,  to  rewst,  at  pleMure  or  discretion,  the 
enactments  and  tbe  deciuons  of  such  a  Goremraent.  I 
maintain,  therefore,  sir,  that,  from  the  nature  of  tbe  ease, 
and  as  an  inference  wholly  unaroidable,  the  acts  of  Con- 
gress,  and  tbe  decisions  of  the  national  courts,  must  be  of 
nigher  authwhy  than  State  laws  and  State  decisions.  If 
this, be  not  so,  there  is,  there  can  be,  no  General  Got* 
ernment. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  constitution  has  not  left  tiiis 
cardinal  point  without  full  and  explicit  provisions.  First, 
as  to  the  authority  of  Congress.  Having  enumerated  tbe 
specific  powers  conferred  on  Congress,  the  constitution 
adds,  a^a  distinct  and  subitantire  clause,  the  following, 
viz:  **To  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necesaary  snd 
proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the  fivegrang  powers, 
and  all  other  powers  Tested  by  this  constitution  in  tbe  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  department  or  officer 
thereof."  If  this  means  any  thing,  it  means  that  Congress 
may  judg^  of  tbe  true  extent  and  just  interpretation  of 
the  specific  powers  granted  to  it;  and  may  judge  also  of 
what  is  necessary  and  proper  for  executing  those  poweni. 
If  Congress  is  to  judge  of  what  is  necesssTy  for  toe  exe- 
cution of  its  powers^  it  mna^  of  necessity,  judge  at  tbe 
extent  and  inteipretation  of  those  powers. 

And  in  regard,  sir,  to  the  Judiciary,  the  coostitotion  is 
still  more  express  and  emphatic-  It  declares  that  tbe  ju- 
dicial power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law  or  equity 
arising  under  the  constitution,  laws  of  the  United  States, 
and  treaties;  that  there  shall  be  one  Supreme  Court;  and 
that  this  Supreme  Court  rtiall  have  appellate  juiisdietion 
of  all  these  cases,  subject  to  such  exceptions  as  Congress 
may  make.  It  is  impossible  to  escape  4rom  the  generali- 
ty ofthese  words.  If  a  case  arises  under  the  constitution, 
that  is,  if  a  case  arises  depending  on  the  construction  of 
the  constitution,  the  judicial  power  of  the  United.  States 
extends  to  it.  It  reaches  the  case,  the  question;  it  at- 
taches the  power  of  the  national  judicature  to  the  case 
itself,  in  whatever  court  it  may  arise  or  exist;  and  in  this 
ease  the  Supreme  Court  has  appellate  iurisdictioii  over 
all  courts  whatever.  -No  language  could  provide,  with 
more  effect  and  precision  than  is  here  done,  for  subjecting 
constitutional  questions  to  the  ultimate  decision  of  Uie 
Supreme  Court.  And,  sir,  this  is  exactly  what  the  con- 
vention found  it  necessary  to  provide  for,  and  intended  to 
provide  for.  It  is,  too,  exactly  what  the  people  were 
universally  told  was  done,  when  they  adopted  the  consti- 
tution. One  of  the  first  resolutions  adopted  by  the  con- 
vention was  in  these  words,  viz:  ■*  That  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  National  Judiciary  ^shall  extend  to  cases  which 
respect  the  collection  of  the  national  revenue,  and  ques- 
tions which  involve  the  national  peace  and  harmony." 
Now,  sir,  this  either  had  no  sensible  meaning  at  all,  or 
else  it  meant  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  National  Judiciary 
ahould  extend  to  these  questions  with  a  paramount  au- 
thority. It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  convention  in- 
tended that  the  power  of  tlie  National  Judiciary  should 
extend  to  these  questions,  and  tliat  the  judicatures  of  the 
States  should  also  extend  to  them  with  equal  power  of 
final  decision.  This  would  be  to  defeat  the  whole  object 
of  the  provision.  There  were  thirteen  judicatures  already 
in  existence.  The  evil  complained  of,  or  the  danger  to 
be  guarded  against,  was  contradiction  and  repugnance  in 
the  decisions  of  these  judicatures.  If  the  framers  of  tbe 
constitution  meant  to  create  a  fourteenth,  and  yet  not  to 
give  it  power  to  revise  and  control  the  decisions  of  the 
existing  thirteen,  then  Uiey  only  intended  to  augment  the 
ensUng  evil  and  the  apprehended  danger,  hy  mcrearing 
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still  further  the  chances  of  discordant  judgments.  Why, 
sir,  has  it  become  a  settled  axiom  in  pohtics,  that  every 
GovemiDeot  must  have  a  jwUcial  power  co-extensive  with 
its  lenshtiTe  power.'  Cevt^nly,  there  is  mfy  tUs  rea•ol^ 
viz:  uat  the  hrwa  may  ree^ve  a  uniform  interpretation 
and  a  uniform  execution.  This  object  can  be  no  otfiep* 
wise  attained.  A  statute  is  what  it  is  judiciously  inter- 
preted to  be;  and  if  It  be  construed  one  way  in  New 
Hampshire,  and  another  way  in  Georgia,  there  is  no  uni- 
form law.  One  Supreme  Court,  with  appellate  and  final 
jurisdiction,  is  the  natural  and  only  adequate  means,  in 
any  Govemment,  to  secure  this  uiuformity.  The  conven- 
tion aaw  all  this  eleaiiyi  and  Ox  rewlntion  wMeh  I  have 
quoted,  never  afterwaras  readtided,  |MaBed  through  vari- 
ous modifications,  till  it  finally  received  the  form  which 
the  article  now  wears  in  the  constitution.  It  is  undeniably 
true,  then,  that  the  frmmers  of  the  constitntion  intended 
to  create  a  national  judicial  power,  which  rtiould  be  per- 
manent, on  national  subjects.  And  after  the  constitution 
was  framed,  and  while  the  iriiole  conntty  waa  engaged  In 
discussing  its  merits,  one  d  tti  most  distinguished  advo* 
cates  (  Mr.  Madison)  told  the  people  that  it  waa  true  that^ 
in  controvernes  relating  to  tbe  boundary  between  the  two 
jurisdictions,  the  tribunal  which  is  ultimately  to  decide  ti 
to  be  established  under  the  General  Government.  Mr. 
Martin,  who  had  been  a  member  of  the  convention,  as- 
serted the  same  thing  to  tbe  Legislature  of  Maryland,  and 
urged  it  as  a  reason  for  rejecting  tbe  constitution. "  Hr# 
Pinckn^  himself,  also  a  leading,  member  of  the  conven- 
tion, deaared  it  to  the  people  St  South  Carolina.  Every 
where  it  was  admitted,  by  mends  and  foes, -that  this  power 
was  in  the  constitution.  By  some  it  was  thought  danger- 
ous, by  most  it  was  thought  necessaryi  but  by  all  it  was 
af^ed  to  be  a  power  actually  contained  in  the  instrument. 
The  convention  saw  the  absolute  necessity  of  some  control 
in  the  National  Government  over  State  laws.  Different 
modes  o(  establishing  this  control  were  sun^ested  and 
conndcred.  At  one  time  it  was  proposed  that  the  laws 
ofthe  States  should,  from  time  to  time,  be  laid  before 
Congress,  and  that  Congress  should  possess  a  negative 
over  them.  But  this  vas  thought  inexpedient  andinad- 
missible;  and  in  its  place,  and  expressly  as  a  substitute  for' 
it,  the  existing  provision  was  introduced;  that  is  to  say,  ft 
provision  by  which  the  federal  courts  should  have  atu 
thority  to  overrule  such  State  laws  as  might  be  in  manifest 
contravention  of  the  constitution.  Tlie  writers  of  the 
Federalist,  inexnlaining'the  constitution,  while  it  was  yet 
pending  before  Ine  people,  and  still  unadopted,  give  this 
account  ofthe  matter  in  terms,  and  assign  this  reason  for 
the  article  as  ifrnow  stands.  By  this  provision,  Congress 
escaped  from  the  necessity  of  any  revision  of  State  laws, 
left  the  whole  sphere  of  State  legislation  quite  untouched, 
and  yet  obtained  a  securiQ'  against  any  infringement  of 
the  constitutional  power  of  the  General  Government. 
Indeed,  sir,  allow  me  to  ask  agun,  if  the  National  Judi- 
ciary was  not  to  exercise  a  power  of  revision,  on  constitu- 
tional questions,  over  the  judicatures  of  the  States  why 
was  any  national  judicature  erected  at  all  ^  Can  an^  man 
give  a  sensible  reason  for  having  a  judicial  power  in  tliis 
Government,  unless  it  be  for  the  sake  of  maintaining  a 
uniformity  of  decision  on  questions  arising  under  tbe  eon- 
stitution  and  laws  of  Congress,  and  insuring  its  execution? 
And  does  not  this  very  idea  of  uniformity  necessarily  imply 
that  the  construction  given  by  the  national  courts  is  to  be 
the  prevailing  construction?  How  else,  sir,  is  it  possible 
that  uniformity  can  be  presen-ed? 

Gentlemen  appear  to  me,  sir,  to  look  at  but  one  side  of 
the  question.  They  regard  only  the  supposed  danger  of 
trusting  a  Government  with  the  interpretation  of  ita  own 
powers.  But  will  they  view  the  question  in  iu  other  ai- 
pect?  win  they  show  us  how  it  Is  posnble  for  a  Goreniment 
to  get  along  witii  fimrand-twenty  interpreter*  of  .ita  laws 
and  powers?  Gentlemen  a^e,  ta(v#*  if,  in  thcie  caMs, 
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the  State  would  be  alvaya  right,  and  the  General  Oorem- 
inent  alwayt  wronif .  Butiuppoae  the  revenei  wppoae 
the  Stetewroogt  lAd*  Mocethejr  differ,  tome  of  dtemniuat 
be  wronfi't  are  the  most  important  and  essential  operations 
of  the  Government  to  be  embarrassed  and  arrestM  because 
one  State  holds  a  contrary  opinion }  Mr.  Prendent,  erery 
argument  which  refers  the  constitutionality  of  acts  of 
CoagreM  to  State  dectMon,  appeals  from  the  m^ority  to 
the  minorityi  it  »peala  from  a  emunon  intereat  to  a  par- 
ticular interest!  »om  the  connaets  of  all  to  the  counsel  of 
one;  and  endeavors  to  supersede  the  judgment  of  the 
vhole  by  the  judpaent  of  a  part. 

I  think- it  is  clear,  air,  that  ttie  constitution,  by  express 
provision,  by  definite  and  unequivocal  words,  as  well  as  by 
necessary  implication,  has  constituted  the  Supreme  Court 
flf  the  United  States  the  appellate  tribunal  in  all  cases  of 
B  constitutional  nature  which  assume  the  shape  of  a  suit 
in  law  or  equity.  And  I  think  I  cannot  do  better  than  to 
leave  this  part  of  the  subject  by  reading  the  remarks  made 
upon  it  by  Ur.  Ellsworth,  in  the  convention  of  Connecti' 
cut{  a  gentleman,  sir,  who  has  left  behind  him,  on  the  re- 
cords of  the.  Government  of  his  country,  prooft  of  the 
clearest  intelligence  and  of  the  deepest  sagacity,  as  well 
as  of  the  utnwst  purity  and  integrity  of  character.  '*Tbis 
constitution,"  lajnhe,  "defines  the  extent  of  thepoven 
of  the  Gennal  Goremment  If  the  General  Legislature 
should  at  any  time  overleap  its  limits,  the  Judicial  depart- 
ment is  a  eontftitutional  check.  If  the  United  States  go 
beyond  their  powers,  if  they  make  a  law  which  the  con- 
stitution does  not  authorize,  it  is  voidt  and  the  Judiciary 
{lower,  the  national  fudges,  who,  to  secure  their  impar- 
tialiWaretobe  made  independent,  will  declare  it  to  be  void. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  States  go  beyond  their  limits, 
if  they  make  a  law  which  u  a  usurpation  upon  the  General 
Government,  the  law  is  vndt  and  upright,  indepentfent 
judges  will  declare  it  to  be  so." 

And  let  me  only  add,  air,  that  in  the  very  first  session  of 
the  first  Congress,  with  alt  the  well-known  objects  both 
of  the  convention  and  the  people  full  and  fresh  in  his 
mind,  Mr.  Ellsworth  reported  the  bill,  sa  is  generally  un- 
derstood, for  the  organization  of  the  Judicial  departmenti 
and,  in  that  bill,  made  provirion  for  the  exercise  of  this 
i4)pellate  power  of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  all  the  proper 
cases,  in  whatsoever  court  arising)  and  that  this  appellate 
power  has  now  been  exercised  for  more  than  forty  years, 
without  interruption,  and  without  doubt. 

As  to  thecases,  sir,  which  do  not  come  before  the  courts^ 
those  political  questions  which  terminate  with  the  enact- 
menU  of  Con^sa,  it  is  of  necessity  that  these  should  be 
ultimately  decicM  by  Congress  itself.  Like  other  Legis- 
latures, K  must  he  trusted  with  this  power.  The  members 
of  Congress  are  chosen  by  the  people,  and  they  are  an- 
Bvenble  to  the  people;  like  other  public  agents,  they 
are  bound  by  oatfi  to  support  the  constitution.  These  are 
the  securities  that  they  will  not  violate  their  duty,  or  tran- 
scend their  powen.  They  are  .the  same  securities  as  pre- 
vail in  other  popular  Guvernmentst  nor  is  it  easy  to  see 
how  grants  of  power  cair  be  more  safely  guarded,  without 
rendering  them  nugatory.  If  the  case  cannot  come  be- 
fore the  courts,  and  if  Congress  be  not  trusted  with  its 
decision,  who  shall  decide  it?  The  gentleman  says,  each 
State  is  to  decide  it  for  herself.  If  so,  then,  as  I  have  al- 
ready urged,  what  is  law  in  one  State  is  not  Uw  in  the 
other.  Or,  if  the  resistance  of  one  State  compels  an  en- 
tire repeal  of  the  law,  then  a  minority,  and  that  a  small 
one,  governs  the  whde  countty. 

Sir,  those  who  espouse  the  doctrines  of  nullification, 
reject,  asitseenisto  me,  the  first  great  principle  of,  all  re- 
publican liber^t  that  is^  that  the  majority  roust  govern. 
In  matters  of  common  concern,  the  judgment  of  a  majority 
mast  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  whole.  This  is  a  law 
Imposed  on  us  by  the  absolute  necessity  of  the  casei  and 
if  we  d0  not  act  upon  it,  there  is  no  possibility  of  main- 


taintng  any  Goremment  hut  despotisoi.  We  hear  loud 
and  repeated  denunciations  against  what  is  called  "  ma- 
jority Government."  It  is  Mclared  with  much  wannth, 
that  a  majority  Government"  cannot  be  muntained  in 
the  United  States.  What,  then,  do  gentlemen  wish?  Do 
they  wish  to  establish  a  minoritf  Grovemment!'  Do  they 
widi  to  subject  the  will  of  the  many  to  the  wilt  of  the 
few?  The  honorable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
has  spoken  of  absolute  majwitica^  and  m^eritiea  coBcor- 
rent;  language  wholly  unknown  to  our  con^utkm,  and 
to  whieh  it  is  not  easy  to  affix  definite  ideas.  As  far 
as  I  understand  it,  it  would  teach  us  that  the  **  abac^ute 
majority"  may  be  found  in  Congress,  but  the  "iwori^ 
concurrent"  must  be  looked  for  in  the  States.  That  is 
to  aay,  rir,  atripping  the  matter  of  this  novelty  of  phrsa^ 
that  the  dinent  of  one  or  more  States,  aa  StiUeib  renden 
void  the  dedson  of  a  majority  of  Cqo^^ss,  so  fiir  as  that 
State  is  ooneemed.  And  so  wis  dortnne,  nuning  but  a 
short  career,  Uke  other  dogmas  of  the  day,  teradutes  in 
nullification. 

If  Uiis  vehement  invective  against  majorities  meant  no 
more  ttun  that,  in  the  construction  of  Government,  it  is 
wise  to  provide  checks  and  balances,  so  that  there  should 
be  various  limitations  on  the  power  of  the  mere  muority, 
it  would  only  mean  what  the  coostitation  tit  ttie  Unted 
States  has  already  abundantly  provided.  It  is  full  of  such 
checks  and  balances.  In  its  very  oi^anization  it  adopts 
a  broad  and  most  effectual  principle,  in  restraint  of  the 
power  of  mere  majorities.  A  majority  of  the  people 
elects  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  it  does  not  elect 
the  Senate.  The  Senate  is  elected  by  the  States^  each 
State  having,  in  this  respect,  an  equal  power.  No  Uw, 
therefore,  can  pass  without  the  aasent  of  a  majority  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  and  a  majority  of  tiie  re- 
preaentatives  of  the  SUtes  abo.  A  majority  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  must  concur,  and  a  majority 
of  the  States  murt  concor,  in  every  act  of  Congresa;  and 
the  President  is  elected  on  a  plan  compounded  of  both 
these  principles.  But,  having  composed  one  House  of 
Representatives  chosen  by  the  people  in  each  State,  ac- 
cording to  its  numbers,  and  the  other  of  an  equal  number 
of  memben  from  every  State,  whether  larger  or  smaUer, 
the  constitution  gives  to  minorities  in  these  Houses,  thus 
constituted,  the  full  and  entire  power  of  pasnng  law% 
subject  always  to  the  constitutional  restrictions,  and  to 
the  approval  of  the  President.  To  subject  them  to  any 
other  power  is  clear  usurpation.  The  majority  of  one 
House  may  be  controlled  by  the  majority  of  the  othert  and 
both  may  be  restrained  by  the  President's  negative.  These 
are  checks  and  baluieea  provided  by  the  constitution, 
existing  in  the 'Government  itself,  and  wisdy  intended  to 
secure  deliberation  and  caution  in  le^alative  proceedings. 
But  to  resist  the  will  of  the  majority  in  both  Houseih  thus 
constitutionally  exercised;  to  insist  on  the  lawfiilncss  of 
interposition  by  an  extraneous  poweri  to  clum  the  right 
of  defeating  the  will  of  Congress,  by  setting  up  sgunst  it 
the  will  of  a  single  State,  is  neithor  more  VQt  le«.  as  it 
strikes  me,  than  a  plain  attempt  to  overthrow  the  Gor- 
emment. The  constituted  authorities  of  the  United  Stales 
are  no  longer  a  Government,  if  they  be  not  mesten  of 
their  own  will)  they  are  no  lon|^r  a  Government,  If  an 
external  power  may  arrest  their  proceedings;  they  sn 
no  longer  a  Government,  if  acts  passed  by  both  Houses 
and  approved  by  the  President,  may  be  ntulified  by  State 
vetoes  or  State  ordinances.  Does  any  one  suppose  it 
could  m^e  any  difference,  aa  to  the  lunding  aatnority  of 
an  act  of  Congress,  and  of  the  dut^  erf*  a  State  to  respect 
it,  whether  it  passed  by  a  mere  majority  of  both  House% 
or  by  three-fourths  of  each,  or  the  unanimous  rote  of  each  * 
Wimin  the  limits  and  restrictions  of  the  constitution,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  like  all  other  popular 
Governments,  acts  by^ngorities.  It  can  act  no  othe^ 
vise.   Wboerer,  therefore,  denounces  the  Goremment 

Digitized  by  Google 


577 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


578 


PsB.  16,  1833.]  Bevenue  CoUeetion  BiU.  tsivatk  . 


of  majorities  denounces  the  Goremment  of  his  own  coun- 
ti7.  Mid  denoances  all  frw  Goremmenbi.  And  whoever 
would  reatnun  these  majoritieai  while  acting  within  their 
conititutional  limits,  bjr  nn  external  power,  whatever-he 
ma^  intend,  asserts  principles  which,  if  adopted,  can  lead 
to  nothing  else  than  the  destruction  of  the  Government 
itself. 

Does  not  the  gentleman  perceive,  tax,  how  his  ai^- 
mentuainst  majoritUs  might  here  be  retorted  upon  bun' 
Does  be  not  see  how  cc^ently  he  might  be  asked,  whe- 
ther it  lie  the  character  of  nullification  to  practise  what  it 
preaches^  Look  to  South  Carolina,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. How  far  are  the  rights  of  minorities  there  respect- 
ed? I  confess,  mr,  I  have  not  known,  in  peaceable  times, 
the  power  of  the  majority  carried  with  a  higher  hand,  or 
upheld  with  more  relentless  disregard  of  the  rights,  feel- 
ings, and  principles  of  the  minority:  a  minori^  embrac- 
ing, as  the  Kcntteman  himself  will  admit,  a  lai|;e  portion 
of  the  worth  and  respectability  of  the  State;  a  mmority, 
comprehending  in  its  numbers  men  who  hare  been  as- 
sociated with  Dim  and  with  us  in  these  halls  of  legisU- 
tion;  men  who  have  served  their  country  at  home,  and , 
honored  it  abroad;  men  who  would  cheerfully  lay  down 
their  Uvea  for  their  native  State,  in  any  cause  which  they 
could  renrd  as  the  cause  of  honor  and  duty;  men  above 
iear  ana  above  reproach  t  whose  deepest  grief 'and  dis- 
tress ^ring  A-om  the  conviction  that  the  present  proceed- 
ings of  the  State  must  ultimately  reflect  discredit  upon 
)ier:  how  is  this  minority,  how  are  these  men  regarded.^ 
They  are  enthralled  and  disfranchised  by  ordinances  and 
acts  of  legislation,  subjected  to  teats  and  oaths,  incom- 
patible, as  they  conscientiously  think,  with  oaths  already 
taken,  and  obligations  already  assumed;  they  are  pro- 
aeribed  and  denounced  as  recreants  to  duty  and  patriot- 
Ihh,  and  slaves  to  a  foreign  Power;  both  the  spirit  which 
pursues  them,  and  the  positive  measures  which  emanate 
from  that  spirit,  are  harsh  aud  prescriptive  beyond  all 
precedent  within  my  knowledge,  except  in  perioda  of 
professed  revolution. 

It  is  not,  air,  one  would  think,  for  those  who  approve 
these  proceedingi^  to  camjdun  of  the  power  of  majori- 
ties. 

Mr.  President,  all  popular  Governments  rest  on  two 
principles,  or  two  assumptionst 

First,  That  there  is.  so  far,  a  common  interest  among 
those  over  whom  the  Government  extends,  as  that  it  may 
provide  for  the  defence,  protection,  and  good  govern- 
ment of  the  whole,  without  ii\justice  or  oppression  to  parts. 

Second,  That  the  representatives  of  the  people,  and 
especially  the  people  themselves,  are  secure  against  ge- 
neral corruption,  ana  may  be  trusted,  therefore,  with  the 
exercise  of  poa-er.  Whoever  argues  against  tiiese  prin- 
ciples, argues  against  the  practicability  of  all  free  Gov- 
ernments. And  whoever  admits  these*  must  admit,  or 
cannot  deny,  that  power  is  as  safe  in  the  hands  of  Con- 
gress as  in  those  of  other  representative  bodies.  Con- 
gress IS  not  irresponsible.  ■  lis  members  are  agents  of  the 
people,  elected  by  them,  answerable  to  them,  and  liable 
to  be  displaced  or  superseded  at  their  pMasitre;  and  they 
possess  as  fair  a  claim  to  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
while  they  continue  to  deserve  it,  as  any  other  public  po- 
litical agents. 

If,  then,  sir,  the  pbun  intention  of  the  convention,  and 
the  cotemporary  adnrission  of  both  friends  and  foes,  prove 
any  thing;  ifthe  phun  text  of  the  instrument  itself,  as 
well  aa  the  necessary.implication  from  other  proviaons, 
prove  any  thing;  ifthe  early  legislation  of  Congress,  the 
course  of  judicial  decisions,  acquiesced  in  by  all  the  States 
for  forty  years,  prove  any  thmg,  then  it  is  proved  that 
there  ia  a  supreme  law,  and  a  final  interpreter. 

My  fourth  and  last  proposition,  Mr.  President,  was, 
that  any  attempt  by  »  State  to  abrogate  or  nullify  acts 
of  Congress,  is  a  usurpation  on  the  powers  of  die 
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General  Qovemment,  and  on  the  equal  rights  of  other 
States— a  vtoUtion  of  the  constitution,  and  a  proceeding 
essentially  rervoluUonary.  This  ia  undoubtedly  true,  u 
the  preceding  propontions  be  regarded  as  proved.  If 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  be  trusted  with  the 
duty,  in  any  department,  of  declaring  the  extent  of  its 
own  powers,  then  a  State  ortUnance,  or  act  of  Ifcgislation, 
authorizing  resistance  to  an  act  of  Congress  on  the  al- 
leged ground  of  its  unconsGtutionarity,  la  nanifiMtljr  n 
UBurpstipn  upon  its  powers. 

iMRPstates  have  equal  rights  in  matters  concerning 
the  whole,  then  for  one  State  to  set  up  her  judgment 
against  the  judgment  of  the  rest,  and  to  indat  on  execut- 
ing that  judgment  by  force,  is  also  a  manifest  usurpation 
on  the  rights  of  other  States. 

If  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  be  a  Govern- 
ment proper,  with  authority  to  pass  laws,  and  to  give 
them  a  uniform  interpretation  and  execution,  then  the  in- 
terposition of  a  state  to  enforce  her  own  construction, 
and  to  resist,  as  to  herself,  tiiat  law  which  binds  the  other 
States,  is  a  violation  of  the  constitution . 

And  if  that  be  revolutionary  which  arrests  the  legtsh- 
tive,  executive,  and  judicial  power  of  Government,  dis- 
penses with  existing,  oaths  and  obligationaof  obedience, 
and  elevates  another  power  to  supreme  dondnion,  then 
nullification  ia  revolutionary.  Or,  if  that  be  rerolutionary, 
the  natural  tendency  and  practical  effect  of  which  is  to 
break  the  Union  into  fragments,  to  sever  all  conne^on 
among  tlie  people  of  the  respective  Stately  and  to  pros- 
trate this  General  Government  in  the  dust,  fhen  nullifica- 
tion is  revolutionary. 

Nullification,  sir,  is  as  distinctly  revolutionary  as  seces- 
sion; but  I  cannot  say  that  the  revolution  which  it  seeks 
ia  one  of  so  respectable  &  character.  Secession  would,  it 
is  true,  abandon  the  constitution  altogether;  but  then  it 
would  profess  to  abatidon  it.  Whatever  other  inconsist- 
encies it  might  run  into,  one,  at  least,  it  would  avoid.  It' 
would  not  belong  to  a  Government^  while  it  rejected  its 
authority,  ft  would  not  repel  the  burden,  and  continue 
to  enjoy  the  benefits.  It  would  not  aid  in  pasnng  laws 
which  others  are  to  (diey,  and  yet  reject  th«r  autnori^ 
as  to  itself.  It  would  not  undertake  to  reconcile  obedi- 
dience  to  public  authority,  with  an  asserted  right  of  com- 
mand over  that  same  authority.  It  would  not  be  in  the 
Government,  and  above  the  Government,  at  the  same 
time.  But  however  more  respectable  a  mode  of  seces- 
sion may  be,  it  is  not  more  truly  revolutionary  than  the 
actual  execution  of  tliif  doctrines  of  nullification.  Both, 
and  each,  resist  the  constitutional  authorities;  both,  and 
each,  would  sever  the  Union,  and  subvert  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  President,  having  detained  the.  Senate  so  long  al- 
ready, I  will  not  now  examine,  at  length,  the  ordinance 
and  laws  of  South  Carolina.  These  papers  are  well 
drawn  for  their  purpose.  Their  authors  understood  their 
own  objects.  I'hey  are  called  a  peaceable  remedy,  and 
we  have  been  told  that  South  CaroUna,  after  all,  intends 
nothing  but  a  law-suit.  A  very  few  words,  qr,  win  show 
the  nature  of  this  peaceable  remedy,  and  of  tiie  law-suit 
which  South  Carolina  contemplates. 

In  the  first  place,  the  ordinance  declares  the  law  of  last 
July,  and  all  other  laws  of  the  United  States  laying  dutie% 
to  be  absolutely  null  and  void,  and  makes  it  unlawful  for 
the  constituted  authorities  of  the  United  States  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  such  duties.  It  is,  therefore,  wr,  an  in- 
dictable  offence,  at  this  moment,  in  South  Carolina,  for 
any  person  to  be  concerned  in  collecting  revenue,  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States.  It  being  declared  unlaw- 
ful to  collect  these  duties  by  what  is  considered  a  funda- 
mental law  of  the  State,  an  indictment  lies,  of  course, 
against  any  one  concerned  in  such  collection;  and  he  is, 
on  general  principles,  liable  to  be  punished  by  fine  and 
imprisonment.  Tne  terms,  it  it  true,  are,  that  it  is  unlaw- 
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fill  '*  to  enforce  the  payment  of  dutiea;"  but  every  cus- 
tom-houae  officer  eniorcei  payment  when  he  detaini  the 
ffoodi  in  order  to  obtain  auch  payment.  The  ordinance, 
therefore,  reaches  every  body  concerned  in  the  collection 
of  the  dutiea. 

Tbia  w  the  first  step  in  the  prosecution  of  the  peacea- 
ble remedy.  The  second  is  more  decisive.  By  the  act 
commonly  called  the  replevin  law,  any  person,  whote 
goods  are  seized  or  detained  by  the  collector  for  the  pay- 
ment of  duties,  may  sue  out  a  writ  of  replevin,  and,  by 
Tirtue  of  that  writ,  the  goods  are  to  be  restoredii^^im. 
A  writ  of  replevin  is  a  writ  which  the  sheriff  is  boum  to 
execute,  and  for  the  execution  of  which  he  is  bound  to 
employ  force,  if  necessary.  He  may  call  out  the  ^num, 
and  must  do  so,  if  resistance  be  made.  This  oosse  may  be 
amed  or  unarmed.  It  may  come  forth  wiu  mililuy  ar- 
ray, and  under  the  lead  of  military  men.  Whatever 
number  of  troops  may  be  anemhied  in  Charleston,  they 
may  be  summoned,  with  the  Governor  or  commander-in- 
chief  at  tfieir  heaid,  to  come  in  aid  of  the  sheriff.  It  is 
evident  then,  sir,  that  the  whole  military  power  of  the 
State  is  to  be  employed,  whenever  necessary,  in  dispos- 
aea^ng  the  eustoni-house  officers,  and  in  seizing  and  hold- 
ii^  the  goods  without  paying  the  duties.  This  is  the 
second  step  in  the  peaceable  remedy. 

Sir,  whatever  pretences  may  be  set  up  to  the  contrary, 
this  is  the  direct  application  of  force,  and  of  military 
force.  It  is  unlawful,  in  itself,  to  replevy  goods  in  the 
custody  of  tbe  collectors.  But  this  unlawfiil  act-is  to  be 
done,  and  it  is  to  be  done  by  power.  Here  is  a  plain  in> 
tenioMtion,  by  physical  force,  to  reust  the  laws  of  the 
Union.  The  legal  m^de  of  collecting  duties  la  to  detiun' 
goods  tm  Mich  dutiei  are  paid  or  secured.  But  force 
comes  and  orerpoweif  the  collector  and  his  assistants, 
and  takes  away  the  goods,  leaving  the  duties  unpaid. 
There  cannot  be  a  clearer  case  of  forcible  resistance  to 
taw.  And  it  is  provided  that  the  goods  thus  seized  shall 
be  held  i^nst  anv  attempt  to  retake  them,  by  the  same 
force  which  seized  them. 

Having  thus  disposseased  the  officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  goods,  without  payment  of  duties,  and  seiz- 
ed and  aeeured  them  by  the  strong  arm  of  the  State,  only 
one  thing  more  remained  to  be  done,  and  that  is,  to  cut 
off  all  possibility  of  legal  redress]  and  that,  too,  is  accom 
pliahed,  or  thought  to  be  accomplished.  The  ordinance 
decrees,  that  all  iudicial  proceedings  founded  on  tbe  re- 
venue laws  (including,  of  course,  proceedit^  in  the 
eourti  of  the  United  Statea)  shall  be  null  and  void.  This 
nullifiea  the  judicial  power  of  Uie  United  Statea.  Then 
comes  the  test  oath  act.  This  requires  all  State  judges 
and  jurors  in  the  State  courts  to  swear  that  they  will  ex- 
ecute the  ordinance,  and  all  acta  of  the  legislature  pass- 
ed in  pursuance  thereof.  I'he  ordinance  declares  that 
no  appeal  shall  be  allowed  from  the  decision  of  the  State 
CQUTta  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Uie  United  Statesi  and 
tiie  replevin  act  makea  it  an  indictable  offence  for  any 
clerk  to  furnish  a  copy  of  the  record,  for  the  purpose  of 
such  appeal. 

The  two  principal  provisions  on  which  South  Carolina 
relies,  to  renst  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  nulU^ 
the  authority  of  this  Government,  are  therefore,  these: 

1.  A  forcible  seizure  of  goods  before  the  duties  are  paid 
or  secured,  \ty  the  power  of  the  State,  civil  and  military. 

3.  The  taking  awav,  by  the  most  effectual  means  in 
her  power,  of  aH  legal  redress  in  the  courta  of  the  United 
States{  the  confining  all  judicial  proceedings  to  ber  own 
State  tribunals;  and  the  compelling  of  her  judges  and 
jurors  of  these  her  own  courts  to  talce  an  oath  before- 
hand that  they  will  decide  all  cases  accordiijg  to  the  or- 
dinance, and  the  acts  passed  under  it|  that  that  they 
will  decide  tbe  cause  one  way.  They  do  notsweartouy 
it  on  it*  own  merits;  they  only  swear  to  decide  it  as  num- 
ftcation  retires. 


Hie  character,  sir.  of  these  provision*  defiei 
menL  Their  object  is  as  plwn  as  their  means  are  extras 
ordinary.  They  propose  direct  resistance;  by  the  whole 
power  of  the  State,  to  Uws  of  Congress;  to  cot  off,  hy 
methods  deemed  adequate,  any  redress  by  legal  and  judi- 
cial authority.  They  arrest  legislation,  defy  the  execu- 
tive, and  banish  tbe  j  uncial  power  of  thia  Government. 
They  auth<vize  and  command  acta  to  be  done,  and  done 
by  force,  both  of  numbers  and  of  arms,  which,  if  done, 
and  done  by  force,  are  clearly  acts  of  rebelfion  and  treaaoiu 
Such,  sir,  are  the  laws  of  South  Carolina;  such,  nr,  is 
the  peaceable  remedy  of  nullification.  Ha*  not  nullifica- 
tion reached,  sir,  even  thua  cariy,  that  pmnt  of  direct  and 
forcible  reustance  to  law,  to  whidi  I  intimatedt  three  ycara 
ago,  it  plainly  tended? 

And  now,  Mr.  Preaident,  what  is  the  reason  for  passing 
lawsfike  these?  What  are  the  (^presnons  experienced 
under  the  Union,  calling  for  measures  which  thus  tJireat- 
eo  to  sever  and  destroy  it?  What  invasions  of  public 
liberty,  what  ruin  to  private  happineas,  what  long  list  of 
rights  violated,  or  wrongs  unredressed,  are  to  juitinr  to  the 
country,  to  posterity,  and  to  the  worU,  thia  assault  upon 
the  frfee  constitution  of  tbe  United  States,  ibit  great  and 
glorious  work  of  our  &thers?  At  thi*  very  moment,  air, 
the  whole  land  smiles  in  peace,  and  rejcnces  in  plenty. 
A  general  and  a  high  prosperity  pervades  the  countryj 
ant^  judginfi*  by  the  common  standard,  by  increase  of  po- 
pulation and  wealth;  or  judging  by  the  opinions  of  that 
portion  of  her  people  not  emt>ariced  in  those  dangerous 
and  desperate  meaiures,  thia  prosperi^  overqireidi  South 
Carolina  herself. 

Thus,  happy  at  home,  oax  country,  at  the  sane  time, 
holds  high  Uie  chatacter  of  ber  imtttutioo^  her  power, 
her  rapid  growth,  and  her  future  destii^,  in  tbe  ejrea  of 
all  foreign  States.  One  danger  only  creates  buitatioot 
one  doubt  only  exists  to  darken  the  otherwise  unclouded 
brightness  of  that  aspect,  which  she  exhibits  to  the  v'lew 
and  to  the  admiration  of  tbe  world.  Need  I  say  that 
that  doubt  respects  the  permanency  of  our  Unira?  aod 
need  I  say  that  that  doubt  is  nov  cauied,  more  than  bj 
any  thing  else,  by  these  very  proceedings  of  South  Caro- 
lina? Sir,  all  Europe  is,  at  this  moment,  beholding  us, 
and  looking  for  the  issue  of  this  controvenvi  those  who 
bate  free  inatitutbns,  with  malignant  hope;  those  irtiolere 
them,  with  deep  anxiety  and  shivering  rear. 

The  cause,  then,  rir,  the  cause !  Let  the  world  know 
the  cause  which  hu  thus  induced  one  State  of  the  Union 
to  bid  defiance  to  the  power  of  the  wbc^,  and  t^enly  to 
talk  of  secession. 

Sir,  the  world  will  scarcely  believe  that  this  whole  coo* 
troversy,  Mid  all  the  desperate  measures  which  its  sup- 
port requires,  have  no  other  foundation  than  a_  differ- 
ence of  opinion,  upon  a  provision  of  the  constitution, 
between  a  mqority  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina,  on 
one  side,  and  a  vast  majority  of  the  whole  pemle  of  the 
United  States  on  the  other.  It  will  not  credit  the  bet* 
it  will  not  admit  the  posability,  tba^  in  an  enlightened 
age,  in  a  free,  popular  republic,  under  a  Govenunenl 
where  the  people  govern,  as  they  must  always  govero, 
under  such  ^sterns,  by  mi^otities,  at  a  time  oi  unpre- 
cedented happiness,  without  practical  oppreanon,  without 
evils,  such  aa  may  not  only  be  pretended,  but  felt  and 
experienced;  evib  not  aUght  or  temporary,  but  deep, 
permanent,  and  intolerabtat  a  nngle  SUte  should  nah 
into  conflict  with  all  the  rest,  attempt  to  put  down  the 
power  of  the  Union  by  her  own  lawi^  aiid  to  support 
those  laws  by  her  military  power,  and  thus  break  up  and 
destroy  tbe  world's  last  hope.  And  well  the  world  may 
be  incredulous.  We,  who  hear  and  see  it,  can  ourselves 
hardly  yet  believe  it.  Even  after  -all  that  had  preceded 
it,  this  MiUnance  struck  the  eountiy  with  amaacaent.  It 
aras  incredible  and  i^ieoncavable,  that  South  Carolina 
should  thus  plunge  headlong  into  renstaace  to  tbe  lawi, 
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on  R  nutter  of  opinion,  and  on  a  question  in  which  the 
preponderance  of  opinion,  both  of  the  preaent  day  and 
of  ail  past  time,  was  so  overwhelmingly  against  her.  The 
ordinance  declares  that  Congress  has  exceeded  its  just 
power,  by  laying  duties  on  imports,  intendetl  for  the  pro- 
tection of  manu&ctures.  This  is  the  opinion  of  South 
Carolinut  >nd  on  the  strength  of  that  opinion  slie  nullifies 
the  laws.  Yet  has  the  rest  of  the  country  no  right  to  its 
opinions  also^  Is  one  State  to  sit  sole  arbitress?  She 
muntains  that  those  laws  are  plain,  deliberate,  and  palpa- 
ble violations  oTthe  constitution}  that  she  has  a  sovereign 
right  to  decide  this  matter;  and,  that,  having  so  de(^ed, 
she  is  authorized  to  resist  their  execution,  by  her  own 
sovereign  power;  and  she  declares  that  she  will  resist  it, 
though  such  resistance  should  shatter  the  Union  into  atoms. 

Hr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  the  propriety 
of  these  laws  at  large;  but  I  will  aak,  how  are  they  shown 
to  be  thas  plainly  and  palpably  unconstitutiond?  Are 
they  quite  new  in  the  history  of*^ the  Govermnent?  Have 
they  no  countenance  at  all  in  the  constitution  itself  >  Are 
they  a  sudden  and  violent  usurpation  on  the  rights  of  the 
States^  Sir,  what  will  the  civilized  world  say,  what  will 
posterity  say,  when  they  learn  that  similar  laws  have  exist- 
ed from  tlie  very  fountUtion  of  the  Government;  that  for 
thirty  yean  the  power  never  waa  questioned;  and  that 
no  itate  in  the  Union  has  more  Ireely  and  unequivocally 
admitted  it  than  South  Carolina  herself  > 

To  lay  and  cdlect  duties  and  imposts  is  an  express  pow- 
er, ^rruited  by  the  constitution  to  Congress.  It  is  also 
an  exclusive  power;  for  the  constitution  as  expressly  pro- 
hibiu  all  the  States  from  exercinn^  it  themselves.  This 
express  and  exclusive  power  is  unlimited  in  the  terms  of 
th«  grant,  but  is  attended  with  two  specific  restrictions: 
first,  that  all  dutiei  and  imposts  shall  be  equal  in  all  the 
States;  second,  that  no  duties  shall  be  laid  on  exports. 
The  power,  then,  beii^  granted,  andbeing  attended  with 
these  two  restrictions,  and  no  more,  who  la  to  impose  a 
third  restriction  on  the  general  words  of  (lie  grant?  If 
the  power  to  lay  duties,  as  Itnown  among  all  other  nations, 
and  as  known  in  all  our  liistoi^,  and  as  it  was  perfectly 
understood  when  tlie  conatitution  wa^  adopted,  includes 
a  rhfht  of  discriminating,  while  exercisingthe  power,  and 
of  faying  some  duties  heavier  and  some  lighter,  for  the 
sake  of  encouraging  our  own  domestic  products^  what  au- 
thority is  there  lor  giving  to  the  words  used  in  the  consti- 
tution a  new,  narrow,  and  unusual  meaning?  All  the 
limitations  which  the  constitution  intended,  it  lias  express- 
ed; and  what  it  lias  left  unrestricted,  is  as  much  a  part  of 
its  will  as  the  restraints  which  it  has  imposed. 

Bat  these  bws,  it  is  said,  a^re  unconstitutional  on  ac- 
count of  the  motive.    How,  sir,  can  a  law  be  examined 
on  any  such  ground?   How  is  the  motive  to  be  ascertain- 
ed?   One  House,  or  one  member,  may  have  one  motive; 
the  other  Ilotise,  or  another  member,  another.   One  mo- 
tive may  operate  to-day,  and  another  to-morrow.  Upon 
any  such  mode  of  reasoning  as  this,  one  law  might  be  un- 
constitutional now,  and  another  law,  in  exactly  the  same 
words,  perfectly  constitutional  next  year.    Besides,  arti- 
cles may  only  be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
home  products,  but  other  articles  maybe  left  fre^,  for  the 
same  purpose,  and  with  the  same  motive.    A  Uw,  there- 
fore, would  become  unconstitutional  from  wfeat  it  omitted 
as  well  M  from  what  it  contuned.    Mr.  President,  it  is  a 
settled  principle,  acknowledged  in  all  legislative  halls, 
recognised  before  all  tribum^  sanctioned  by  the  general 
sense  and  uadarrtan^nr  of  mankind,  that  there  can  be 
no  inqiUry  into  the  motives  tff  those  who  pass  laws,  for 
the  piupose  of  determining  on  their  validity.    If  the  law 
be  within  the  fair  mearilng  of  the  words  in  the  grant  ol 
power,  ita  authority  must  be  admitted  until  it  is  repealed. 
Tliis  rule,  every  where  acknowledged,  every  where  ad- 
nutted,  is  so  universal,  and  so  completely  without  excep- 
tion, as  that  even  an  allegation  of  fraud  in  the  majority 


of  a  Legislature  is  not  allowed  u  a  ground  to  set  aside  a 
law. 

But,  sir,  is  it  true  that  the  motive  for  these  laws  ts  such 
as  is  stated?  I  think  not.  The  great  object  of  all  these 
laws  is,  unquestionably,  revenue.  If  there  were  no  oc- 
casion for  revenue,  the  laws  would  not  have  been  passed; 
and  it  is  notorious  that  almost  tlie  entire  revenue  of  the 
country  is  derived  from  them,  ^nd,  as  yet,  we  have  col- 
lected none  too  much  revenue.  The  treasury  has  not 
been  more  exhausted  for  manyyears  than  at  this  moment. 
AH  that  South  Carolina  can  say  is,  that  in  passing  the 
law^  which  die  now  undertakes  to  nulHQr,  particular  arti- 
cles were  taxed  from  a  regard  to  the  protection  of  do- 
mestic articles,  higher  than  tlicy  would  have  been  bad  no 
such  regard  been  eutertsaned.  And  she  inusts  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  constitution,  no  such  discrimination  can  be 
allowed;  that  duties  should  be  lud  for  revenue,  and  reve- 
nue only;  and  that  it  is  unlawful  to  have  reference,  in  any 
case,  to  protection.  In  other  word%  she  detues  the  pow- 
er of  discrimination.  She  does  not,  and  cannot,  compUn 
of  excessive  taxation;  on  the  contrary,  she  profinsei  to 
be  willing  to  pay  any  amount  for  revenue,  merely  as  reve- 
nue; and  up  to  the  present  moment  there  is  no  surplus  of 
revenue.  Her  grievance,  Uien,  that  plain  and  pidpable 
violation  of  the  conatitution  which  she  insists  lias  taken 
place,  is  umply  the  exercibe  of  the  power  of  discrimina- 
tion. Now,  «r,  is  the  exercise  of  this  power  of  discrimi- 
nation plainly  and  palpably  unconstitutional?  I-  have  al* 
ready  said  the  power  to  lay  duties  is  given  by  the  consti- 
tution in  broad  and  general  terms.  There  is  also  cmiler- 
red  on  Congress  the  whole  power  of  regulating  com- 
merce in  another  distinct  provision.  Is  it  clear  and  pal- 
pable, sir — can  any  man  say  it  is  a  case  beyond  doubt— that 
under  these  two  powers  Congress  may  not  justly  fiscri- 
minate  in  layinv  duties  for  the  purpose  of  countervailing 
the  policy  of  »>retgn  nations,  or  of  fiivoring  our  own 
liome  productions?  Sir,  what  ought  to  conclude  this 
question  forever,  as  it  would  seem  to  mc,  is,  that  the  regu- 
lation of  commerce,  and  the  imposition  of  duties,  are,  in 
alt  commercial  nations,  powers  avowedly  and  constantiy 
exercised  for  this  very  end.  That  undeniable  truth  ought 
to  settle  the  question;  because  the  constitotion  oug^t  to 
be  considered,  when  it  uses  well  known  Imguage,  aa 
using  it  in  its  well  known  sense.  But  it  is  equally  uiianiia> 
ble  mat  it  has  been,  from  the  very  first,  fully  beneiKd  that 
this  power  of  discrimination  was  conferred  on  Congressi 
and  the  constitution  was  itself  recommended,  urged  upon 
tiie  people,  and  enthusiastically  insisted  on,  in  some  ofthe 
States,  for  that  very  reason.  Not  that,  at  that  time,  the 
count^  waa  extensively  engaged  in  maanftctures,  espe- 
cially of  those  kinds  now  existing.  But  the  trades  and 
crafts  of  the  seaport  towns,  the  business  of  the  artisans, 
and  manual  laborers,  these  employments,  the  work  of 
which  supplies  ao  grtfat  a  portion  of  the  daily  wants  of  all 
classes,  all  these  looked  to  the  new  constitution  as  a 
source  of  relief  from  the  severe  distresses  which  followed 
the  war.  It  would,  sir,  be  unpardonable,  at  so  late  an 
hour,  to' go  into  detuls  on  this  point;  but  the  truth  is  as  I 
have  stated.  Hie  papers  of  the  day,  the  resolutions  of 
public  meetings,  the  debates  in  the  conventions,  all  that 
we  open  our  eyes  upon,  in  the  history  of  the  times, 
prove  it. 

The  honorable  gentleman,  nr,  from  South  Carolina,  has 
referred  to  two  incidents  connected  with  the  proceedings 
of  the  convention  at  Philadelphia,  which  he  thinks  are 
evidence  to  show  that  the  power  of  protecting  muuibc- 
lures  by  laying  duties,  and  by  commercial  regulstioii^ 
was  not  intended  to  be  given  by  Congress.  The  first  ii^  ^ 
as  he  says,  that  a  power  to  protect  manufiH^fres  waa  ex- 
pressly proposed,  but  not  granted.  I  think,  sir,  the  gen- 
tleman IS  quite  mistaken  in  relation  to  this  piirt  oi  the 
proceedings -of  the  convention.  The  whole  history  of 
the  occurrence  to  which  he  alludei  is  simply  this:  To- 
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wards  the  coDclusion  of  the'COUTention,  after  the  provi- 
■lons  of  the  cotutitufion  had  been  munly  agreed  upon, 
after  the  power  to  lay  dutiei  and  the  power  to  regulate 
conunerce  ha<l  both  hieen  granted,  a  long  list  of  proposi- 
tions was  made,  and  referred  to  the  committee,  contain- 
ing i-arioua  miscellaneous  powers,  somej  or  alt  of  which, 
it  was  thought,  might  be  properly  vested  in  Congress. 
Among  thesCf  was  a  power  to  establish  a  univerutyt  to 
.  grant  charters  of  incorporation)  to  regulate  >tage-c<Mu:hes 
on  the  post-roads;  and  also  the  power  to  which  the  gen- 
tleman refers,  and  which  is  expressed  in  these  words: 
"  To  establish  public  institution^^  reward^  an  J  immuni- 
ties, for  the  promotion  of  agriculture,  commerce,  trades, 
and  manufactures."  1'he  committee  made  no  report  on 
this  or  various  other  propositions  in  the  same  list.  But 
the  only  inference  from  this  omission  is,  that  neither  the 
committee  nor  the  convention  thought  it  proper  to  author- 
ize Congress  *'  to  establisli  public  institutions,  rewards* 
Mid  immunities*'  for  the  promotion  of  ntiauubctures  and 
other  interests.  The  convention  supposed  it  had  done 
enough,  (at  any  rate  it  had  done  all  it  intended,)  when  it 
had  given  to  Congress*  in  general  terms,  the  power  to 
lay  imposts  and  the  power  to  regulate  trade-  It  is  not  to 
be  argued,  from  its  omission  to  give  more,  that  it  meant 
to  take  back  what  it  had  already  given.  It  bad  pven  the 
impost  power;  it  bad  given  the  regulation  of  trade;  and 
it  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  give  the  further  and  distinct 
power  of  establishing  public  institutions. 

The  other  fact,  sir,  on  which  the  gentieman  relies,  is  the 
declaration  of  Hr.  Martin  to  the  Legislature  of  Mary- 
land. The  gentleman  supposes  Mr.  Martin  to  have  urged 
against  the  constitution  that  it  did  not  contain  the  power  of 
protection.  But,  if  the  gentleman  will  look  again  at 
wlut  Hr.  Martin  sud,  he  will  6nd,  I  think,  that  what  Mr. 
Martin  complained  of  was,  that  the  constitution,  by  its 
prohibitions  on  the  States,  had  taken  away  fVom  the  States 
themselves  the  power  of  protecting  their  own  manufactures 
by  duties  on  imports.  This  is  undoubtedly  true;  but  I 
find  no  expression  of  Hr.  Martin  intimating  that  the  con- 
stitution  had  not  conferred  on  Congress  the  same  power 
which  it  had  thus  taken  from  the  States. 

But,  ar,  let  us  go  to  the  first  Congress;  let  us  look  in 
upon  this  and  the  other  House,  at  the  first  session  of  their 
orntiiization. 

We  see  in  both  Houses  men  distinguished  among  the 
friends,  framers,  and  advocates  of  the  constitution.  We 
see  in  both  those  who  had  drawn,  discussed,  and  matured 
the  instrument  in  the  convention,  explained  and  defended 
it  before  the  people,  and  were  now  elected  members  of 
Congress  to  put  die  new  Government  into  motion,  and  to 
carry  the  powers  of  the  constitution  into  benefidal  exe* 
cution. 

At  the  head  of  the  Government  was  Washington  him- 
self, who  bad  been  president  of  the  convention;  and  in  his 
cabinet  were  others  most  thoroughly  actjuatnted  with  the 
history  of  the  constitution)  and  distinguished  for  the  part 
taken  in  its  diseuitfon. 

If  Oiese  p>erions  were  not  acquainted  with  the  mearung 
fit  the  constitution,  if  tb^did  not  understand  thp  work  of 
diwown  hand^  who  can  understand  it,  or  who  shsU  uow 
interpret  it  to  us? 

Sir,  the  volume  which  records  the  proceedings  and  de- 
bates of  the  first  sesnon  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
lies  before  me.  I  open  it,  and  I  find,  that,  baring  provid- 
ed for  the  administration  of  the  necessary  oaths,  the  very 
first  measure  proposed  fat  conrideration  is  the  laying  of 
imposts;  and  in  the  very  first  Coaunittee  ofthe  Whole  mto 
wjuch  the  House  t^Bepresentatirefever  resdired  itself,  on 
^POkis  its  earli^Uubject,  and  in  this  its  very  first  debate,  the 
duty  of  so  lilfing  the  imposts  as  to  encourage  manufac- 
tures waa  advanced,  and  enlarged  upon  by  almost  every 
speaker;  and  doubted  or  denieil  by  none.  The  first  gen- 
tleman who  suggest!  ttus  as  the  ocar  duty  of  Congrew!, 


and  as  an  object  necessary  to  be  attended  to,  is  Hr.  Fitz~ 
simona,  of  Pennsylvania)  the  second,  Hr  White,  of  Vir- 
ginia; the  third,  Hr.  Tucker,  of  South  Carolina. 

But  the  great  leader,  «r,  on  this  occawon,  was  Mr. 
Madison.  Was  he  likely  to  know  the  intentions  of  the 
convention  and  the  people?  Was  he  likely  to  understand 
the  constitution? 

At  the  second  sitting  of  the  committee  Hr.  Madison 
explained  his  own  opiiuons  <^  the  duty  of  Congress  fiillr 
and  explicitly.  I  must  not  detain  you,  sir,  with  more  than 
a  few  short  extracts  from  these  opinions  but  they  are 
such  as  are  clear,  intelligible,  and  decisive. 

'iThe  States,"  sayabe,  "that  are  most  advanced  in 
population,  and  ripe  for  manufactures,  ought  to  have  their 
particular  interests  attended  to,  In  some  degree.  While 
these  States  retained  the  power  of  making  regulations  of 
trade,  they  had  the  power  to  cherish  such  mstitutiims.  Bj 
adopting  the  present  constitution,  they  have  thrown  the 
exennse  of  this  power  into  o^r  bands;  tbey  must  have 
'done;this  with  an  expectation  that  thos&  interests  would 
not  be  neglected  here." 

In  anotiier  report  of  the  same  speech,  Mr.  Madison  is 
represented  aa  unn^  still  stronger  language;  as  sayiDg  that 
the  constitution  luivin|^  taken  this  power  away  mm  the 
States,  and  conferred  it  on  Congress,  it  would  be  ft  fraud 
on  the  States  and  on  the  people  were  Congress  to  refuse 
to  exercise  it. 

Mr.  Madison  argues,  sir,  on  titis  early  and  interesting  oc- 
casion, very  justly  and  liberally  in  favor  of  the  genermi 
principles  of  unrestricted  commerce.  But  he  arguea  kIm^ 
with  equal  force  and  clearness,  -for  certain  important  ex- 
ceptions to  these  general  principles. 

1'he  first,  sir,  respects  those  manufactures  whicli  had 
been  brouj^t  forward  under  eocoaragemeot  by  the  St&te 
Governments.  **  It  would  be  cruel,"  says  Mr.  M«diar>n^ 
"  to  neglect  them,  and  to  ^vert  their  in^stiy  into  other 
channels;  for  it  is  not  pos«ble  for  the  band  ofman  to  shtfk 
fi-om  one  employment  to  another  without  being  injured  bjr 
the  change."  Again:  "There  may  be  some  manubctures 
which,  being  once  formed,  can  advance  towurda  perfec- 
tion without  any  adventitiotis  ludt  wlule  oUiei%  for  want 
the  fostering  hand  of  Government,  irill  be  undile  to 
go  on  at  all.  Legislative  provision,  therefore,  will  be  nc- 
cessary  to  collect  the  proper  objects  for  this  p'arpose;  and 
this  will  form  another  exception  to  my  general  principle.'* 
And  again;  "The  next  exception  that  occurs  is  one  on 
which  great  stress  is  laid  by  snme  well-informed  men,  and 
this  with  great  plauwbility;  that  each  nation  should  have 
within  itself  the  means  of  defence,  independent  of  fiirdgn 
supplies;  tiiat,  in  whatever  relates  to  the  operations  of  war, 
DO  State  ought  to  depend  upon  precaijoua  suppliea  firosB 
any  part  of  the  world.  There  may  be  some  truth  in  this 
remark,  and  therefore  it  is  proper  for  lerislativeatteotion." 

In  the  same  debate,  sir,  Hr.  Burke,  from  South 'Caroli- 
na, supported  a  duty  on  hemp,  for  the  express  purpose  of 
encouraging  its  growth  on  the  strong  lands  of  South  Car- 
olina. "Cotton,"  be  said,  ■«WBS  also  in  contcnpktian 
among  them;  and,  if  good  seed  could  be  procured,  he 
hopedmigbt  succeed."  Afterwards,  nr,  the  cotton  seed 
was  obtained,  its  culture  was  protected,  and  it  did  succeed. 
Hr.  Smith,  a  very  distinguished  member  from  the  same 
State,  observed:  "It  has  been  said,  and  justly,  that  the 
States  which  adopted  this  constitution  expected  its  admin- 
istration would  be  conducted  with  a  favonble  hand.  The 
manufacturing  States  widied  the  cncouragonent  of  man- 
ufactures; the  maritime  States  the  aKoungenent  of  riiip- 
buihUng;  and  the  agricultural  States  the  enoottn^meat 
of  agriculture." 

Sir,  I  will  detain  the  Senate  by  reading  no  more  extracts 
from  these  debates.  1  have  already  shown  a  majorilT  of 
the  members  from  ^wAh  Carolina,  in  this  very  first 'aes- 
uon,  acknowledging  this  power  of  protection,  voting  for 
its  exercise,  and  proposing  its  extmrioo  to  thrir  own  pro- 
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ducts.  Sumhr  propontioiu  cune  from  Virpiua;  and,  in> 
deed*  nr,  in  the  whole  debate,  at  whatever  pi^  yoii  open 
the  volume,  you  find  the  power  admitted,  and  jrou  find  it 
appBed  to  the  protection  of  particular  uticles,  br  not  ap- 
pued,  aoeordii^  to  the  diicretion  of  Congrese.  No  man 
denied  the  power-^o  man  doubted  it|  the  only  questions 
were,  in  regard  to  the  several  articles  proposed  to  be  tax- 
ed, whether  they  were  fit  subjects  for  protectitHi,  and 
what  the  amount  of  that  protection  ought  to  be?  Will 
gmtlemen,  sir, 'now  answer  the  argument  drawn  from  those 
proceedings  of  the  first  Congnaal  Wilt  they  undertake 
to  deny  that  that  Congress  did  act  oa  the  avowed  princi- 
ple protection^  Or,  if  they  adnut  it,  will  they  tell  us 
bow  Uiose  who  framed  the  coostitution  fell,  thus  early,  in- 
to this  great  nustake  about  iti  meaning?  Will  they  teU  us 
bow  \X  should  happen  that  they  bad  so  soon  forgotten  their 
own  sentiments,  end  thar  own  purposes?  I  confess  i  have 
aeen  no  -answer  to  this  argument,  nor  any  Respectable 
attempt  to  answer  it.  And,  •  sir,  how  did  this  derate  ter- 
minate? What  law  was' passed?  There  it  stands,  sir, 
anKmg  the  statutes,  tbe  second  Uw  in  the  book.  It  has  a 
preamble,  and  that  preamble  ezpreasly  recites  that  the 
duties  which  it  imposes  are  laid  "  for  the  support  of  Gov- 
ernment, for  the  discbarge  of  the  debts  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  encouragement  and  protection  of  msnu- 
bctures."  Until,  air,  this  early  legislaboii,  thus  coieval  with 
tiie  constitution  itself, thus  full  andexplitutieu  be  e^lained 
away,  nomancandoubtofthemeamtigof  that  instrument. 

Mr.  President,  this  power  of  (UseriroinatioTi,  thus  admit- 
ted, avowed,  and  practised  upon,  in  the  first  revenue  act, 
has  never  been  denied  or  doubted  uptil  within  a  few  years 
past.  It  waanot  at  alldoubted  in  1816,  when  it  became 
necessary  to  ai^ust  the  revenue  to  a  state  of  peace.  On 
the  contrary,  the  power  was  then  ezerosed,  not  without 
oppoHAon  as  to  its  exfiediency,  but,  as  fikr  as  I  remember, 
or  have  understood,  without  the  sli^testoppoHtion  found- 
ed on  any  suppmed  want  of  constitutional  authority. 
Certainly,  South  Carolina  did  not  doubt  it.  The  tariff 
of  1S16  was  introduced,  earned  through,  and  established, 
under  the  lead  of  South  Carolina.  Even  the  nunimum  is 
of  South  Carolina  origin.  The  honorable  gentleman  him- 
self supported,  and  ably  supported,  the  tariff  of  1816. 
He  haimfaned  us,  tfr,  that  his  speech  on  that  occasion 
was  sudden  and  offhand,  he  being  called  upon  by  the  re- 
quest of  a  fiiend.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  to  remem- 
beis  it,  and  that  it  waasot  but  there  is,  nevertheless,  much 
method,  arrangement,  and  clear  exposition,  in  that  ex- 
tempore  speech.  It  is  very  able,  very,  very  much  to  the 
p<Mn^  and  very  decisive.  And  in  another  speech,  deliver- 
ed two  months  earlier,  on  the  propoution  to  repeal  the  in- 
ternal taxev,  tiw  hoDorable  gentleman  had  touched  the 
wnto  subject,  and  had  decUred  *'  tliat  a  certun  encour- 
agement ought  to  be  extended,  at  least  to  our  woollen  and 
cotton  manufiu:tures."  I  do  not  quote  these  B]>eeches, 
air,  for  tbe  purpose  of  showing  that  the  honorable  gen- 
tleman has  citanged  his  opiniom  my  object  is  other,  and 
higher.  I  do  it  for  the  sake  of  saying  Uiat  that  cannot  be 
ao  plainly  and  palpably  uneonstltotioiMl  as  to  warrant  re- 
aiatanee  to  law,  nuUificatitm,  and  revolution,  which  tiie 
honorable  gentleman  and  hit  fnends  have  heretofore 
agreed  to,  and  acted  upon,  without  doubt  and  without  hesi- 
tation. 8u>,  it  is  no  answer  to  say  that  the  tariff  of  1816 
was  a  revenue  bill.  So  are  they  all  revenue  bills.  The 
point  and  the  truth  is,  that  the  tariff  of  1816,  like  the 
rest,  did  discriminate;  it  did  distinguish  one  article  from 
another;  it  did  lay  duties  for  protection.  Look  to  the 
case  of  coarse  cottons,  under  fiie  minimum  calculation  t 
the  duty  on  these  was  rixty  to  eighty  per  cent  Some- 
thing besides  revenue  certainly  was  intended  b^  this;  and, 
in  fact,  the  law  cot  itp  our  whole  commerce  with  India  in 
that  article.  It  is,  sir,  only  within  a  fetv  years  that  Caro- 
lina has  denied  the  conatrtutiimality  of  these  protective 
lawa.   The  genttenwn  himseir  hu  narrated  to  ua  the 


true  history  of  her  procee^ngs  on  this  point.  '  He  says 
that,  after  thepasring  of  the  £aw  of  1838,  ilespuring  then 
of  beingableto  abrash.the  ayttna  ol  protectkm,  pe^ 
cal  men  went  forth  among  the  people,  and  set  up  the  doc< 
trine  that  the  ^stem  was  unconstitutional.  "  And  the 
people,"  says  the  honorable  gentleman,  "received  the 
doctrine."  This,  I  believe,  is  true,  sir.  The  people  did 
then  receive  tbe  doctrine;  they  had  never  entertained  it 
befcH-e.  Down  to  that  period,  me  constitutionality  of  these 
laws  had  been  no  more  doubted  in  South  Carolum  tban 
elsewhere.  And  I  suspect  it  is  true,  nr,  and  I  deem  it  a 
great  mtsforttme,  tha^  to  the  present  moment,  a  great 
portion  of  tbe  people  of  the  State  have  never  yet  seen 
more  than  one  side  of  the  argument.  I  believe  that  thou- 
sands of 'honest  men  are  involved  in  scenes  now  passing, 
led  away  by  one-sided  views  of  the  queAion,  and  follow- 
ing their  leaders  by  tlie  impulses  of  an  unlimited  confidence. 
Depend  upon  it,  nr,  if  we  eaa  avoid  tbe  ahock  of  arm%  a 
day  for  reconsideration  and  reflection  will  come;  truth 
and  reason  will  act  with  their  accustomed  force,  uid  the 
public  opinion  of  South  Carolina  will  be  restored  to  its 
usual  constitutional  and  patriotic  tone. 

But,  sir,  I  hold  South  Carolina  to  her  ancient,  her  cool, 
her  uninfluenced,  her  deliberate  opinions.  1  hold  her  to 
her  own  admissions,  nay,  to  her  own  clums  and  preten^ 
sionit,  in  ir89,  in  the  first  Congress,  and  to  her  acknow- 
ledgments and  avowed  sentiments  through  a  long  series 
of  Buceee^ng  years.  I  hold  her  to  the  principles  on  which 
she  led  Congress  to  act  in  1816;  or,  if  she  has  changed 
her  own  opinions,  I  claim  some  respect  for  those  who  still 
retain  the  same  opinions.  1  say  she  is  precluded  &om 
asserting  that  doctrines  wbic-h  she  herself  so  long  and 
so  ably  sustained,  are  plain,  palpable,  and  dangerous  vio- 
lations of  the  eonstittition. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  friends  of  nullification  riiould  be 
able  to  propagate  their  opinions,  and  give  them  practical 
effect,  they  would,  in  my  judgment,  prove  themselves  the 
most  skilful  "  architects  of  ruin,"  the  moat  effectual  ex- 
tinguishers of  high-rused  expectation,  the  greatest  blast- 
ers of  human  hopes,  which  any  age  has  produced.  They 
would  stand  up  to  procLiim,  in  tones  which  would  pierce 
the  ears  of  half  the  human  race,  that  the  hut  great  ex- 
:  periment  of  representative  government  had  failed.  They 
would  send  foKh  sounds,  at  the  hearing  of  which  the  doc- 
trine of  the  divine  right  of  kings  would  feel,  even  in  its 
grave,  a  returning  sensation  of  vitali^  and  resuscitation. 
Millions  of  eyes,  of  those  who  now  feed  their  inherent  love 
of  liberty  on  the  success  of  the  American  example,  would 
tuni  away  from  beholding  our  dismemberment,  and  find 
no  place  on  earth  whereon  to  rest  their  antifled  sight. 
Amidst  the  incantations  and  orgies  of  nullmoatioo,  seces- 
sion, disunion,  and  revolution,  would  be  celebrated  the  fu- 
neral rites  of  constitutional  and  republican  liberty. 

But,  sir,  if  the  Government  do  its  dut^;  if  it  act  with 
firmness  and  with  moderation,  these  opinions  cannot  pre- 
vail. Be  assured,  sir,  be  assured,  that,  among  the  politi- 
cal sentiments  of  this  people,  the  love  of  union  is  still  up- 
permost. They  will  stand  nst  by  the  constitution,  and  by 
those  who  defend  it.  1  rely  onno  temporary  expedients— 
an  no  political  combination—but  I  rely  on  the  true  American 
feeling,  the  genuine  patriotism  of  the  people,  and  tbe 
imperative  decision  or  the  public  voice.  Disorder  and 
confusion,  indeed,  may  arise;  scenes  of  commotion  and 
contest  are  threatened,  and  perhaps  may  come.  With  my 
whole  heart,  I  pray  for  the  continuance  of  the  domestic 
peace  and  quiet  of  tlie  eountnr.  1  desire  most  ardently 
the  restoration  of  affection  and  harmony  to  all  iu  pnrta.  I 
desire  that  every  citizen  of  tbe  whole  country  may  look  to 
this  Government  with  no  other  sentiments  but  those  of 
gratefijl  respect  and  attachment.  But  I  cannot  yield,  even 
to  kind  feelings,  the  cause,  of  the  constitution,  the  tnie 
glory  of  the  countrj-,  and  the  great  trust  which  wc  hold  in 
our  hands  for  succeeding  i^s.  If  the  constitution  can- 
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not  be  mlintuned  withoat  meeting  theie  scenes  of  com' 
motion  and  contest,  however  unwelcome,  th^  must  come. 
We  cannot,  we  must  not,  we  dsre  not* omit  to  ao  that  which, 
in  our  Judgment,  the  safetjr  of  the  Union  reqiures.  Not 
regardless  of  consequences,  we  must  yet  meet  conse- 
quences; seeing  the  hazards  which  surround  the  diicbarKe 
of  public  duty,  it  must  ^et  be  discharged.  For  myself, 
rir,  1  ibun  no  responsibility  justly  devolving  on  me,  here 
or  elsewhere,  in  attempting  to  maintain  the  cause.  I  am 
tied'to  it  by  indissoluble  bands  of  affection  and  duty,  and 
I  shall  cheerfully  partake  in  its  fortunes  and  its  fate.  1 
am  ready  to  perform  m^  own  appropriate  part  whenever 
and  wherever  the  occasion  may  call  on  me,  and  to  take  my 
cbMiee  among  those  upon  whom  blows  may  fall  first  ana 
fall  thickest.  I  ^11  exert  every  facultjr  i  possess  in  aid- 
ing to  prevent  the  constitutioo  from  being  nullified,  de- 
atroyea,  or  impaired;  and  even  should  I  see  it  fall,  I  will 
still,  with  a  voice,  feeble,  perhaps,  but  earnest  as  ever  is- 
sued from  human  lips,  and  with  fidelity  and  zeal  which 
nothing  shall  extinguisli,  call  on  the  twatj-z  to  come  to 
its  rescue. 

[Mr.  WxasTiB  notbaving  concluded  his  speech  at  three 
o'dock,  wlien  the  Senate  a^ouned  for  the  daily  recess, 
be  resumed  at  fife,  and  continued  to  speak  till  eight,  P.  H. 
The  press  of  the  immense  concourse,  of  both  sexes,  which 
filled  the  galleries,  the  lobbies,  and  even  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  chamber,  during  the  evening  sitting,  was  ereater, 
if  pouible,  than  it  was  during  the  forenoon.  At  the  con- 
oluaion  of  Mr.  W.'s  speech,  there  was  a  spontaneous 
burst  of  applause  from  the  galleries.] 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  moved  an  a^oummentt  but  the 
President  ordered  the  galleriea  to  be  cleared,  and  would 
not  receive  the  motioa  to  a^ourn  unUl  the  order  had  been 
executed  t  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


MoirUAT,  FSBIVABT  18. 

PRINTER  TO  CONGRESS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  took  up 
the  resolution  appointing  a  day  for  the  election  of  a  pub- 
lic printer. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  modified  the  resolution,  soaslo 
read  "Tuesday." 

Mr.  BENTON  then  made  an  explanation  of  the  reasons 
whidi  had  induced  him  to  introduce  the  joint  resolution 
on  this  subject  He  had  done  thia  with  a  view  to  vindi- 
cate tlie  right  of  every  Congress  to  elect  its  own  officers, 
not  only  in  reference  to  the  Speaker  and  other  officers  of 
the  House,  bnt  also  as  regards  public  printers.  He  stated 
that,  for  the  first  thirty  years  of  this  Government,  there 
bad  been  no  public  printer  known;  but  that  the  public 
printing  was  executed  by  contract,  made  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House.  In  the  year 
1819  the  first  election  of  public  printer  was  made,  and 
thus  the  present  system  was  introduced.'  This  change  was 
made  for  the  convenience  of  the  new  Congress,  and  Vas 
subsequently  acquiesced  in.  '  So  long  as  this  arrangement 
has  suited  the  convenience  of  Congress,  and  there  has 
arisen  no  evil  in  consequence  of  an  opposition  in  political 
feeling,  it  was  not  intertiered  witii.  But  now  that  politi- 
cal parties  had  risen  to  such  a  height,  and  that  the  office 
of  public  printer  had  grown  so  conuderably  tn  importance, 
he  thoui^it  that  a  change  should  again  ti^e  place.  The 
public  printer  received  large  sums  from  the  public  trea- 
sury, and  was  a  confidential  officer;  and  it  was  not  to  be 
justified  tliut  a  public  printer  should  be  elected,  who 
wielded  a  press  intended  to  put  down  the  existing  admin- 
istration. Assuming  that  the  character  of  the  next  Con- 
gress would  harmonize  with  that  of  the  administration, 
he  thought  that  the  election  of  a  printer  now  would  be  for; 
the  annoyance  instead  of  the  convenience  of  the  next 
Congress.   If,  in  providing  fuel  for  the  next  Congress, . 


the  officers  of  the  House  should  pronde  rotten  pine,  he 
would  not  touch  it  If  they  provided  cartridge  paper  to 
write  on,  which  would  not  bear  ink,  he  would  not  touch 
it.  So,  when  a  public  printer  was  elected,  whoee  prin- 
ciples he  disapproved,  his  voice  should  be  nused  up 
agaiiut  him.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  electimi 
of  public  printer  ought  to  be  postponed  until  the  next 
sesBon. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  observed  that  the  printer  they  dionld 
elect  might  happen  to  be  a  good  administration  man; 
might  be  veir  acceptable  to  the  Senate,  or  the  reverse. 
But  all  he  bad  to  say  was,  that  the  law  of  the  land  obliged 
them  now  to  proceed  to  the  election  of  a  printer,  and  this 
had  been  the  uniform  practice  of  both  Houses. 

Mr.  FOOT  referred  to  the  journals,  to  show  that  there 
was  an  inconsistency  between  tbe  former  course  of  Hie 
Senator  from  Missouri  and  tbe  present. 

Mr.  HOLMES  thought  it  was  of  little  importance 
whether  the  opinions  of  the  printer  wfere  in  favor  of  the 
administration  or  agunst  it;  for  it  was  difficult  to  under- 
stand what  is  the  administration.  If  the  prinaplecon* 
tended  for  was  to  be  adopted,  and  the  next  Congress 
shoiUd  be  against  the  administration,  another  change  of 
printers  would  be  rendered  necessary.  TbeHousebcing 
m  favor  of  the  administration,  and  having  chosen  their 
printer,  had,  of  course,  chosen  a  printer  favorable  to  tbe 
administration;  and  now  it  was  proposed  to  undo  wbat  the 
House  had  done.  He  thought  it  very  likely  that  tbe 
Senate  would  have  some  difficulty  in  perniading  the  House 
that  the  election  by  that  body  was  not  ia-accoraance  with 
law,  and  aught  to  be  resdnoed. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  joint  resolution  wluch  he  Ind 
oflTered  was  not  now  before  the  Senate,  and  he  could  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  go  fully  into  his  views.  In  the 
instance  quoted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  he 
had  acted  on  the  same  principle  on  which  be  now  acted* 
and  that  was,  to  elect  a  printer  fitvonble  to  tbe  views  oT 
the  administration. 

Mr.  SPRAGUEtbouriitthat,  instead  of  safTering  party 
feelings  to  obtain  extended  influence,  their  weight  oogfat 
to  be  diminished  in  this  body;  and  the  Senate  should  nut 
openly  countenance  the  doctrine,  that  a  party  character 
ought  to  be  given  to  all  their  elections  and  measures.  He 
thoiwht  tbe  reason  given  by  the  Senator  from  iCasouri, 
fqr  altering  the  rule,  was  the  strongest  against  its  altera- 
tion .  It  was  a  rule  adopted  in  better  times,  when  there 
was  less  of  party  feeling  and  party  ezdtement.  Hebopcd 
tliat  the  usual  course  would  not  be  departed  from. 

Mr.  EWING  saw  no  great  weifj^t  in  the  reason  urged, 
that  a  pubhc  printer  must  be  elected  for  the  purpose  of 
lauding  the  adaiinlstration.  He  tbouglit  it  would  about 
as  proper  to  make  contracta  for  ftiel  with  reference  to  tbe 
poHtical  and  party  feelings  of  tiie  eartman  who  carried  tbe 
wood.  Hie  Senate  mt^t  as  well  exact  a  poGttcal  te«t 
from  every  man  with  whom  a  contract  was  made. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  was  not  one  of  those  bypocritea 
who  pretend  to  act  without  reference  to  poUtiad  party. 
He  made  no  sermons,  no'homihes,  against  party  action. 
When  the  gentieioan  from  Ohio  expressed  regret  that  be 
(Mr.  B.)  should  have  put  this  question  on  a  party  footing, 
he  (Mr.  B)  hoped  that  the  genUeman  would  reserve  his 
regrets  for  those  who  needed  them.  They  were  out  of 
place  when  addressed  to  hint.  He  adverted  to  the  iaflu* 
ence  which  a  paper  patronized  by  Congress  must  eserase 
in  putting  down  an  administration. 

Before  Mr.  B.  had  concluded,  tlte  hour  of  twelve  hav- 
ing arrived, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  to  lay  the  special  order  on  tbe 

table. 

.Mr.  WlLKiNSaskedfortheyeaBandnays,whicbwcte 
taken,  and  stood  as  follows: 

YEAS—^Messrs.  Bibb,  Calhoun,  Chambers,  Ctaj-tOB, 
Foot,  Holmes,  Johnston,  lUng,  Knight,  Manguso,  Miller* 
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Moore,  Nuidain,  Poindexter;  Robbina,  Riiggles,  Tyler, 
Wkggunui — 18. 

NATS.— Ueun.  Bell,  Benton,  Black,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Dallas,  Dtckoaon,  Dad)^,  Ewnw,  Fonqrtb,  Ficfinghoy- 
aen,  Grundy,  Hetidrick^  Hill,  Kan^  Prentu^  Kvea, 
RiAinaon,  Seymour,  SiUbee,  Sprague,  Smith,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  White,  Wilkini,  Wrirfat— 37. 

So  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  wmi  negatived. 


REVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  pnweeded  to  eonrider  the  bill  to 
proride  fbrther  fiw  the  collection  of  the  dutiea  on  imports. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER,  who  waa  entitled  to  the  Boor, 
rose  and  said  he  was  compelled  to  deeUne  any  participa- 
tion in  the  debate  at  this  time,  on  account  of  the  state  of 
hiB  health.  If  the  subject  should  be  postponed,  be  hoped 
to  be  able  at  another  time  to  address  the  Senate  in  rela- 
tion to  it. 

The  CHAIR  having  sUted  the  question  to  be  "  Shall 
tlu»  bin  be  ordered  to  be  engroiied  and  read  a  third 
timer 

Hr.  CALHOUN  said  he  had  tvA  anticipaled  this  ques. 
tioD  for  this  morning.  When  it  was  nut,  he  hoped  toere 
would  be  a  full  Senate.  He  moved  tne  postponement  of 
the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  till  to-morrow. 

Hr.  FORSYTH  hoped  the  postpmiement  would  not 
take  place,  as  the  weman  wu  dnwing  to  %.  close.  He 
bad  a  denre  to  addreaa  the  Senate  on  the  question  before 

but  was  not  disposed  to  do  it  to-day.  He  had  come 
here  tills  morning,  esj>ecting  to  hear  the  honorable 
Senator  from  HissisMppi.  He  would  sunest  that,  if  no 
additional  amendments  were  to  be  oflTerea,  the  bill  should 
be  passed  to  a  third  reading,  atid  discussed  on  its  pas- 
sage. 

Mr.  CALHOUN:  The  third  reading  of  a  bill,  as  the 
Senator  knows,  is  the  most  tiying  question.  Having  a 
solemn  conviction  of  the  importance  of  the  question,  I 
vish  it  to  be  taken  in  full  Senate.  Among  the  absentees 
is  the  colleague  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  whose  high 
character  in  the  United  States  and  great  mfluence  in  his 
own  State,  render  it  devrable  that  fafs  vote  diould  be  given 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  aud  it  wo  trae  that  the  prindple  of  a  bill 
TBS  tested  on  tiie  third  reading.  If  no  further  amend- 
ments were  to  be  offered,  then,  on  the  third  reading,  the 
principle  of  the  bill  comes  up. 

Mr.  PORSTTH  si^d  the  absence  of  his  colleague  did 
not  render  necessary  any  delay  in  the  action  of  the  Senate . 
He  would  be  here  as  soon  as  he  was  notified  that  the 
question  was  to  be  taken.  He  wished  to  delay  his  re- 
marks on  the  bill  until  it  was  asoer^ned  whether  it  was 
to  pass  the  Senate.  He  wished  to  speak  of  it  as  a  law 
which  was  to  go  to  the  people. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  had  no  other  object,  be  said,  than  to 
procure  a  full  discusnon  of  the  measure,  and  he  regretted 
the  inability  of  the  Senator  from  Hissismppi  to  proceed  at 
present.  If  any  gentleman  wished  to  offer  an  amendment, 
or  to  address  the  S*nate,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion 
to  postpone. 

The  motion  having  been  withdrawn, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by  adding 
certain  words  to  the  hut  sectiim  of  the  bill,  and  striking 
out  the  words  "first  and  fifth  sections"  therefrom.  The 
object  and  effect  of  this  amendment  was  to  limit  the  exist- 
ence of  the  entire  act  to  the  end  of  the  next  aes«on  of 
Coogrei^  instead  of  limiting  the  existence  of  the  first  and 
fifth  sections  only.  He  regarded  the  measure  merely  as 
one  intended  to  meet  a  certain  exigener,  wluch  he  hoped 
would  soon  pass  away.  He  aakedfiv  the  yeu  and  nays, 
which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER,  being  opposed  to  the  entire  bill, 
could  not  assent  to  the  amendment.  He  objected  to  the 
anettdnen^  that  it  did  not  go  tn  enoiq|b.   All  ^  siuts 


resulting  from  the  act  should  fall  at  the  expiration  of  the 
act 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  could  see  no  inconvenience  resolting 
from  the  amendment  Its  effect  was  to  Umit  ttie  opera- 
tion of  the  whole  law  to  one  year.  There  were  some 
provi«ons  in  the  bill  which  he  should  be  glad  to  see  mde 
permanent  law. 

Mr.  FORSYTH:  That  can  be  done  hereafter. 
Mr.  WILKINS  said  the  committee  were  of  the  opinion 
that  all  the  provisions,  except  the  first  and  fifth  sections, 
ougfit  to  be  enmfted  on  our  judiciary  qrrtem.  The  case 
of  the  refusal  of  a  cleric  of  a  State  court  to  fiimish  a  copy 
of  the  record  bad  twice  occurred,  and  had  not  been  pro- 
vided for,  except  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  MANGITM  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment  The 
pnmnon^  if  fbond  beneficial,  could  be  re-enairted  here- 
after. 

Mr.  KANE  suggested  a  modification  of  the  amendment, 
so  as  to  extend  it  to  the  limitation  of  all  suits  arising  under 
the  act,  which  shall  be  pending  at  its  expiration. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  accepted  the  modification.*  He  cUd  net 
look  at  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  other  provisions 
of  the  bill,  as  a  permanent  and  general  measure.  He 
viewed  them  enly  as  applicable  to  a  particular  state  of 
things.  He  fUd  not  like  the  judicial  provisions.  They 
were  more  objectionable  than  the  military  proviuons,  in 
his  opinion. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  btiefly  noticed  the  efTects  of  this 
amotdment.  The  provisions  of  the  bill,  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  limit,  were  the  judicial  processes  intended 
to  counteract  those  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  The 
provi«ons  of  that  State  were  permanent  in  their  charac- 
ter) and  if  the  protisions  of  this  bill  were  to  be  lintited. 
after  the  expiration  of  that  fimit  there  would  be  no  remedy 
in  existence  against  the  measures  of  the  State.  He  was 
quite  willing  that  the  sections  placing  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  &e  military  fbrce  should  be  limited  to  the  ter- 
mination of  the  next  sesnon;  but  tiie  proceedings  of  the 
courts,  intended  to  countervail  those  of  the  courts  of 
South  Carolina,  ought  not  to  be  limited,  as  the  provisions 
of  South  Carolina  were  unlimited.  To  limit  these  provi- 
sions to  a  unrie  year,  would  be  to  defeat  the  object  alto- 
gether, as  there  are  certain  proceedings  to  which  th^ 
ref^  which  cannot  arise  withui  the  year.  The  bill  would 
always  be  within  the  reach  of  Congress,  (o  amend  or  re- 
peal whenever  it  night  be  deemed  proper  so  to  do.  If 
any  limitation  were  to  be  fixed,  he  would  prefer  to  make 
it  for  a  longer  period.  He  desired  to  see  these  judi- 
cial provisions  established  as  a  part  of  our  permanent 
wstemt  and  he  believed  th^  had- such  been  the  case  be- 
fore, this  contingency  would  never  have  occurred.  He 
hoped  the  amendment  would  not  prevul. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  asked  if  he  had  understood  the  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia  as  stating  that  his  colleague  had  acqui- 
esced in  the  jutUoial  provisions  of  the  bill?  He  said  that 
he  should  vote  for  this  amendment;  but  he  believed  that 
every  part  of  the  bill  was  a  violation  of  the  constitution, 
and  that  it  was  all  throughout  litOtle  to  the  strongest  ob- 
jections. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  siud  that  what  he  understood,  wu^  that 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  had  principiily  objected 
to  the  provisions  of  ihe  bill  wbTch  were  most  directly  war- 
like in  their  character,  and  had  regarded  the  provisiona 
providing  for  countervailing  civil  process  as  less  odious. 
He  reganled  the  objections  of  the  Senator  from  Massacjtu- 
setta  as  applicable  as  well  to  the  otiier  proviaons  of  the 
bill  as  those  now  under  connderation.  For  himself,  he 
clid  not  wish  to  newthc  bill,  in  any  of  ite  provinons,  as  a 
permanent  messure.  He  hud  no  desire  to  blend  it  into 
the  permanent  judicial  system  of  the  country.  If  itrhould 
ever  be  the  dffsire  of  Congress  so  to  blend  it,  he  wished 
that  it  m^t  be  done  tX  a  time  when  no  such  topics  should 
present  tttemsdvet  as  were  now  so  prominent  in  every 
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Sembn's  tinnd,  md  then  the  nihjcct  could  be  calmly  and 
deUbentely  dbcuaed . 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decided  aa  foltows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Black,  Calhoun,  Dick- 
enon,  Forsyth,  Hill,  Kane,  Kiag,  Manfrum,  Miller,  Moore, 
HiTCS,  Smith,  Tyler,  Waggaraan,  White,  Wrijrht— 18. 

NATS.—Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dudley.  'Rw'mg,  Foot,  Preltngbuysen,  Grundy, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudun,  Pren- 
tiss, Poindexter,  Robbins,  Robmson,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinscm,  Webster,  Wilkins — 26. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  tiien  rose  and  sUted  that  it  mnst 
be  evident  that,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  or  the 
bin,  some  appropriation  was  necessary.  The  bill  author- 
ized Uie  calling  into  operation  the  military  force  of  the 
country,  but  provided  no  means  for  demiying  the  ex- 
The  constitntiM  had  prohibited  the  wRbdrawal 
of  any  money  from  tile  treaiory,  unless  under  an  appro- 
priation by  uw.  The  Senate  was  now  about  to  employ 
the  army  and  navy  to  cany  into  effect  the  proviMons  of 
tiie  bill,  and  the  President  ought  to  be  limited  in  the  ex- 
penditures for  this  purpose.  He  concluded  with  moving 
to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting  a  new  section,  providing 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  provirions 

of  this  bil^  the  sum  of  collars  shall  be,  and  is  hereby 

^mropriated- 

Mr.  GRUNDY  expressed  a  hope  that  the  gentleman 
from  Ifsmanppi  would  fill  up  the  blank  with  some  sum. 

Hr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  would  leave  that  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Hr.  GRUNDT  said  the  Judiciary  Committee  wanted  no 
monqr;  but,  if  the  gentleman  from  MissisMppi  was  dis- 
ptMMd  to  grant  an  uipropriationi  it  would  be  agreeable  to 
the  committee  to  know  whtt  arooont  be  was  willing  to 
give. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  ezpreaaed  bis  surprise  at  the  course  of 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee.  Did  that  gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  no  money  would  be  required  for  the 
purposes  of  the  bill?  The  fiwt  must  be  apparent,  that  no 
appropriation  is  a  universal  appropriation.  The  President 
would  be  able  to  take  from  the  treaauty  what  he  pleased, 
md  Congress  and  the  people  would  be  pledged  to  re- 

f>lace  it  in  the  treasury.  He  was  surprised  at  this  course, 
t  belonged  to  those  who  had  introduced  and  who  advo- 
cated this  bill  to  say  what  amount  of  money  would  be 
required.  It  did  not  belong  to  the  Senator  from  Miuis- 
aappi.  If  the  Senate  intended  to  give  the  sword  to  the 
Preudent,  thev  ought  not  to  g^vc  him  the  purse  also.  He 
looked  upon  tnia  as  me  of  toe  moat  arbitnuy  of  all  the 
provinona  (rf*  tiiis  most  arbltraty  bill. 

Mr.  GRUNDT  stated  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  was  more  competent  than  any  otHer  person  to 
determine  whether  or  not  there  would  be  any  necessi^ 
for  the  employment  of  force.  If  the  authorities  of  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  should  offer  rewstance  to  the 
law%  then  would  arise  the  neeessitv  fiff  the  employment 
of  fbrce.  But  he  was  of  opinion  that,  unlesa  it  was  pro- 
duced by  the  act  of  South  Carolina,  there  would  be  no 
c<dltdoni  and  no  expenditure  would  be  necessary,  un- 
less there  should  be  celBnon.  The  comnuttee  hoped 
that  no  such  collision  would  arise;  but,  if  it  should,  pro- 
vision could  be  made  for  the  expenditure  by  the  next 
Congress. 

Mr.  CALUoUN  sMd  that  the  whole  of  this  burinesa 
iedicated  an  unsoundneaa  of  legislatimi.  Hie  bare  poan- 
Irility  of  a  collision  ou^t  to  be  deemed  sufident  to  induce 
the  comt^tee  to  make  the  l^>propriation.  Unsound  le- 
gislation! He  had  never  seen  any  instance  of  a  nation 
hurrying  so  rapidly  towards  a  state  of  despotism.  The 
gentleman  had  said  that  there  would  be  no  expenditure 
unless  resistance  should  be  commenced  by  Soutii  Carolina. 
What  did  the  Senator  mca?  by  reaistanof »  It  would  be 


seen  that,  in  this  bill,  the  Frendent  had  the  power  to  in- 
teiTupt  the  civil  procesB  of  tiie  SlAe  oourta.  WA  Hie 
Senator  suppose  that  the  State  of  Soudi  Carolina  would 
acquiesce  in  this  interruption?  No.  If  the  President  had 
the  power  to  interrupt  the  process,  he  would  also  have 
the  power  to  close  the  courte,  and  to  close  the  hall  of  le- 
gidation.  He  might  treat  the  Legislature  as  a  lawless 
assemblaget  and  what  course  could  be  then  left  to  the 
State  but  reustance?  She  would  be  forced  into  reMstance. 
Tes,  she  would  be  thus  compelled  to  resisL  But  the 
question  of  time  was  a  fkr  different  qucitton .  He  thanked 
GodtlMUthisquestion  was  in  other  bands  to  decide.  South 
Carolina,  in  deciding  this  question,  would  mak£  the  issue 
with  a  deliberate  judgment,  but  with  irreMatibte  fimmeas. 
He  was  amazed  at  the  course  which  had  been  taken. 
The  provisiens  of  this  bill  went  beyond  any  thing  he  could 
have  conceived.  He  would  reverie  the  ugument  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  and  say  there  could  be  no  epIG- 
noD  unless  it  proceeded  ftom  tiie  eondaet  irftbc  General 
Government. 

Mr.  SMITH  referred  to  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  in  reference  to  the  dispute  with  Pennsylvania, 
when  Bimilar  powers  were  vested  in  the  president,  and 
the  military  force  was  called  out.  .  An  apprcqirialion  was 
made  at  the  following  sesnon  to  deftey  the  expenditorea 
caused  by  that  ^storbance.  He  did  not  apprehend  the 
occurrence  oi  any  war.  He  believed  that  Uie  very  fiiM 
section  of  tiie  bill  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  South  Can. 
Itna  to  go  to  war.  There  could  be  no  fighting,  as  a  suffi- 
cient guard  was  provided  against  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina getting  hold  of  any  property  which  could  produce 
such  an  evil. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  yeas  and  najs 
were  ordered  on  this  question. 

The  question  was  then  tdcen,  and  deaded  as  fonowa*. 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Calhoun,  Hangum,  Moore, 
Poindexter — S.  , 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Black,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickenmn,  Dudley,  Ewinr, 
Foo^  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hw, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudun, 
Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Rugglea,  Seymour. 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Upton,  Toinliiuon,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkin^  White,  Wright— il. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  b^  adtUi^  a 
section  limiting  the  expenditure  to  three  millions.  And 
on  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  commenced  a  series  of  observations  on 
this  motion,  which  he  continued  until  three  o'clock.  Hi* 
argument  commencing  with  tiie  precise  motion  befen 
^e  Senate,  gjadusliy  expanded  into  a  view  of  tiie  whole 
subject  under  debate.    Before  be  eondoded— 

At  3  o'clock,  the  Senate,  acetndtng  to  iu  new  rule, 
adjourned,  to  meet  again  at  5. 

Hp.  WILKINS  gave  notice  that  he  should,  at  the  cren- 
ing  session,  unless  some  Kentleman  was  anxious  to  make 
some  obsenratlona,  atife  the  question  on  the  iiigioMnCBt 
of  the  bill. 

SVSKlHa  SZSSIOV. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  resumed.  As  regarded  the  excitiiig 
question  of  nullification,  that  doctrine  he  held  waa  un- 
tenable. No  individual  State  possessed  tiie  right  of  nunU 
fication  from  any  sovercigBty  residing  in  her.  BoveregB- 
fy,  he  ctmtended,  did  not  e^  fai  «^  States,  aeparatety 
or  in^vidoalty,  since  the  Uiww.  Smce  that  period,  it 
re«ded  in  Uie  United  States  as  a  wholet  and  by  then 
alone  cm^  it  be  exercised,  and  in  the  mode  defined  bv 
the  constitution.  Much  ingenuity  had  been  called  fbrtn 
in  rapport  of  nullification;  but  mystify  it  as  they  pleaaed, 
it  could  not  stand  the  test  of  argument.  Hie  doctrine 
was  prepoaterouat  it  was  a  mere  web  of  saphisM  aad 
And  tha  arguMenta  in  hi  fimr,  if  aaa^Md, 
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and  put  through  the  alembic,  would  result  in  the  double 
distilled  essence  of  nonsense.  Biit,  having' thus  denounc- 
ed nullification,  he  would  admit  that  the  position  which 
South  Carolina  had  taken  had  served  one  good  purpose, 
that  of  opening:  the  eyes  of  the  country  to  the  imustice 
done  to  the  South  by  an  odious  and  oppresnre  tarifP.  As 
refr»rded  the  urifF,  the  whole  South  were  wiUi  South 
Carolina,  in  the  general  principle  of  resistance  to  it;  but 
Uiey  differed  from  her  in  the  mode  which  she  had  thought 
fit  to  adopt.  But  if  the  tariff  was  odious,  and  must  finally 
be  put  an  end  to,  neither  could  the  course  of  South 
Carolina  be  defended,  or  tolerated,  with  safety  to  the 
Union.  He  looked  forward  in  .anticipation  to  the  period 
u  ntgli  at  hand,  when  the  protective  system  must  expire, 
and*  in  like  nunner,  when  nulBfication  would  sink  into 
the  grave.  He  hoped  soon  to  see  them  buried  in  the 
same  tomb;  and  willingly  would  he  then  pronounce  their 
funeral  oration,  and  inscribe  on  their  monument  the  epi- 
taph— "requUteatinpaee." 

Mr.  F.  then  proceeded  to  defend  the  course  which 
Geoi^  had  taken  relative  to  the  misnonaries  and  the 
Cberokees,  contending  that  there  was  nothing  analtwous 
in  it  to  that  of  South  Carolina.  Alluding  to  the  impnson- 
ment  of  the  missionaries,  he  thus  continued  his  remarks: 
The  character  of  a  minister  of  the  gospel  is  most  re- 
spectable, who,  for  the  welfare  of  men,  gives  up  the  in- 
teresU  and  the  objects  of  earth.  He  is  the  object  of  the 
greatest  respect.  To  me  he  is  an  object  of  envy.  I 
never  see  such  a  man  without  feeling  my  own  worthlesa- 
ness.  There  ii  something  divine  in  bis  pursuits.  Behold 
him  ritf  ng . 

"  Bolile  ihe  bed  where  parting  life  was  hid. 
With  sorrow,  guilt,  ami  fear,  b*  turns  dwmayed. 
The  reverend  charnpion  stood.    At  hia  omirol, 
Deipair  and  ingu'nh  fled  the  ilniggling  soulj 
Comfort  came  down,  the  irenibliiig  wreleh  to  r«i»e, 
And  his  last  r<»ltering  aeeent*  whisper'd  pralte." 
Such  ft  man  partakes  of  that  divine  nature,  that  came 
among  men  to  spread  the  doctrines  and  sentiments  of 
peace.   But  the  man  of  the  opposite  character,  who 
mixes  politics  with  religion;  who  relies  on  the  world,  while 
he  professes  to  live  above  itt  who  covers  with  a  cloak  of 
liypocrisy  his  ambition  and  avarice,  no  language  could 
express  what  every  man  should  feel  in  view  of  such  a 
jnan  :  to  me  he  is  the  object  of  extreme  abhorrence. 

Sir,  the  State  of  Georgia  waired  in  a  contest,  not 
against  justice  and  rcli^on,  but  against  craft  and  hypo- 
crisy.   The  subject  of  dispute  did  not  relate  to  human 
rights,  but  to  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
The  citizens  of  the  United  States  had  no  common  bond 
of  justice  to  individuals  and  the  State.  I  hope  this  liberty 
■was  reserved  to  the  families  whom  they  voluntarily  aban- 
doned.   I  hope  they  had  a  consciousness  of  being  in  the 
right.   But  we  may  look  back  on  this  affair  with  no  other 
emotion  than  that  of  self-respect.    It  was  mixed  with 
politics.   We  struggled,  not  agUinst  the  United  States, 
but  a  meddling  priesthood.  It  lias  been  said  in  the  Senate, 
suid  every  where  else,  that  Georgia  wished  to  grasp  the 
possessions  of  the  Cherokees;  that  South  Carolina  beat 
the  bush,  but  Georgia  got  the  bird.    Sir,  nothiiigis  more 
untrue.    Sir,  the  property  was  ours  by  all  the  principles 
of  right  and  justice.    There  was  an  incumbrance  on  our 
rights,  which  required  to  be  removed.    All  deemed  it 
necessary  to  remove  it    This  was  a  duty  not  belonging 
to  11%  but  to  the  United  States.    Government  had  pro- 
mised peremptorily  to  effect  its  removal.    Sir,  we  had 
waited  thirty  years  for  the  fulfilment  of  this  promise;  and 
now  we  have  been  accused  of  disregarding  all  considera- 
tions of  justice.   We  have  gained  nothing  by  the  contest, 
except  our  own  property.    As  to  the  Indians,  the  race 
has  never  been  treated  with  the  same  kindness  in  any 
State  in  the  Union.    They  held  the  use  of  the  property, 
and  if  tl^ey  were  tUsturbed  by  those  citizens  of  Georgia 
Voi.  IX.— 38. 


to  whom  it  had&llen,the  possession  was  forfeited.  Geor- 
gia had  no  interest  in  the  affair,  but  to  exact  the  per- 
formance of  a  solemn  contract. 

Sir,  the  distinguishing  difference  between  Geoivia  and 
South  Carolina'  la  this:  in  virtue  of  a  compact  Georgia 
was  the  rightful  owner  of  the  property,  for  which  aha 
contended.  She  did  not  interfere  to  interrupt  the  lava 
of  Congress;  >ut  she  relied  on  her  own  contract,  a  con- 
tract with  her  equal.  The  Georgia  controversy  was  of 
a  peculiar  character,  and  might  last  a  hundred  years, 
without  interrupting  the  laws,  or  Curbing  tlie  peace  of 
the  country.  If  the  question  had  ultimately  gone  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  that  court  had  decided  i^nst  us,  in 
the  last  eztremi^,  the  President  might  have  called  on 
military  force  to  execute  its  decree,  out  it  wmild  be  for 
him  to  decide  whether  or  not  he  should  do  it.  Sir,  I  do 
not  dive  into  the  policy  of  the  Prendent;  but  I  know  one 
thing:  I  am  confident  he  would  not  have  resorted  to  force 
without  necessity.  1  saw  a  variety  of  ways  in  which  the 
matter  might  be  settled  without  such  necesuty.  In  the 
extremity  of  the  contest  with  the  Cherokees,  thelanguage 
of  the  President  might  have  been  this,  in  case  the  great 
question  in  the  Supreme  Court  had  been  decided  a^nst 
us:  I  ask  you  now.  Governor  of  the  Stole  of  Georgut,  in 
order  to  prevent  further  trouble,  to  turn  these  Cherokees 
out  of  doors.  , 

It  15  very  importont,  Mr.  President,  In  all  questions  in 
a  Government  like  ours,  particularly  in  discussions  in  a 
body  like  this  Senate,  that  justice  should  be  done  to  the 
lives  oS  every  body;  and  I  hone,  therefore,  I  shall  be  ex- 
cused. I  have  seen,  here  and  elaewbere,  a  dispoKtion  to 
liken  ui  to  colonies.  Gentlemen  look  forward  to  another 
revolution.  Sir,  there  is  a  contrast,  but  not  a  resem- 
blance. When  colonies,  we  did  not  cpmpkin  that  we 
were  oppressed  by  a  tax,  but  that  we  were  taxed,  and 
not  represented.  We  believed  that  it  was  the  ri^ht  of 
our  own  legislative  bodies  to  impose  taxes.  Sir,  is  thia 
the  complaint  of  South  Carolina?  It  is  of  a  different 
character.  Their  complunt  ii  not  that  they  are  not  re- 
presented, but  that  they  have  not  a  suffident  influence; 
that  here  they  are  heard,  but  not  heeded;  that  it  is  in  vain 
to  reason  and  remonstrate;  it  is  all  an  em^ty  mockery. 
They  have  their  full  share  of  talent,  but  thetr  voice  is  not 
beard .  Sir,  I  am  sure  this  is  not  true ;  it  is  founded  on  an 
assumption  that  a  great  majoritjr  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  interested  in  maintaining  the  protective 
system.  I  hope  it  is  not  true  that  they  are  so  interested; 
but  the  buriness  of  protection,  even  if  it  fail  now,  will  be 
resumed,  if  the  majority  of  the  people  are  satisfied  that 
it  is  for  the  happiness-  and  interest  of  the  majority.  The 
doctrine,  as  it  is  now  regarded  in  the  Senate,  makes  me 
believe  that  it  is  not  for  the  interest  of  the  majority,  but 
ptejudicial  to  the  United  States,  The  whole  burden  is, 
that  the  many  may  be  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  few, 
composing  a  very  small  portion  of  the  community.  There 
is  a  great  contrast,  and  we  could  fear  notlung,  but  for 
what  South  Carolina  admits  she  hasdone. 

Sir,  this  bill  has  been  likened  to  the  Boston  port  bill, 
which  was  adopted  in  consequence  of  throwing  the  tea 
overboard.  Sir,  is  it  intended  to  operate  to  the  injury  of 
Cbarieston,  for  the  benefit  of  another  port?  It  is  quite- 
the  reverse.  It  is  the  object  to  keep  the  custom-bouse  in 
Charleston,  and  that  its  advantages  shall  be  enjoyed  by 
Charleston.  HerCi  too,  ita  contrast  between  the  case  of 
the  colonies  and  that  of  South  Carolina.  There  is  another, 
in  the  language  of  the  procUmation  of  the  President  of 
the  United  Slates,  that  was  kind  and  conciliatorj-j  while 
the  British  general,  in  his  proclamation,  was  thirsting  for 
vengeance. 

Sir,  may  1  be  permitted  to  say,  with  regret,  that  any 
overture  from  the  Prerident  ia  received  with  (Usiike,  on 
the  part  of  South  Cardinal  They  roject  his  kind  offers 
and  iocrthing  speeehei,  and  call  nim  a  tyrant,  vrea\ing 
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liis  vengeance  on  the  Und  of  his  birth.  He  has  a  great 
desire  to  do  justice,  but  he  is  misinterpreted  and  disbe- 
lieved. But  from  the  higfa-tanfF  men,  when  they  make 
anofierof  an  equivocal  character,  it  is  hailed  with  joy;  it 
is  the  rainbow  on  the  bosom  of  the  thunder  stormt  it  is 
oil  poured  on  the  troubled  waves.  Wiile  the  offers  of 
the  President  are  rejected,  tliey  are  about  to  make  a 
peace  with  their  inveterate  enenues.  They  reject  the 
rreudent,  doubting  his  denre  that  peace  should  be 
made. 

South  Carolina,  in  the  midst  of  all  her  prefects  during 
the  last  year,  has  professed  a  devoted  aUachment  to  the 
Union.  She  loves  it  with  all  Iter  lieart.  Sir,  she  loves  it 
too  much}  she  is  so  devoted  to  it,  that  she  is  scarcely 
willing  tliat  any  body  should  save  it  but  herself  Similar 

[irrfeswons  were  made  by  the  Hartford  convention;  they 
oved  the  Union,  were  devoted  to  the  Union  bo  much,  that 
nobody  must  govern  it  but  themselTea.  lliey  put  the 
people  in  distress,  that  the  people  ought  take  refuge  in 
their  arms.  Tlieir  affection  was  like  that  of  the  lover, 
who  gets  the  object  of  his  attachment  into  distress  and 
difficulty,  tliat  he  may  show  his  heroic  gallantry  by  com- 
ing forward  to  afford  her  relief,  that  she  may  then  fly  to 
him  for  refuge.  Sir,  she  usually  goes  the  other  way,  and 
the  strati^m  seldom  produces  the  effect  desiredj  it 
causes  a  suspicion  of  tlie  purity  of  the  flame  within. 

8ir»  from  all  existing  appearances,  this  question  is  in  a 
course  of  settlement.  If  every  thing  were  in  the  bands 
ofSouth  Carolina,  it  would  be  settled  at  once.  But  it  is 
not  so,  and  therefore  I  hope  this  bill  will  pass.  Under 
existisg  circumstances,  any  foreigner  has  the  power  to 
compromit  the  peace  of  South  Carolina.  A  wretch,  a 
heartless  foreign  a^ent,  who  denres  to  lay  this  fair  fabric 
waste,  has  it  in  his  power  to  bring  this  nutter  into  colli- 
sion at  once.  There  are  already  symptoms  that  some 
foragn  agents  in  Charleston  are  about  to  do  so.  They 
liave  begun  to  nibble,  and  ought  to  be  arrested.  I  hope, 
sir,  this  bill  will  past,  that  the  custom-house  may  be  re- 
moved, and  that  the  fordgn  villain  may  be  ^ot  down  like 
a  wolf.  Sir,  would  any  man  hentate?  Never,  never, 
never;  it  would  be  the  extravagance  of  weakness  to  do 
BO.  And  yet  Carolina,  proud  and  generous,  has  placed 
the  issue  of  blood  in  such  hands. 

Sir,  I  ouj^t  to  apolo^ze  to  the  Senate  for  not  prepar- 
ing for  this  discusrioni  and  I  hope  the  unexpected  cir- 
cunuiances  of  the  case  will  be  deemed  a  nimdent  apo- 
logy- 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Hr. 
BiSB,  anddecidedas  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Calhoun.  Miller,  Moore,  Tyler— 4. 

NAYS-— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Ouckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen.  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hilt,  Holmes, 
Johnston.  Kane.  King,  Mangum.  Naudun,  Prentiss,  Rives, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies.  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.  White,  Wright— 38. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  rose  to  explwn  the  reasons  which 
had  influenced  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  against  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  ftom  Misaiaippi.  l^e  propo- 
sition of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  to  restnun  or 
limit  the  amount  of  expenditure  which  the  President 
might  incur  under  this  bill;  although  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  may  luve  bad  the  same  ob- 
ject in  view,  yet  it  did  not,  on  tfie  face,  purport  to  be  a 
limitation,  but  an  appropriation  to  carry  into  eff'ect  the 
eiiaclments  of  the  bill.  This  he  could  not  consent  to  vote 
for.  It  would  be  a  virtual  assent  to  the  provisions  of  the 
bill,  to  furnish  the  means  to  carry  it  into  effect. 

While  upon  the  floor,  I  will  notice  some  of  the  poM- 
tiona  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  It  it  an  act  of  justice 
to  the  SUtel  represent,  and  to  myself  indinduilly,  toMt 


the  Senator  right  upon  more  points  than  one.  in  the  oI>- 
servations  he  hat  just  ckMcd.  The  Senator  from  Georgia, 
has  affirmed  that  South  Carolina  has  not  met.  in  a  proper 
spirit,  the  efforts  of  the  President  to  adjust  the  tarifl^ 
while  she  has  manifested  a  perfect  cordiality  towards  the 
advances  made  from  another  quarter.  Pray,  sir,  on  what 
foundation  does  the  Senator  rest  this  asaeKioii?  Where 
is  the  evidence  of  the  Rict?  where  the  proof?  I  appeal 
to  every  one  who.  hears  me,  to  say  wheuier  the  voice  of 
South  Carolina,  by  her  representatives  here,  and  her 
press  at  home,  has  not  strenuously  sustained  the  Fred- 
dent's  opening  message  on  tl\e  subject  of  the  tariff.'  Tlie 
sentiments  of  the  Cliief  ftlagistrate,  recommending  the 
repeal  of  the  act  of  last  session,  and  the  reduction  of  tbc 
taxes  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  have  not  only  been 
approved  of  by  the  South  Carolina  delegation,  but  uni- 
versal approbation  has  been  the  echo  from  the  pec^le  of 
that  State.  We  have  nothing  in  view  but  legitimate  re- 
form. Every  aid  in  achieving  our  object  is  ccndislly  and 
most  dieerfully  received.  When  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  made  his  move  upon  the  troubled  wave,  but 
little  hopes  were  entertained  that  the  Executive  influence 
would  succeed,  at  the  present  session,  in  reforming  the 
evil.  We  had  met  the  proposition  to  adjust  this  contro- 
versy, coming  from  that  quarter,  in  the  same  mint  of 
kindness.  Sir,  I  repeat  it.  there  is  no  foundaticm  for  ttie 
imputation  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  that  wc 
have  not  met,  in  a  proper  temper  and  feeling,  the  Pre» 
dent's  efforts  to  adjust  this  question. 

Mr.  M-  said,  it  was  his  duty  to  notice  some  other  ex- 
pressions of  the  Senator  from  Geot^,  having  a  direct 
bearing  on  South  Carolina.  He  did  me  no  more  than  jua- 
tice  when  he  intimated  that  he  presumed  I  was  gratified 
at  the  successful  termination  of  the  Georgia  controversy. 
I  have  always  maint^ned  that  Georgia  was  ru^t,  in  her 
c<mte«  with  the  Federal  Government.  In  an  official  fonn« 
in  another  reapondble  station,  1  have  ezpresMdmy  fnend- 
ship  for  that  State,  and  I  have  been  assailed  in  no  rery 
measured  terms,  by  the  political  friends  of  the  Senstor 
in  South  Carolina,  for  these  opinions.  It  was  consid- 
ered a  great  outrage  upon  principle  in  me,  to  treat  the 
United  States  as  a  foreign  Government,  so  fitr  a«  she  at- 
tempted to  control  the  weal  and  domettic  rights  of  Geoi^ 
gia. 

I  have  always  conudered  the  questions  made  by  Geor- 
gia and  South  Carolina  as  one  and  the  same,  I  am  en- 
tirely incapable  of  perceiving  any  difference.  With  such 
a  belief,  it  was  natural  that  the  people  of  South  Carolina 
should  feel  gratified  at  the  successful  termination  of  the 
Georgia  controversy.  While  that  State  was  strunhng 
with  power,  and  boldly  and  bravely  standing  forth  the 
champion  of  State  rights,  we  stood  ready  to  aid  her  with 
our  strrngpth,  and  sustain  her  by  our  countenance  and 
sympathy.  If,  while  the  battle  was  raging.  South  Caro- 
lina moved  alongside  of  her  sister,  with  a  m^n  determina- 
tion to  stand  by  her  in  the  contest,  we  take  no  credit  to 
ourselves,  we  ask  no  return  of  kindness.  Her  cause  was 
the  cause  of  the  constitution  and  the  rights  of  the  States; 
her  cause  was  our  cause.  If,  when  South  Carolina  stands 
upon  similar  grounds,  in  a  great  contest  for  Southern 
nghts  and  constitutional  liberty,  Oetn^  can  recondle  it 
to  her  notions  of  consiateni^,  or  honor,  or  interest  to 
change  her  position,  and  fire  a  tffoadnde  upon  CaroUna, 
be  it  so.  I  do  not  envy  any  one  the  gratification  he  niay 
feel  in  pursuing  such  a  course. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  had  not  meant,  when  he  addressed  the 
Senate  before,  to  reflect  in  any  degree  on  the  State  of 
Georgia  for  the  course  pursued  by  that  State  in  the  In- 
dian controversy.  He  meant  nmply  to  sUte,  tliat  the 
abandonment  of'^  the  cause  in  the  Supreme  Court,  receal^ 
ly,  under  existing  circumstances,  was  evidence  of  a  po- 
litical intrigue,  dugraceftit  to  the  parties  c<mcerned»  be 
the  parties  vho  they  may.   If  Ge(nm,itood  erect  upoa 
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h«r  principles,  «nd  the  mismonaries  were  but  the  instru- 
ments of  a  cabal,  who  saw  the  necessity  of  sacrificing 
thur  religion  and  constitutional  riglits  to  the  love  of  mo- 
ney, of  course  none  of  the  censure  would  attach  to  her. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  her  authorities  were  a  party  to  the 
intrigue  by  which  the  Premleiit  was  to  be  reliered  from 
his  position  in  regard  to  the  Supreme  Court,  in  order  to 
enable  the  patrons  of  the  mlssionartn  to  bring  the  un- 
broken force  of  Frendential  pgwer,  prejudice,  and  pas- 
aion,  backed  by  federal  authority,  into  play  against  South 
Carolina,  then  Georgia  woiild  come  in  for  a  full  share  of 
his  animadreruon.  He  would  take  the  liberty  to  say, 
that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  was  entirely  mistaken  in 
mtpposir^  thia  controversy  had,  in  any  degree,  affected 
the  reputalion  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Tne  court  bad 
moved  forward  In  the  even  tenor  of  its  way,  volunteering 
nothing,  seeking  nothing,  but  to  decide  matters  brought 
before  it.  The  loss  of  character  sustained  in  this  affair 
(lid  not  &IT  on  that  tribunal;  it  felt  elsewhere.  I'he  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  had  undertaken  to  tell  us  something  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  this  law-suit  had  been  terminated! 
but  he'confi»seil  his  details  were  so  general  as  to  throw 
but  little  lig^t  on  the  subject.  One  thing  we  all  know, 
that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  now  stands  side  by  side  in 
this  contest  with  the  missionaries  and  their  friends,  in  the 
crusade  they  are  making  against  South  Carolina.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  had  said  he  was  opposed  to  nuHifi' 
cation,  because  it  had  the  appearance  of  sneaking  into 
war.  Sir,  I  confess  this  is  a  most  ringular  objection. 
The  idea  was  novel,  purely  original;  such  a  thing  as 
anealung  into  a  fight,  he  believed,  was  never  before  con- 
.  ceived  of.  There  was  such  a  thing  as  sneaking  out  of 
one;  but  as  to  sneaking  into  one,  he  conceived  it  impossi- 
ble. If  the  gentleman  from  Geoi^ia  dislikes  South  Car- 
olina nullification  because  it  savors  of  sneaking  into  a 
fight,  he  must  permit  me  to  reply  that  I  dislike  Geonp'a 
nullilication  so  far  as  it  savored  of  sneaking  out  of  a  fight. 

Ag»n,  nr:  the  Senator  from  Geo^ia  has  put  the  case 
of  the  eaterpiiUr  laying  waste  the  fields  of  adjoining 
planters,  and  one  insisting  on  setting  fire  to  the  woods, 
which  might  consume  the  cotton  as  well  as  caterpillar. 
I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  illustration.  If  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  maxim  noscStur  a  aoeti«,  it  can  be  demonstrated 
that  the  Senator  belongs  to  the  caterpillar  party  in  this 
controversy.  In  the  outset  of  the  Senator's  argument, 
he  adnutted  that  nullification  in  South  Carolina  had  done 
much  good)  that  It  had  put  the  American  peopleto  reason- 
ing on  the  subject  of  the  tarifFt  that  it  haa  caused  a  pause ; 
and  that  public  opinion  was  undergoing  a  most  beneficial 
and  salutary  change,  operated  on  by  the  steps  taken  by 
Carolina,  Although  these  results  have  been  acknowledg- 
edty  produced  by  South  Carolina,  we  find  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  joining  in  the  chorus  with  the  reverend  mis- 
sionaries and  manufacturers,  lending  all  his  influence  to 
destroy  the  planter  and  sustain  the  caterpillar.  Sir, 
whatever  of  chivalry,  or  character,  or  good  feeling,  there 
is  in  this  course  of  the  honorable  Senator,  he  is  welcome 
to  for  me.  Strange  to  tell,  while  the  Senator  deprecates 
as  so  fittal  nullification,  he  has  told  us  that  this  lystem  of 
protection  is  so  outrageous,  that  he  is  prepared  to  dissolve 
the  Union,  if  it  be  not  abandoned. 

We  propose  to  throw  off  an  unconstitutional  law,  and 
still  remain  in  the  Uniont  and  the  gentleman  reprobates 
this,  but  proposes  to  throw  off  all  constitutional  laws,  and 
eo  out  of  the  ITnion,  unless  this  law  is  repeated;  and  yet 
he  assumes  to  read  lectures  to  us  upon  patriotism,  the 
love  of  the  Union,  and  the  supremacy  of  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress. Sir,  I  Uke  this  occasion  to  protest  against  the  oft 
repeated  charge  that  we  deny  the  supremacy  of  con- 
rtitutional  laws)  our  position  is,  that  the  tariff  for  protec- 
tion is  not  a  law  made  tn  pursuance  of  the  constitution, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  rtrid. 
In  misting  such  a  law,  we  commit  no  crime.  We 


stand  upon  our  reserved  rights,  having  parted  with  some 
of  our  h-eehold.  We  reast  the  right  to  take  all  in  doing 
BO.  We  deny  that  we  oppose  the  constitution,  or  violate 
our  oaths.  Georgia  refused  obedience  to  the  Indian  in- 
tercourse law,  because  she  thought  it  unconstitutional. 
She  put  herself  on  her  reserved  rights,  and  refiised  to 
obey  not  only  the  law,  but  the  judicial  exposition  thereof; 
South  Carolina  does  the  same  as  to  the  tariff.  She  does 
not  admit,  in  doing  this,  she  commits  either  peijury  or 
treason.  If  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  have  it  that 
those  who  refuse  obedience  to  unconstitutional  laws  add 
treason  to  perjury,  let  it  be  so.  If  he  will  have  it  that 
Georgia,  in  maintaining  Iier  rights,  adopts  revolutionary 
principles,  commits  perjury  as  well  as  treason,  and  ought 
to  atone  for  her  crimes  on  the  gallows,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
make  a  defence  for  her.  If  this  be  conformable  to  her 
moral  taste,  there  can  be  no  disputing  about  it.  All  we 
ask  is,  to  let  South  Carolim,  when  she  occupies  her 
ground,  maintain  that  she  neither  is  guilty  of  perjury  or 
treason,  according  to  her  own  showing  at  least.  Standing 
on  soil  she  never  parted  with,  she  maintains  she  has  a  law- 
ful right  peaceably  to  repel  a  trespasKr.  If  the  trespass- 
er wm  press  on  with  fbive,  then  comes  the  tug  of  war. 
This  is  our  creed.  If  it  variea  with  Georgia  orthodoxy, 
we  cannot  help  it.  We  will  not  pronounce  sentence  m 
condemnation  on  our  own  act.  We  leave  that  for  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Georgi%  the  reverend  miarionaries,  and  patrons  of 
the  uriff. 

The  honorable  Senator  has  swd,  the  latter  cUuses  in 
the  bill,  those  relating  to  the  judicial  departments  of  the 
States,  were  violative  of  higher  prindples  than  the  milita- 
ry clauses.  Sir,  we  have  a  most  precious  confession,  that 
this  bill,  in  its  civil  and  military  provisions,  violated  prin- 
ciple, and  still  the  Senator  proposes  to  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  had  said  involved,  not  violated. 

Hr.  MILLEH  resumed:  I  took  down  the  words  of  the 
Senator  differently  t  but  the  explanation  does  not  varjr, 
materially,  his  position.  If  the  civil  proviuORi  In  the  bill 
involved  higher  principles,  it  must  be  a  1ii^;faer  violation 
of  principle  than  the  military  clauses;  and  it  thus  would 
seem  the  Senator  admits  he  is  about  to  support  a  bill  that 
does  involve  unsound  principles.  Althougn  I  admit  this 
bill  is  a  series  of  violations  of  principle,  still  I  do  not  ad- 
mit that  the  degrees  are  as  described  by  the  Senator. 
Hy  gjeat  objection  to  the  first  clause  in  the  bill  is,  that  it 
assumes  to  expound  a  law  of  Congress,  declare  constitu* 
tional,  and  support  by  force,  the  le^slative  construction ( 
thus  superseding  entirely  the  Judicial  department.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  Legislative  department  to  lay  down  the 
rule;  the  Judicial  department  to  pronounce  what  is  the 
rule  thus  laid  down;  and  the  Executive  to  enforce  the 
rule  thus  ascertained.  In  the  present  bill  the  whole  pow- 
ers of  Government  are  brought  within  the  Legislative  de- 
partment. If  Soutli  Carolina  has  erred  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Senate,  in  refusing  to  permit  an  appeal  to  be  made 
fh>m  her  judidal  tribunal^  upon  principle,  all  you  can 
or  ought  to  do  is,  to  provide  a  moae  by  which  appeals 
shall  be  taken.  M^en  you  proceed  one  step  ftirther,  you 
err  yourselves,  and  can  alone  defend  yourselves  in  doing 
wrong,  by  attributing  the  first  error  to  South  Carolina. 
Sir,  by  your  own  showinf^,  there  is  not  a  shadow  of  pre- 
tence for  an^  further  legisUtion,  than  enough  to  subject 
South  Candma  to  the  judidal  authori^  of  tiiis  Oovetn- 
ment.  Hence  he  totally  Assented  from  the  honorable 
Senator,  in  the  graduatioit  of  the  erroneous  prindples  of 
this  bill. 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  told  us  that  nullifi. 
cation  was  nonsense  double  refined;  a  pretty  sweeping 
sentence  pronounced  on  the  wisdom  of  Jefferson,  HcKean, 
Roane,  and  many  other  great  names.  It  will  require 
something  more  than  this  d<^matiBm,  passed  throi^n  the 
intellectual  idcmbie  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  to  nftko 
any  ratimal  mind  assent  to  the  pontion  that  tie  doctrines 
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taurbt  by  the  wg«  of  Monticello  on  thua  be  character 
ized,  or  that  the  primitive  opiniom  of  the  &tbers  of  the 
republic  can  be  ao  ea«ly  put  down .  Sir*  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  in  commenting  on  the  South  Carolina  pro* 
eeedinga,  naa  said  that  the  addren  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  in  assuming  that  a  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  were  in  favor  of  the  American  sys- 

.  tem,  had  luMrted  that  which  was  not  true.  Hie  honor- 
'able  Senator  has  tendered,  in  a  manner  not  the  most 
cooMeouB,  a  direct  issue  upon  a  matter  of  fact,  between 
hbnaelf  and  the  collected  wisdom,  character,  and  moral 
•ense  of  the  people  of  South  Carolina. 

I  see  no  way  of  settling  this  controverted  hd  but  by 
referring  it  to  the  good  sense  of  the  Senate.  It  is  admit* 
ted  that  a  majority  of  this  body  are  in  favor  of  protection. 
{  put  the  (question  to  that  majority — do  they  misrepresent 
tnetr  constituents.'  If  they  do  not,  then  the  Senator  from 
Gem^a  has  asserted  that  the  South  Carolina  address  did 
not  apeak  the  truth,  when  it  appears  most  palpable  that  it 
does  speak  the  truth,  [hlr.  FORSYTH  sud  hemcant  only 
to  say,  in  his  opinion,  the  address  was  mistaken  in  attri- 
buting to  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 

.  ft  disposition  favorable  to  the  American  system.]  ^r.  M. 
continued.  He  willingly  received  the  qualification  just 
made.  The  Senator  jrom  Georgia  now  said,  it  was  hia 
opinion  that  the  address  did  not  state  the  truth.  The 
gentleman  has  clearly  a  right  to  his  opinion.  1  should 
not  dispute  the  right  of  a  Cherokee  chief  to  his  opinion, 
as  to  the  truths  contained  in  that  address.  What  he  con* 
trovertcd  was  the  correctness  of  the  opinion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia;  and  he  was  glad  now  to  have  it  in  his 

, power  to  submit  this  question  to  tlie  majority  of  the 
Senate,  with  whom  the  honorable  Senator  is  associated. 

Sir,  it  is  quite  Asluonable,  on  this  floor,  for  gentlemen 
to  set  up  their  opinions  as  exclusively  correct  upon  con- 
stitutional points,  and  denounce,  in  the  most  unmeasured 
terms,  every  sentiment  which  does  not  conform  to  tUeir 
own.  We  must  understand  and  construe  the  constitution 
as  they  do,  or  come  under  tlie  bftn,  and  be  read  out  of 
the  church.  They  arrogate  to  themselves  the  exclusive 
right  to  be  the  guardians  of  the  Union.  Let  me  tell  the 

Senttemen  there  are  two  ways  to  destroy  the  Union,  one 
y  pressing  State  rights  to  extremities,  and  the  other  by 
a  fusion  of  the  separate  interests  of  the  States  into  one 
solid  mass.  You  can  commit  disunion  as  well  by  conso- 
lidation and  amalgamation  as  by  State  interposition.  If 
the  barriers  which  separate  the  reserved  rights  of  the 
State  be  broken  down,  our  Government  will  be  as  com- 
pletely rerolutionized  at  if  we  dissolve  into  any  given 
ntimber  of  separate  and  diatinct  Governments.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  told  us  that  his  opinions 
.  have  received  the  sanction  and  confirmation  of  the  Ameri- 
can people.  Sir,  [  am  not  so  sure  the  honorable  Senator 
has  not  over  estimated  the  strength  of  his  opinions  with 
the  country.  It  may  be  true  that  the  present  adminis- 
tration have  endorsed  the  high-toned  federal  doctrines 
of  the  Senator)  he  is  now  ibe  alpha  with  the  powers  that 
bei  it  is  not  long  unce  he  was  the  omega. 

It  will  be  recollected,  when  the  present  Chief  Magis- 
trate was  elected,  he  stood  pledged  to  aust«n  State  rights. 
He  was  the  very  opposite  of  the  Senator  from  KRissachu* 
setts.  He  stood  upon  his  opinions,  expressed  repeatedly 
in  fcvor  of  State  sovereignty.  Bank  veto  senliments,  so 
much  reprobated  bf  the  Senator,  seem  not  to  have  been 
■o  unfcvorably  considered  by  the  people.  1  shall  be  very 
alow  to  believe  the  doctrines  of  the  Senator,  as  endorsed 
by  the  late  proclamation,  are  the  popular  sentiments  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  Whepever  the  people 
shall  pass  upon  the  claims  of  the  honorable  gentleman  to 
.  thw"  favor,  bottomed  upon  his  much  boasted  correctness, 
it  will  be  time  enough  to  surrender  long  cherished  opin- 
ions to  the  more  powerful  voice  of  public  will.  Tlie  sen- 
timents of  the  President,  expressed  in  hislateproclamation, 


have  not  met  with  any  countenance  or  support  from  one 
entire  section,  once  his  cordial  and  strong  aupportera. 
Honorable  gentlemen  mistake  public  sentiment  aouth  of 
the  Potomac,  if  they  suppose  that  they  will  enforce,  at 
the  point  of  the  bayonet,  the  federal  dogmas  of  the  pro- 
clamation. Gentlemen  from  the  tariff  States  have  appeal- 
ed most  pathetically  to  the  States  adjoining,  and  nnularly 
Mtuated  with  South  Carolina,  to  rally  around  the  standard 
of  their  country,  and  m^tain  the  supremacy  of  the  kv. 
They  call  spirits  from  the  deep,  but  will  they  come? 
Will  the  Massachusetts  militia,  even  to  sustain  their  tariff 
interests,  have  no  scruples  as  to  the  conatitutiooal  power 
of  the  President  to  order  them  beyond  the  line,  or  piareh 
them  out  of  their  own  State  > 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied,  and  said,  he  meant  to 
that  the  South  Carolinians  questioned  the  serious  and  un- 
cere  denre  of  the  Prendent  to  effect  ft  revision  and  modi- 
fication of  the  tariff.  He  did  not  adnut  that  when  * 
State  rightfully  resisted  a  law  of  Congress  she  wu  guilty 
of  treasont  it  was,  if  successful,  revolution.  He  further 
went  on  to  say,  the  existing  tariff  was  contrary  to  the 
Epirit  of  the  constitution. 

Mr.  MILLER,  in  reply,  said,  as  aoon  as  the  Senator 
from  Geoi^a  admits  that  a  State  may  rightfully  rcsst  ft 
law  of  Congress,  he  was  identified  with  the  Carolina  doe- 
trine  .  On  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariff,  he  said  he  bad 
understood  Georgia  as  taking  a  more  decided  objection 
than  now  intimated  by  her  representative  here.  I'he  Le* 
l^slature  of  the  State  of  Georgia  had  spoken  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  most  clear  and  unequivocal  language.  They 
had  not  used  the  qualified  language  of  tlie  Senator,  but 
had  declared  that  the  tariff  was  a  gross  and  palpable  vio- 
lation of  the  conatitution.  For  one,  he  would  xay,  if  he 
believed  the  tariff  unconstitutional,  he  should  regard  him- 
self  false  to  his  oath  to  support  the  constitution,  recreant 
to  his  country,  and  lost  to  sil  sense  of  public  morals,  if  he 
were  to  vote  for  the  use  of  military  power  to  enforce  such 
a  law. 

Before  he  would  vote  to  suitun  an  admitted  unconsti- 
tutional law  by  the  sword,  he  would  prefer  that  hii  toi^e 
might  be  paralyaed. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  .moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  as 
follows: 

Sec.  1,  line  3,  strike  out  the  word  "combination;" 
line  5,  afler  " shall,"  Insert  "have;"  line  6,  strike  out 
the  words  "in  the  judgment  of  the  President}"  line 
after  the  word  '*  paid,"  strike  out  the  residue  of  the  sec- 
tion, and  insert  *'  or  secured  to  be  paid  according  to  law." 

Sec.  3.  Add  the  following:  JPnmded  ahoa^  That  in 
any  dvil  action,  or  erimipal  prosecution,  authwised  by  tbii 
section,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawlUl  for  the  defendant  to 
rely  upon,  and  give  in  evidence  under  the  genera)  issue, 
the  fact  that  the  revenue  act  of  Congreas  of  the  United 
States,  passed  in  1832,  entitled  "An  act  to  alter,"  kc, 
was  not  enacted  solely  for  the  purpose  of  rainng  revenue, 
but  was  enacted  with  a  design  and  intent  to  aasert  and 
act  upon  a  power  in  the  Congreaa  of  the  United  States  to 
lay  duties  and  imposts  for  the  substantive  and  direct  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  manufacturea  of  the  United  States 
against  the  competition  of  simitar  fabrics  from  all  fcmupi 
countries,  and  may  require  the  decision  of  the  court 
linctly  to  be  put  on  record  whether  or  not  such  a  power 
of  protection  to  manufactures  is  a  power  delegated  to  the 
General  Government,  or  reserved  to  the  States;  and  as  the 
courtshall  decide  that  question,  the  judgment  ahall  be  for 
the  plaintiff  or  defendant,  prosecutor  or  prosecuted,  ac- 
cording to  the  relevancy  and  effect  of  that  queatitm  In  the 
case:  and  suchdecinon  shall  bind  the  poitieft  in  tfntcaae, 
subject,  however,  to  be  reviewed,  affirmed,  or  reversed, 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Slates,  as  the  said 
question  shall  be  ruled,  and  notwithstanding  the  value  in 
the  controversy  may  not  ftoraunt  to  the  value  of  two  tbou- 
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Strike  out  the  third  Knd  fourth  sections^  and  insert — 
[This  Mibstitute  authorizes  the  collector,  if  reaifted  in  the 
sxeoution  of  tusdit^,  to  call  on  erery  inale  talizeii  ftbore 
the  age  of  twen^  to  lui  aid  and  a—ttoeei  Ukewiae  on 
the  marshal  of  the  dittrict,  who  is  aathorised  in  put  to 
call  out  every  mate  citixen  for  the  same  i>urpose;  and  in 
caae  of  the  refusal  of  any  citizen  lo  to  awtt,  a  penalty  is 
ii^Kiaed  not  exceeding  Uiree  handred  dtdbn^  or  three 
months'  imprisonment.] 

Two  more  sections  followed,  one  of  which  provides 
that  the  United  States'  officers,  if  soed  or  indicted  for  any 
met  done  under  the  revenue  law^«nar  plead  the  generu 
iMue,  and  giTC  the  aereral  acts  of  tne  CongrcH  of  the 
United  States  in  evidencei  and  Ae  other  adopts  the 
1st,  2d,  3d,  and  4th  sections  of  tlie  bill  reported  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  in  the  Hoose  of  Representatives. 

Sec.  6,  line  7,  after    places,"  insert  "  on  land." 

Mr.  BIBB  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  for^oinr 
mmendmenti,  which  were  ordmd,  ud  reiulted  as  fol- 
lowf: 

TKA9 — Messrs.  Bibb,  Calhoan,  Mangnm,  MHler, 
Moore,  Troop,  Tyler— r. 

NAYS  Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 

Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  "Rw'mg,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Fre- 
Unghnysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Kane,  Naudain.  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbing  Robinson, 
Bunles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spngue,  Tipton,  Tomlhtson, 
Webster.  White,  Wilkins,  Wright— 89. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

The  CHAIR  then  put  the  question,  **  Shall  this  bill  be 
engrossed  and  r^  a  third  time?"  which  was  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  32  to  8,  by  the  following  TOte: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Fre- 
Vmghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmea,  Johnston, 
Kane,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gle^  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Web- 
Iter.  White,  Wilkins,  Wright.— 33. 

NATS.—Messra-  Bibb,  Calhoun,  King,  Mangum,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Troup,  Tyler. — 8. 

Hie  Senate  then,  at  half  after  1 1  o'clock,  adjourned. 

Tdissax,  FsBauAMT  19. 
THB  TARIFF. 

Mr.  CLAT,  from  the  Select  Committee  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  to  modify  the  severul  acts  imposing  du- 
ties on  imports^  reported  the  bill  with  various  amend- 
menU. 

Mr.  C.  then  stated,  that  he  was  also  authorized  to  say 
that  at  a  proper  time  another  amendment  would  be  offer- 
ed on  the  subject  of  the  valuation  of  goods,  which  would 
be  calculated  to  conciliate  the  conflicting  opinions  which 
.had  prevMled  in  reference  to  that  point.  He  was  happy 
to  say  that,  although  there  was  so  short  an  interval  for  the 
action  of  the  two  Houses  on  this  bill,  the  committee  en- 
tertained strong  hopes  that  it  would  be  found  practicable 
to  effect  some  accommodation  of  this  question  before  the 
close  of  the  present  session.  He  was  directed  to  move 
that  the  amendments  be  printed,  and  further  to  move  that 
tlie  bill  and  amendments  be  made  the  special  order  for  to- 
morrow, with  the  undersUnding  that  if  the  measure  now 
pending  before  the  Senate  should  not  he  disposed  of  by 
ttat  lim^  the  bill  now  repoHed  would  not  he  pressed  to 
niterTere  with  that  discusMon. 

Tbe  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  printed,  and 
the  bill  and  amendmenta  were  made  the  speeial  order  for 
to-morrow. 

RBVE&IUB  COLLECTION  BILL. 
The  Senate  beiiw  about  to  paw  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill  to  pvoTide  torlber  for  the  coHeetiOD  of  tiie  duties 
onimportai 


Mr.  CALHOUN  aud,  tiiat  as  there  eeemed  to  be  a  de- 
sire to  press  this  bill  to  its  passage  to^y,  in  order  that 
the  tarm  might  be  taken  up  to-morrow,  and  as  he  was 
desirous  to  be  heard  on  tbe  reiolutions  which  he  bad  of- 
fered in  reply  to  the  Senator  firom  Massaehuaetts,  he  would 
now  more -the  Senate  to  take  up  the  resolutioM,  with  a 
view  to  nuke  them  the  order  for  Monday  next. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  resolutioni  were  tafctfli  . 
up,  and  made  the  order  for  Monday  next. 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  gave  notice  that  it  wa»the  inten- 
tion of  the  friends  of  the  bill  to  press  tbe  paaaage  of  the 
bffl  this  day. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  timet  *nd  the  queititm 
being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  POIND EXTER  rose  to  address  tbe  Senate. 
It  was  with  no  feigned  reluctance,  he  said,  that  he  rose 
to  mingle  in  this  discussion.  The  feeble  state  of  his 
health,  and  the  restless  impatience  manifested  by  a  fixed 
majority  to  urge  this  measure  to  iti  final  comummation, 
regardless  of  the  fttal  consequences  that  might  flow  fhna 
it,  ought  to  have  admonished  him  to  renwn  nient.  But 
an  imperious  sense  of  duty  to  ha  immediate  constitoenta^ 
M  well  as  to  the  great  body  of  the  American  people,  impd- 
led  him  to  undertake  tbe  task  of  exponng  to  them  the 
real  character  of  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  and  the  novel 
and  dangerous  principles  which  had  been  avowed  by  its 
advocates  as  the  bans  on  which  it  rested  for  support.  I 
cannot  hope,  aaid  Mr.  P.,  that  any  effort  of  mine  will  ope- 
rate to  arrest  the  action  of  tUs  bodyt  but  the  people, 
whole  future  peace  and  happiness  and  erery  thing  dear 
to  them,  is  involved  in  the  issue  of  this  great  struggle, 
ma^  find  in  the  investigation  of  this  subject  the  means  of 
amving  at  proper  conclusionsin  relation  to  it.  I  feel  the 
responsibility  of  the  position  which  1  occupy.  I  know 
how  vain  it  would  be  to  indulge  the  belief  that,  li^th  the 
simple  weapons  of  reason  and  of  truth,  I  could  over, 
come  the  dumb  eloquence  of  numbers,  so  forcibly  dis- 
played in  this  hall,  arrayed  in  solid  phalanx  to  carry  into 
effect  purposes  of  desolation  and  blood,  which  can  nei- 
ther be  mistaken  nor  obviated,  save  only  by  the  deleterious 
results  which  may  be  fch  in  all  their  fury,  by  a  reaction  on 
the  heads  of  those  who  have  contributed  to  put  this  ball 
of  civil  discord  in  motion.  Under  such  discouraging  eir- 
cumftaneea,  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  my  views  of 
this  momentous  question  will  be  addressed  to  the  cahn 
and  diipasHonate  consideration  of  a  tree  and  enlightened 
people,  who  alone  can  control  the  movements  of  this 
Government;  and  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctiy  understood 
that  I  expect  not,  hope  not,  and  mean  not,  to  make  an 
impression  within  these  walls. 

The  theory  of  nullification,  ao  freely  denounced,  and 
so  mueh  deprecated  by  honorable  Senators  who  have  pre- 
ceded me  in  this  debate,  it  is  not  my  purpose  at  present 
to  examine.  When  consolidation  and  the  total  prostra- 
tion of  the  last  vestige  of  State  sovereignty  is  nude  the 
desideratum  on  which  alone  the  Union  can  be  perpetuat- 
ed,-! mean  not  to  cavil  about  the  remedy  by  which  so 
great  an  evil  may  be  averted.  If,  sir,  I  am  leu  to  choose 
between  a  total  overtbrow  of  the  happy  system  erected 
by  the  wisdom  of  the  patriots  who  framed  the  constitution, 
and  some  efficient  remedy  to  maintain  it,  T  will  not  beri- 
tate  in  the  course  which  duty  and  patriotism  so  plwnly  in- 
dicate. 

Sir,  in  the  downward  course  of  events  connected  with 
the  political  history  of  this  country,  when  power,  by  a 
long  series  of  imperceptible  advances  on  the  fundamental 
law  of  the  republic,  has  reached  a  climax  which  almost 
overshadows  the  temple  of  liberty,  and  threatens  to  ex- 
tinguish the  patriot's  last  hope  in  this  highly  &vored  lan^ 
the  occasion  demands  of  me  one  effort,  however  feeble 
and  ineffeetual,  to  arrest  the  strong  arm  which  teems  to 
aim  a  fatal  stab  at  the  vital  princt|tles  of  outconfetleracy, 
and  the  free  «nstit.yio^^^|f-^^,^g,|ep(^ 
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We  hare  been  taught,  by  experience,  the  uaeful  IcMon, 


that       lore  of  power  m  inseparable  frnn  the  nature  at  the  lawi,  aided  by  the  itronr  arm  of  the  Eneuthe,  it 


mani  and  we  know  that  Goremmenti  eompoaed  of  men 
partake  lanfelyof  it*  influence)  and  whensoever  the  vi- 
gilance of  the  people  shall  slumber  under  the  sedative 
poison  of  unlimited  and  misplaced  confidence,  their  des- 
tinies will  very  soon  find  a  resting-place  among  the  tombs 
of  the  republics  of  antiquity,  whose  down&ll  may  be  as- 
cribed to  the  triumph  of  ambitious  demagogues  over  « 
people  claiming  to  be  free,  but  who  placedtheir  reliance 
on  the  fruity  of  human  virtue.  Hie  history  of  the  civil- 
ized world,  from  the  eariiest  ages  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, affbrda  to  this  generation  abundant  prooh  that  li- 
berty can  only  be  preserved  by  a  people  jealous  of  their 
rights{  who  stand  on  the  watch-towers,  and  challenge  ev- 
ery invanon  of  them  with  eyes  that  never  wink,  and 
hearts  that  never  fiilter.  In  the  tempest  of  popt^ar  c«n- 
motions,  by  which  the  vessel  ctf-state  u  sometimes  toesed 
from  its  peaceful  channel  till  the  s^  is  clear  and  die  ele- 
ments become  tranquil,  we  find  salutary  warning  to  the 
mariner  at  the  helm,  to  guard  i^nst  the  rocks  and  shoals 
by  which  he  may  be  surrounded.  Such  is  the  price 
which  a  free  people  pay  for  the  preservation  of  human 
liberal  *nd  although  the  even  current  of  Governments 
may  be  interrupted  oy  these  occasional  convulsions,  they 
serve  to  protect  the  unalienable  rig^ita  of  freemen  against 
the  atla  of  power  and  ambition,  seeking  their  overtiinw 
by  force  or  fraud,  to  build  on  their  nuns  the  strong  edi- 
fice of  regal  prerogative.  Under  the  calm  of  und&urb- 
ed  confidence,  when  the  pubUe  mind  cannot  be  aroused 
to  a  sense  of  Impending  dangers,  but,  reposing  in  fiilse 
security,  denounce  the  fiuthful  sentinel  who  warns  his 
countrymen  of  the  snares  which  are  spread  for  their  de- 
struction, some  popidar  leader  may  well  mount  the  ram- 
parts, and,  assuming  the  seductive  guise  of  disinterested 
patriotism,  grasp  the  imperial  diadem.  When  a  whole 
people,  influenced  by  such  specious  professions,  too  rea 
dily  comnut  their  dearest  privileges  to  the  umpirage  of 
one  man,  whose  claims  to  their  gratitude  for  past  services 
are  felt  and  acknowledged,  they  cannot  fail  to  be  led  into 
errors  and  excesses  from  which  there  is  no  escape  but 
through  the  tumult  and  desolation  of  a  bloody  revolution. 

No  people  can  long  remain  free  who  quietly  auhmit  to 
oppression,  and  hug  the  chains  of  despotism  which  bind 
them  to  tiie  car  of  a  popular  dictator.  Sir,  I  spurn  the 
davish  apathy  which  is  calculate  to  disrobe  a  freeman  of 
his  birthright,  and  compel  him  to  bow  at  the  footstool  of 
power  and  ambition)  and  I  indignantly  repel  the  proposi- 
tion now  made  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  Chief  Mar 
pstrake,  to  be  used  at  his  cUscretion,  the  whole  ntilitary 
and  naval  forces  of  the  country,  the  avowed  object  of 
which  is  to  subdue  the  proud  spirit  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  American  people.  But,  nr,  I  feel  that  resistance  to 
the  will  of  the  combined  majority  who  act  in  concert  on 
this  pccasion,  must  be  unavailing;  yet  1  will  not  deipairof 
the  republic  while  the  voice  of  an  enlightened  people  may 
interpose  to  preserve  it. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  bad  often  been  amused  by  an  honorable 
Senator  from  Mune,  [Mr.  Houus,]  with  his  descriptive 
lists  of  what  are  called  Jackson  men  in  this  and  the  other 
House  of  Congress.  He  thought  the  honorable  Senator 
had  classed  them  under  the  various  and  oonflictii^  heads 
of  Uriff"  and  anti-tariff,  bank  and  anti-bank,  internal  im- 
provements and  anti-internal  improvements.  State  rights 
and  anti-State  rigbtS{  to  which,  by  the  permisnon  of  the 
honorable  gendeman,  he  would  add  another  class  of  new 
recruits,  who  may  be  dengnated  as  **  proclamation  Jack- 
son men,"  who,  though  last,  are  not  least  in  the  catalogue 
compottng  Uiis  formidable  corps.  They,  like  all  new  Con- 
verts, evince  a  disposition  to  overreach  in  zeal  all  their 
competitors  for  Executive  favor,  and,  like  Pharaoh's  "lean 
kine,"  threaten  to  eat  out  the  substance  of  their  fat  pre- 
decessors!   If  a  combination  of  such  Ulents,  influence, 


and  numbers  shall  be  unable  to  maintain  the  majesty  of 


would  at  least  be  an  omen  Oat  our  l^idation  had  not 
been  fbunded  on  the  prindples  eqw  uid  impftrtBl 
justice.  Of  tUs  he  wouM  speak  more  pertieuUriy  bete- 

after. 

I  will  (said  Mr.  P.)  proceed  to  examine  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  bill  in  connenon  with  the  existing  laws  au- 
thorizing the  Preudent  to  call  forth  the  militia  to  execute 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  in  order  to  place  tiie  measure  in  % 
clear  I^ld,  when  I  dull  contrast  it  irith  the  prinmples  of 
the  .constitution-  Thedue  execution  of  die  bwsof  flie 
Union,  oude  in  pursuance-of  the  constitution,  is  an  object 
from  which  no  genUeman,  whatever  might  be  hispoliticsl 
opinions,  would  dissent.  Such  lavs  would  find  thar  best 
support  in  the  virtue  and  piOriotism  of  the  people,  and 
would,  therefore,  never  require  extraordinary  means  to 
enforce  them.  It  haa  been  said  by  the  advontes  of  this 
bill  that  it  is  boUi  peaccfiil  and  harmless,  and  oonfets  lea 
power  on  the  Executive,  in  relation  to  the  empkyment  of 
phyncal  fbrce  in  cases  of  emergency/  than  the  en^ng 
law  on  that  subject.  It  has  been  eul(^zed  aa  an  expedi- 
ent to  preserve  peace  and  avert  the-  calamities  of  civil 
war,  wlule  I  deprecate  it  as  eminentiy  calculated  to  pro- 
duce precisely  the  opposite  consequences.  Is  it  men 
true  that  this  bill  confers  no  higtao-  powers  cm  the  Pre«- 
dcnt  than  the  set  authoriring  the  anplorment  of  the  mili* 
tin  oftheaererat  States  to  **  execute  tiiekwa  oftheUnioa, 
suppress  insurrections,  and  repel  invasions?"  I.et  this  be 
tested  by  a  ref<vcnce  to  that  part  of  the  act  wluch  k 
now  on  our  statute  bo*^,  and  wtuehl  b«  leave  to  read  to 
the  Senate.  [Here  Mr.  P.  directed  theSecrefarjr  to  read 
the  act  of  1795.] 

•<  Sec.  1.  Beit  enadedt  Ue.  That  whenever  tite  United 
Statea  ^11  be  invaded,  or  be  in  imminent  dan^r  of  in- 
vasion from  any  foreign  nation  or  Indian  trib^  tt  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  call  fbrdk 
such  number  of  the  militia  of  the  State  or  States  mort 
convenient  to  the  place  of  danger  or  scene  of  action,  as 
he  may  judge  necessary  to  repel  such  invanon,  and  to  ia- 
sue  his  orders  for  that  purpose  to  such  officer  or  office 
of  the  militia  as  be  ahall  tiiink  prefer.  And  in  case  <^ 
an  insurrection  in  any  State  against  the  Gavemnent 
thereof,  it  shall  be  lawfiil  Ibr  the  Preudent  of  the  Uiuted 
States,  on  application  of  the  Legislature  of  such  Stat^  or 
of  the  Executive,  (when  the  LegiaUture  cannot  be  con- 
vened,) to  call  forth  such  number  of  the  mifitia  of  ai^ 
other  State  or  States,  as  nuy  be  applied  for,  as  be  may 
judge  sufflcient  to  suppress  such  insurrection. 

*'  Sec.  3.  Jnd  be  it  fvrthtr  enacted.  That  irtwaera-  the 
laws  of  the  United  Sbites  shall  be  opposed,  or  the  execu- 
tion thereof  obstructed,  in  any  State,  bjr  comlun^ons  too 
powerfbl  to  be  supprened  by  the  ordinary  course  of  ju- 
dicial proceecUn^  or  by  the  powers  vested  in  the  mar- 
shals by  this  act,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  call  forth  the  militia  of  such  State,  or  6t 
any  other  State  or  States,  aa  may  be  necesssry  to  sup- 
press such  combinations,  and  to  cause  the  laws  to  he  duly 
executed*  and  tiie  use  of  mifitia  m  to  be  called  forth  may 
be  continued,  if  neceasaiy,  until  the  expiration  of  thir^ 
days  after  the  commencement  of  the  then  next  aeaaoo  ^ 
Congress." 

Mr.  Prerident,  Task  what  are  the  eases  to  which  the 
President  of  the  United  Statea  is  limited  under  the  act 
whichhasjust  been  read?  He  cannot  call  out  the  militia,  or 
even  issue  a  proclamation,  until  he  is  called  on  by  the  L.^;i^ 
lature  of  a  State,  if  in  sesnon,  and,  ifnot,  by  the  Govenior* 
for  aid  and  aswstance  to  soppress  an  Insnrreetion  w^adk  m 
too  powerfiil  to  be  orereome  by  the  phyaeid  power  of 
the  State.  He  cannot  interpose  the  power  granted  to 
him  to  aid  the  civil  authority  m  the  execution  of  the  laws, 
until  he  shall  have  reeeived  the  certificate  of  a  diatiicc 
judge  that  such  bitetporition  is  absohttdr  iwcesiy,  In 
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conaequence  of  combinations,  or  usembUges  of  peTsoni, 
with  the  avowed  intent  of  reaisting  ^e  procen  of  the 
court  or  the  laws  of  the  Union.  Such  are  the  limitations 
on  the  powen  of  the  preudeat,  under  tiie  act  of  1795, 
which  had  been  read  at  the  table  of  the  Secretary.  They 
are  salutary  checks  on  the  exercise  of  this  power,  deni- 
ed to  operate  in  the  furtherance  of  justice  and  the  preser- 
vation of  order,  in  co-operation  with  the  judicial  tribunals 
or  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  States.  Compare 
these,  I  beseech  yon,  nr,  with  the  first  section  of  the  bill, 
which  we  are  told  eartaib  the  power  of  the  PreikleDt  in 
dui  lemeet.  It  wiU  be  seen,  at  once,  that  for  all  the 
^aaidi  in  the  existing  law  the  arbitrary  will  of  the  Pre- 
wdent  ia  tubstituted.  His  judgment  and  discretion  ue 
made  supreme,  and  cannot  be  controlled  by  any  other  au- 
thority whatever.  No  call  from  the  State  Legislatures  or 
Executives,  no  certificate  from  a  district  judge,  is  re- 
quired to  enable  him  to  call  forth  the  militiat  but  be  is 
nude  the  sole  judge  of  the  necesnty,  and  has  the  unlimit- 
ed power  to  determine  «^t  ^all  constitute  an  unlawfiil 
assemblage  of  persons,  to  justify  the  employment  of  mi- 
litary force;  which  he  is  authorized  to  organiae  and  put 
in  motion  by  virtue  of  the  high  powers  with  which  he  is 
invested,  against  the  consent,  and  without  the  co-opera- 
tion, of  any  department  of  the  State  Governments.  Sir, 
his  powers  are  as  wide  as  human  language  can  miOce  them, 
differing  esaentiiUy  from  those  cc^md  by  any  fbrmer 
l^islativn  on  this  subject. 

If  this  bill  is  not  intended  to  clothe  the  Prendent  with 
the  new  and  extraordinary  power  of  marching  an  army 
into  South  Carolina,  whenever  in  his  judgment  it  shall  be 
necessary,  is  is  worse  than  useless.  By  the  act  of 1795  he 
could  not  enter  the  State  with  an  armed  force,  but  on  the 
application  of  the  Legisfatture  or  the  Executive;  and  tiie 
militta  of  the  State  could  not  be  called  out  for  Miy  pur- 
pose without  the  apprdittion  of  the  Goretitor,  or  by  the 
autiiority  of  the  Legislature .  R  is  therefore  manifest  that 
this  peace  measure  is  nothing  more  not  less  than  a  power 
conferred  on  the  President  to  eiake  mr  on  the  legishtion 
of  a  sovereign  State  of  the  confederacy.  For  all  the  pur- 
poses enumerated  in  the  constitution,  it  must  be  obvious 
to  every  gentleman  that  this  bill  was  wholly  unnecessary. 
The  powers  of  the  President  an  enlarged  bey(md  alt  for- 
iner  example;  they  cover  ^  whole  ground  of  undefined 
discretion,  to  enable  him  to  place  the  phyncal  fi>rce  of  the 
country  in  hostile  array  agwust  the  State  of  South  Caroli- 
na. But  thisis  not  the  only  novel  feature  in-tiiis  war  bill. 
The  President  ia  authorized,  at  bis  discretion,  to  confide 
the  execution  of  high  constitutional  powers^  which  can 
only  be  intrusted  to  that  officer,  to  any  person  whatever 
vhom  he  may  depute  or  a^pcunt  for  that  purpose.  Thus, 
be  may  de«{^iate  some  p^y  custMo-house  cn&cer,  at  any 
of  the  pwts  of  die  United  States^  to  decide  the  delicate 
question,  when  the  contii^ncy  ^It  have  happened  re- 
quiting the  exercise  of  the  power  to  call  forth  the  militia! 
This  custom-house  officer  majr  be  authorized  to  order  the 
militia  into  actual  service;  to  issue  his  mandate — towbom? 
To  the  Governor  of  the  State?  Who  is  to  command  the 
militia  so  called  out?  How  is  it  .to  operate?  Not  under 
the  ord^  of  the  Present  of  the  United  States,  but  un- 
der those  of  any  person  whom  he  may  appmnt  for  that 
purpose.  Will  taty  gentleman  seriously  contend  that  the 
constitution  warrants  this  transfer  of  the  highest  execu- 
tive power  under  this  Government?  Sir,  the  proposition 
is  monstrous,  and  cannot  be  endured  by  any  portion-  of 
the  American  people.  But  the  intention  of  this  bill  is  not 
what  it  purports  to  be.  It  is  one  of  thow  deceitful  acta 
of  legialatioB,  which  seems  to  be  confined  and  particular- 
ly adapted  to  the  laws  for  the  protection  of  domestic  man- 
ubctures,  commencing  with  the  act  of  1834,  and  running 
through  an  the  laws  subsequently  enacted  to  carry  out  the 
system  of  protection.  It  speaks  in  general  terms  of  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  die  Umted  States— <tf  all  flie  twenty- 


four  States  of  the  confederacy;  but  how  has  it  been  ar- 
gued? We  have  heard  nothing  in  this  whole  debate 
but  South  Carolina — Soutii  Carolina — nullification— auiui> 
fication.  This  has  constituted  the  theme  on  whidi  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  bill  have  dwelt;  and  yet  on  the  fiwe  of  the 
bill  it  is  equally  fapplicable  to  every  State  in  the  Union! 
Thb  vride  scope  given  to  the  Prendent  over  the  militia  of 
the  States  of  the  Union,  without  limitation  or  restraint, 
was  evidently  necessary  to  effect  the  object  of  marching 
amilitia  forcefrom  one  Stateintoanotberin  timeofpeace, 
when  none  of  the  craitingencies  had  arisen  specified  in 
the  constitution  anddielawa,  as  they  now  exist  hi  the  stat- 
ute  book.  The  judgment  of  the  Prerideot  is  made  the 
rule,  and  he  may,  at  nts  own  good  will  and  pleasure,  deter- 
mine the  character  of  assemblages  of  persons,  declare 
them  unlawfiil,  however  peaceable  and  constitutional;  fix 
in  his  own  mind  what  acts  amount  to  unlawful  obstructions 
or  combinations  to  prevent  the  execution  of  the  revenue 
laws,  and  forthwith  put  in  requiution  the  army,  and  navy, 
and  rotlitia  of  the  United  States;  remove  tius  custom-bouse 
to  such  place  w  he  may  designatet  demand  that  the  duties 
be  paid  in  cash;  and  enforce  his  mandates  at  the  point  of 
the  bayonet.  And  yet  tbis  high-handed  measure,  under 
which  the  President  may  commence  and  carry  on  military 
operations  within  the  State  of  South  Cartdina  at  any  mo- 
ment when  he  may  deem  it  proper  to  do  so,  unthout  the 
happening  of  any  evmt  made  necessary  by  law  to  justify 
such  a  proceeding,  is  defended  on  this  floor  ss  peaeeabl^ 
and  inaccmdance  with  the  powen  conforred  <m  him  by 
the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States  now  in 
force. 

Sir,  what  are  the  hcis*  Has  any  thing  occurred  in 
South  Carolina  dangerous  to  the  public  peace?  Has  any 
offence  been  committed  by  her  citiaens?  Has  the  Le^s- 
lature  or  Governor  called  on  the  President  for  aid  and  as- 
nstance  to  nut  down  insurrection  or  rebellion?  Has  tbm 
district  juc^  certified  that  the  laws  cannot  be  executed 
in  the  ordinary  way  ?  No,  nr,  it  ia  not  pretended  that  any 
act  of  violence  has  been  committed,  caUing  for  the  exer* 
cise  of  extraordinary  mea^ia  to  resist  or  subdue  it.  What, 
then,  is  the  bans  of  this  hostile  movement  on  the  State  of 
South  Carolina?  Moat  certainly  to  compel  her  to  retrace 
her  steps;  to  annul  a  fimdamental  law  of  the  State;  and, 
by  military  force,  to  overawe  her  Legi^tutc,  and  demand 
the  repeal  of  certain  offenave  laws  which  the  Prendent 
has  thought  proper  to  condemn  and  denounce  as  treason 
agunst  the  United  States.  State  legislation,  primary  and 
Beoondary,  must  be  put  down  by  violent  means,  and  the 
President  clothed  with  the  powers  of  a  dictator,  to  enable 
him  to  fulfil  bis  kind  pronuses  to  his  "children!"  Is  this 
the  free  CWvemment  nanded  down  to  us  by  our  fathers, 
who  so  gallantly  aebiered  the  independence  of  these 
States?  No,  Mr;  if  the  doctrine  of  the  present  day  pre- 
vail, and  this  bill  be  passed  and  put  into  practical  open- 
tion,  we  live  under  a  Government  of  unmixed  despotism. 
We  are  told  of  an  armed  force  in  South  Carolina.  Tliere 
is  no  such  thing.  She  has,  it  is  true,  passed  laws  to  re- 
organize her  militia,  which  she  had  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
in  common  with  every  other  State  in  the  Union,  without 
givingjust  cause  of  tmence  or  apprehension  to  her  nster 
States.  Sir,  has  it  come  to  this,  tnata  sovereign  State  of 
this  ranfiideracy  cannot  enact  laws  to  tnganixe  and  disci- 
pline her  militia,  without  being  liable  to  the  odious  impu- 
Utions  of  treason  and  rebellion?  Can  such  laws  be  made 
the  foundation  of  powers  so  enormous  as  those  with  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  invest  the  Chief  Ma|rislrate,  in  the 
execution  of  Which  powers  he  is  only  limited  by  his  own 
arbitrary  discretion;  and  under  which  he  may  enter  the 
Slate,  at  the  head  of  his  army,  and  demand  the  repeal  of 
them  as  a  mne  qua  mm  to  the  withdrawal  of  his  forcea? 
These  are  the  facts  and  the  principles  on  which  alone  this 
bill  of  pains  and  penalties  can  be  defended,  unless  bonora- 
bte  gentlemen  draw  on  tbeb  imaniiations  fortlieir  premi* 
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■M,  and  OD  their  ii^enui^  Ibr  their  conduriona.  There 
ia  no  miUtary  force  enlisted  and  paid  by  the  State  of  South 
Carolina!  she,  like  every  other  State,  must  rely  on  her  mi- 
litiafor  her  defence  against  every  assault,  external  or  inter- 
nal. Have  not  the  States  of  Massachusetts  and  Connecti- 
cut a  well-organiaed  militia.^  Do  they  not  rely  on  them 
for  protection,  and  the  preservation  of  their  rights  against 
&  foreign  foe,  or  domestic  intrusion?  If  my  information 
be  correct,  these  States  CM,  at  the  tap  of  the  drum,  call 
into  the  6eld,  at  a  momenfa  wamini',  the  best  organized 
and  most  efficient  nulitia  in  the  vorid.  Would  they  hesi- 
tate to  employ  this  force  on  any  emei^ncy  vhich  might 
threaten  their  safety  ?  No  one  can  doubt  that  they  voald 
not.  And  yet,  sir,  this  constitutes  the  military  array  in 
South  Carolina,  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much,  calling 
for  the  concentration  of  the  army  and  navy  in  the  port 
and  harbor  of  CharieitontOBuppresBit.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  State  to  excite  the  fears  or  apprehenMona  of  the 
General  Government.  She  has  legislated,  and  that  ia  all. 
It  IS}  therefore,  most  evident  that  if  we  operate  on  her  by 
means  of  a  military  power,  it  must  be  for  the  purpose  of 
enforcing  the  proclamation  of  the  President,  which  de- 
mands the  abrt^tion  of  the  ordinance  and  laws  enacted 
by  the  sovereign  authority  of  the  people,  and  for  which 
she  can  only  be  reiponubie  in  her  character  as  one  of  the 
parties  to  the  compact  of  Union. 

Can  this  Ooremment,  of  limited  and  defined  powers, 
interfere  with,  or  control,  by  the  exertion  of  its  military 
power,  the  internal  action  of  a  State  in  its  highest  sove- 
reign capacity  ?  This  is  a  grave  question,  and  I  shall  pre- 
sently give  it  a  full  and  fiur  examination.  Sir,  by  what  au 
tbority  did  the  President  of  the  United  States  put  forth 
his  proclamation,  promulgating  only  political  dogmas  un- 
der the  broad  seal,  with  denunciations  anunst  all  who 
should  be  guilty  of  the  crime  of  non-conformity  to  his 
new  views  of  the  eonstitution?  Can  any  gentleman  point 
to  the  law  on  which  tbb  extraordinary  state  paper  is  found- 
ed? I  presume  not)  for,  if  there  b«  such  a  one,  it  hsi 
escaped  my  observation .  It  has  a  strong  resemblance  to  a 
Pope's  bull,'  from  which  none  of  the  church  may  dare 
to  dissent,  without  inourring  the  vengeance  of  the  Al- 
mighty. 

The  President  reads  to  the  people  of  South  Carolina  a 
pditical  lecture,  in' the  nature  of  a  4th  of  July  oration, 
and  a  very  bad  one  too,  in  which  he  demands  their  concur- 
rence, and  adnwnisbes  them,  by  virtue  of  his  high  pre- 
rogative, as  a  father  giving  advice  to  his  children,  to  com- 
pel the  convention  to  re-assemble  and  repeal  their  ordi- 
nance; and,  in  like  manner,  to  require  tlieir  Legislature 
to  repeal  the  laws  which  they  have  enacted  to  carry  (bis 
ordnance  into  oflfect.  A  nm-eompliance  with  this  de- 
mand  ts  threatened  with  the  most  signal  punishment.  Sir, 
if  the  President  has  power  to  impose  bis  constructions  of 
the  constitution  on  the  world)  to  give  them  the  force  and 
effect  of  )aw{  to  record  them  in  the  Department  of  State, 
under  his  sign-manual,  for  the  instruction  of  his  succes- 
aorsi  he  mi^t,  with  equal  propriety,  appoint  political 
preachers,  propagandists,  whose  duty  it  ahould  be  to  in- 
culcate hia  orthodox  principles  of  government  throughout 
the  Union,  and  nay  them  out  of  the  public  treasury.  But 
thisextni'^fllcial  document  owes  its  origin,  in  re^renceto 
the  political  hereries  ivhtch  it  contains,  to  the  speech  of 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Hatsaohusett^  [Mr.  Web- 
STXR,]  delivered  in  this  body  in  1880,  on  what  was  famil- 
iarly called  "  Foot's  resolutions."  These  principles  had 
never  before  been  avowed  by  any  political  party  in  this 
country.  I'hey  leave  the  old  federal  school  ftr  in  the 
rear  in  their  ultra-consolidation  tendencies,  and  were  for 
the  first  time  introduced  to  the  notice  of  tlie  American 
people  in  the  speech  of  the  honorable  Senator  to  which  1 
have  referred.  Sir,  although  I  accord  to  the  Senator 
much  credit  for  his  labored  effort  to  overturn  the  well-set- 
tled principles  of  the  constitution,  and  to  cbutgc  tUs  nn* 


pie  confederation  of  States  into  a  popular  Government  of 
unlimited  powers,  I  am  very  sure  that  tiie  honorable  Sen- 
ator never  dreamed  that  those  doctrines  were  so  soon  to 
be  canonized,  and  find  a  place  among  the  records  of  the 
Department  'bf  State,  un<ier  the  sanction  of  the  broad  seal, 
and  the  signature  of  the  Chief  Magistrate.  But,  air,  we 
now  See  that  such  was  the  fortunate  destiny  which  await- 
ed the  speech  of  the  honorable  Senator.  He  finds  himself 
suddenly  translated  into  the  company  of  his  former  pfditi- 
cal  antagonists,  and,  like  Asmodeus  when  he  fiNind  him- 
self in  a  church,  may  well  look  around  him  with  aatonbb- 
ment,  and  wonder  how  he  came  there. 

Sir,  this  «ngular  proclamation  is  mandatory  in  its  char- 
acter, it  speaks  this  langui^  to  the  people  of  South  Car- 
olina; "If  you  agree  with  me  in  opinion,  all's  well;  if 
not,  you  shall  be  punished  by  the  strong  arm  of  power, 
and  more  particularly'  your  leaders,  on  whom  I  charge  aU 
your  errors."  Let  me  suppose  an  interview  to  take  place 
between  the  PrcMdent  of  tne  Uiutedi  Slates  and  nme  ob- 
stinate State  rights  citizen  of  South  Carolina.  The  fbrmer 
reads  this  proclamation,  and  then  he  asks  the  latter,  **I>o 
you  concur  with  me  in  opinion?"  The  citizen  replies, 
"  Sir,  I  do  not."  Upon  which  he  receives  a  gentle  slap 
on  the  face,  and  the  question  is  repeated.  Again,  tlie  an- 
swer i^  **Sir,  I  do  not  assent  to  your  doctrines."  Be 
receives  a  blow  which  fells  him  to  the  ground.  **  Do  you 
now  presume  to  deny  the  accuracy  of  my  opinions'*' 
"  Sir."  Uie  astonished  citizen  replies,  « I  clum  the  privi- 
lege of  a  freeman,  and  utterly  reject  your  doctrine  as 
fafse and  unfounded."  Whatnextf  "Off witbhisheadt 
so  much  for  BucUngham." 

**To  be  hung  for  treason  Is  a  eonmon  evil. 
To  die  for  falie  opinions  it  the  deril," 

Will  the  high^inded  freemen  of  South  Carolina  bow 
to  this  imperial  dictation,  menaced  as  they  are  by  the  pre- 
sence of  a  military  force  to  humble  them  iiAo  obediencef 
I  am  much  mistaken  if  the^  do. 

Havine  taken  this  concise  view  of  the  military  feature* 
of  the  bill,  I  proceed  to  tbe  analyus  which  has  been  given 
of  the  origin  of  tbe  Government  founded  on  the  pomical 
history  of  the  countT7  from  the  commencement  of  ^ 
revolution  up  to  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  federal 
constitution.  This  review  is  rendered  necessary  by  tbe 
course  of  reasoning  drawn  from  a  misrepreaentation  of 
facts,  which  has  been  resorted  toby  the  advocates  of  the 
theory  of  consolidation,  to  establish  the  position  that  tbe 
people  of  the  United  States,  since  the  Declaration  of  In- 
dependence, have  been  governed  as  one  consolidated  mast, 
and  that  they  now  constitute  a  ungle  nation,  mthin  which 
tlie  States  are  mere  corporate  bodieB,  posseinng  only  wor 
nicipal  powers,  without  the  high  attributes  of  sowmgn^. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  fatigue  the  Senate  bya  parlieiiJar 
reference  to  official  documents  which  ndght  be  appfiea> 
ble  to  this  part  of  the  subject,  but  shall  pass  rapidly  over 
the  early  events  of  the  revolution,  to  demonstiate  that 
this  new  theory  cannot  be  supported  by  a  recurrence  to 
the  true  character  of  the  Union,  formed  between  tbe  se- 
veral States  at  that  eventful  period.  •  The  proclamatioB 
of  the  President,  concocted  and  matured,  doubtless,  by  his 
constitutional  advisers,  assumet  for  the  Federal  GoTem* 
ment  supreme  powerst  and  to  sustun  thispoMulatum,  car* 
ries  us  back  to  our  colonial  dependence  on  the  parent 
country.  This  state  paper  ia  not  more  renurkable  for  its 
political  sophistry  than  for  the  wretched  caricature  which 
It  presents  of  historical  facts  connected  with  the  revolu- 
tion. It  affirm%  1.  That  under  the  crown  of  Great  Brit- 
ain, prior  to  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  *' we  were 
known  in  our  i^gregate  character  as  the  United  Cotoniea 
of  America."  3.  That  by  the  Dedamtion  of  Inde- 
pendence "  we  declared  ourselves  one  nation  by  a  j«nt, 
not  by  several  acts."  3.  That  the  confederation  was  **a 
xdemn  league  of  several  Statei^  by  which  they  igrced 
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that  they  wouM  collectively  form  one  nation."  But  this 
it'Subsequently  qualified  by  the  admiauon  that  under  the 
confederation  '*we  could  scarcely  be  called  a  nation." 
4.  Thit  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  was  nude  in 
the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  the  people  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  whose  delegates  formed,  and  whose  conven- 
tions approved  it.  5.  That  the  President  and  Vice  Pre- 
sident, uid  members  of  both  Houses  ofCongresSi  repre- 
lent  the  whole  people  of  the  United  Buies,  to  whom  they 
are  responsible,  and  not  the  particular  States  or  districts 
in  which  they  are  chosen' 

Now,  sir,  (said  Mr.  P.)  I  munfoin  precisely  the  converse 
of  all  these  propositiuns,  in  their  whole  extent.  They 
conform,  almost  to  the  letter,  with  the  principles  advanced 
for  the  first  time  in  this  country  by  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  in  the  memorable  debate  to  which  I 
have  already  referred.  He,  it  is  true,  does  not  carry  his 
principles  of  consolidation  quite  so  &r  as  the  President 
does  in  his  proclamation;  but  they  are  so  nearly  allied, 
that  any  attempt  to  discriminate  between-  them  would  be 
•uperfluouB.  Kindred  of  the  same  family,  they  might  al- 
most be  considered  of  common  parentage.  Is  it  then 
true  that  we  were  known  as  the  United  Colonies  of  Ame- 
rica'under  the  Bntisb  crown?  No,  sir;  every  page  of  our 
history  contradicts  it.  The  earliest  dawn  of  me  rerolution 
made  its  appearance  !n  the  colony  of  Massachusetts. 
Other  colonies  had  exhibited  symptoms  of  discontent,  and 
resolutions  were  passed  in  their  assemblies  and  popular 
meetings,  indicating  their  dissatisfaction  of  the  arbitrary 
and  iniDressive  acts  of  tlie  British  Parliament.  But  the  dis- 
tinguisncd  honor  belongs  to  Massachusetts  to  have  taken 
the  lead  in  measures  or  resistance.  She  gave  the  first  im< 
petua  to  the  ball  of  the  revolution;  the  b^tles  of  Concord 
and  Bunker's  Hill  attest  the  fortitude,  patriotism,  and 
bravery  of  her  people,  in  which  they  tuecessfiilly  con- 
tended, almost  single-handed,  with  the  disciplined  troops 
of  the  mother  country.  Partial  leagues,  for  common  de- 
fence, were  very  soon  formed  with  «»e  neighboring  colo- 
nies, and  committees  of  correspondence  were  appointed, 
to  bring  those  more  distant  into  the  common  cause.  We 
are  told  by  Mr.  Jefferson,  that  the  messengers  of  Massa- 
chusetts and  Virginia  passed  each  other  on  tlieir  way,  bear 
ing  similar  propositions,  to  produce  a  concert  of  feeling 
and  of  affection  in  opposition  to  their  oppressors.  These 
bold  measures  had  very  soon  their  desired  effect,  and  a 
general  Congress  from  most,  if  not  all  the  colonies,  as- 
sembled at  Philadelphia,  to  consult  on  the  means  best  cal- 
culated to  meet  the  emetgency,  and  provide  for  the  safety 
of  the  whole.  This  body  of  patriotic  men  were  appointed, 
in  BtRne  instances,  by  the  Colonial  Legislatures,  and  in 
others  by  assemblages  of  the  people,  without  re^^  to 
form,  or  to  the  general  suffrages  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  colonies  whicn  tiiey  professed  to  represent.  They 
were  united  only  by  a  sense  of  common  danger  t'  but, 
in'  all  other  respects  were  separate  and  distinct,  wholly 
independent  of  each  other;  in  which  character  the^ 
acted  on  their  own  convictions  and  responnbility.  Thu 
was  our  condition  prior  to  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence. For  some  purposes  the  colonies  acted  together,  but 
without  any  other  obligation  to  continue  so  to  act,  distinct 
from  the  interest  which  each  had  in  throwing  off  their  al- 
legiance to  the  British  monarch.  It  remains  to  be  seen 
how  far  the  Declaration  of  Independence  changed  the  re- 
lative condition  of  the  colonies  towards  each  other.  It  was 
"  a  declaration  by  the  Representatives  of  the  United  SUtes 
of  America  in  Conrre«s  assembled,"  each  acting  for  itself, 
with  full  power  to  £asent  from  the  measure,  without  in- 
curring the  displeasure  of  those  who  might  think  proper 
to  adopt  it.  It  was,  therefore,  a  joint  and  severel  act, 
and  the  parties  to  it  became  bound  by  their  own  voluntary 
consent.  It  declares,  in  express  terms,  "  that  these  U»i< 
ted  Colonies  are,  and  of  right  ought  to  be,  free,  soverdgn, 
and  independent  States."   To  make  the  igitrument  cor. 
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respond  to  the  chancter  given  to  it  by  the  proclamationi 
the  appropriate  language  would  have  been,  "that  these 
UnitM  Cuoniet  are,  ana  of  right  ought  to  be,  a  fVee  and 
independent  nation."  But  it  was  not  so  in  fact,  norwasit 
so  considered  by  the  patriots  who  signed  it.  Can  this  be 
doubted  by  any  one  who  will  take  Uie  trouble  to  look  at 
the  manner  in  which  the  war  of  the  revolution  was  con- 
ducted >  As  one  nation,  all  who  fought  under  our  flag  would 
have  been  respon»b.le  to  the  common  head*  and  entitled 
to  demand  compensation  for  thar  servieea  out  of  the  gen- 
eral fiind.  And  was  it  so>  Certainly  not.  Each  State 
had  its  separate  army,  organized,  equipped,  and  paid  out  of 
the  separate  fund  of  ea^;  and  what  was  then  called  the 
continental  army,  and  that  only,  was  pud  out  of  the  gen- 
eral fund.  Many  of  the  States,  having  waste  and  unap- 
propriated lands,  made  large  grants  of  their  domain  to  the 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  militia  who  were  called  into 
service  for  the  defence  of  the  State. 
This  single  bet,  if  it  stood  alone,  is  abundantly  sufficient 
to  show  that  the  States  retained  thar  separ^e  and  individu- 
al sovereignty,  while  each  contributed  its  just  proportion, 
both  in  men  and  money,  to  accomplish  the  glorious  result. 
From  the  declaration  itself,  which  announces  to  the  world 
that  "  tfaeae  United  Coloniei  are,  and  of  right  ought  to 
b^free,  soTereign,  and  independent  States,"  anafiDm 
the  manner  in  vbieh  the  war  was  prosecuted,  am  t  not 
warranted  in  the  conclusion  that  we  were  not  looked 
upon,  either  at  home  or  abroad,  as  one  nation^  Had  this 
been  the  construction  put  upon  the  Decfanatic^  of  Inde- 
pendence by  those  who  rigned  it,  we  should  hare  heard 
nothing  of  State  troops  as  a  <tistinct  body  of  men,  but  the 
whole  am^  mui^  of  necessity,  have  been  deemed  na- 
tional. 

It  has  been  rewrved  for  the  poUtical  jugglers  of  the 
new  school  to  diseover  the  hidden  seoietthatwe  actueved 
our  independenee  ai  (me  nation}  and  tiieteby  "to  bring  into 
contempt  and  derision  the  *  proud  sorerdgnty  M  the 

States.'* 

I  will  make  only  a  few  remarks  on  the  articles  of  con- 
federation. These  are  designated  as  a  "  league  of  several 
States,  by  which  they  collectively  agreed  that  they  would 
fi>rm  one  nation;"  but,  in  a  subsequent  paragraph  of  the 
same  paper,  it  is  said  that  under  their  operation  "  we  could 
scarcely  be  called  a  nation."  It  mar  be  asked,  with  great 
force  and  propriety,  if,  by  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence, we  became)one  nation,  whence  the  necessity  of  form- 
ing aunion  of  States,  by  adopting  the  articles  of  confedera- 
tion.' These  articles  were  not  binding  on  the  SUtes  until 
they  were  acceded  to  by  the  legislature  of  each  State, 
acting  in  tU  sovereign  capaeiQr.  They  were  not  finally 
accepted  by  the  concurrence  of  all  the  States,  until  the 
year  1781,  more  than  three  yean  after  they  had  been  sub- 
mitted for  ratification.  By  the  second  article  of  confede- 
ration, "  each  State  retains  its  sovereignty,  freedom,  and 
independence."  Could  they  retain  that  which  they  did 
not  possess  before?  I  deem  it  needless  to  multiply  reason- 
ing on  this  subject;  a  bare  recital  of  the  fiicts  will  satijdjr 
all  candid  men  that  this  novd  idea  of  our  fwnung  one  na- 
tion iaperfisctly  absurd  and  ridiculow.  We  declared  our- 
selves nee  and  independent  States.  As  miebt  the  article* 
of  confederation  were  entered  into,  which  expressly  de. 
clare  that  the  sovereignty,  freedom,  and  independence, 
possessed  by  each  State  prior  to  tbdr  adoption,  were  re- 
tained. 

It  may  well  be  sud  that  under  these  articles  of  confede- 
ration we  could  *  •  scarcely  be  called  a  nation)"  fiw,  m  het, 
we  were  not  sot  hut  we  were  united  then,  u  we  are  now, 
by  a  compact  binding  on  each  separate  community  to  the 
extent  of  the  delegated  powers. 

This  view  of  our  political  condition  is  strongly  enforced 
by  the  treaty  of  peace  made  with  Great  Britain  kt  the  con- 
clunon  of  the  war.  It  is  a  remarkable  fiict,  that  our  inde- 
pendmee  was  acknowledged,  not  u  one  nation,  but  as 
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dotinc^  independent  ■orertijfntie^  named  in  tbe  treaty  it 
aelf.  And  tuvii^  thut  treiSed  with  the  crovn  oS  Great 
Briton,  the  view  which  was  entertuned  at  the  time  of  our 
political  condition  can  no  longer  rentain  doubtful.  If  we 
had,  indeed,  declared  ourselres  one  nation,  we  should 
have  treated  in  that  character;  but  there  is  not  in  the  re- 
cord! of  the  country  one  solitary  fact  which  in  the  remot- 
est degree  warrants  the  assertion,  lliat  the  several  States 
who  were  parties  to  the  Declaration  oT  Independence, 
ever  did,  or  intended,  by  any  act  wbaterer,  to  disrobe 
themselves  of  their  sovereignty. 

^  _  At  colonies  of  Great  Britwn,  we  were  separate  and  dis- 
tinct, o«^g  a  common  allegiance  to  the  crown;  we  de- 
clared ourselves  independent  as  States,  we  confederated  as 
States  we  retained  this  distinctive  cturacter  throughout  the 
revolutionanr  struggle  I  as  audi,  our  independence  was  ac- 
knowtedped,  and  we  were  introduced  into  ^  hmAy  of  na- 
tiona  as  a  confederated  republic.  Thus  we  commenced 
ourpolitical  career;  and  the  only  remaining  subject  of  in- 
quiry is^  have  the  States,  by  a  voluntary  surrender  of  their 
sovereignty,  created  a  General  Government,  supreme  in 
its  strueture,  overwhelming  in  its  influence,  and  agiUnst 
the  action  of  which  no  State  can  interpose  its  authori^  but 
by  resorting  to  th«  natural  and  inherent  right  of  revolution ' 
'  It  is  my  purpose  now  to  examine  this  important  ques- 
tion, than  which  none  has  ever  arisen,  or  can  arise,  in  the 
■  practical  operation  of  the  Govemment,  more  deeply  inters 
esting  to  the  American  people.  On  this  point  hangs  the 
perpetuity  of  the  Union,  and  the  brightest  hopes  of  hu- 
man liberty  throughout  the  civilized  world.  Is  this  a  po- 
pular Government,  inelding  without  restraint  or  limitation 
tiie  deatlmea  of  the  count^?  If  so,  the  free  inatitutiona 
of  which  we  have  so  kH^  and  so  justly  boasted  have  been 
misunderstood  by  all  who  partidpated  in  their  estabtish- 
ment. 

I  had  supposed  that  if  there  was  any  thing  connected 
with  our  complicated  system  clearly  settled  by  general  ac- 
quieacence,  it  was  the  source  from  which  the  power  of  the 
Government  sprung,  and  the  real  parties  to  the  constitu- 
tional compact.  The  phrases  which  are  &miliar  to  all 
who  >peak  of  tbe  Government,  would  aecm  to  leave  no 
room  for  doubt  on  tb'ta  subject.  The  term  ■*  federal,** 
which  eveiyone  appliea  to  uie  constitution,  means  league 
or  coropacti  utiion  is  tbe  joining  together  of  separate 
bodies  or  communitiesi  ergo,  the  United  States  loi-m  a 
Federal  Government,  league,  or  compact.  The  effort  to 
overthrow  all  the  checks  and  balances,  which  have  been 
so  carefully  interposed  to  preserve  tbe  purity  of  the  sys- 
tem i^nst  usurpations  of  power,  and  to  render  the  Gov- 
ernment supreme,  by  tracing  its  origin  to  the  people  as 
a  consolidated  maii,  was  reserved  ibr  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  WBasna,]  who  has  been  so 
fortunate,  In  the  transmutations  of  political  parties,  within 
the  last  four  years,  as  to  gain  for  those  bold  innovations 
the  sanction  of  tbe  individual  who  now  "rides  on  the 
whirlwind  and  directs  the  storm."  It  is  assumed  in  the 
proclamation  that  the  constitution  was  "fbrmed  in  the 
name  and  by  the  authoriW  of  the  people  of  the  Uiuted 
Statea,  whose  delegates  framed,  and  whose  conventions 
approved  it." 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  entered  into  the 
defence  of  these  broad  principles,  and  has  given  to  the 
Senate  a  revision  of  his  former  speech,  delivered  in  1830. 
I  will  not  attempt  to  draw  the  line  of  distinction,  if  there 
be  any,  between  the  opinions  of  the  Senator  and  the  offi' 
cial  recognition  of  them  by  the  Prendent,  but  shall  con- 
aider  them  as  eoroprisng  one  un^vided  view  ofthe  ques- 
tions to  which  thiy  relate.  The  Senator  sayst  "I  hold 
tliistobea  popnlw  Goverhment,  erected  by  the  people; 
those  who.  administer  it  responsible  to  the  people;  and 
itself  capable  of  being  amended  and  modifiea,  just  aa  the ' 
people  may  choose  that  it  diould  be.  It  is  popular,  just 
aa  truly  emanating  from  the  people  as  the  State  Govern- 1 


ments."  Agun,  he  sayi:  *'  We  are  here  to  administer  a 

constitution  emanating  immediately  from  the  people.  It 
is  notthe  creature  of  the  State  Governments;  nay,  more, 
if  the  whole  truth  must  be  told,  the  people  brought  it 
into  existence,  estabfisbed  it,  and  have  supported  it,  tm 
the  very  purpose,  among  others,  of  iroposuw  salutaij  re- 
straints on  State  sovereignties.  Tbe  people,  then,  nr, 
erected  this  Ooremment.  No  State  law  la  to  be  valid 
which  comea  in  conflict  with  tbe  constitution  or  any  lav 
of  the  United  States."  I  have  deemed  it  proper  to  place 
these  extract!  from  the  speech  of  the  Senator  In  juxta- 
powtion  with  the  proclamation,  to  show  that  I  have  not 
mistaken  the  strong  resemblance  which  they  bear  to  each 
other.  Sir,  is  it  true  that  this  is  a  popular  Govemmenl^ 
erected  by  tbe  people,  and  subject  to  he  amended  and 
modifled  aa  the  people  may  chodaeit  shoidd  be?  I^t  the 
history  of  the  constitution  answer.  In  what  manner  shall 
we  fix  the  nature  and  character  of  the  Government^  Not 
by  the  extent  of  the  powers  conferred  on  it  in  the  instru- 
ment by  which  it  was  formed,  but  by  a  recurrence  to  tbe 
authority  which  established  and  put  it  in  motion.  If  it 
was  brought  into  existence  by  the  people,  no  one  can 
deny  that  it  would  be  strictly  a  popular  Government.  If 
it  owes  its  ori^n  to  a  league,  compact,  or  conceanona  of 
power  between  separate  pi^itical  conunonities,  vntbont 
regard  to  the  powers  delegated,  it  ia  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  Federal  Government;  and  although  the  consti- 
tution in  some  of  its  features  may  be  executed  by  the 
popular  will,  tbe  original  character  of  the  Government 
IS  not  thereby  changed.  I  will  suppose,  in  illustration  of 
theae  poritions,  that  we  still  remained  a  part  of  the  Britidi 
empire,  and  derived  our  form  of  govemment  from  the 
charter  of  the  crown;  if,  in  snch  a  charter,  all  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution  under  which  we  now  live  were 
incorporated,  and  we  were  in  the  full  enjcqrment  of  all 
tiie  freedom  which  it  secures  to  us,  it  must  be  adnutted 
that  it  would  nevertheless  be  a  colonial  Government,  de- 
riving its  character  from  the  grantee,  and  not  fmn  the 
enumeration  of  tbe  powers  granted. 

1  have  been  induced  to  make  these  remarks,  because  it 
hv  been  contended,  in  the  progttat  of  this  debate,  that 
we  must  look  into  Uie  constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  from  its  various  provisions  determine  whether  the 
Govemment  which  it  created  is  derived  from  the  Sti^ea 
or  the  people.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  affirms 
that  "the  Government  was  erected  by  the  people."  I 
maintain  that  it  was  the  work  of  the  States,  in  their  sove- 
reign capacity,  from  its  inception  to  tbe  period  when  it 
was  put  into  full  operation.  I  appeal  toaweUknown 
historical  fiict  in  support  of  my  pontion.' 

The  defects  of  the  confederation  have  been  ao  often 
refe>red  to,  and  sq  fully  disclosed,  that  I  deem  it  unnecea- 
saiT  to  trouble  the  Senate  by  going  into  a  further  exami- 
nation of  them.  Experience  had  shown  that  the  powers 
conferred  upon  Congress  were  not  sufficiently  compre- 
henrive to  embrace  allthe  general  objects  connected  with 
our  foreign  relations — the  regulation  of  commerce;  the 
payment  of  the  debt  of  the  revolution;  and  the  preterm 
vation  of  interna]  tranquillity.  Impressed  with  a  neeeswty 
of  extending  these  powers,  and  forming  a  more  perfect 
qrstemof  govemment,  the  old  Congress,  by  a  resolution 
bearing  date  the  31st  day  of  February,  1787,  recooi- 
mended  the  appointment  of  delegates  by  the  Legislatures 
of  the  several  States,  to  meet  in  Philadelphia,  for  tbe 
purpose  of  reviung  and  amending  the  artiuea  of  confer 
deration,  and  forming  a  constitution,  adequate  to  the  ex- 
igencies of  Government,  and  the  preservation  of  fh* 
Union.  The  people  were  not  cooiulted,  and  had  no 
agency  whatever  m  this  movement  The  Congress^  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  delegates  to  a  general 
convention,  did  not  directly  represent  the  people  of  the 
several  States.  But  the  legislatures  adopted  tne  recom< 
mendation,  and  electcfl  ddegates  to  Hie  convention. 
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which  usembled  in  PhUadelphit,  on  the  25th  Hay,  1787. 
This  body  wss  neither  chosen  by,  nor  responsible  to,  the 
people.  No  authority  was  vested  in  the  convention  to 
fonn  ft  constitution,  and  give  it  effect,  or  eren  to.  send  it 
to  the  people  for  their  consideration-and  adoption.  The 
pkn  of  a  constitution,  however,  was  formed,  daiminr  in 
its  preamble  to  have  been  authorized  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Such  was  not  the  &ct;  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings up  to  this  period  amounted  to  nothing  more 
than  an  effort  between  the  States,  as  political  sovereign- 
tiesw  to  amend  t^e  articles  of  confederation,  and  erect  a 
OoTemment  better  calculated  to  conduct  our  foreign  in- 
tercourse, and  execute  those  general  powers  which  were 
necessary  to  the  welfare  of  the  whole,  and  to  form  a  more 
perfect  union  of  the  States.  The  articles  of  the  consti- 
tution, thus  agreed  on,  were  bindingon  noone;  they  were 
,traDSiDitted  to  a  Congress  for  its  consideration,  on  whose 
'  recommendation  Uie  i^egislatures  of  the  States  made  pro- 
vision for  calling  the  convention,  to  whom  the  plan  was 
submitted  for  ratification.  During  all  these  incipient  pro- 
ceedings, we  hear  not  one  word  of  the  people.  The 
States  acted  in  their  federative  character,  in  thi  organiza- 
tion of  the  general  convention;  the  Congress,  who  gave 
the  first  impulse  to  the  measure,  represented  the  States, 
and  not  the  people.  Is  it  not,  then,  absurd,  to  alle^,  in 
the  face  of  these  undeniable  tnith^  that  the  constitution 
emanated  ^'immediately  from  the  people;"  that  this  Gov- 
ernment was  *■  erected  by  the  people,"  when  every  offi- 
cial document,  connected  with  the  transaction,  contains 
unequivocal  evidence  that  such  declarations  are  without 
the  uiadow  of  foundation  to  support  thera. 

Could  not  the  Legislatures  of  hz  of  the  States  have 
defeated  the  constitution,  by  refusing  or  neglecting  to  pass 
the  necessary  laws  authorizing  the  call  of  conventions  to 
ratify  it?  Most  certainly  they  could.  The  ratification  of 
nine  States  was  requisite  to  put  the  system  in  operation) 
without  the  concurrence  of  tnese  the  whole  scheme  must 
have  fuled,  althoueh  it  had  been  approved  by  three- 
fourths  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  The  action 
of  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  States  was  essential  to 
imiiart  life  and  vigor  to  the  constitution,  which,  without 
their  co-operation,  must  have  remained  a  dead  letter. 
The  people  were  not  allowed  an  opportunity  to  approve 
ordiaapprore  of  the  contraiplated  reform  in  the  Fedenl 
Govrmment]  they  might,  indeed,  hare  heard  that  sudh  a 
project  was  in  progress,  but  they  were  not  permitted  to 
speak  until  the  good  work  was  finished;  then,  and  not 
until  then,  they  were  required  to  repair  to  the  polls,  and 
choose  delegates  to  State  conventions,  to  which  the  plan 
was  submitted.  Both  the  Congress  of  1787  and  the  con- 
vention at  Philadelphia,  as  I  have  already  sliown,  were  re- 
moved fh>m  popular  re^iun^bitity.  The  Legislatures  of 
the  respective  States,  and  they  only,  represented  the 
people,  as  separate  communities,  but  their  constituents 
iiad  not  instructed  them  on  the  subject  of  this  new  form 
of  government.  Sir,  I  must  he  permitted  to  express  my 
surprise  that,  in  the  face  of  these  undeniable  facts,  the 
bold  declaration  should  have  been  [made,  in  grave  state 
papers  and  learned  speeches,  that  this  constitution  efna- 
nited  from  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States;  and 
asacorolIaTY,  that  the  Government  which  it  established  is 
popular,  and  not  federal.  The  honorable  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  admitted  that  the  articles  of  confede- 
ration constituted  a  league  or  compact  between  the 
States,  by  which  each  retained  itii  sovereign^  and  inde- 
pendencet  but  be  insists  that  the  constitution,  coming 
directly  from  the  people,  and  approved  by  them,amount8 
to  a  Twuntan'  surrender  of  this  sovereignty  to  a  Govern- 
ment pervaaing  the  whole,  with  supreme  and  paramount 
powers,  in  the  execution  of  which,  the  only  check  that 
can  be  interposed  against  the  exercise  of  usurped  powers 
is  to  b«  found  in  the  will  of  the  muority.  If  this  be  true, 
then  tha  limitatims  ipedfied  in  tlie  constitution,  for  the 


express  purpose  of  restraining  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  thereby  protecting  the  rights  of  the  minority, 
as  the  best  security  for  the  preservation  of  liberty  and 
the  purity  of  the  ijitem,  are  a  mere  mockery  on  the 
common  sense  of  mankind.  I  agree  with  the  honorable 
gentleman,  that  the  confederation  was  a  union  between 
the  States,  founded  on  league  or  compact;  and  it  would 
seem  to  follow,  as  a  necessair  consequence,  that  as  the 
constitution  y^u  deugned  to  lorm  a  more  perfect  union, 
the  original  league  c»r  compact  remains  unimpaired. 

The  great  object  intended  to  be  accon^kfiihcd  by  the 
new  oi^nization  and  extenrion  of  the  powen  of  the 
Government,  was  to  render  it  efficient  for  the  purposes 
of  a  generatadministration,  which  would  embrace  all  the 
great  interests  of  the  country,  internal  and  extenia],  leav- 
ing the  State^  as  parties  to  the  compact,  precisely  in  their 
former  condition,  as  separate  political  sovereignties,  re- 
serving to  themselves  the  fiiU  enjo3rment  <tf  all  the  pow- 
ers, rights,  and  privileges  which  they  bad  nOt  thereby 
expressly  delegated.  The  States  were  the  grantees  of 
power  under  both  systems.  If  it  he  true,  as  I  admit  it  to 
be,  that  the  people  of  each  State,  in  convention,  ratified 
the  constitution,  it  is  equally  true  that  the  same  people, 
represented  in  thdr  legislative  bodies,  adopted  the  arti- 
cles of  confederation.  There  is  no  substantial  difference 
in  either  case,  as  to  the  mode  in  wluch  the  popular  will 
was  ascertained.  Hence,  I  arrive  at  the  conclusion,  that 
if  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  can  with  propriety 
be  said  to  have  emanated  from  the  people,  the  articles  of 
confederation  have  just  as  lugh  a  claim  to  that  distinction. 
If  there  be  any  discrimination,  it  connsts  in  this  only,  that 
the  one  was  a  Union  imperfectly  formed,  and  the  othera 
Union  similar  in  its  character,  disrobed  of  the  imperfec- 
tions of  the  former  system.  The  idea  cannot  be  credited 
that  the  States  ever  intended  to  commit  an  act  of  self- 
immoktion,  to  pait  with  tiiar  sovereignty  and  indepen- 
dence, and  place  themselves  in  the  attitude  of  dependent 
corporations,  subject  to  the  uncontrolled  discretion  of  one  - 
consolidated  empire.  No,  sir;  their  sole  object  was  to 
create  an  agency  for  their  mutual  benefit,  and  to  vest  in 
it  the  necessary  powers  to  provide  for  their  common  de- 
fence and  genend  welfitre,  without  depsrtin^  in  the. 
sUahtest  degree  fta^  the  tM  federal  basis  to  which  th^ 
had  ever  adhered  with  such  jealous  vigilance  and  perti- 
nacity. But  the  honorable  Senator  from  NaasachusetU 
has  said  that  he  will  look  no  farther  tban  the  constitution 
itself  for  the  source  from  which  the  powen  of  the_  Gov- 
ernment are  derived;  and,  from  some  expreanons  in  the 
instrument,  he  draws  the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  a  com- 
pact between  the  States,  but  a  noun  aubsUnUve,  "a  Gov- 
ernment erected  by  the  people,"  in  which  they  are  indi- 
vidually represented,  and  to  which  they  owean  alle^ance 
paramount  to  all  other  social'  obligations.  He  has  dwdt 
with  emphans  on  the  words  with  which  the  preamble  of 
the  constitution  commences:  "  We,  the  people  of  the 
United  States."  From  the  arbitrary  use  of  these  words, 
he  infers  that,  as  sovereignty  is  an  attribute  belonging 
exdusvely  to  the  people,  they  have,  by  their  own  act, 
transferred  and  rested  it  in  the  Gorernnwnt  of  the  United 
States.  He  reiti  on  the  inference  ag^nit  the  bet)  I  rely 
on  the  feet  against  the  inference;  and  submit  the  issue  to 
the  impartial  judgment  of  an  enlightened  people.-'  The 
convention  assarora  the  name  and  authoritv  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  in  opposition  to  the  comnussion 
under  which  they  had  assembled.  They  derived  tbeir 
authority  exclusively  from  the  SUtes,  u  political  commu- 
nities; the  Legishtures  by  whom  they  were  appointed, 
limited  thev  powers  simply  to  a  revision  of  the  articles  of^ 
confederation. 

Each  State  was  equally  represented  in  that  body,  with- 
out regard  to  population.  Rhode  Island  and  Delaware 
were  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  huve  States  of 
Vii!ginia  and  Pennsyhraniat  nod  ye^  agunat  au  these  &eti^ 
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recorded  in  the  journal  of  their  proceedings,  they  pro- 
fessed to  act  in  the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  tlie 
people.  The  constitution  was  not  so  formed,  nor  can  it 
be  BO  mo^ed  and  .amended.  The  people  of  the  United 
States  cannot  change  a  single  feature  in  tiie  instrument^ 
that  pover  having  been  expressly  confided  to  the  Legis- 
latures pf  the  several  States,  with  the  contmrrence  of  two- 
thirds  of  both  Houses  of  Congress.  The  article  of  the 
constitution  providing^  for  amendments,  and  prescribing 
the  mode  in  which  Uiey  may  be  made,  puts  it  in  the 
power  of  three-fourths  oi  the  States,  comprising  less  than 
one-third  of  the  whole  population,  to  change  or  modify 
the  qrstera  against  the  will  and  the  interests  of  the  other 
States^  having  the  phyrical  strength  to  subdue  and  the 
numbers  to  control  the  small  States,  if  it  were  indeed  true 
that  this  Government  rests  on  the  popular  suflfVa^.  The 
principle  assumed  by  the  advocates  of  consolidation  is 
repugnant  to  that  part  of  the  article  to  which  I  have ' 
referred,  which  provides  that  "no  State  shall,  without  its 
consent,  be  depnved  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  ttie  Senate.** 
This  fi^dentive  feature  is  made  perpetual,  and  cannot  be 
changed  without  a  total  overthrow  of  the  Government. 
Is  not  this  permanent  provi«on  of  the  constitution  sttictly 
applicable  to  a  Government  federal  iii  its  origin,  and 
which  must  ever  remain  so  m  its  practical  operations? 
Is  it  not  wholly  inconnstent  with  the  opinion  advanced 
by  the  honorable  Senator,  that  the  constitution  may  be 
**  amended  and  modified  jost  as  the  people  may  choose  it 
should  be^'* 

This  it  the  ground  on  w&di  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Maasacfiusetts  rests  his  arf|timent  in  Aivor  of  popular 
rights  and  consoFidation,  which,  if  it  could  be  maintained, 
must  at  ODce  put  the  constitution,  in  all  its  parts,  without 
exception,  in  the  power  of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  who  might  at  any  moment,  by  a  combina- 
tion of  the  large  States,  expunge  the  provinon  which 
secures  to  each  State  an  equal  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate. These  views  of  the  ongin  of  the  Government,  im- 
perfect as  I  know  them  to  be,  will,  I  trust,  satisfy  all  who 
are  in  search  of  truth,  and  who  are  disposed  to'  examine 
this  important  subject  with  candor,  that  it  did  not  ori^n- 
ate  with  the  people  in  their  primary  sovereign  capacityi 
that,  as  such,  it  was  not  erected  by  them;  that,  in  their 
aggregate  character  as  one  nation,  tbey  have  no  power  to 
amend  the  constitution  in  any  respect  whatevert  that  it 
was  formed  by  concessions  of  power  from  the  States,  as 
separate  communities,'  and  constitutes  between  tl^em  a 
compact  of  union  wUch  can  exist  only  by  their  co-opera- 
tion; and  tha^  with  the  concurrence  of  tbree-fourtns  of 
the  parties,  it  may  undergo  sifth  icodificatinns  as  may 
from  time  to  time  be  found  necessary  to  render  the  system 
more  perfect. 

I  will  now,  sir,  proceed  to  notice,  very  concisely,  some 
objectioDs  that  have  been  urged  against  tlus  theory  of  the 
constitution.  ThehonMable  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
has  resorted  to  a  verbal  criticism  on  the  word  <*accede," 
which  is  found  in  one  of  the  resolutions  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  South  Carolina.  [Mr.  Calhodit.I  Ue  says 
this  is  not  a  constitutional  wmd.  and  is  no  where  to  he 
found  in  the  debates  and  proceedings  of  the  conventions 
by  which  the  constitution  was  admted.  He  deprecates 
the  phrase  as  -a  dangerous  interpolation,  because  he  admits 
that,  if  the  States  acceded  to  the  Union,  it  necessarily 
implies  the  correlative  right  to  secede.  Hy  attention  has 
been  dnwn,  since  I  heard  the  remarks  of  the  honorable 
gentleman,  to  the  language  of  the  statesmen  who  formed 
the  constitution,  and  I  find  this  precise  word  applied  ex- 
*  actly  in  the  sense  which  is  so  onenaive  to  him.  I  will  not 
multiply  the  references  which  I  might  make  to  the 
speeches  of  tlie  roost  eminent  members  of  the  General 
and  State  conventions,  to  Pan^ty  myself  on  this  pmntt  it 
wiU  be  sufficient  to  show  that  the  use  of  tl^  word  "ac- 
ced***  U  coeval  with  the  very  inception  of  the  eonititu 


tion,  and  was  ^miliar  to  and  well  understood  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  State  conventions.  I  refer  to  Yates's  Blinutea 
of  Debates  in  the  General  Convention,  page  86.  Mr. 
Martin,  a  member  from  Maryland,  a^d:  "When  the 
States  threw  off  their  allegiance  to  Great  Britain,  they 
became  independent  of  her  and  each  other.  They  united 
and  confederated  for  mutual  defence,  and  this  was  done 
on  principles  of  perfect  reciprocity;  they  will  now  again 
meet  on  the  same  ground.  But  when  a  dissolution  tues 
place,  our  original  rights  and  Bovereignties  are  resumed. 
Our  accession  to  the  Union  baa  been  by  States."  In  the 
same  page  of  these  debates.  Mr.  Lansing,  of  New  York, 
said:  **  I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  I  am  not  aiithorized 
to  accede  to' a  system  which  will  annihthte  the  State  Gov- 
ern ments."  Several  other  gentlemen  used  the  same  lan- 
guage; but,  not  wisiiing  to  fatigue  the  Senate,  1  pass  on 
to  the  debates  in  the  Virginia  convention.  Mr.  Henry 
said:  "  Maryland  did  not  accede  to  the  confederation  till 
the  year  1781."  Agfain :  "  Give  me  leave  to  say  that,  if 
the  smallest  States  in  the  Union  were  admitted  into  it  after 
having  unreasonably  procrastinated  their  acueauon,  the 
greatest  and  most  mighty  State  in  the  Union  will  be  easily 
admitted,  when  her  reluctance  to  an  immediate  accesnon 
to  thia-ayatem  is  founded  on  most  reasonable  grounds."  I 
might  quote  this  word  from  the  speeches  ana  public  pa- 
pers of  Governor  Randolph,  Mr.  Madison,  and  many 
dthers,  but  I  content  myaelf  with  having  shown  that  this 
proscribed  word,  **accede,"  is  a  "constitutional  word," 
frequently  used  wldle  the  constitution  was  under  cod> 
ridnation;  and  if  it  implies,  as  the  honorable  Senator 
seems  to  think,  a  rigltt  in  the  parties  acceding  to  the 
Union  to  secede  from  It,  I  leave  him  to  the  fiiU  and  free 
exercise  of  his  acknowledged  ingenuity  to  extricate  him- 
self from  the  ^lemma  into  which  he  has  fallen.  He  will 
not,  I  trust,  persist,  in  the  face  of  the  high  evidence  I 
have  adduced,  to  aver  that  this  word  was  unknown  to  the 
patriots  who  formed  the  con^itutidn.  The  States^  it  is 
true,  in  the  resolutions  of 'tiieir  respective  conventionib 
use  the  term^"  ratify;"  but,  bv  the  same  act  wfaicb  ratffied 
the  constitution,  they  acceded  to  the  Union,  cm  the  con- 
ditions therein  expressly  specified  and  defined.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  P.,  I  regard  the  existence' of  the  States  as  separate 
political  communities  as  the  great  conservative  principle 
of  the  constitution,  and  thefoundation  on  which  the  Union 
can  alone  be  preserved.  Tli^  ouvht  to  be  cherished  as 
pillars  of  strength  in  the  temple  of  liberty;  remove  tfaem, 
and  the  superstructure  must  tumble  into  one  general  heap 
of  irretrievable  ruin. 

It  has  been  well  said  by  a  distinguished  statesman,  to 
whom  we  are  much  indebted  for  the  free  institutions  un- 
der which  we  live,  that  it  is  not  by  the  consolidation  or 
concentration  of  powers,  but  by  their  distribution,  that 
free  Governments  are  to  be  preserved;  and  if  this  great 
country  had  not  been  already  divided  into  States,  that 
vinon  must  be  made  for  the  securi^  all  its  parts  against 
unjust  and  arbitrary  oppression,  llic  powerswhich  have 
been  so  wisely  distributed  among  tiie  several  deparlmenta 
of  this  Government,  and  those  reserved  to  the  States, 
while  each  is  confined  within  its  proper  orbit,  are  so  ef- 
fectualijr  restruned  by  checks  and  balances,  that  no  dan- 
ger to  dvil  liberty  can  ever  arise  but  by  encroachments 
which  shall  destroy  the  beauty  and  symmetry  of  the  sys- 
tem. But,  if  the  same  extent  of  powers  be  lodred  in 
one  head,  they  would  constitute  the  very  esscnee  of  arbi- 
trary government.  The  most  important  of  these  salutary 
checks  on  the  exercise  of  usurped  powers  will  be  fouml 
in  the  State  Governments,  without  whose  interporition 
the  weaker  portions  of  the  confederacy  would  very  soon 
fall  a  sacrifice  to  the  avarice  and  ambihon  of  the  stronger. 
It  is  essential  to  the  preservation  of  our  system,  that  each 
department  should  lie  kept  separate  and  distinct,  exer- 
cising only  the  powen  confided  to  it,  and  subject  to  suit- 
able reitrainti  iflt  shall  at  any  time  attempt  to  ^neronch 
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on  tbow  properly  belonging  to  uiodier.  In  tbia  li^t  I 
place  the  Goremnienta  of  the  sevetml  States,  who,  by  a 

Sositive  reserration,  ptMsen  all  the  povert  not  expressly 
elented  to  the  General  Goyemment,  which  they  created 
for  tne  common  benefit.  I  have  said  that  the  constitution 
is  an  existing  compact  between  the  Stalest  that,  as  par- 
ties to  it,  they  can  and  ou^t  to  judge  of  its  infractions. 
On  this  priaerple  depends  the  very  existence  of  the  c»n- 
fbderacy.  There  can  be  no  union,  without  parties  be< 
tween  whom  it  was  foTraed;  and,  if  diere  be  parties  to  any 
instrument,  it  is  a  compact  or  agreement  binding  on  eact^ 
so  far  only  as  they  have  voluntarily  consented  to  become 
bound.  The  amalgamation  of  lOl  the  States  into  one 
consolidated  mass  is  the  most  direct  and  effident  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Union  which  could  be  imagined.  What,  air, 
•re  the  arguments  by  which  it  is  attempted  to  prove  this 
ft  National  Government,  and  thereby  prostrate  the  State 
sovereignties ^  Tlie  honorable  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts has,  on  this  point,  reasoned  in  a  circle.  He  says  that 
the  artides  of  confederation  were  a  compactj  that  the 
constitution  was  formed  as  a  compact,  but,  when  approved 
by  the  people  of  the  several  States,  and  put  in  operation, 
it  became  a  Government;  and,  from  that  moment,  lost  its 
original  character.  He  has  referred,  in  support  of  this 
novel  idea,  to  the  sixth  article  of  the  conitlfution,  which 
declares  that  '*This  constitution,  and  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  which  shall  be  made  in  pursuance  thereofi 
and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  under  the 
authori^  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme  kw 
of  the  iMidt  and  the  judges  in  every  State  shall  be  bound 
thereby,  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of  any  State 
to  the  eontranr  notwithstanding.**  The  honorable  gen- 
tleman read  this  article  to  prove  that,  inasmuch  as  the 
constitution  is  declared  to  be  a  law,  Oie  supreme  law, 
therefore,  on  its  final  ratification  by  the  States,  it  was  no 
longer  a  compact,  but  a  Government  of  the  people,  with 
powers  co-extensive  with  the  Union,  of  which  it  was  the 
•ole  judge,  and  subject  to  no  other  control  than  the  will 
of  the  mi^orily,  expressed  through  the  medium  of  popular 
elections.  "Who  ever  heard,"  says  he,  **  of  a  coinpapt 
constitution,  or  of  a  law  foun^  on  compact^'  He  thiis 
endeavors  to  change  the  structure  of  the  Goveminen^  by 
putting  the  powers  contained  in  the  grant  above  the 
grantees  from  whom  they  were  derived. 

What,  nr,  gave  to  the  constitution,  and  the  laws  made 
in  pursuance  thereof,  and  treaties  made  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  States,  this  high  attribute  of  supre- 
macy over  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  several  States? 
Was  it  not  the  compact  wliich,  by  the  common  consent  of 
the  parties,  made  them  supreme  to  the  extent  of  the 
powers  delegated.^  The  necessity  of  such  an  article  is 
conclunve  to  show  that,  without  it,  the  mere  establish- 
ment of  the  Government  would  not  have  given  to  its  acta 
supremacy  over  State  laws.  It  was,  therefore,  by  the 
mutual  consent  of  the  parties  to  the  compact,  that  the 
constitution,  Uw^  and  treaties  of  the  United  States  were 
made  supreme.  It  b  the  very  essence  of  the  compact 
which  confers  on  them  this  excluuve  charactert  but  the 
honorable  ^ntleman  seems  delighted  and  absorbed  in  the 
contemplation  of  the  powers,  while  he  totally  overlooks 
the  source  from  which  they  sprung.  That  wbicb  begins 
in  compact  cannot  be  changed  by  its  final  consummation, 
llie  eontiBty-opioion  is  supported  neither  by  teason  nor 

Srecedent.  If  an  individual  possessed  criT  a  large  estate 
ivldcs  }^  by  his  last  will  and  tesUment  among  thirteen 
legatees,  would  it  be  said,  after  bis  death,  that  the  instru- 
ment ceased  to  be  a  will,  and  became,  by  adoption,  the 
act  of  the  legatees?  A  proportion  so  absurd  would  not 
be  listened  to  for  a  moment  by  any  court  of  justice  before 
whom  the  case  might  be  broughtt  and  yet,  sir,  it  looks 
very  much  like  the  argument  or  the  honorable  Senator, 
acTOrdin^  to  wluch»  the  constitution,  acknowledged  to  be 
entered  into  as  a  compact  between  the  States,  became 


the  act  of  the  people  <^  the  United  States  by  its  ratifica- 
tion! The  edifice  of  the  dynstitution  rests  on  the  solid 
foundation  of  contract  or  agreement  between  independent 
soverei^ties;  but  the  instant  it  begins  to  operate  as  the 
parties  intended  it  should,  the  rock  on  which  it  reposes 
IS  removed,  and  the  stupendous  fabric  moves  supremely 
in  the  atmosphere,  sustuned  b^  the  majesty  of  its  own 
strength,  and  menadng  with  inevitable  destruction  all 
who  shall  dare  to  approach  it.  Such  is  substantially  the 
picture,  presented  to  the  Senate,  of  the  charter  which 
unites  this  great  confederacy;  it  is  a  refinement  of  the 
Imagination  which  cannot  bear  the  scrutiny  of  reason  and 
of  candid  investigation.  But,  to  put  this  matter  in  a  light 
still  more  clear  ami  striking,  I  need  only  refer  to  the 
article  of  the  constitution  on  which  the  hononble  Senator 
relies  to  support  his  conclunons.  In  the  same  sentence 
which  the  Senator  quotes  to  prove  the  constitution,  and 
laws  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  to  be  supreme,  and 
therefore  incompatible  with  the  idea  of  a  compact,  (be- 
cause it  would  be  ridiculous  to  speak  of  a  supreme  com- 
pact,) I  find  that  "all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall  be 
made,  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,"  are  put 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  constitution  itself,  and  are 
expressly  declared  to  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
Will  the  honorable  Senator  fVom  Uassaehusetts  rise  in  bti 
place  and  advance  the  proposition,  that  a  treat;^'*  i^though 
formed  as  a  compact  between  the  high  contracting  parties, 
becomes  the  supreme  law  when  ratified,  and  from  that 
moment  it  ceases  to  be  compact,  because  it  is  ridiculous 
to  speak  of  a  supreme  compact?  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  he  will  not  so  &r  compromlt  Ms  elevated  chuaeteFf 
or  the  dignity  of  his  station,,  as  to  hazard  an  absurAfy  so 
palpable.  A  trea^  concluded  between  the  United  States 
and  any  foreign  Power  must,  of  neceflity,  be  a  compactt 
and  its  originu  character  is  not  and  cannot  be  mer{^  in 
the  constitutional  provision  which  makes  it  the  iKipreme 
law  of  Uie  land,  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of 
any  State  to  the  eontm^  notirithstanding.  I  ask,  then, 
sir,  if  it  be  admitted,  at  it  has  been,  that  the  constitution 
was  formed  ss  a  compact  between  the  States,  who  were 
parties  to  it,  can  an^  distinction,  founded  on  legal  reason- 
ing, be  drawn,  which  would  disrobe  it  of  that  original 
character,  not  equally  applicable  to  a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
.Power.'  They  are  both  expressly  made  the  supreme  lawi 
and  if,  in  consequence  of  that  provision,  the  constitution 
ceased  to  be  a  compact  afler  its  ratification,  it  b  obvious 
that,  if  the  aaow  words  mean  the  wmc  thing,  a  treaty  also, 
on  its  ratification,  would  become  a  supreme  rule  of  action, 
and  could  no  longer  be  regarded  as  a  compact.  I  call  on 
the  honorable  gentleman,  if  he  can,  to  distinguish  the  one 
case  fi^m  the  otUer.  I  undentood  the  honorable  gentle- 
man to  yield  the  right  of  the  SUtes  to  judge  of  a  breach 
of  the  constitution,  if  it  be  an  existing  compact  between 
them,  which  I  cannot  but  hope  has  been  already  fully 
demonstrated;  but  if  it  be  necessary  to-^ve  to  reason  the 
adventitious  ud  of  precedent,  I  have  a  nch  fund  of  tbeae 
on  which  to  draw,  commencing  with  the  convention  Ot 
1787,  and  running  through  every  subsequent  exposition 
of  the  constitution  pven  by  the  moit  enligbteited  nemben 
of  that  body. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  wade  through  the  numerous 
state  papera  which  recognise  the  constitution  as  an  exist- 
ing compact  between  Uic  States — a  bare  cfunpilation  of 
them  would  fill  a  volume;  but  I  shall  present  to  the 
Senate  a  summary  comprehending  the  objections  urged 
against  the  constitution,  founded  on  the  apprehensions  of 
many  distinguished  patrioU  who  opposed  it,  that  it  might 
be  construed  to  ann&iikte  the  sovereignty  of  the  States, 
and  the  manner  in  which  those  objections  were  answered 
and  explained.  Concurring  with  Mr.  Jefferson,  whose 
letter  to  Hr.  Gern  has  been  read  by  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator flrom  Virgiiua,  [Mr.  Bivxs,]  that  the  constitution 
ought  to  be  received  as  it  vu  ezpUned  by  iti  IKends, 
Digitized  by  VjOOglC  - 


619 


GAL£S  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


620 


SiiTATi.]  Revenue  CoUedim  BUI.  [Fix.  19,  1833. 


and  not  u  it«  enemieB  characterized  it,  I  rest  on  this 
ground,  with  perfect  sofetjr,  the  question  of  compact  and 
State  sovereipity.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Hassti- 
chusetts  takes  the  broad  principle  for  f^ranted,  that  the 
ratification  of  the  constitution  by  the  people  of  the  States, 
in  their  conventions,  constituted  a  National  Government, 
*'erected  by  the  people,"  with  supreme  powers;  capable, 
hf  its  laws,  of  binding  the  States  in  all  cases  whatsoever, 
and  liable  to  no  other  restraint  than  the  popular  will. 
He  avers  that  it  was  advocated  by  its  friends  as  such,  and 
so  accepted  bv  the  several  State  conventions.  1  deny  the 
premises  of  the  honorable  gentleman,  both  in  form  and 
substance,  and  appeal  with  confidence  to  the  political 
annals  of  the  country,  to  show  that  the  sovereignty  of  the 
States  was  conceded,  on  all  sides,  to  be  a  part  of  the  sys- 
tem; and  that  the  grant  of  powers  created  a  federal  league 
or  coOtpact,  under  definite  limitations,  and  not  a  National 
Government,  in  the  sense  applied  to  it  by  the  honorable 
Senator.  In  the  general  convenUon  there  were  many 
who  de^red  to  establish  a  National  Government,  and  some 
who  woidd  have  created  a  linuted  monarchy.  Proposi- 
tions were  made,  embracing,  to  a  certain  extent,  both 
those  plans.  The  members  from  the  large  States  were 
generally  in  favor  of  surrendering  the  sovereign^  of  the 
States,  and  enlarginp^  the  range  of  powers  to  be  vested  in 
the  Government  which  they  were  about  to  erect;  but  the 
small  States,  having  an  equal  vote  with  their  powerful 
neighbors,  saw  the  dangers  to  which  they  would  be  li^Ie 
by  an  abandonment  of  their  federative  rights,  and  com- 
bined to  preserve  them,  by  retaining  their  original  sove- 
reignty. Tlie  resolutions  submitted  by  Governor  Randolph 
were  national  throughout;  Iwd  they  been  incorporated  in 
the  constitution,  and  ratified  by  the  States,  then,  indeed, 
this  Government  would  have  assumed  a  character  decided- 
ly national;  but  they  were  succesafully  reristcd  on  this 
very  ground,  and  lo  modified  as  to  secure  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  smallest  member  of.  tiie  confederacy.  We 
are  indebted  to  the  firmness  of  the  pmaU  States  for  all  the 
restrictions  contained  in  the  constitution  on  the  powen  of 
this  Government;  without  their  interposition,  the  sove- 
reignty of  the  States  would  have  been  swept  away  before 
the  irreustible  current  of  federal  or  national  authority. 
They  succeeded  in  the  struggle,  or,  at  any  rate,  thought 
themselves  successfiil  in  guarding  their  reserved  powers; 
or,  rest  assured,  «r,  this  constitution  would  never  have 
been  acceded  to  by  them.  Rufus  King,  a  distinguished 
member  of  that  convention,  a  strong  advocate  of  the  con- 
stitution, a  federalist  of  the  ultra  school,  when  he  found 
that  their  efforts  must  fail  if  the  State  Governments  were 
not  properly  secured  and  protected,  gave  to  the  system 
its  true  interpretation,  in  a  very  ^rt  speech,  which  I 
beg  leave  to  read  to  the  Senate.  Mr.  Kingaud:  **  I  am 
in  sentiment  with  those  who  wish  the  preservation  of  State 
Governments;  but  the  General  Government  may  be  so 
constituted  u  to  effect  it.  Let  the  constitution  we  are 
about  forming  be  considered  as  a  comnusnon  under  which 
the  General  Government  shall  act,  and,  as  such,  it  will  be 
the  guardian  of  State  rights."  Sir,  I  should  think  myself 
fortunate  if  I  could  bnng  the  doctrines  of  the  dominant 
party,  and  their  new  allies,  back  to  the  standard  of  the 
federalists  who  paKictpated  in  the  formation  of  the  consti- 
tution; I  should  certainly  prefer  sailing  under  the  political 
flag  of  Jefferson  and  ^  Madison,  as  he  was  in-1798-9j  but 
when  I  see  the  strides  which  are  now  made,  by  a  union  of 
avarice  and  ambition,  to  break  down  all  tiie  barriers  of 
the  constitution,  and  rear  on  its  ruins  a  military  despotism, 
1  would  gladly  compromise,  anudst  the  general  wreck,  by 
adopting  the  comparatively  moderate  creed  of  Bufua 
King,  of  Hamilton,  of  Ames  or  even  of  the  elder  Adams 
who  fell  under  the  weight  of  the  alien  and  sedition  laws 
enacted  during  his  disastrous  administration.  Mr.  King, 
than  whom  no  man  understood  better  the  force  af  wor£, 
says  that  the  "  eonstitutioa  we  are  fomdng  ought  to  be 


considered  a  commisMon,  under  which  the  General  Gov- 
ernment shall  act."  By  whom  was  the  commission  grant- 
ed? By  the  States,  represented  in  the  convention,  as 
separate  political  communities.  For  what  purpose?  As- 
suredly, not  to  efilrct  their  own  dissolution  anl  destnic- 
tion.  No,  sir.  Mr.  King  tells  us  tha^  actii^  under  tius 
commission,  the  "  Government  will  be  the  guardian  of 
State  rights."  Who  ever  heard  of  a  c^mmisnon,  from 
subordinate  parts  to  a  angle  natioti,  clethed  with  the  om- 
nipotent powera  of  the  British  Pariiament?  The  crude 
idea  wfaidi  (vdinaiy  men  entotain  of  a  commiauon,  is  re- 
sponsibility, on  the  part  (rf*  faim  who  talcea  it,  to  Yam  who 
^nts  it;  but  we  are  now  called  on  to  invert  the  commoa 
understanding  of  mankind  on  this  ptrin^  ,and  render  tbe 
party  who  accepts  the  commission  supreme  over  the 
grantora  from'  whom  the  authority  is  derived.  But  I  wilt 
not  dwell  longer  on  the  reference  which  I  have  made  to 
the  language  of  Mr.  King,  deeming  it  sufficiently  plain  to 
show  the  opinions  of  that  great  man  on.  the  subject  to 
which  it  reutes.  But  I  turn  to  the  joumsl  of  the  conven* 
tion  for  an  authority  wluch  must  forever  put  at  rest  ttie 
assumption  that  this  Government  was  designed  to  form  (tf 
the  whole  people  one  nation.  The  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  has  bestowed  a  merited  eulogium  on 
the  character  and  talents  of  Oliver  Ellsworth,  of  Con- 
necticut. He  has  read  a  paragraph  from  the  speech  of 
that  gentleman  delivered  in  the  State  convention,  of  which 
he  was  a  member,  to  ^w  that  he  regarded  the  Goven^ 
ment  as  a  national  one.  I  confess  the  part  of  the  speech 
read  to  the  Senate  did  not  make  the  same  impresnon  en 
me  that  it  seems  it  did  on  the  mind  of  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator; I  saw  nothing  in  it  which  I  felt  duposed  to  condemn. 
But,  as  I  feel  very  sure  that  the  authority  of  Mr.  Ells- 
worth will  have  great  weight  in  the  adjustment  of  this 
question,  1  refer  with  confidence  to  his  opinioDS  given  in 
the  most  impo^ng  form,  in  the  proece^ngs  of  ttw  ooaven- 
tion  held  in  PbiJadelphia. ' 

Extract  from  Yatafa  MimUet. 

"Wednesday,  June  30,  178/.— Met,  punuant  to  ad- 
journment.   Present,  eleven  States. 

*'  Judge  Ellsworth  .—I  propose,,  and  therefore  move,  to 
expunge  the  word  '  national,*  in  Uie  first  resolve,  and  to 
place  in  the  room  of  It  *  Government  irf'tlieU'mtcdBtBtesi* 
which  was  agreed  to,  nem.  eon." 

Thus,  the  convention,  after  the  constitution  had  been 
fully  discussed  and  nearly  matured,  unaniouHisIy  expui^ed 
the  word  "national"  from  the  first  resolution  offered  by 
Governor  Randolph,  and  thereby  closed  the  door  to  ul 
future  controveray  concenung  the  real  character  of  tbe 
Government.  We  Ae  familiuly  called  a  nation;  and,  to 
some  purposes  we  msy  be  properly  so  called.  la  all  the 
foreign  action  of  the  Government,  we  are  a  Mngle  nation, 
one  people,  presenting  one  undivided  front.  IT  war  with 
a  foreign  Power  should  break  out,  we  defend  our  oatiooal 
honor  and  rights  as  one  nation;  treaties  of  commerce  and 
navigation,  with  all  the  nations  of  the  world,  are  entered 
into  and  executed  by  tbe  United  States  of  America,  as 
one  nation.  The  entire  scope  of  our  diplomatic  inter- 
coorse  is  conducted  as  one  nation.  We  share,  in  com- 
mon, the  dangers  and  the  glory  of  our  coonfay.  But 
wlien  we  look  at  home,  into  our  domestic  relations  o"' 
system  is  far  otherwise.  We  exhibit  a  new  and  adoairabte 
structure  of  government,  founded  on'  free  principtes 
composed  of  twenty-four  distinct  parts  or  comnmnities 
each  independent  of  tlie  other,  confederated  for  certain 
great  putposes  >n  the  accomplishment  of  which  each  has 
an  equal  interestf  and,  for  all  other  purposes  they  remain 
in  the  Aill  possession  of  their  original  rights  and  aorereignty . 

We  6na,  in  all  the  debates  on  tiie  constitution,  the 
deepest  solicitude  manifested  by  those  high'^ouled  psAri- 
otic  men  who  opposed  its  ratification,  fortbepreserntioa 
of  tbe  State  Goremments.  Tbe  fhlfthneot  of  their  pre< 
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dictions  hare  been  referred  to  u  eridence  of  the  true 
meaning*  of  the  constitution^  and  we  are  about  to  carr^ 
them  out  into  full  operation.  The  evil  tendencies  of  the 
broad  phrases  in  the  constitutiOTj  which  th«r  deprecated* 
and  for  which  they  were  laughed  at  as  politicu  enthusi- 
asts, are  now  fast  ripening  into  historical  tiutliB.  Sir,  who 
can  doubt,  that  if  ttie  fears  and  apprehenaons  of  Henrj 
and  Martin,  and  a  host  of  others  had  been  generally  re- 
ceived as  sound  constructions  of  the  constitution,  it  would 
have  been  rejected  nearly  by  eveiy  State  in  the  Union? 
It  was  because  their  objections  were  explained  away_by 
the  friends  of  the  system,  and  mere  especially  on  the  de- 
licate point  of  State  sovereignty,  that  the  States  (many  of 
them  reluctantly)  ratified  the  constitution.  Throughout 
the  debates  in  the  conventions  of  the  States,  there  was  a 
striking  uniformity  in  the  reasoning  of  the  statesmen  of 
that  day  who  opposed  the  constitution,  and  almost  the 
same  uniformity  on  the  part  of  its  advocates  in  smooth- 
ing the  way  for  iu  ratification.  I  will  refer  to  a  few  ex- 
amples on  both  ddes  of  the  question,  from  which  it  will 
be  seen  under  what  views  and  pledges  the  friends  of  Uie 
qratem  Kcommeoded  it  to  the  people  of  the  States.  Hr. 
Henry,  of  Virginia,  was,  perhap^  the  most  formidable 
opponent  of  the  new  plan  of  Government,  and  the  stout- 
est champion  of  State  r^ts.  I  therefin«  quote  fVom  him 
a  few  passages.    (See  note  A.) 

This  extraordinary  man,  animated  by  tbe  purest  im- 
pulses of  patriotism  and  a  devotion  to  liberty,  which  he 
so  strongly  manifhsted  at  the  dawn  of  the  revt^ution,  look- 
ed on  the  powers  conferred  on  tho  Federal  Government 
with  alarm  and  apprehension.  He  predicted  that  they 
would  result  in  consolidation — the  annihilation  of  State 
sovereignty — the  establishment  of  military  power  to  over- 
awe the  civil  authorities  of  the  eounttr,  and  ^sterns  of 
exorbitant  taxation,  unequal,  uniuBt,and  oppressive.  How 
tkr  bis  pre^tions  have  been  fulfilled,  let  the  history  of  our 
l^islation  for  a  few  years  past  testify.  To  the  opinions 
orMr.  Henry,  I  beg  leave  to  add  thoce  of  Lutiier  Martin, 

E'ven  in  his  celebrated  expose  to  the  Legislature  of  Hary- 
nd,  a  few  extracts  from  which  1  will  now  read  to  the 
Senate.    (See  note  B. ) 

If  the  age  of  prophecy  had  not  passed  away;  if  men 
were  permitted  by  the  all-wise  Creator  to  looh  into  futu- 
rity, and  speak  a  language  applicable  to  the  events  of 
another  generation,  we  mif^t  well  tms^ne  tliat  Mr.  Mar- 
tin bad  anttdpated.tbe  very  measure  nbw  under  consi- 
deration, and  warned  his  fellow-citizens  of  its  fatal  con- 
sequences to  their  liberties.  Yes,  nr,  we  now  see  the  pre- 
diction of  Mr.  Martin,  in  this  respect,  fulfilled  to  the  letter. 
The  very  first  case  which  has  occurred  under  our  system, 
where  a  State  has  thought  it  necessai^  to  put  her  militia 
in  a  situation  to  ■'counteract  the  arbitrary  measures  of 
the  General  Goremment,"  has  been  denounced  as  *<  re- 
bellion and  trcysoni"  and  the  bill  on  your  t^le  proposes 
to  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  commander-in-chief  the 
army  and  navy,  with  a  discretionary  DOwer  to  march 
at  the  head  of  his  troops  into  the  Stated  and  subdue  her 
into  obedience  tq  the  laws,  which  she  in  her  sovereign 
capacity  has  declared  to  be  unjust,  and  unconstitutional, 
and  opprasive  beyond  all  reasonable  endurance.  Sir,  it 
seldom  happens  that  huirun  reason,  limited  as  it  has 
been  by  divine  wisdom,  can  penetrate  through  the  vista 
of  time,  and  paint  to  remote  consequences  with  sufeh  pre- 
cision and  accuracy  as  Luther  Martin  has  done  in  that 
part  of  bis  exposition  of  the  constitution  to  which  1  hare 
referred.  I  might  enlarge  these  references,  but  I  for- 
bear. The  same  views,  in  substance,  were  taken  by  the 
venerable  George  Clinton  and  his  compatriots,  in  the  con- 
vention of  New  Torkj  by  Findley  and  Smiley,  in  Penn- 

alramat  and  they  ars  also  to  be  mamf  in  tbe  debates  of 
i  tbe  State  conventiom  which  have  been  published. 
How  were  they  answered  by  the  flriends  of  tbe  constitu- 
tion? The  Senator  fmn  Uassacbusetts  has  asserted  that 


tbe  enemies  of  the  system  gave  to  it  the  true  construe 
tioni  that  it  was  so  advocated  by  its  friends,  and  ratified 
with  a  full  aitd  fiur  underatanding  on  all  rides;  that  it 
erected  a  supreme  National  Governmentt  and  the  honor- 
able SenatOT  from  New  Jersev  [Mr.  FaiuHeHvzssir] 
has  sdd  that  one  great  object  or  the  constitution  was  to 
"subdue  tbe  proud  sovereignty  of  the  States."  Now, 
air,  I  utterly  deny  that  the  constitution  was  admitted 
to  be  liable  to  the  constructions  put  on  it  at  the  time  of 
its  adoption  by  those  who  opposed  it,  or  that  the  sub- 
jugation of  the  States  was  avowed  as  one  of  its  objects. 
On  the  contrary,  it  will  be  seen,  by  a  recurrence  to  the 
jounwls  and  debates,  ^t  Ae  firietids  of  the  eonstitutioa 
insisted  that  the  fears  entertiuned  and  expressed  by  its 
opponents  were  wholly  unfounded;  that  the  State  Gor- 
emments  constituted  an  essential  part  of  the  system,  and 
must  be  preserved;  that  they  had  the  means  of  protect- 
ing themselves  against  the  exercise  of  usurped  powers, 
and  would  be  justifiable  in  doing  so  If  CongrcaH  should, 
ataay  time,  pass  laws  notfiilling  within  the  ooTioos  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  delegated  powers.  What  is  the  km-. 
guage  of  Alexander  Hamilton  on  this  subject?  (See  note  0.) 

On  the  same  subject  I  subjoin  extracts  from  the  an- 
swers made  by  Judge  Wilson,  in  the  convention  of  Penn- 
sylvania, to  memben  ofthat  body  who  opposed  the  rati- 
fication of  the  constitution  on  the  ground  of  its  tendency 
to  absorb,  and  ultimately  to  destroy,  the  State  Govern- 
ments.   (See  note  D.) 

I  give  also  Mr.  Madison^  views,  in  the  FederaGst,  a 
work  comprehending  a  general  eommentar;|r  on  the  text 
of  the  constitution,  in  which  he  largely  partidpated;  the 
object  of  which  was  to  render  the  system  acceptable  to 
the  States,  and  to  obviate  objections  which  had  been 
made  against  it.  To  this  I  add  an  extract  from  the  speech 
of  Hr.  Madison,  In  reply  to  Mr.  Henry,  in  the  convention 
of  Virginia;  and  with  these  I  shall  etose  the  authorities  on  ' 
which  I  rely  to  show  the  light  in  which  the  constitution 
WBS  explained  and  recommended  by  its  nuAt  active  and 
talented  fi^ends.    (See  note  E.) 

I  hare  selected  from  the  numerous  sources  to  which  t 
might  have  rewnied,  for  similar  opinions,  the  names  of 
Hamilton,  Wilson,  and  Madison,  as  they  stood  at  tbe  head 
of  the  original  friends  of  the  plan  of  Government,  of  which 
they  were  the  roost  enlightened  expounders.  It  will  be 
seen,  by  a  careful  examination  of  the  explanations  g^ven 
by  thoae  individuals,  whose  biography  illustrates  the 
American  name,  and  whose  fame  will  go  down  to  the 
latest  posterity  as  ornaments  to  our  country,  that  they 
disclaimed  the  idea  of  consolidation — a  single  nation — 
military  coercion  on  a  sovereign  State;  and  earnestly  con- 
tended that,  under  the  constitution,  the  State  Govern- 
ments would  be  secure  sgainst  usurped  powers,  and  could 
not  be  overthrown  until  the  **  whole  people  of  America 
were  robbedof  their  liberties."  If,  sir,  the  bold  declara- 
tions had  then  been  made  which  we  now  hear  from  hono- 
rable Senators,  that  "one  great  object  of  the  constitution 
was  to  bumble  the  proud  sovereignty  of  the  States,"  that 
the  Government  which  they  were  about  to  establish  was 
to  combine  all  the  divisions  of  the  confederacy,  and  form 
of  them  one  nation  with  supreme  powen;  if,  in  fine,  all 
the  extravagant  doctrines  of  the  President's  proclamation, 
as  they  have  been  expounded  and  defended  in  tiie  pro- 
gress of  this  debate,  had  been  openl)|  avowed  in  the  ge- 
neral convention  at  Philadelphia,  or  in  the  several  State 
conventions,  no  man,  possessed  of  the  most  ordinary  share 
of  human  reason,  can  believe  that  the  Union  would  ever 
have  been  formed  on  principles  so  abhorrent  to  the  pa- 
triotism and  pride  of  the  States  who  compose  it. 

Mr.  President,  having,  as  I  hope,  satis&ctorily  explor- 
ed the  elementary  principles  of  the  Government,  in  refer- 
ence particularly  to  the  subristing  relations  between  the 
sevenu  States  aiid  the  Union,  1  pass  on  to  the  .expositions 
subsequently  given  to  these  principle^  in  the  practical 
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opentiona  of  the  GoTernment  under  the  administration 
of  Wubingtoii,  and  tbe  illustrious  men  who  succeeded 
him  as  Chief  Magistrstes  of  the  republic.  No  one  can  be 
so  blind,  or  so  inionint  of  the  nature  of  man,  as  to  be- 
lieve  for  a  single  moment  that  a  written  constitution, 
conferring  specific  and  defined  powers,  can  be  adminis' 
tered  over  m  number  of  distinct  political  comnunitiest 
without  the  occurrence  of  dangers  and  difficulties, 
which  can  only  be  overcome  by  the  exercise  of  wisdom, 
forbearance,  and  moderation,  on  the  part  of  those  who, 
for  tbe  Ume  being^  wield  the  destinies  of  the  country. 
Such  dangers  and  aifficulties  have  often  arisen  under  our  ] 

Stem;  and  we  majr  derive  instruction,  in  the  present 
rming  criris,  by  a  candid  review  of  the  actions  of  our 
predecessors  on  umilar  occaaons.  I  shall  look  to  the 
example  of  Washington,  as  moat  worthy  of  imitation,  and 
contrast  it  with  the  mad  ambition  of  the  present  admioia- 
tration,  seeking  to  .grasp  the  military  power  of  the  na- 
tion to  enforce  obedience  to  the  laws,  against  a  member 
of  the  confederacy,  at  the  hazard  of  civil  war,  with  all 
its  inevitable  horrors.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Penn- 
qrlvania,  [Mr.  Wilkiss,]  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Jadiciar^,  has  thought  proper,  in  his  opening  re- 
marks on  this  bill»  to  liken  ue  proceedings  in  South  Caro- 
lina to  the  insurrection  which  took  place  in  Femu^lvania 
in  1794,  commonly  called  the  "wniskey  insurrection." 
Hie  analogy  which  the  honorable  Senator  attempts  to 
draw  between  the  two  cases  might  be  tolerated,  if  Penn-t 
sylvania,  in  her  sovereign  capacity,  authorized  the 
revatance  then  made  to  the  execution  of  the  excise  laws 
of  Congress.  But  such  was  not  the  fact.  A  small  por- 
tion of  the  people  of  the  State  had  withdrawn  from  the 
great  body  of  tneir  ftllow-citlzens,  and  threatened*  by 
force  ano^  violence,  to  obstruct  the  execution  of  the  Uws 
of  the  Ujiion,  made  in  pursuance  of  an  express  provision 
of  the  constitution,  in  defiance  of  the  power  of  the  State 
Government  to  which  their  allegiance  was  due,  and  of 
the  Government  of  tbe  United  States,  to  the  laws  of 
which  they  refused  obedience.  T^is  amounted  to  open 
rebellion,  according  to  every  definition  given  of  it  by  the 
writers  on  national  law.  The  Governor  of  the  State 
made  a  formal  requisition  on  the  Prendent  for  aid  to  sup- 

Sress  it.  The  two  Governments  acted  together  in  re- 
ucing  the  insuivents  to  subjection,  and  restoring  tran- 
quillity in  tbe  diaafTected  district.  Is  it  not,  therefore, 
aosurd  and  ridiculous  to  place  this  banditti  on  a  footing 
with  a  sovereign  State,  acting  on  her  reserved  rights,  to 

Eroteet  her  citizens  i^nst  the  operation  of  oppressive 
kws,  made,  ai  she  believes,  in  viohition  of  the  consti- 
tution } 

But,  sir,  wide  as  the  difference  evidently  is  between 
the  two  cases,  and  insulting  as  tbe  unfounded  compari- 
son may  be  thought  to  the  honor  and  chivalry  of  South 
Carolina,  I  should  have  felt  less  mortification  if  tbe  Pre- 
sident had  treated  that  State  with  the  moderation  and 
respect  which  was  extended  by  Wai^ington  and  Mifflin 
to  a  band  of  Pennsylvania  rebeu!  If  the  honorable  mem- 
ber wilt  take  the  trouble  to  turn  over  a  few  pages  of 
Ramsay's  Histoty  of  the  United  SUtes,  relating  to  this 
subject,  he  will  find  that  this  rebellion  had  broken  out 
into  acts  of  violence  and  blood  before  the  proclamation 
of  Preudent  Washington  commanding  them  to  disperse 
was  promulgated.  On  the  15th  of  July,  1794,  the  mar- 
diid  of  the  United  States,  white  in  tiie  discharge  of  his 
official  duty,  was  beset  on  the  road  by  a  body  of  armed 
men,  who  shot  at  bim.  On  the  next  dity,  the  insurgents, 
to  the  number  of  500  men,  attacked  the  house  of  the 
inspector.  He  had  obtained  from  the  garrison  a  detach- 
ment of  eleven  men  for  his  security  and  protection.  They 
were  called  upon  by  the  assailants  to  march  out  and 
ground  their  armsf  which  being  refilsed,  they  set  fire  to 
•evcral  adjacent  buildingst  upon  which,  tlie  beseged 
party  came  out  and  surrendered.    The  insurgents  vio* 


lently  stopped  tbe  mail  from  Pittsburg  to  Ptuladelphi^ 
and  took  out  the  letters.   They  openly  avowed  their  in- 
tention to  resist  by  force  of  arniB  the  autboritjr  of  the 
United  States,  and  thereby  to  extort  a  repeal  of  the  ex- 
cise law.   What,  sir,  after  all  these  outrages  had  beeo 
committed,  waa  the  mild  course  of  Prendent  Wathh^ 
ton?   He  refuKdto  exerdse  tiw  power  vested  in  him 
to  call  out  the  militia,  until  be  received  the  certificate 
of  tbe  district  judn  "that  the  laws  of  the  United  Statea 
were  oppose^  and  their  execution  obstructed  by  com- 
binations too  powerfiil  to  be  suppressed  by  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  judicial  proceedings,  or  by  the  powers 
vested  in  the  marshal."   The  proper  certificate  hannr 
been  obtained,  what  was  the  next  step  of  the  Prendestf 
He  consulted  with  Mr.  Mifflin,  then  Governor  of  Penn- 
eylvanta,  and,  with  bis  concurrence,  coramisHoners  were 
appointed  od  the  part  of  the  State  and  of  the  United 
States,  to  meet  comnussioners  from  the  insuigeot^  and 
if  possible  bring  them  to  reason  without  a  resort  to  force. 
After  the  cup  of  conciliation  was  exliausted  to  the  dregs, 
and  every  expedient  to  restore  order  ud  tranqudlity 
among  the  insurgents  had  failed,  then,  and  not  till  men, 
proclamations  were  issued  as  well  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  as  by  the  Governor  of  Pennqrlvania, 
and  a  competent  number  of  tbe  militia  of  the  severs! 
adjoining  States  were  called  out  to  suppress  the  insur- 
rection.   The  lofty  spirit  of  Washington  did  not  feel 
humbled  by  sen^ng  a  minister  to  soothe  the  exasperated 
feelings  of  a  few  mueuided  men,  whose  crimes  lubj^t^ 
them  to  instant  punishment.    He  treated  them  with  kmd- 
ness  and  moderation,  even  alter  overt  acts  of  treason  ana 
rebellioD  had  been  committed  by  them.    Hu  counsels 
were  those  of  wisdom,  and  his'acU  were  dictated  by  the 
purest  patriotismi  public  opinion  sustained  him,  and  the 
empire  of  the  laws  was  maintained  without  the  sliedding 
of  one  drop  of  blood.    How  has  this  noble  example 
been  dishonored  in  the  course  of  Prendent  Jackson  to- 
wards a  sister  State  of  the  confederacy?   No  combina- 
tions or  assemblages  of  persona  have  been  foand  to  reart 
tbe  execution  of^ the  lawsi  no  act  of  violenee  faii  been 
committed  or  attempted  agsjnst  the  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernmenti  no  obstructions  have  been  interpoied  to  Uie 
ordinary  course  of  ju^cial  proceedings;  no  application 
from  the  Legislature  or  the  Governor  for  sjd  to  suppress 
an  insurrection,  (for  in  truth  none  such  has  existeat)  no 
certificate  from  the  ^rict  judge,  that  the  laws  cannot 
be  enforced  by  the  powers  vested  in  the  marshal;  but 
South  Carolina,  in  her  lugbest  sovereign  capaci^,  has 
declared  certun  acts  of  Congress  unconstitutional  and  op- 
pressive, and  therefore  not  law  within  the  limits  of  that 
SUte.    Her  Legislature  has  enacted  laws  in  conformi^ 
with  the  wishes  and  opinions  of  the  people  of  the  Stat^ 
on  that  ai^ject;  and|  without  the  happening  of  any  event 
which,  in  the  slightest  deg^e,  violated  or  endaztgered 
the  public  peace,  the  Prendent  fulminates  Munat  the 
whole  people  of  the  State  a  proclamation,  i&noaoang 
those  acts  of  soverc^oty  as  treason  nod  rdtelUon,  ana 
demanding  their  repeal  under  the  uienace  of  the  iDort 
ngnal  punishment,  by  the  strong  arm  of  mUitary  power- 
He  dia  not  condescend  to  open  a  correspondence  with 
the  Governor  of  South  Carolina  to  smooth  awajr  tha  im- 
pending difficulties,  which  were  yet  in  a  condition  to  be 
amicabfy  settied.    He  sent  no  commissioacr  of  peace  to 
soothe  the  feelings  of  the  State  by  asMtranoea  that  their 
reasonable  complunts  should  be  listened  to  and  redressed, 
nor  even  to  give  them  the  poor  consolation  that  his  in- 
fluence would  be  exerted  to  produce  that  result.  Bat 
the  presence  of  the  army  and  navy  in  tbe  port  and  harbor 
of  Charleston  gave  the  first  intimation  of  the  future  opera- 
tions which  he  contemplated  against  them,  followed  up 
by  a  proclamation,  issued  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  tm 
Union,  when  thc»re  was  no  armed  force  for  any  puipose 
aasendiled,  which  ha  had  uitbimty  to  ^^eree,  and  no 
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Tioleace  bad  been  eitber  perpetrated  or  meditated  aj^nat 
the  laWB  or  judicial  tribunals  of  the  United  States.  The 
whole  machinery  haa  been  lerelled  a^nrt  the  legislation 
of  the  State,  with  less  ceremony  and  coartesy  than  Wash- 
ington, in  the  zenith  of  his  glory,  extended  to  a  banditti, 
arrayed  in  full  force,  with  arms  in  their  banda,  which 
had  actually  been  used  for  purposes  of  insurrection  and 
rebellion.  "Can  such  things  be,  and  orercome  us  like 
ft  summer's  cloud,  without  our  special  wonder?"  Sir, 
I  hare  been  fordbly  struclc  with  the  resemblance  be- 
tween the  racent  proceedings  of  the  executire  branch 
of  the  Government  against  South  Carolina,  and  those  of 
Lord  North  against  ttie  colony  of  Massachusetts,  prior  to 
the  commencement  of  the  American  revolution. 

The  colony  of  Massachusetts  protested  against  the  tax 
on  tea,  as  a  usurpation  of  power  m  the  Britim  Parliament. 
Lord  North,  then  at  the  head  of  the  administration,  an 
■wered  them  by  sending  the  army  and  navy  of  Bn^nd 
into  the  port  and  harbor  of  Boston,  to  enfinve  the  tax,  and 
awe  the  mliabitants  into  submission. 

South  Carolina  has  protested  against  the  power  of 
Congress  to  impose  duties  on  foreign  importations,  not 


for  revenue,  but  for  the  protection  of  domestic  manu&c 
tures,  thereby  levying  a  tax  on  the  exports  of  the  State, 
not  warranted  by  tiie  spirit  of  the  constitution,  oppres- 
Mvc,  and  unjust. 

The  President  answers  her  complaints  by  sending  the 
army  and  navy  of  the  United  States  into  the  port  and  har- 
'bor  of  Charleston,  to  enforce  the  collection  of  these  duKe^ 
and  awe  the  State  into  subm'inon  to  the  laws  impodng 
tbem.  ^ 

Lord  North  refused  to  listen  to  the  petitions  of  the  co- 
lonies, until  tliey  humbled  theroselres  at  the  foot  of  the 
throne. 

Those  who  echo  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the  Presi- 
dent, in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  call  aloud  for  force  to 
_  subdue  South  Carolina  into  obedience  to  the  majesty  of 
'  the  laws  and  the  mandates  of  the  Executive,  before  any 
law  in  modification  ctf  the  existing  rate  of  dutiea  shall  be 
made. 

Lord  North  excbumed  in  the  British  PArliament,  "Now 
IS  the  time  to  assert  our  rig^t  to  tax  the  colomei^  and  bind 
them  in  all  cases  whatsoever." 

We  are  told,  from  a  high  qiurter,  **  Now  is  the  time  to 
try  the  strength  of  the  Union,  to  put  down  nullification 
forever,  and  enforce  the  majesty  of  the  laws  at  the  p(^nt 
of  the  bayonet." 

His  Majesty's  proclamation  was  issued,  commandin. 
submission  to  the  Uws  of  Parliament,  under  the  pun  an 
penalties  of  high  treason. 

The  Preudent  has  sent  forth  his  proclamation  com- 
manding South  Carolina  to  retrace  her  steps,  repeal  her 
laws,  and  submit  to  unjust  taxation,  under  the  pains  and 
penalties  of  treason  and  rebellionj  and,  to  finish  the  pic- 
ture, our  paternal  King  proscribed  by  name  all  those  illus- 
tious  patnots  who  animated  their  countrymen  to  resistance 
•gainst  urgust  and  oppressive  taxation;  and  we,  too^  have 
had  a  list  of  proscribed  names  among  the  eminent  men  of 
South  Carohna,  who  are  designatedas  leaders  in  the  mea< 
sures  of  resistance  in  that  State  against  a  protecting 
tariff.  Sir,  the  parallel  wants  nothing  to  give  it  the  last 
touch  of  the  pencil  but  the  passage  oi  the  bill  now  under 
consideration;  and  its  sangumarv  enactmentm  if  carried 
into  effect,  will  end  in  the  downfall  of  the  constitution,  or 
the  glorious  triumph  of  liberty. 

There  is  another  precedent  to  which  I  beg  leave  to  at- 
tract the  attention  of  the  Senate.  During  the  adminis- 
tration of  General  Washington,  in  the  year  1796,  it  will 
be  recollected  by  those  acquainted  with  the  prominent 
events  of  that  penod,  tliat  great  excitement  existed  in 
the  State  of  Kentucky,  on  the  subject  of  the  free  naviga- 
tion of  the  river  Misslauppi.  Our  negotiations  with  Spun 
had  been  protracted  to  an  unreasonable  length,  and  rears 
Vou  IX— 40 


were  entertained  that  the  SpatUdi  Government  did  not 
intend  to  accord  to  the  United  States  the  free  use  of  the 
only  outlet  to  the  ocean  wluch  nature  had  opened  to 
the  Western  people.    Operated  on  by  Oiese  powerful 
conaderations,  so  intimately  connected  with  the  snieul- 
tural  interests  of  that  fertile  and  growing  region,  and  feel- 
ing the  importance  of  free  access  to  the  GuU'of  Mexico, 
through  which  their  surplus  products  could  alone  reach 
a  profitable  market,  the  Legislature  of  Eentudcy,  in  a 
memorial,  drawn  with  much  care  and  ability,  declared 
their  intention  to  secede  ftom  the  Umon,  if  the  narigation 
of  the  Mississippi  was  not  secured  to  them,  in  a  reasonable 
time,  by  treatjr  stipulation,  or  in  such  other  manner  as 
should  place  it  out  of  the  reach  of  embarrassments  or 
future  interruptions.    H)is  strong  declaration  was  made 
in  language  not  to  be  Busundentoodt  the  ground  was 
taken,  after  mature  eonrideration,  and  from  it  they  bad 
resolved  never  to  recede  one  inch.    Spun  was  at  that 
time  intriguing  with  certun  leading  men  in  the  Western 
country,  to  induce  them  to  withdraw  from  the  United 
States,  and  form  a  part  of  the  colony  of  Louinana,  with 
commercial  immunities  and  advantages  hig^y  fitvorable 
to  them.    In  the'  prosecution  of  this  intrigue,  Spain  bad 
been  proftise  in  her  douceurs  and  penuons  to  many  dis- 
tii^ished  eitizem  of  Kentucky,  who  were  supposed  to 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  people,  and  strong  suspi. 
cions  were  entertiuned  that  a  general  oiBcer  in  the  Ame- 
rican army  was  among  the  number  of  her  pensioners. 
This  Spanish  conniirac^  to  separate  the  Western  country 
from  tne  Union  has  since  been  fully  exposed,  and  now 
forms  a  part  of  the  luatory  of  that  countJ^.   What,  sir, 
were  the  means  resorted  to  by  the  Uluitnous  fatdividual 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Goremment,  to  avert  the  impend- 
ing storm,  and  preserve  the  integrih;  of  the  Union  ?  Did 
be  send  a  message  to  Congress,  calling  on  them  to  arm 
him  with  discretionary  powers  to  march  an  army  into 
Kentucky,  and  bring  the  Legislature  to  reason,  aiid  awe 
her  citizens  into  obewence  to  the  laws  of  the  Union  at  all 
hazards?  No,  ur;  he  reposed  with  confidence  in  the  virtue 
and  patriotism'  of  the  people.    He  well  knew  that  violent 
remedies  would  be  proauctive  of  incurable  .miacluefs{ 
that  the  authority  of  this  Government  could  be  msJntain- 
ed  but  by  an  appeal  to  the  afTections,  and  not  to  the  fean 
of  the  people.   Re  asked  for  no  new  military  power  to 
meet  the  exigency,  fearftil  as  it  was;  but  he  evmced  bis 
respect  for  the  dignity  of  a  sovereign  State  of  the  con- 
federacy by  the  appointment  of  a  special  and  confiden- 
tial commissioner,  who  was  sent  with  instructions  to  quiet 
the  discontents  which  prevuled,  and  restore  peace  and 
harmony  to  the  country.    Colonel  James  Innes,  of  Vir- 
ginia, clothed  with  authori^  from  Premdent  Washington 
to  disclose  the  state  of  the  negotiation  with  Spain,  on 
the  interesting  subject  which  agitated  the  public  feeling 
in  Kentucky,  repaired  to  the  capital  of  that  State,  open- 
ed a  corresponaence  with  the  Governor,  gave  satisfiic- 
tory  expUnationa  to  the  I^egislature,  and  fuUy  succeeded 
in  the  important  object  of  his  nUsaion.  Who  can  doubt 
that  the  presence  of  an  amy  to  measure  swords  with 
the  freemen  of  the  State  would  have  aroused  the  resent- 
ment of  the  people  to  a  height  which  might  have  result- 
ed iu'Civil  strife  and  a  dissolution  of  the  Union?  Had 
the  counsels  of  him  who  was  "  first  in  war,  fint  in  peaee, 
and  first  in  the  hearts  of  his  countrymen,"  been  followed 
by  him  who  now  holds  in  his  hands  the  sceptre  of  power, 
we  should  not  have  been  disturbed  in  our  slumben  by 
the  ghost  of  nullification.  We  should  have  beM  spared 
the   tn^-comedy  of  proclamation,  manifestoes  and 
bloody  legislation;  the  tide  of  evenU  would  bare  rolled 
smootiily  on,  undisturbed  by  the  jarring  elements  of  in- 
furiated passions  which  have  conducted  us  almost  to  the 
verge  of^ military  despotism.    South  Carolina  may  have 
acted  without  due  deUbention)  she  may  have  been  rash 
and  predpitate  in  her  morcmentsi  nay,  air,  I  go  f\irtheri 


Digitized  by 


Google 


627 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER  628 


Sbvatb.] 


[Fbb.  19,  1833. 


it  nnjr  be  tdtnitted  ti»t  she  is  wrong  both  in  theory  tnd 
pncticet  but  she  U,  nevertfaeleaSj  one  of  the  old  thir- 
teen States,  whose  valor  made  us  a  free  people.  She  was 
■urely  entitled  to  the 'respect  shown  by  Washin^on  to 
the  Pennsylvania  rebels,  and  to  her  younger  sister  Ken- 
tackv;  if,  indeed,  abe  is  not  fiilly  justified  in  the  attitude 
die  nu  awuroed  in  tiie  defence  of  her  reierved  righti. 
Bat  how  haR  she  been  treated  by  President  Jte>aon?  If 
common,  uncontradicted  rumor  may  be  credited,  a  spy 
vaa  employed  to  distort  and  misrepresent  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  convention,  to  implicate  particular  members 
ofit,  who  have  been  denounced  as  objects  of  Executive 
vengeance.    A  military  armament  was  put  in  requintion 
before  their  deliberations  had  terminated.    But,  sir,  sup- 
pose, instead  of  sending  an  individual  to  perform  the  in- 
4dious  functions  of  a  spy  on  the  convention,  he  had,  like 
Wariiington,  have  sent  to  them  a  messenger  of  peace, 
concord  and  harmony:  suppose  he  hod  expressed  to 
that  body  his  ardent  devotion  to  the  Union,  and  a  sincere 
wish  that  no  measure  should  be  adopted  which  might 
have  a  tendency  to  endanger  it,  coupled  with  assurances 
that  bis  influence  would  not  be  wanting  to  remove  the 
hucdenaof  which  they  so  justly  complained;  or,  if  he 
had  sMd  no  more  than  he  did  in  hit  opening  message  to 
Congress— the  expression  of  those  good  dispositions,  com- 
ing from  so  high  a  source,  could  not  have  failed  to  malce 
the  deepest  impression;  and,  under  their  influence,  it  is 
but  fair  to  conclude  that  the  convention  would  have  ad- 
journed to  a  distant  day;  and,  in  the  mean  time,  the  causes 
of  the  discontent  being  removed,  there  would  have  ex- 
isted no  necessity  for  the  re-assembling  of  that  body.  But 
•U  these  obvious  means  of  restoring  tranquillity  were 
overlookedt  and  power,  in  the  might  and  majesty  of  its 
strength,  stands  forth  to  hurl  instant  destruction  on  the 
heads  of  all  who  dare  to  resist  it. 

I  warn  those  who  urge  this  fatal  measure,  with  a  view.to 
coercion  on  the  action  of  South  Carolina,  to  pause  and 
reflect  well  on  the  consequences  of  this  untried  experi- 
ment. They  may  find,  when  it  is  too  late  to  retrognde, 
that  it  does  not  comport  with  the  genius  of  a  free  people 
to  substitute  the  law  of  force  for  the  wholesome  correc- 
tive of  public  opiniont  that  this  Government  is  founded 
oii  the  latter,  and  cannot  lone  exist  if  its  existence  should 
be  made  .to  depend  on  the  former.  The  sword  and  the 
bayonet  are  the  appropriate  engines  of  Kings  and  despots; 
they  speak  to  their  subjects  the  language  of  command, 
and  operate  on  their  fears  by  the  terrors  of  a  mercenary 
sddieryi  but,  rest  assured,  such  are  not  the  means  by 
which  our  free  institutions  can  be  preserved  and  perpet- 
uated. The  President,  in  his  message  which  preceded 
the  introduction  of  this  bill  into  the  Senate,  and  on  which 
it  is  founded,  has  claimed  for  this  Government  omnipotent 
powers,  which  cannot  be  counteracted  but  by  a  resort  to 
the  natural  and  inherent  right  of  revolution,  which  implies 
the  right  of  the  stronger  party  to  subjugate  the  weaker, 
and  places  the  liberties  of  the  people  on  the  uncertain 
and  aoubtful  tenure  of  phyrical  strength,  wiUiout  regard 
to  justice  or  the  limitations  in  the  constitution,  on  the  ac- 
tion of  the  majority,  wbieh  are  wholly  useless  if  they  do 
not  protect  the  rights  of  the  minority.  He  tells  us  <*  that 
nothing  less  than  causes  which  would  justify  a  revolution- 
ary remedy  can  absolve  the  people  from  this  obligation, 
and  for  nothing  less  can  the  Government  permit  it  to  be 
done;  that  there  exist  no  checks  on  the  powers  of  Con- 
gress but  the  veto  of  the  Executive,  the  authority  of  the 
Judiciary,  and  the  sound  action  of  puUic  opinion)  which, 
with  the  ultimate  power  of  amendment,  are  the  salutary 
and  only  limitations  on  the  powers  of  the  whole."  The 
President  then  proceeds  to  uy  down  certain  general  prin- 
ciples, which,  as  they  do  not  agree  with  any  exposition 
given  of  the  constitution  at  the  time  of  its  adoption  by 
those  who  framed  it,  and  as  they  are  now  put  forth  by  au- 
thority, 1  shall  give  them  a  concise  and  comprehensive  ex- 


amination.  Speaking  of  the  posture  of  the  State  Gor- 
emments  as  members  of  the  Union,  the  Preudent  says, 
"The  laws  of  a  State  cannot  authorize  the  commission 
crime  against  the  United  States,  or  any  other  act  which, 
according  to  the  supreme  law  of  the  Union,  would  be  oth- 
erwise unlawfii!."   He  has  repudiated  all  the  opinions 
wluch  are  to  he  found  in  his  former  meanges  .on  the  pow- 
ers of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  on  which  nbjeet 
I  think  he  has  been  more  explicit  than  on  any  other;  wad 
we  are  now  fltvored  with  a  new  version  of  the  power*  of 
that  important  branch  of  the  Government. .  Since  the 
missionaries  have  been  pardoned,  and  there  is  no  longer 
a  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  be  executed  against 
the  legislative  enactments  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  con- 
flicting with  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  Umon,  the 
Preudent  tells  us  that  **  it  is  equally  clear,  that  if  there  be 
any  case  in  which  a  State,  as  such,  is  affected  by  the  hws 
[oi  Congress]  beyond  the  scope  of  judicial  power*  the 
remedy  consists — [in  what? — ]  in  appeals  to  toe  people, 
[of  the  whole  Union,  doubtless,]  either  to  effeet  a  change 
in  the  representation,  or  procure  relief  by  an  amendment 
of  the  constitution."   He  further  adds,  uiat  **the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  are  to  be  recognised  as  valid, 
and  consequentiy  supreme,  until  these  remedies  have  been 
effectually  tried.  (SeehoteF.)  Now,  sir,  this  is  rank  cwi- 
solidation.    It  puts  the  constitutional  restrictions  at  defi> 
ance,  and  gives  the  same  force  and  effect  to  laws  made  in 
violation  o?  the  granted  powers,  as  is  given  in  the  consti- 
tution to  laws  made  in  "  pursuance  thereof."  Under  such 
a  Government,  a  written  constitution  ia  but  an  emp^ 
name;  a  promise  to  the  ear,  but  to  be  broken  at  pleasure; 
deceptive  in  its  practical  operations,  and  a  taunting  insuk 
to  the  minority,  for  whose  protection  alone  it  was  made. 
The  measures  of  the  Government  are  emphatically  de- 
clared valid,  and  therefore  supreme,  whether  they  be 
constitutional  or  not;  and  the  remedies,  if  they  can  be  so 
called,  which  are  lef^  open  to  the  oppressed  sections,  con- 
sist in  revolution;  appeals  to  the  people  interested  in  the 
results  of  these  measures,  to  repeal  uiem  and  remove  the 
oppresuont  or,  what  is  still  more  hopeless,  to  amend  the 
constitution,  in  order  to  prohibit,  in  express  terns,  the 
exercise  of  a  power  usurped  by  the  same  msjori^,  Aree- 
fourtiis  of  whom  would  be  required  to  give  effect  to  the 
proposed  amendments!    These  are  the  monstrous  doc- 
trines of  the  constitutional  advisers  of  the  President,  pro- 
fessing, as  they  hypocritically  do,  to  hold  in  the  highest 
veneration  the  sanctity  of  State  rights,  and  a  strict  ob- 
servance oC  the  limitations  on  the  action  of  the  majority, 
so  carefiiUy  enumerated  in  the  constitution.   If  Om  be 
not  a  Government  of  checks  and  balances,  but  popular 
in  its  formation,  and  liable  to  no  other  control  than  the 
will  of  the  majority,  it  differs  only  in  name  from  the  ar 
bitrary  Governments  of  the  old  world.    There,  too^  the 
right  of  revolution  is  recognised;  their  laws  cannot  be 
enacted  or  repealed  without  the  concurrence  of  a  majori- 
ty; and  all  the  remedies  which  are  pointed  out  to  protect 
the  rightsandlibertiea  of  the  American  people,  are  equal- 
ly applicable  to'the  Government  of  England  or  France,  or 
of  any  other  nation  not  wholly  despotic .  Sir,  I  have  search- 
ed in  vain  for  any  definition  of  the  powers  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, with  which  its  founders  have  furnished  the  pub- 
lic, similar  to  that  which  I  find  in  the  proclamation  and 
message  of  President  Jackson;  they  are  peculiar  to  the 
professors  who  lecture  on  constitutional  law  in  the  new 
schoolt  and  I  must  be  permitted  to  defend  the  true  fiiHl^ 
as  our  fathers  have  handed  it  down  to  us,  end  to  reject 
the  hereaies  of  this  modem  political  aaoAi.   No  man  ever 
lived  who  cherished  a  more  ardent  devotion  to  the  poweis 
of  the  Federal  Government  than  did  Alexander  Hunllton. 
He  honestly  avowed  his  predilections  for  the  supremacy 
of  the  Union,  and  was  therefore  denounced  as  a  political 
heretic  by  the  republican  party  throughout  the  country. 
But,  compared  with  the  gwnt  strides  of  those  -who  no  v 


Digitized  by 


Google 


629 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


630 


Fh.  19,  1833.]  Seemue  ColkdionBiU.  [Ssitati. 


rule  orer  us,  he  sinks  into  a  mere  pigmy.  I  turn  from 
this  orthodox  church,  in  which  one  set  of  priodple*  are 
preached,  and  others  carried  out  into  practice,  mth  infi- 
nite pleaiare  and  saU^iction,  to  the  sound  rievs  of  Mr. 
Hamilton,  however  much  .he  may  have  been  reviled  in 
the  course  of  hii  fllostrioiu  life.  .  Did  he  say  that  the 
"  measures  of  the  Government  are  to  be  recognised  u 
valid,"  without  exception,  until  the  majority  can  be  pre- 
vailed on  to  repeal  them?   Let  his  own  words  answer. 

*■  The  States  as  well  as  individuals,  (says  Ur.  Hamil- 
ton) are  bound  by  theae  lawst  but  the  laws  of  Congress 
are  restricted  to  a  certain  spherei  and  when  they  depart 
from  this  sphere,  they  are  no  longer  supreme  or  binding." 

Mr.  Hamilton,  the  ablest  advocate  of  the  constitution, 
and  of  constructive  powers  to  their  utmost  limit,  claims 
only  supremacy  for  the  laws  coming  within  the  range  of 
the  delegated  powers,  and  freely  admits  that  such  laws  as 
depart  from  this  sphere  are  no  longer  "supreme  or  bind- 
ing." The  President  overleaps  the  barriers,  and  assumes 
for  the  laws  of  the  Union  supremacy  in  all  eases,  while 
they  remain  unrepealed.  There  is  a  remarkable  ^ffer- 
ence,  also,  between  them  in  the  remedy  to  be  interpMed 
agunst  usurped  powers.  Appeals  to  the  whole  people  of 
the  United  States  to  change  their  mode  of  representation, 
or  amend  the  constitution,  is  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Prendent  as  the  only  means,  short  of  revolution,  to  obtain 
redress,  or  restrain  the  rocasurea  of  the  Government  with- 
in the  sphere  prescribed  to  it  by  the  cmistitution.  Let  us 
see  what  Mr.  Hamilton  says  on  this  subject: 

**  It  may  safely  be  received,  as  an  axiom  in  our  political 
system,  that  the  State  Governments  will,  in  all  possible 
contingencies,  afford  complete  security  against  invasions 
of  the  public  liberty,  by  the  national  authority.  Projects 
of  usurpation  cannot  be  marked  under  pretences  so  like- 
ly to  escape  the  penetration  of  select  bodies,  as  of  the 
people  at  large.  The  Legislatures  will  have  better  means 
of  informaUon;  they  can  discover  the  danger«t  a  distance, 
and,  posseanngall  the  organs  of  civil  power,  and  the  con- 
fidence of  the  .people,  they  can  at  oiKe  adopt  a  regular 
plan  of  oppMition,  in  which  they  can  combine  all  the  re- 
sourcea  of  the  community." 

Here  is  a  clear  recognition  of  the  right  of  State  inter- 
pofftion»  drawn  from  the  Federalist,  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  writer,  affbrds  complete  aeeori^  against  usurpation 
and  invasions  of  public  liber^.  The  precise  case  put  by 
Mr.  Hamilton  has  arisen.  The  power  to  lay  imposts  on 
fiirel^n  manufactures,  for  purposes  unknown  to  the  con- 
■titution,  lias  been  usurped  by  Congress,  under  specious 
pretences,"  which  might  well  escape  the  "  penetration" 
of  the  people  at  large;  but  the  Legislature  of  a  sovereign 
State,  possesnng  '*  better  means  of  information,"  have 
seen  the  iiyustice  of  the  nratem,  and  the  iiHuricB  which  H 
inflicts  on  agricultural  labor;  Uiey  have  discovered  also 
the  *•  danger  at  a  distance"*  to  the  future  prosperity  ofthe 
State,  and  to  her  equal  rights  as  a  member  of  the  Union; 
and  she  has  adopted  a  "  regular  plan  of  .opporition,"  by 
resorting  to  her  reserved  rights,  which  ought,  "  in  all 
posuble  contingencies,  to  afford  complete  security  against 
an  invasion"  orthe  constitution.  Well,  sir,  the  President 
clums  the  power  to  coerce  this  SUte,  (acting  in  conformi- 
ty with  an  exposition  ofthe  principlesof  the  Government, 
cotemporaneous  with  its  inception,  by  one  of  its  most  db- 
tinguished  advocates)  to  unconditional  submission  to  tiiese 
laws,  which  he  admits  to  be  unnecessary  and  unjust,  and 
which 'the  people  of  the  State  resisting  them  regard  as  a 
groai_  violMon  of  the  spirit,  intent,  and  meaning  of  the 
conatitntion.  We  are  called  on  to  sanction  this  cuim,  by 
placiiu'  at  hii  ^osal,  for  the  pnq>ose,  the  army  and  na- 
vy, and  the  mHitia  of  the  Uaited  States.  How  wai  Oiis 
extravagant  power  conridered  by  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  the 
debates  on  the  constitution  in  uie  convention  of  New 
York,  to  wliieh  I  referred  io  a  preoecUng  part  of  my  re- 
mariu?   He  indignimtly  repeh  the  idea  of^  militaiy  eocT' 


cion  on  a  sovereign  State  of  the  confederacy.  He  depre- 
cates the  employment  of  force,  in  strong  terms,  and  wi^ 
a  clear  perception  of  iu  conaequences.  I  beg  the  indul- 
gence of  tiie  Senate,  wUb  I  read  to  them  a  few  sentences 
from  thespeech  of  thiseminent  statesman.  "It  basbeen 
weU  observed,"  auA  he  "that  to  coerce  the  SMea  is  one 
of  the  maddest  projects  that  was  ever  devised.  'What 
picture  does  this  iaea  present  to  our  view?  Congwss 
marching  the  troops  of  one  State  into  the  bosom  <u  an- 
other} this  State  collecting  auxiliaries,  and  forming*  per- 
haps, a  m^ori^  ^nunst  its  federal  head:  here  u  a  mr 
tion  at  war  with  itauf.  Can  any  reasonable  man  be  welt 
^sposed  towards  a  Government  which  makes  war  and 
carnage  the  only  means  of  supporting  itself— a  Govern* 
ment  that  can  exist  only  by  the  swordf  Every  such  war 
must  involve  the  innocent  with  the  guilty.  This  single 
consideration  should  be  sufficient  to  dispose  every  peace- 
able citizen  against  such  Government."  Buch  are  the 
oniniona  of  Alexander  Hamilton,  an  ultra-federalist  a£ 
178S^  who  adhered  with  unbending  fitmnesa  to  all  the 
powers  which  <»uld  properly  he  clahned  for  Otia  GOvenii- 
ment,  cither  by  express  grant  or  implication.  Contrast 
them  with  the  principles  avowed  by  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate in  bis  proclamation  and  message,  and  it  exhibits 
the  most  striking  evidence  of  the  singular  transpoution 
of -political  parties  which  has  ever  occurred  in  this  ooun- 
try. 

All  parties  seem  to  have  agreed,  when  this  constitution 
was  adopted,  that  a  law  of  Cong^resa,  not  made  in  pursu- 
ance ofthe  granted  powers,  was  absolutely  null  ana  void; 
that  neither  the  States  nor  the  people  could  be  bound  by 
any  such  unauthorized  act.  This  principle  has  often  been 
recognised  by  judicial  decisions,  both  in  the  federal  and 
the  state  courts.  I  will  refer  to  a  few  cases  on  this  point. 
In  the  case  of  Marburg  «s.  Madison,  decided  in  the  8u 
preme  Court  of  the  United  States,  Chief  Justice  Marshall, 
who  delirered  the  opinion  of  the  court,  said;  "  That  the 
constitution  ts  the  fundamental  and  paramount  law  of  the 
nation,  and  all  acts  repugnant  to  it  are  void."  The  same 
principle  is  fully  sustained  by  Chief  Justice  HcKean,  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  celebrated 
case  oi  the  Commonwealth  agunst  Cobbett,  in  wluch 
that  enlightened  judge  took  an  enlarged  new  of  the 
powert  of  Hub  Government,  and  of  those  reierved  to  the 
States,  fully  recognising  their  right  to  interpose  and  pro- 
tect their  citizens  against  the  operation  of  an  unconstitu- 
tional act  of  Congress.  T^is  interesting  decinon,  which 
for  many  years  fixed  the  political  character  of  Pennsylva- 
nia,  was  adopted  by  the  (fistinguished  Judge  Roane,  of  the 
hirii  court  of  nppeals  of  Virginia,  In  his  very  cImt  and 
able  opinion  delivered  in  that  court  in  the  case  of  Hunter 
VI.  Hvtin.  To  these  I  beg  leave  to  add  the  opinion 
another  learned  judge  in  Penn^lvania,  in  the  memorable 
case  of  Olmsteao.  Chief  Justice  Tilghman,  after  taking 
general  view  of  the  case,  thus  expressed  himself:  The 
United  States  have  no  power,  legislative  or  judicial,  ex- 
cept what  is  derived  from  the  constitution.  When  these 
powers  are  clearly  exceeded,  the  independence  of  die 
Statea  and  the  peace  of  the  Union  demand  that  the  State 
courts  should,  in  cases  brought  properly  before  them, 
give  redren.  There  is  no  law  which  forbids  it;  their 
oath  of  ofRce  exacts  it;  and  if  they  do  not,  what  courae  is 
to  be  taken?  We  must  be  reduced  to  the  miserable  ex- 
tremity of  opposing  force  to  force,  and  arraying  citizen 
against  citizen;  for  it  is  vain  to  expect  that  the  States 
will  submit  to  manifest  and  fl^rant  usurpations  of  power 
by  the  United  States,  if  [which  God  forbid!]  they  ever  at- 
tonpt  tiiem." 

Numerous  other  decision^  corresponding  with  those 
which  I  have  selected,  mig^t  be  cited  to  show  how  6w 
the  laws  of  the  Union  are  supreme  and  binding,  and  how 
far  the  States  ma;|r  interpose  tb«r  soverdgn  authuitj 
aginnit  tiie  operataon,  wtUdn  their^misdictions,  of  laws 
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plftinly  uid  palpably  eooUcting  with  the  conatitution.  But 
I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  extend  these  references - 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  giren 
us  his  Aeuu  ideal  of  a  national  or  popular  Govemment. 
He  has  taken  it  for  ^nted  that  ours  is  such  a  Govern- 
ment, and  on  this  basis  rests  his  whole  argument.    If  his 

S remises  are  conceded,  bis  condunons  are  inevitable, 
[e  first  imagines  the  'Government  to  be  just  what  he 
would  have  made  it,  in  its  original  fbnnation,  and  then 
concludes  that  all  opposition  to  its  lawamust  be  set  down 
as  treason  or  rebellion.  He  has,  it  is  true^  the  high  au- 
thority of  the  Chief  Magistrate  for  the  assumption  that 
the  '<  measures  of  the  Government  are  to  be  recognised 
as  valid,  and  consequently  supreme,"  without  inquiring 
into  their  conformity  to  the  delegated  powers;  and  it  is 
perhaps  the  best  opportunity  which  has  ever  occurred 
to  revive  these  •zploded  doctrines,  and  fix  them  on  the 

Cblic  nund,  under  the  patronage  of  one  who  fitb  so 
ge  a  space  in  the  confidence  and  affections  of  the 
people.  I  do  not  mean  to  denv  the  right  of  the  honora- 
ble Senator  to  enlist  under  the  banner  of  a  popular 
leader,  and  seize  on  circumstances  so  favorable,  to  ren- 
der bis  own  opinions,  long  entertained,  acceptable  to  the 
great  body  of^  the  American  people.  I  do  claim,  how- 
ever,  the  humble  privilege  of  dissenting  from  his  theory 
of  the  constitution,  and  the  bKMtd  ground  on  wludi  he 
placet  the  lupreniMy  of  the  Gorenuuent  which  it  cre- 
ated. 

The  honorable  gentleman  comphuns  of  my  friend  from 
South  Carolina,  and  others  who  have  entesed  into  this 
debate,  for  the  frequent  use  which  they  make  of  the 
term  "consolidation."  Words,  he  says,  are  things^  and 
this  warif  he  seems  to  think,  is  calculated  to  convey  inju* 
rious  impressions  of  measures  with  wUoh  it  may  be  asso- 
ciated, however  just  and  proper  in  themselves.*  Now, 
sir,  I  §Mk,  in  answer  to  the  honorable  gentleman,  if  pre- 
cisely the  same  use  has  not  been  made  of  that  much 
abused  word  "  nullification?"  More  Uian  lialf  of  what  we 
have  heard  in  this  protracted  and  interesting  discussion 
would  have  been  lost  but  for  the  heav^  blows  which 
have  been  levelled  at  this  word  **  nullificabon."  The  very 
able  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  honorable  Senator  liimself 
would  have  been  disrobed  of  many  charms,  had  he  been 
denied  the  pririle^  of  bestowing  his  maledictions  on  the 
heresy  of  nullification.  I  hope,  therefore,  he  will  pardon 
us  for  calling  by  its  proper  name  a  Government  such  as 
ho  would  make  this,  popular  in  its  ori^n,  and  supreme 
in  all  its  acts)  the  plain  meaning  of  which  is — consoUda- 
tion. 

This  word  "nullification"  is  more  important  to  the 
enemies  of  State  ri^ts  than  all  the  reasoning  which  they 
can  bring  to  their  aid  on  that  subject.  It  has  become  so 
terrible  to  the  ear,  that  nurses  use  it  to  fririiten  children 
into  a  compliance  with  tbeir  wishesi  and  for  the  same 

fiurpose  it  is  fulminated,  without  any  definite  meaiung,  to 
righten  grown  babies,  who  are  to  be  found  in  the  halls 
and  parlors  this  wide-spread  city,  into  obedience  to 
the  creed  of  the  orthodox  ehuroh,  and  to  the  high  priest 
whose  decrees  are  written  in  the  book  of  the  covNiant, 
and  agunst  which  no  one  can  say  aught,  and  yet  survive 
the  revilings  of  the  multitude.  But,  sir,  we  aU  know  the 
fact,  that  nullification  is  of  the  purest  psrentage,  having 
descended  from  the  clear  head  and  patriotic  heart  of 
Thomas  Jefferson)  and  that  it  means  nothing  more  than 
the  right  of  a  member  of  the  compact  of  Union  to  adopt 
a  "  regular  phm  of  oppowtion"  to  usurped  powers  by  the 
Fedem  Government,  and  thereby  preserve  their  sove- 
reignty and  independence  from  annihilation}  which  Ham- 
ilton thought  would,  in  "  all  posuble  contingencies,  afford 
complete  securi^  agitinat  invinons  of  the  public  liberfy." 

*  Thia  part  of  Mr.  Webster's  remarks  is  omitted  in  his 
printed  speech. 


It  means  nothing  morei  and  we  shall  presently  see  to 
what  extent  it  has  been  carried  out  by  the  States  in  which 

it  is  now  so  unblushingly  condemned.  The  honorable 
Senator  from  Msssachusetts  has  founded  his  reasotuog  on 

po^uiata,  which  I  proceed  to  notice  and  controvert.  He 
maintains — 

1st.  That  nullification,  in  all  its  forms,  is  revolution. 

2dly.  That  secesnon,  under  any  drcumstances^  is  revo- 
lution; because  the  constitotion  created  direct  relation 
between  the  Government  and  Individuals,  which  cannot 
be  dissolved  by  any  authority  whatever. 

Sdly.  That  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  not 
a  lea^e,  confederacy,  or  compact,  between  the  people 
of  the  several  States  in  their  sovereign  capacities,  but  a 
Government  proper,  founded  on  the  adoption  of  the  peo- 
ple, creating  these  direct  reUtions  between  itself  and  in. 
dividuals. 

4thly.  That  tiie  constitution,  and  laws  made  in  pumi- 
ance  thereof,  and  treaties,  are  the  supreme  lawi  and  t^t. 
in  all  cases  not  capable  of  assuming  the  character  of  asuit 
In  law  or  equity,  Congress  must  judge  of,  and  finally  in- 
terpret, the  extent  of  its  own  powers. 

5thly.  That  anv  attempt,  by  a  State,  to  arrest  the  ope- 
ration of  a  law  or  the  United  States  within  her  limits,  on 
the  nound  that,  in  her  opinion,  such  a  law  is  unconstitu- 
tii)nu,  is  a  direct  usurpation  on  the  just  powers  oS  Uw 
General  Government,  and  essentially  revolutionary. 

It  will  be  seen,  at  a  angle  glance,  that  all  these  propo- 
sitions are  based  on  the  principle  assumed  by  the  hmora- 
able  gentleman,  that  the  Government  was  erected  by  the 
whole  people  of  the  United  States,  and  is  therefore 
p4puUr  in  its  charactert  and  that  all  ita  acts  must  be 
recognised  *'  as  valid,  and  therefore  aupremei'*  in  vhiA 
he  accords  with  the  view  taken  of  the  subject  in  the 
message  of  the  Cfaief  Magistrate,  to  which  I  have  befi>re 
referred. 

I  have  already  spoken  of  the  origin  of  the  Government 
and  shown,  as  I  trust,  by  historical  bets,  that  it  has  no 
claim  to  the  popular  character  given  it  by  the  honorable 
Senator^  but  that  its  powers  sre  delegalM  by  **coinBni> 
sion  "  from  the  States,  in  their  sovereign  capacitiest  that 
it  is  the  went  of  the  States  to  execute  this  "cmaBmisswp," 
under  which  it  actsf  that,  in  malting  this  grant  pf  power% 
each  State  retsanedits  soverei^ty  and  independence,  and 
cannot  be  bound  by  any-law  without  the  **  sphere  of  the 
powers  enumerated  in  the  grant."  I  am  supported  in 
this  analyns  by  the  high  authority  of  Rufiis  King  and 
Alexander  Hanultoo,  whose  opinions  I  have  nven  inthar 
own  woidi^  not  because  they  are  more  to  be  relied  on 
than  th(»e  of  other  eminent  statesmen  with  whom  thcj 
dlerwards  differed,  in  construing  the  implied  powers  it 
the  Government,  but  because  they  would  not  be  liable  to 
the  suspicion  of  entertaining  a  desire  to  curtail,  to  any 
extent,  the  powers  properly  belonging  to  the  Federal 
Government,  or  to  ^ve  to  the  SUtes  higher  r«ik  than 
was  intended  to  be  pven  at  the  time  thnr  opuuona  wet* 
expressed. 

It  seems  to  have  been  universally  received  as  an  axian, 
resulting  from  the  natore  of  a  written  gnnt  of  powciib 
that  any  law  or  act  contrary  to  the  constitution  »  abso- 
lutely null  and  void,  and  not  binding  on  the  Statea  or  the 
peoplei  but  the  dtfBculty  arises,  who  shall  decide  on  the 
infractions,  if  Congress  should  at  any  time  usurp  powei* 
not  specified  in  the  constitution  f  The  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  admiU  that  if  instrument  be  an 
existing  compact  between  the  States,  the  parties  have  ao 
undoubted  right  to  judge  for  themselves  when  a  breach 
has  been  committedt  but,  denying  the  existence  trf"  the 
compact,  he  affirms  the  right  to  be  in  Congress  to  de- 
termine, in  the  last  resort,  upon  the  meaning  or  extent  <J 
its  own  powers,  in  all  cases  which  cannot  be  brought 
before  the  judicial  tribunals  either  m  law  or  cqui^.  Thua 
thfewh<4e  range  of  powers  rejettf  d^by  the  jwweution 
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may  be  usurped  by  arbitrary  conatruction,  and  all  the 
limitationa  on  the  action  of  the  Government  may  be  wholly 
disregarded;  liberty  may  be  endangered  by  a  combination 
or  interested  or  corrupt  majorittest  and  we  are  to  turn 
roundi  and  gravely  ask  those  who  meditate  the  mischief, 
nd  against  whom  the  charge  of  usurpation  is  made,  to 
concede  their  guilty  purpose,  and  thereby  pass  a  vote  of 
censare  on  themselves!  Would  such  a  system  affbrd  any 
lecurity  agunst  the  natural  tendency  of  power  to  en- 
croach on  the  rights  of  minorities,  in  favor  of  the  interest 
of  majorities?  Of  what  avail  would  be  limitations  in  a 
power  of  attorney,  if  the  agent  is  to  decide,  in  the  last 
resorti  how  &r  he  is  authorized  to  bind  his  prindpal^  If 
the  solemn  warnings  of  die  illustriotu  Jefferson  can  hare 
sny  weight  in  fixing  the  right  of  the  parties  to  protect 
themselves,  in  cases  of  gross  and  palpable  violations  of 
the  constitution,  by  interposing,  in  their  sovereign  capa- 
cities, to  preserve  Aeir  reserved  rights  from  the  encroach- 
ments of  federal  power,  or  the  exercise  of  undefined 
Ascretion,  without  restraint,  I  will  avail  myself  of  the 
benefit  of  his  able  pen,  so  oAen  referred  to  on  great 
questions  of  constitutional  law,  of  which  he  wafl.  in  my 
«>pinionf  the  Boandett  expositor  of  the  day  in  which  he 
lived.  His  language  is  clear  and  explicit,  founded  in 
common  sense,  which  is  now  pretty  much  out  of  use  in 
our  halls  of  legislation,  where  refined  theories  and  techni- 
cal subtleties  are  substituted  in  its  place.  I  find  in  the 
original  draught  of  the  Kentucky  resolution,  in  1798,  the 
fbUowing  sentence,  which  ftdly  discloiM  his  o[»nion  on 
this  point:' 

"That  the  principle  and  construction  contended  for 
hy  Bondry  of  the  State  Legislatures,  that  the  General 
Oovemment  is  tlie  exclusive  judge  of  the  extent  of  the 
powers  delegated  to  it,  stop  nothing  short  of  despotism; 
since  the  discretion  of  those  who  administer  the  Govern> 
tnent,  and  not  the  constitution,  would  be  the  measure  of 
their  powers:  that  the  several  St^es  who  formed  that  in- 
itruiiient,  being  sovereign  and  independent  htve  the 
unquestionable  right  to  judge  of  the  infraction." 

Hamilton  has,  in  substance,  sanctioned  these  views  of 
Mr.  Jcflenon,  in  the  number  of  the  Federalist  written  by 
him,  before  referred  to,  in  which,  without  the  application 
of  the  principle  to  any  particular  case,  he  advances  the 
general  proposition,  that,  under  the  s^tem  which  it  was 
wa  object  to  expound  and  defend,  "  State  Governments 
will,  m  all  possible  contingendea,  afford  complete  secu- 
rity against  inva^ns  of  the  public  Hberty  by  the  national 
authority."  He  speaks  not  of  revolution}  he  repels  the 
idea  of  coercion  on  a  sovereign  State  as  one  of  the  "mad- 
dest projects  that  was  ever  devised;"  he  says,  farther, 
that  no  "  reasonable  man  can  be  well  disposed  towards  a 
Government  which  makes  war  and  carnage  the  only 
means  of  supporting  itself— a  Government  that  can  exist 
only  by  the  sword.'"  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that  the 
lecuriff  to  be  afforded  by  the  States  against  usurpations 
of  power  by  the  national  authority,  can  mean  nothing  else 
than  a  peaceful  remedy,  by  interposing  their  sovereign 
authority  within  their  respective  jurisdictions,  in  some 
form  or  other,  which  should  effectually  arrest  the  opera- 
tions of  an  unconstitutional  act  of  Congress;  the  '*secu-. 
rity"  which,  he  savs,  "  will,  in  all  posrihle  contingeneiei^ 
be  completCj"  and  for  which  he  depends  on  the  action  of 
the  State  Governments,  must  be  afforded  by  the  employ- 
ment of  physical  force,  or  by  the  exercise  of'^the  sovereign 
owers  of  the  States,  in  their  constitutional  legislative 
odies.  Who  can  doubt  that  the  latter,  and  not  the 
former  remedy,  was  in  the  mind  of  the  writer;  or  that  he 
recognised  the  State  Governments  as  an  essential  part  of 
our  vfstem,  on  whose  watchful  vi^lance  we  might  safely 
rely  for  the  security  of  liberty  against  ereiy  combination 
which,  in  the  progress  of  time,  might  arise  to  subvert  it? 
But  the  honorable  Senator  tuis  denounced  the  State  veto 
u  m  abnr^y,  which  he  says  wai  folly  tried  onder  tiie 


old  confederation,  and  found  to  be  so  inconvenient  that  to 
get  rid  of  it  was  one  great  object  of  the  new  constitution. 
True,  sir,  the  State  veto,  under  the  confederation,  on  the 
acts  of  Congress,  was  found  to  be  inconvenient  in  pT«c< 
tice;  but  it  was  not  confined  merely  to  the  exercise  of 
undelegated  powers,  but  it  extended  to  cases  falling  with- 
in the  range  of  express  powera.  Had  the  States  promptly 
complied  with  the  reqututions- made  on  them  by  Coo* 
greas,  and  exercised  a  veto  onl^  on  such  acts  as  were 
manifestly  not  granted  in  the  articles  of  confederation,  I 
tio  not  think  the  power  would  have  formed  a  serious  ob- 
jection to  the  system,  it  was  a  favorite  object  then,  as 
it  is  now,  to  vest  in  the  Federal  Government  a  complete 
control  over  State  legislation}  the  proposition  was  Mveral 
times  submitted,  under  various  modificatimu.  and  rejected 
by  the  convention.  It  was  denied  even  to  two-tiiirda  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress;  and  the  reason  was  evident. 
The  small  States  were  against  it,  because  it  would  sub* 
ject  them  to  the  arbitrary  rule  of  the  large  States,  who 
would  always  have  wielded  the  Government  to  their  own 
purposes,  if  it  had  been  so  formed  as  to  put  the  States  in 
the  power  of  a  m^ority  of  the  Representativea  In  Coo- 
greis.  For  the  same  reason,  the  power  of  amendment 
was  limited  to  three-fourths  of  the  Statea.  A.  prwoution 
was  made  to  give  this  important  power  to  a  majority  of 
States,  and,  after  that  was  nef^ved,  it  was  modified  so 
as  to  vest  it  in  two-thirds;  but  it  was  deemed  unsafe  to 
trust  it  with  a  smaller  number  than  three-fourth^  wbieb, 
it  was  thought,  would  effectually  protect  the  small 
States,  who  must  ever  be  In  a  minon^,  from  a  dangerous 
enlargement  of  the  powers  of  the  Government,  by  a  com- 
bination of  the  large  States,  whose  influence  woiud,  moit 
probably,  be  directed  in  ftvor  of  popular  rights  and  con- 
solidation, in  preference  to  an  equal  representation  of  the 
States  in  the  Senate,  and  their  separate  independence  on 
the  will  of  the  majority.  These  precautions  were  well 
considered  at  the  time;  but  if  Congress  is  to  be  made  the 
sole  judge  of  the  extent  of  its  powers,  both  express  and 
implied,  there  will  be  no  neea  of  amendments  to  make 
the  constitution  just  what  a  majority  might  think  it 
ought  to  have  been  made  by  those  who  framed  it.  I 
win  give  to  this  part  of  the  subject  a  closer  examination 
in  the  order  which  I  hare  prescribed  to  myielf  in  thu 
debate. 

Hr.  Preudent,  I  shall  not  foOow  the  example  a£  hoiwp- 
able  Senatws,  who  hare  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  rither  to 
denounce  or  approve  the  particular  movement  which  has 
taken  place  in  South  Carolina;  my  purpose  is  to  investigate 
general  principles.  Let  these  be  fixed  on  a  sure  founda- 
tion, and  their  application  to  particular  cases,  as  they  arise, 
will  not  be  a  difficult  or  complicated  dutf.  I  deny  the 
power  of  this  Government  to  interfere  with  the  internal 
policy  of  a  State,  as  such,  unlen  her  laws  are  property 
brought  before  the  judicial  tribunals,  in  cases  of  law  or 
equity,  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  I  deny,  more 
especially,  the  principle  involved  in  the  passage  of  this 
bill,  which  is  designed  to  coerce,  by  military  force,  the 
Legislature  of  a  soverei^  State  of  the  Union;  a  princi- 
ple at  war  with  our  free  institutions,  abhorrent  to  tne  feel- 
ings of  freemen,  and  destructive  of  civil  liberty. 

This  Union,  formed  on  the  basis  of  eompromiie  and 
mutual  concession,  by  the  States,  cannotbear  die  shock  of 
civil  war.  I  hope  never  to  witness  so  rash  an  experimentt 
but  I  hare  no  hesitation  in  declaring  my  firm  belief  that 
the  first  gun  which  is  levelled  at  the  breast  of  an  Ameri- 
can citizen,  by  an  army  of  mercenaries  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  crime  of  obedience  to  the  con- 
stituted authorities  of  the  State  to  which  he  owes  a  primer 
ry  alle^nce,  and  from  which  he  receives  protection  of 
life,  liberty,  and  property,  will  be  the  signal  of  deaUi  to 
the  confederacy.  All  wars  are  to  be  deprecated,  but 
most  of  all  civil  wars,  which  are  ever  marked  by  scenea 
of  descdation  and  cruelty,  ■fRictlngjp  humanity^  and  um- 
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alty  ternunkte  in  the  downfall  of  liberty.  The  natural 
ligaments  which  bind  socie^  together  are  ruptured,  with- 
out  one  cheering  ray  of  hope  that  they  can  ever  again  be 
inrigorated  and  restored  to  a  sound  and  healthful  action  be- 
tween the  rival  combatants.  'A  statesman,  who  looks  only  to 
tbeenactmeatand  execution  of  just  and  equal  laws,  would 
otutioosW  avoid  an^  measure  which  in  its  tendency  mi|;ht 
be  calculated  to  bring  on  our  belored  country  calamities, 
the  effect  of  which  no  real  patriot  can  contemplate  without 
the  deepest  emotions  of  unfeigned,  regret.  But,  above 
all,  we  should  hewtate  muchbefore  we  resort  to  the  ultima 
ratioto  enforce  laws  of  doubtful  policy,  and  which  may  be 
held  by  a  respectable  minority  of  our  constituents  to  be 
botii  oppressive  and  unconstitutional.  It  is  not  always  wise 
or  prudent  to  push  the  acknowledged  powers  of  Govern- 
ment to  their  utmost  limit.  Moderation  and  forbearance 
ought  ever  to  be  kept  in  new  in  the  adjustment  of  domes- 
tic  controversies,  which  must,  in  the  nature  of  human  af- 
fairs, sometimes  occur  in  the  administration  of  a  Govern- 
Hient  composed  of  a  numerous  family  of  States,  with  in- 
terests and  pursuits  in  many  respects  conflicting  and  di- 
versified. I  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  the  condition  that 
the  position  occupied  by  South  CaroHna,  in  her  oppontion 
to  imposta  fbr  the  protection  of  manufactures,  is  such  as 
to  require  or  Justify  military  operations  against  her,  ei- 
ther to  maintain  the  supremacy  of  the  laws,  or  the  dignity 
of  the  Government.  Her  demands  are  just  and  reasona- 
ble. Do  justice,  which  is  the  highest  duty  of  men  and  of 
OoTernmentB,and  the  dark  cloUd  which  hangs  over  theland 
vill  be  disiipated  by  the  bright  sunshine  of  peace  and  tran- 

auilUty.  Ihe  wrongs  of  which  she  has,  in  common  with 
1  the  Southern  States,  so  long  and  so  earnestly  complain- 
ed, originated  in  a  system  of  legislation  which  all  agree 
must,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  abandoned. 

Shall  we  then  waste  our  precious  time  in  this  unprofita- 
ble discussion,  when  it  might  be  so  successfully  employed 
in  healing  the  wounds  of  our  afflicted  country,  by  a  gradu- 
al reduction  of  duties  on  foreign  importations  to  the  ne- 
cemry  expenditures  of  the  GoVemmentf  But  if  bonora* 
ble  gentlemen  are  determioed  to  peril  the  Fiberties  of  tiie 
people  by  ly^ting  the  torch  or  civil  strife  among  the 
members  of  this  free  and  happy  confederacy,  they  ought 
at  least  to  make  one  effort  which  might  indicate  a  desire 
on  their  port  to  avoid  it,  before  they  plunge  into  this  road 
project  of  enforcing  unjust  laws  on  the  freemen  of  the 
South  bv  the  terrors  of  the  sword,  the  desolation  of  their 
^  fiela^  and  the  shedding  of  innocent  blood.  But,  nr, 
if,  as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  told  us,  "  any 
attempt  by  a  State  to  abrogate,  annul,  or  nullify  an  act  of 
Congress,  or  to  arrest  its  operation  within  her  limits,  on 
the  ground  that  such  law  is  unconstitutional,"  ia  a  pro- 
ceeding revolutionary  in  its  character,  because  it  "  arrests 
the  exercise  of  supreme  power,"  South  Carolina  has  in- 
curred thu  responsibility;  and  I  should  be  glad  to  be  tn- 
fbnned  by  the  nonoi^w  Senator  how  many  rimiltr  revo- 
lutions have  occurred  in  the  history  of  our  Government 
The  absurdity  ofthisnewdefinitionof  "  revolution" cannot 
be  better  exposed  than  by  a  wmple  reference  to  the  vari- 
ous acts  of  the  State  Governments  since  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution,  by  which  the  right  of  interposition  against 
the  operation  of  the  taws  of  Congress  and  the  judicial  deci- 
mons  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States  are  not  only  as- 
serted by  the  States,  but  carried  Into  practical  effect  un- 
der the  sanction  of  adequate  penalties.  I  beg  leave  to 
suppfy  the  honorable  Senator  with  a  few  of  these  State 
commentaries  on  his  text. 

By  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of  the  commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania,  passed  on  the  2d  of  April,  1803,  a  decree 
of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States,  for  the  Penn- 
sylvania district,  is  declared  to  have  been  in  violation  of 
the  constitution,  and  therefore  null  and  vdd.  and  "ought 
not  to  be  obeyed."  By  the  provisions  of  this  act  the  exe- 
cution of  the  decree  is  expressly  prohibited,  and  the  Got 


ernor**  of  the  State  is  authorized  by  any  "means  and  mea- 
sures" which  he  might  deem  necessary  for  the  purpose, 
eflectually  to  resist  any  attempt  which  might  be  made  to 
enforce  uie  decree. — {Bioren'a  edition  of  ike  Lau»^  of 
Penntylvamay  p.  163.)  This  was  the  first  step  taken  by 
the  authority  of  the  I^pslature  to  vindicate  the  rights  of 
the  State  against  a  judicial  decinon  in  the  celebratra  case 
of  Olmsteaa  and  the  hwn  of  Rittenhouse,  involnng.  inca- 
dentally,  the  interests  of  that  State.,  It  was  renewed  at  » 
subsequent  period,  which  I  shall  presently  notice. 

Agam:  we  find  in  the  statutes  of  Pennsylvania  an  ex- 
isting act  of  nullification,  passed  on  the  STth  of  March, 
1820.  By  the  second  section  of  the  fourth  article  of  the 
constitution,  it  is  provided:  *'  That  persons  held  to  service 
or  labor  in  one  State  under  the  laws  thereof,  and  escaping 
into  another,  shall  not,  in  consequence  of  any  law  or  r^u- 
lation  therein,  be  discharged  from  such  service  or  labor, 
but  shall  be  delivered  up,  on  claim  of  the  party  to  whom 
such  service  or  labor  may  be  due."  To  carry  into  effect 
this  article  of  the  constitution,  Congress  passed  an  act 
prescribing  the  mode  in  which  persons  entitled  to  the  ser- 
vice or  labor  of  fugitives  should  prosecute  their  claima  \a 
the  State  in  wluiui  such  fugitives  iVon  labor  migbt  be 
found.  It  will  not  be  pretended  that  this  act  viidated  any 
principle  of  the  constitution  i  on  the  contrary,  it  waa  made 
in  pursuance  tiiereof,  and  was  essential  to  the  preservatioa 
of  harmony  among  the  several  States  ona  subject  of  deep 
and  absorbing  interest.  Well,  sir,  in  oppowtion  to  this  act 
of  Congress,  made  in  obedience  to  an  express  provision  of 
the  constitution,  Pennsylvania  has  interposed  a  penal  stat- 
ute, declaring,  "that  if  any  alderman  or  justice  o€  the 
peace  of  this  commonwe|lth  shall  take  cognisance  of  the 
case  of  any  furtive  from  labor  from  any  of  the  Uiuted 
States  or  I'emtories,  under  a  certain  act  of  Congress* 
passed  on  the  13th  day  of  February,  1793,  entitled  *  An 
act  respecting  fugitives  from  justice,  and  peraons  escap- 
ing from  the  service  of  their  masters,'  sucn  alderman  or 
justice  of  the  peace  ahall,  on  conviction  thereof,  be  soi- 
tenced  to  pay.  at  the  discretion  of  the  court,  any  sum  not 
1ms  than  500  dollars,  nor  exceeding  1,000  dollars-,  the  one* 
half  whereof  sbidl.be  paid  to  the  party  prosecuting,  and 
the  other  half  to  the  use  of  the  commonwealth." 

Now,  sir,  I  have  given  two  several  acts  of  the  hi^Ur 
respectable  and  patriotic  State  of  Pennsylvania,  (towatu 
which  State  I  certainly  feel  the^^eatest  respect.)  resisting 
the  j  udicial  authority  of  the  United  States  in  the  one  case, 
and  "  arresting  the  operation  oF  an  act  of  Congress  with- 
in her  limits"  in  the  othert  not,  indeed,  on  the  ground  that 
*'  such  law  ia  unconstitutional,"  because  it  is  not  Tiable  to 
that  objection,  but  merely  on  the  ground  that  it  did  not  ac* 
cord  with  tiie  feelings  of  the  people  of  that  SUte!  Here 
is  a  case  of  living  practical  nullification,  as  broad  as  lan- 
guage can  make  it.  Will  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  appiv  his  rule  to  good  old  Pcnuylvaniaf 
Is  she,  too,  involrea  in  lusgenetai  denunciation  of  **  rero- 
lution,"  or  of  treason  and  rebelFion,  as  we  have  it  pfficnl* 
ly  defined  in  the  proclamation?  If  so,  this  revoluUoii  has 
endured  these  thirty  years,,  and  is  certainly  the  moat  qidet 
and  peaceful  revolution  of  which  we  have  any  account  io 
history.  We  heard  of  no  pompous  parade  of  proclama- 
tions and  armies  to  maintain  the  "  majesty  of  tlte  law^" 
or  the  supremacy  of  this  "National"  Government  Fran- 
nivatua  has  not  "legisUted  the  United  States  out  «f  her 
bmitsf"  she  is  still  a  most  valuable  and  cherished  mem- 
ber of  the  Unioni  and.  as  ^  as  I  know,  she  intends  to  re- 
main BO. 

Again:  the  Legislature  of  Penn^Irania.  in  1809.  ren- 
dered it  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Governor  to  put  in  re- 
quisition the  whole  body  of  the  militia  of  the  State,  to  re- 
sist the  execution  of  a  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  in  the  Olmatead  case,  before  mentiwied. 
Did  Freudent  Aduna  fiihninate  a  proclamation  against  the 
Statei  and  charge  her  Legislature  with  the  high  crime  of 
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treMon,  rebellion,  or  revolution?  Vo,  sir,  he  opened  & 
fnendljr  correspondence  with  the  GoTemor,  which  result- 
ed in  a  pacific  accommodation  of  the  difficultyi  the  mili- 
tia finve  was  witiidrawn,  and  the  author!^  of  the  Qorem- 
nient  was  mdntained  wifliout  a  resort  to  extraordinary 
means  to  enforce  It  But  these  were  not  ^e  days  of  pro- 
clamationa  for  political  effect;  or  messages  calling  for  the 
army,  and  the  nayy,  and  the  miHtia,  to  humble  a  sovereign 
State  into  obedience  to  the  "majesty  of  the  laws,'*  and 
bring  her  to  the  footstool  of  this  •'supreme  National"  Gov- 
ernment Public  feeliiig  wooU  have  been  shocked  if 
Mch  a  measure  had  been  submitted  un^r  executive  re- 
commendation, as  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  to  malce 
war  on  the  te^slation  of  Pennsylvsnia.  No  administration 
cpuld  have  withstood  the  torrent  of  popular  indignation 
which  would  have  burst  forth  on  its  head, if  any  such  arbitra- 
ry meanshadbeenresorted  toon  thatoccauon.  Wisdom  and 
moderation  were  then  renrded  as  indispensable  qualifica- 
tioosin  those  who  wielded  the  powers  of  the  Government. 
Under  their  guidance  we  have  uius  &r  prospered,  and  ore^ 
come  the  circumstances  which  direatened  to  dUturi)  our 
domestic  peacet  and  so  it  will  be  while  such  counsels  pre- 
Tail,  and  while  rash  men  and  political  jugglersare  not  per- 
mitted, for  the  gratification  of  revenge  or  ambition,  to 
brealc  down  the  ramparts  of  the  eonititutian  in  pursuit  of 
victims  or  power. 

I  will  now  call  the  attention  of  the  honorable  Senator 
fVom  Massaehosetts  to  another  case  nearer  home,  and 
with  which  he  is,  doubtless,  familiar.  Prior  to  the  de- 
claration of  war  by  the  United  States  agsinst  Great  Bri- 
tain, Congress,  in  anticipation  of  that  event  the  10th 
of  April,  1813,  passed  an  act  authorizing  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  arm  and  equip,  according  to  law, 
and  hold  in  readiness  to  march  at  a  moment's  warning, 
100,000  militia,  to  be  drawn  from  the  several  States,  ac- 
cording to  their  respeettre  proportions.  The  power  to 
pass  this  act  is  enressly  granted  in  the  constitution,  and 
the  necessity  for  it  was  obvious,  as  we  were  on  the  eve 
of  a  war  with  the  most  powerful  nation  of  Europe.  In 
the  execution  of  this  act  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  through  the  Secretary  of  War,  made  requisitions 
on  the  Governors  of  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut  for 
their  respefrtive  quotas  of  militia,  directed  by  law  to  be 
organized  fbr  the  national  defence.  In  rtjlij  to  the  letter 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  his  excellency  Caleb  -Strong, 
then  Governor  of  Massachusetts,  after  talcing  the  advice 
of  his  council,  informed  the  Secretary  that  **  ne  was  una- 
ble, fVom  any  view  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  to  perceive  that  any  exigency  exists  which  can 
render  it  advisable  to  comply  with  the  said  requisition." 
He  aAerwards  required  the  opinion  of  the  justices  of  the 
.  supreme  judicial  court  of  the  State,  upon  the  question 
whether  ue  Governors  of  the  several  States  have  a  right 
to  determine  whether  any  of  the  exigencies  contemplat- 
ed by  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  exist,  so  as 
to  require  them  to  place  the  militia,  or  any  part  of  it  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  at  the  request  of  the 
Prcwdent,  to  be  commanded  by  him,  pursuant  to  acts  of 
Congress?  To  thb  question  three  of  the  justices  of 
the  SApreme  Court  Theophtlus  Parsons,  Samuel  Sewall. 
and  Isaac  Parker,  gave  the  following  answer:  that  they 
were  of  opinion,  that  the  right  to  judge  of  the  existence 
of  the  exigencies,  contemplated  by  the  constitution,  to 
authorize  the  President  to  call  Into  the  service  of  the 
United  Ststes  any  part  of  the  miliUa  of  the  several  States, 
ifl  vested  in  the  Governors  or  commanders-in-chief  of  the 
militia  of  such  States."  And,  amongother  reasons  which 
they  isMgned  for  tUs  opiniot^  they  state,  that  "  as  the 
power  is  not  delegated  to  the  United  States  by  the  federal 
constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  It  to  the  States,  it  is  re- 
served to  the  States  respectively.*'  The  judges  proceed- 
ed further  to  declare,  that  a  diff'erent  construction  would 
give  to  Congress  the  rigtat  to  determine  when  these  spe- 


cial cases  exist,  and  thus  the  whole  of  the  militia  might  be 
subjected  to  the  command  of  the  Prendent,  which  would, 
in  effect  produce  a  military  consolidation  of  the  States. 
The  Governor,  acting  in  conformity  with  these  opiiuon^ 
also  absolutely  refusea  to  obey  the  requisition  of  the  Pre^ 
dent  *Lnd  thereby  effectually  arrested  the  "operation  of 
theactofCongresswithin  the  limits  of  the  State."  In  this 
determination  he  persisted  throughout  the  war,  and  was 
supported  in  his  reustance  to  the  laws  of  the  Union  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State.  Was  this  revolution?  It 
was  clearly  nullification;  not  it  "  true,  of  a  law  of  Con- 
gress, either  unconstitutional  or  oppressive,  but  of  a  law 
conforming  to  the  very  letter  of  tlie  constitution,  require 
ing  nothing  more  of  the  State  than  was  reijuired  of  every 
other  State  of  the  Union,  in  a  crisis  which  forcibly  ap- 
pealed to  the  patriotism  of  every  man  in  the  nation,  who 
cherished  the  feelings  of  an  American  citizen.  Compared 
with  this  resistance  to  the  laws  of  Congress,  the  ordi- 
nance of  South  Carolina  sinks  into  inngnificance.  This 
was  not  merdy  an  attempt  to  "arreat  toe  operation"  of 
a  law  of  the  United  States  within  the  limits  of  Massachu- 
setts, but  it  put  the  law,  the  emstitution,  and  the  highest 
obligations  which  a  soverdgn  State  can  incur  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Union,  at  defiance  in  the  midst  of  foreign  war, 
when  the  common  enemy  hovered  on  our  sea-board,  and 
menaced  invasion  at  every  vulnerable  point  It  covers 
the  whole  ground  of  the  honorable  Senator's  definition  of 
revolution,  treason,  or  rebellion,  and  it  has  remained  for 
him  to  stamp  on  it  one  of  those  distinctive  appellations. 
But  it  was  not  by  any  means  so  fruitful  in  its  results  as 
the  more  recent  revolution  which  the  honorable  Senator 
has  discovered  in  South  Carolina-  It  did  not  produce 
even  a  proclamationt  it  was  not  met  by  army  or  navyi  nor 
was  Congress  invoked  to  clothe  the  Prendent  with  mili- 
tate armor  to  suppress  or  put  it  down,  whenever,  in  his 
judgment  mifftit  be  necessary  or  proper  to  march  into 
the  State,  and  vindicate  the  **  iniye^  of  the  laws"  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet.  No,  sir,  none  of  these  things  hap- 
pened, but  it  was  the  peculiar  ^^ood  fortune  of  this  quiet 
"  revolution"  to  have  ended  in  the  assumption  by  this 
Government  of  the  debt  incurred  by  the  State  to  the  mi- 
litia, who  were  held  in  reacUness  to  renst  the  national 
forcest  who  were  never  ordered  to  repel  the  foreign  inva- 
ders by  the  commander-in-chief  of  the  Statei^  who  treat- 
ed with  insolent  contempt,  and  actually  defied  the  author- 
ity of  the  United  States.  This  same  miUtia,  whose 
services  were  denied  sa  a  part  of  the  common  defence 
a^inst  an  enemy  powerful  in  resources  and  military  dis- 
cipline, was  actually  pud  out  of  the  national  treaniry,  for 
doing  that  which  their  distinguished  Senator  has  been 
pleased  to  designate  as  revolutionary  in  its  character!  If, 
sir,  the  Prcwdent  diould  need  volunteers,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  bill,  to  march  into  South  Carolina  and 
chastise  her  into  submission,  I  hope  he  will  not  fail  to  re- 
member the  strong  evidences  which  have  been  given  in 
this  ancient  commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  of  her  de- 
termination, at  alt  hazards,  to  preserve  "our  Federal 
Union,"  and  assert  the  "majesty  of  the  laws."  Such 
troop^  in  a  cause  so  holy,  mint  besafoly  relied  on!  The 
same  views  would  be  appli^le  to  Connecticut  and  se- 
veral other  States,  who  "  arrested  the  operation  of  the 
lavs  of  Congress  within  their  limits,"  at  this  eventful 
epoch  in  our  history;  but  as  the  facts  and  the  results,  in 
relation  to  either,  do  not  materially  vary,  I  shall  not  refer 
to  them  in  detailj  th^  were,  I  presume,  all  revolutionary. 

Virginia,  also,  is  liable  to  this  imputation  of  revolu- 
tion. Her  LeguOature  "arrested  the  operation"  of  the 
section  ac^  by  a  penal  lav,  which  is  now  to  be  found 
in  her  sUtute  book.  But  she  was  not  then  aware  of  the 
interpretation  which,  in  the  march  of  intellect  and  poli- 
tical science,  might  at  some  distant  period  be  put  on  an 
act,  the  intention  of  which  was  self-preservation  and 
protection  against  the  exercise  of  usurped  powers  by 
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the  Genefftl  Goremment,  in  violation  of  peraonal  liberty, 
guarantied  by  an  expreaa  article  of  the  constitution.  She 
meant  nothing-  morej  and  the  effect  of  her  law  has  prov- 
ed an  innocent  and  ulutary  check  on  the  encroachments 
of  Afbitrarr  pover.  I  have  a  long  list  yet  remaining  of 
these  revolution^  tot  generitt  but  I  will  not  fatigue  the 
Senate  by  any  further  references,  to  show  to  what  ridi- 
culous extremes  these  new  versions  of  the  doctrine  of 
revolution,  treason,  and"  rebellion  would  lead  us,  and  bow 
widely  they  differ  from  the  well-settled  opinions  of  those 
who  have  gone  belbre  us  io  the  practical  administration 
<if  die  Goremment.  The  reserved  ri|^tB  of  die  States, 
■ecured  by  the  tenth  amendment  of  the  constitution,  has 
almost  become  obsolete,  and,  to  mention  them  in  debate, 
excites  only  a  sarcastic,  reproachful  smile.  State  inter- 
position,  cognomtncd  nullification,  is  stilt  more  offensive, 
and  has  been  strongly  reprobated  by  the  Legislatures  uf 
those  very  States  in  which  it  has  heretofore  been  solemnly 
reco^ised  and  carried  into  practice.  Let  their  own  re- 
solutions speak. 

Ur.  P.berereadtheresolutionsandproceedingsofthe 
Legislatures  of  Masiadiusett%  Maine,  Connecticut,  New 
Tork,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  Vir^nia,  Ohio,  and  se- 
veral other  States,  each  declaring  for  itself,  in  substance, 
**  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Federal  Union,  the  Legisla- 
ture acknowledges  the  supremacy,  and  will  cheerfully  sub- 
mit to  the  ftuthority,.of  the  General  Goveri^ment,  as  far 
u  that  authority  is  delegated  by  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States.  But,  whilst  they  yield  to  this  author!^, 
when  exercised  wiUiin  constitutional  limits,  they  trust 
they  will  not  be  considered  as  acting  hostile  to  tlie  Gen- 
eral Government,  when,  as  guardians  of  State  ri^^ti^ 
tiiey  cannot  permit  an  infringement  of  those  rights  vj  an 
unconstitutional  exercise  of  power." 

There  is,  (said  Mr.  P.)  some  difference  in  the  precise 
language  used  in  these  various  resolutions,  but  they  are 
dl  substantially  the  same,  and  affirm  the  ri^t  of  each 
State  to  reast  the  operation  of  an  unconstitutional  law  of 
Congress  within  its  limits.  On  this  principle  the  States 
have  invariably  acted,  and  so  they  will  continue  to  act 
whenever  their  particular  interests  are  invaded;  and  I 
will  add — so  they  ought  to  act  in  all  cases  of  unjust  and 
oppresnve  usurpations  of  power,  which  cannot  be 
brought  before  the  courts  of  justice  hi  the  ordinary  course 
of  judicial  proceedings.  Dangera  to  human  liberty  are 
not  to  be  found  in  restraints  on  power;  they  must  be 
looked  for  in  an  opposite  direction.  Power,  in  its  nature, 
is  cumulativet  it  seizes  on  every  ftvorable  circumstance 
to  extend  and  ramify  itself,  until  it  reaches  an  elevation 
where  it  may  repose  in  safety,  and  bid  defiance  to  all  op. 
position;  it  never  voluntarily  recedes,  but  must  be  driven 
back  to  its  proper  orbit  by  means  which  it  is  unable  to 
resist  If,  therefore*  1  am  left  to  choose  between  the 
evils  of  State  interposition  and  those  which  nUgbt  rea- 
sonably be  apprehended  from  a  Government  of  defined 
powers,  of  the  extent  of  which  it  is  made  the  sole  arbi- 
ter— I  accord  my  preference  to  the  check,  however  in- 
convenient it  maysometimesprovein  practice,  and  utterly 
reject  the  wide  range  of  constructive  powers  which  are 
dumed  for  the  Federal  Government,  without  limitation 
or  reatrunt  I  admit  that  evils  msy  present  themselves 
on  both  sides,  but  the  States,  individually,  are  the  weak- 
est, and  most  liable  to  injury  and  oppressionj  I  would 
therefore  trust  them  with  the  reasonable  means  of  resist- 
ance, sooner  than  make  the  strong  arm  of  the  General 
Government  still  more  powerful,  by  rendering  it  supreme 
and  irresponsible  to  the  several  members  of  the  Union. 
I  will  briefly  contrast  the  mischiefs  which  might  arise 
from  an  abuse  of  power  by  the  States,  irith  those  which 
would  inevitably  result  from  a  Government  subject  to 
no  control  but  its  own  arbitrary  diacretiont  and  see  on 
which  nde  the  scale  preponderates.  The  honorable 
Senator  fr«n  Massachusetts  says  that  a  majority  must 


govern;  that  the  judgment  of  the  majority  must  stand 
as  the  judgment  of  the  whole;  that  the  right  of  State 
interposition  strikes  at  the  very  foundation  of  the  legis- 
lative powers  of  Congress;  that  Congress  must  judge 
of  the  extent  of  its  own  poweta  so  often  as  it  is  called  m 
to  exercise  themt  and  he  ri^cules  the  idea  of  twenty-fbor 
different  constructions  of  the  constitution,  in  the  twenty- 
four  States,  as  tending  to  produce  anarchy'  and  revo- 
lution.  Well,  sir,  I  will  take  the  great  principles  of  the 
Government,  for  which  the  honorable  gentleman  coo- 
tends,  to  be  as  he  would  have  them — how  then  would  the 
qrstem  operate'  What  securi^  would  be  give  u*  that 
liberty  might  not  be  driven  out  of  flie  country?  that 
free  government  would  not  very  soon  give  place  to  one 
of  absolute  authority,  incompatible  with  the  existing  re- 
lations between  the  States,  and  subversive  of  petaonal 
rights?  Permit  me  to  range  the  propositions  of  the  hon- 
orable Senatot  under  their  appropnate  beads,  and  we 
shall  then  discern  more  dearly  the  consequeocea  to  vliich 
they  must  lead. 

1.  The  will  of  the  majority  must,  in  all  caieib  goTeni« 
or,  in  other  worda^  the  judgdlbnt  of  the  majoniy  muit 
stand  as  the  judgment  of^ the  whole. 

3 .  Congress  must  judge,  in  the  last  resort,  of  the  ezteat 
of  its  own  powers. 

3.  That  any  attempt  by  a  State  to  abrogate,  annul,  or 
nullify  an  act  of  Congress,  or  to  arrest  its  opentions  witb* 
in  her  Timits,  on  the  ground  that  such  law  u  unoonititti- 
tional,  u  revolutionary  in  ita  tendency,  and  must  be  set- 
tled by  the  "  longest  sword." 

4.  That  secession  by  a  State  from  the  Union  is  rerohi- 
tion,  which  can  be  understood  only  at  the  head  of  an  army; 

If  these  are  the  legitimate  powers  and  immuiuties  of 
this  Government,  I  maintain  there  is  no  security  under 
it  for  personal  liberty  or  the  rights  of  property.  We 
have,  it  is  true,  a  wntten  constitution,  defining  the  pow- 
en  of  Congress;  **  thus  fiursbalt  thou  go^  and  nolaitb^i*** 
but  what  of  thatf  We  are  told  by  toe  hononble  Sena- 
tor that  we  have  the  sweeping  power  to  make  **aD  laws 
which  may  be  neeeasaiy  and  proper  to  carry  into  execu- 
tion the  foregoing  powers,  and  all  other  powers  veAed 
by  this  constitution  in  the  Government  of  the  Uiuted 
States,  or  in  any  department  orofficer  thereof."  And  Iw 
plainly  tells  us  that  if  this  means  any  thing,  it  means'that 
Congress  may  judge  of  the  true  intent  and  just  interpre- 
tation of  the  Bpecmc  powers  granted  to  it  Is  the  Gov- 
ernment, thua  expounded,  one  of  cheeks  and  balances? 
or  is  it  not,  in  effect,  a  Government  of  the  most  broad  and 
unlimited  powers,  to  do  whatever  may  seem  to  the  majo- 
rity necessary  and  proper  to  promote  the  general  »el&re? 
There  can  be  but  one  opinion  on  this  subject  among  rea* 
sonable  men.  Let  us  then  inquire  what  guaranQr  the 
Statea  south  of  the  Potomac,  who  are  in  a  minori^thave 
for  their  alave  property;  for  equality  in  the  public  burdensi 
or  even  for  the  righta  of  conscience,  the  liberty  of  apeeeli 
and  of  the  press?  One  of  the  specified  powers  m  the 
constitution  guaranties  to  each  State  a  republican  form 
of  government.  Suppose  a  majority  of  Congreas,  coming 
from  the  non-slaveliolding  States,  should  decide  that  to 
carry  into  execution  this  guaranty,  it  is  "  neceanr^  and 
proper"  to  provide  by  law  for  a  general  manumisaion  of 
slaves  ftom  and  after  a  given  dayi  that  slavery  ia  incoa] 
HStent  irith  ttie  fundamental  principles  of  a  republicaa 
form  of  government.  Many  instances  may  be  ahown 
where  powers  much  more  inconristent  with  the  letter  of 
the  constitution  have  been  usurped  and  exercised  \tr 
Congress.  What  would  be  the  answer  of  the  slavehold- 
ing  States  to  sueh  a  law?  They  would  most  certainly 
*<  attempt  to  abrogate,  annul,  or  nulli^*  it,  and  "ureit 
iU  operation"  within  their  Kinits,  on  the  ground  that  *■  H 
is  unconstitutional."  But  this  ia  revolution,  aaya  the  hoo* 
^«b)e  Senatort  treason  and  rebellion,  the  procUuuAioo 
echoes!    What  then?   Would  the  SUtei^  vhoN  rigbtt 
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were  thui  outn^^'Bubmit?  Such  a  surrender  of  their 
rights  would  not  be  expected  of  b  hi^h-ioinded  gtlUnt 
people.  The  ultimate  and  only  renuiinmg  remedy  by 
wtuch  they  could  avoid  the  impending"  blow  at  their  hap- 
pineai,  independencct  and  proiperity,  short  of  civil  war, 
would  be  a  solemn  declaration  that  the  States  did  not 
unite  on  such  principlest  that  the  compact  of  union 
meant  to  confer  no  such  power  on  Congrcist  and  that,  for 
the  preservation  of  tlie'ir  reserved  rights,  they  had  delibe- 
rately determined,  sAadEmtO'reMrf,  peaceably  to  secede 
from  the  Union.  Here,  again,  the  complaining  States 
would  be  met  with  the  denunciation  of  revotution,  trea- 
son, and  rebellion  against  the  supreme  power,  which  they 
could  not  throw  off  but  by  successfully  resisting  it  by  war. 
They  are  further  told,  tlut  Congress  is  the  sole  judge,  in 
the  nst  resort,  of  the  extent  of  its  implied  powers;  "  the 
judgment  of  the  minority  must  stand  as  the  jut^ment  of 
the  whole;"  and,  accor^ng  to  the  dlieftim  in  tiie  message 
of  the  President,  "the  measures  of  the  Government  are 
to  be  rMK^nised  as  vaUdf  and  therefore  supremet"  that 
nothing  less  than  causes  which  would  *<  justify  a  revo- 
lutionary remedy  can  absolve  the  people  from  their  obli- 
gation;" and  thus  the  Government  would  make  war  and 
carnage  the  means  df  supporting  itself;  and  all  questions 
of  doubtful  powers  would  be  settled  by  the  "  longest 
sword!"  If  the  resisting  States  are  strongenough  to  defy 
the  power  of  the  nu^Jority,  then  the  law  must  be  deemed 
unconatitntional;  but  iftbey  are  overpowered  by  the  num- 
bers opposed  to  them,  and  the  "  majesty  of  the  law"  is 
maintained,  then,  of  course,  it  must  be  declared  constitu- 
tional, and  binding  on  the  conquered  States.  Tlift  is  the 
alternative;  and  I  ask  if  such  monstrous  doctrines  can  be 
acceptable  to  a  free  and  enlightened  people?  The  su- 
premacy of  the  National  Government;  the  snolute  will  of 
the  majority }  the  right  of  Congress  to  j  udge,  in  the  last  re- 
sort, of  the  extent  of  its  own  powers;  all  these  high  pre- 
rogatives are  to  be  asserted  at  the  point  of  die  bayonet, 
and  the  barriers  of  the  constitution  are  to  be  overthrown 
by  the  minions  of  power,  purchased  and  paid  by  the  money 
extracted  from  the  pockets  of  the  people,  whpm  they  are 
employed  to  ensUve!  Are  honorable  gentlemen  pre- 
pared to  transform  our  boasted  system  of  confederated 
Statesinto  aconsoUdated  Government,  whiefa  can  imly  ex- 
ist b^  brute  force?  I  hope  not  But,  sir,  it  is  evident 
that  if  State  interposition,  m  my  form,  is  to  be  considered 
revolution,  treason,  or  rebellion,  the  last  argument  of 
Kings  will  be  the  fint  in  this  republic.  The  "  longest 
sword"  will  ^lake  the  laws  of  Congress  cons^tutional  and 
supreme,  when  the  common  sense  of  all  mankind  would 
pronounce  them  unconstitutional  and  void.  Laws  respect- 
ing an  establishment  of  religion  might  be  passed  by  Con- 
gress; the  sedition  act,  abndg^f  the  freedom  of  speech 
and  of  the  press,  might  be  revived;  the  writ  of  habeas 
carpua  might  be  suspended;  the  law  of  primogeniture 
might  be  enacted;  taxation  for  the  clergy,  or  pnvileged 
orders,  might  be  imposed  on  the  States;  and,  extravagant 
as  all  these  suppositions  may  appear,  if  the  ri|^t  of 'a  State, 
in  its  sovereign  capacity,  to  intcipose  a  peaceable  reme- 
dy to  airest  their  opermtion  irithin  its  limits  is  detued, 
they  must  all  be  settled  by  the  "longest  sword,"  accord- 
ing to  the  doctrines  which  now,  for  the  first  time,  seem 
to  prevail  in  the  councils  of  the  nation.  Sir,  the  honorm- 
ble  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  drawn  a  lug^ly  color* 
ed  picture  of  the  consequences  which  he  imagines  would 
result  from  practical  nullification,  secession,  revolution, 
and  distmion,  with  all  their  complicated  evils.  I  am  una- 
ble to  discover  any  of  those  hyaroM  in  the  present  politi- 
cal condition  of  the  country.  Wfam  such  a  erins  shall 
arriTe,  I  shall  not  fall  behind  the  honorable  gcnUeman  in 
deprecating  the  misfortunes  which  it  will  bring  on  the 
Und{  but,  thank  God,  as  they  exist  ouly  in  the  imagination, 
are  neither  seen  nor  fielt  by  this  free  and  hap]^  people, 
I  dismiss  from  my  nuod  this  whole  catak^iw  of  Cuicied 
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ills,  by  the  single  reflection  tllat  "Rifficient  unto  the  day 
is  tbe  evil  thereof." 

Our  past  experience  has  fbUy  demcmstrated  that  such 
evils  are  not  to  be  expected  from  occanonal  interruptions 
to  theaction  of  the  Government  by  the  interference  of  a 
single  State,  or  of  any  number  of  States,  with  the  opera- 
tion of  laws  which  they  connder  unequal,  oppresuve,  and 
unconstitutional.  Such  cases  will  but  seldom  occur  un- 
der our  system,  and,  when  they  do  occur,  they  may  be  easi- 
ly obviated  by  foUowine  the  dictates  of  prudence  and  con- 
eiUation.  If  iiyuatieenas  been  done,  it  can  readily  bs 
removed  by  peaceable  meansj  but  if  mvil  strife  should 
ever  spring  up  among  the  people  of  this  Union,  it  wilt 
owe  its  origin  to  the  intemperate  exerdse  of  doubtfiil  pow- 
ers on  tbe  part  of  this  Government.  We  may  safely  rely 
on  the  fidelity  of  the  Statesto  the  Union  which  they  have 
themselves  formed,  until  the  **  whole  people  of  America 
are  robbed  of  their  liberties."  No  State  can,  with  a  pro- 
per respect  for  its  own  interests,  separate  frtwn  the  whole; 
it  could  not  exist  under  the  pressure  of  internal  and  exter- 
nal exactionson  its  commerce.  No  State  will  everereetfor 
itself  a  Government  independent  of  her  sister  States,  un- 
less impelled  to  it  by  the  moat  extreme  neeeantyt  a  neces- 
sity whsch  can  never  arise  so  long  as  this  Government  acts 
within  the  sphere  of  the  powers  dele^jmted  to  it  T^is  is 
our  security  against  the  evils  of  State  interpoution,  which 
honorable  gentlemen  seem  to  look  upcm  with  such  pro- 
phetic horror.  I  lo6k  widi  equal  apprehension  on  the  ad- 
vances of  federal  power  to  consolidation  and  despotism. 
Sir,  my  attachments  to  the  Union  are  not  of  modem 
growth;  they  are  coeval  with  my  entrance  on  tbe  theatre 
of  life,  and  have  been  manifested  in  all  my  public  acts. 
When  a  maaSovt  of  the  other  Uouae,  in  the  year  1811,  a 
distinjEuiabed  member  from  MasBSGhusetta,  in  the  debate  on 
the  bill  for  the  sdmisnon  of  LouiiSana  uito  the  Union,  used 
these  emphatic  words:  "If  this  bill  panes,  the  Union 
is  virtually  dissolved;  and  it  will  be  the  right  of  all,  and 
the  indispensable  duty  of  some  of  the  States,  to  prepare 
definitely  for  a  separation — amicably  if  they  can,  forcibly 
if  they  must!"  I  rose  in  my  pUce  and  called  the  honora- 
ble genUeman  to  order,  for  words  which  menaced  a  dis- 
solution of  tbe  Union.  Tbe  venerable  Joseph  B.  Vamum, 
a  soldier  of  the  revolution,  and  Speaker  of  the  House  tit 
Representative^  decided  that  it  was  not  in  order  to  use 
words  in  debate  which  threatened  the  stability  of  the 
Union;  but  the  member  was  permitted  to  proceed  on  an 
appeal  to  the  House,  by  a  majority  of  oiAj  one  vote.  At 
that  period  the  bare  mention  of  a  possibility  that  the 
Union  might  be  diMolved  was  a  reproach  to  any  one  who 
might  make  the  intimation.  Since  then,  it  has  become  a 
prevailing  topic  of  conversation;  and  why  is  it  sof  Sir,  it 
IS  because  federal  power  has  become  odious,  in  conse- 
quence of  tbe  extremes  to  which  it  has  been  carried  bpr  a 
widely  expanded  latitude  of  construction.  The  Umon, 
which  has  now  so  many  charpis  for  those  who  bask  in  the 
sunshine  of  manufacturing  prosperity,  was  not  then  held 
in  such  high  veneration  in  that  quarter.  History  affords 
some  curious  foots  on  this  subject;  and  if  any  one  is  deM- 
rous  of  more  ezpHcit  information  <a>neenung  I  refer  bin 
to  a  corre^xmdence  of  the  late  President  Adanu^  wMch 
may  be  found  in  the  library  of  Congress.  I  do  not  believe 
that  a  nng^e  man  can  b£  fbund  south  of  the  Potomac  who 
is  not  the  firm,  disinterested  friend  of  the  Union;  not  for 
gain,  but  because  it  was  won  by  the  common  arms,  and 
erected  by  our  common  ancestors.  It  is  tbe  last  pledge 
of  human  liberty  in  the  civilized  world,  and  wiU  be  so  es> 
timated  and  cherished,  until  it  is  disrobed  of  its  true  char- 
acter hf  avarice  or  ambition.  It  sheds  a  common  gloiT 
over  illita  parts,  of  which  all  partidpate,  with  a  glow  of 
patriotic  pnde.  Let  us  do  justice,  and  the  republic  will 
endure  to  the  end  of  time. 

We  have  heard  much  from  honorable  Senators  who 
diink  this  a  National  GoTemment,  and  the  States  iiiaiud> 
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pil  corporation!,  on  the  nibject  of  citizen^ip  and  allegi- 
ance. On  thii  ptnnt  I  go  a  step  further  than  honora- 
ble ftiend  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Ttlib,]  who  denies  that  he 
u  a  citizen  of  the  "  Government"  of  the  United  SUtei.  I 
deny  that  there  can  be,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  term,  a 
citizen  of  the  **  United  States,"  under  the  constitution. 
I  admit  that  we  are  all  familiarly  called  citizens  of  the  Uni- 
ted State*,  but  it  results  from  the  union  of  the  States,  and 
it  not  a  subitantire  claim  to  citizenship,  which  can  be  re- 
cognised as  independent  of  the  States.  I  cannot  conceive 
of  an  indiridual  who  ii  so  ntuated  that  he  has  anexelunve 
fight  to  the  appeflation  of  "citizen  of  the  United  States." 
I  am  a  citizen  of  the  State  oT  Hnsissippi,  which  is  one  of 
tile  States  of  the  Union,  and  therefore  I  am  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  Congress  may  pass  laws  to  establish  a 
uniform  rule  of  natut^ization.  This  power  was  given  for 
general  convenience,  that  the  rule  might  be  the  same  in 
all  the  States)  but  if  it  had  not  been  given,  each  State 
would  have  estahlisbed  a  rule  for  itself.  A  foreigner  who 
CompUea  with  the  provisions  of  the  lav  of  naturalization, 
becoroei  from  that  moment  a  citizen  of  the  State  in  which 
he  may  have  taken  up  hisreudence;  and  if  he  removes  in- 
to another  State,  be  is  entitled  by  the  constitution  to  all  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  seve- 
ral States.  But  no  one  can  be  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  whoisnotacitizen'of  someone  of  the  States  or  Ter- 
ritoriei  thereof.  I  owe  a  primair  allegiance  to  the  State 
which  aiTords  protection  to  my  life,  liberty,  and  property, 
and  in  which  ul  my  social  dutiesand  obligations  are  to  be 
fulfilled!  andl  owe  obedience  to  the  constitution,  and  laws 
of  Congress  made  in  pursuance  thereofj  and  am  bound  to 
contribute  my  equal  proportion  of  the  national  burdeni, 
and  perform  such  other  duties  as  Congress  may  by  law  re- 
quire of  me,  within  the  intent  and  meaning  oP  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  The  personal  relations  sub- 
Siting  between  the  citizens  of  a  State  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  are  fewi  they  are  well  defined 
and  well  understood)  but  they  can  in  no  case  supersede 
the  primary  and  unqualified  allegiance  which  every  citi- 
zen owes  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  to  which 
he  belongs.  If  these  conflict  with  the  laws  and  constitu- 
tion of  the  Union,  the  State,  and  not  the  individual,  must 
be  held  responnhle  for  them:  any  other  rule  would  amount 
to  a  total  annitulationfof  the  State  Governments,  and  place 
the  creature  above  the  creator.  No  citizen  of  a  State  can 
be  compelled,  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States,  to 
perform  military  service,  even  in  time  of  war,  against  the 
will  of  the  State  to  which  he  owes  allegiance.  No  citizen 
of  a  State  can  be  tiled,  convicted,  and  punished  for  the 
crime  of  murder,  nor  any  other  crime,  treason  and  piracy 
only  excepted,'  in  the  courts  ui  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  mean  to  include  brea^es  of  penal  statutes  relating  to 
currency  and  revenue*  or  such  other  matters  as  fall  within 
the  exclusive  powers  of  Congress.  But  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  overlooks  all  the  high  obliga- 
tions of  a  citizen  to  a  State,  and  assumes  the  broad  ground 
'that  "the  constitution  of  the  United  States  creates  direct 
relations  between  the  Government  and  individuals;"  that 
the  Government  possesses  the  power  of  "demanding  from 
individuals  milituy  service;"  and  concludes  with  the  aver- 
ment that  no  "closer  relations  ca«  exist  between  individu- 
als and  any  Government."  The  honorable  gentleman  has 
fallen  into  this  manifest  error,  in  bis  ardent  zeal  to  estab- 
lish the  supremacy  of  the  National  Government.  I  deny 
that  the  Government  possesses  the  power  of  demanding 
military  service  from  the  citizens  of  any  State  in  the  Union. 
Congress,  it  ia  true,  may  pass  laws  to  provide  for  calling 
ibrth  the  nUlitia  for  certain  purposes  specified  in  the  con- 
stitution) .but  no  such  law  can  be  carried  into  effect  with- 
out the  intervention  of  the  Slate  authorities.  IHt,  indeed, 
possessed  this  high  power,  it  would  go  far  to  show  that 
thiaia  a  National  Oovemment;  but  it  cannot  "demand" 
the  services  of  a  single  mirttiaman  without  the  co-opera- 


tion of  the  Governor,  who  is  commander-in-chief  of  the 
mifitia  of  the  State.  The  conduct  of  Massachusetts  and 
other  New  England  States  during  the  late  war,  to  whidi 
I  have  referrea  in  another  part  of  my  argument,  is  a  prac- 
tical illustration  of  the  absence  of  any  power  in  this  Gov- 
ernment to  demand  the  military  services  of  individuals. 
If  the  citizens  of  the  several  States  owe  a  direct  and  par- 
amount allegiance  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
they  are  bound  by  that  very  allegiance  to  perform  milita- 
ry service  whenever  called  on  for  that  purpoae;  that  they 
are  not  so  bound,  is  conclunve  proof  that  thur  primaiy 
and  paramount  allegiance  isdueto  the  State  Governments, 
in  which  alone  the  absolute  power  rendea  to  command 
those  services.  It  is  the  highest  attribute  of  sovereign 
power,  without  which  it  could  not  exist.  Will  the  honor- 
able Senator  deny  that  the  States  are  sovereign  in  this  re- 
spect? If  be  does,  he  will  find  abundant  proof  of  the  fact 
in  every  page  of  our  histoty,  from  the  Dcebntion  of  In- 
dependence up  to  the  present  moment. 

The  honorable  Senator  has  said  that  the  "  people  in  eve- 
ry State  live  under  two  Governments.  They  owe  obedi- 
ence to  both."  Treason  may  be  committed  by  resistance 
to  the  constitutional  acts  of  either.  The  Government  of 
a  State  possesses  all  powers  not  prohibited  to  it  by  a 
bill  of  rights,  or  by  the  constitution  of  the  United  States. 
This  Government  possesses  only  such  powen  asare  express- 
ly delegated.  The  honorable  gentleman  nys  further,  that 
the  powers  of  the  two  Governments  are  not  adverse,  but 
each  has  its  separate  sphere,  audits  "  peculiar  powersand 
duties.'!  But  yet  we  knOw  that  there  are  many  important 
powers  common  to  both  Governments.  The  supreme 
power,  however,  is  claimed  for  the  National  Government: 
and  any  attempt  by  a  State  to  resist  the  operation  ofa  law  of 
Congress  within  its  limits,  under  any  pretence  whatever, 
we  are  told,  is  revolutionary,  and  may  be  treated  accord- 
ingly. X  undersUnd  the  Senator  to  say,  that,  for  any  nch 
resistance,  he  would  hold  the  citizens  individually  respon- 
sible. Tliua  the  unfortunate  citizen  who  resists  a  law  of 
Congress  may  be  punished  for  treason  against  the  United 
States.  He  cannot  plead  the  State  law  in  justification,  be- 
cause that  would  deny  the  supremacy  of  this  Government. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  he  resists  the  law  of  the  State,  be 
nwr  be  punished  for  treason  against  the  Statet  and  it  is 
dimcult  to  conceive  a  more  unj^easant  situation  than  that 
in  which  the  Senator  would  place  the  people  of  the  States, 
where  the  laws  of  the  two  Governments  are  incompatible 
and  conflicting.  They  are  lefl  to  take  the  chances  of  trea- 
son against  the  State  or  tiie  United  States:  in  either  case 
the  punishment  is  death.  I  refer  to  this  argument  of  the 
honorable  Senator  to  show  how  impracticable  it  is  to 
establish  direct  relations  between  individuals  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  without  the  co-operation  of 
the  State  Governments,  who  possess  the  exclusive  ijgfat  to 
demand  the  military  services  of  all  who  live  within  their 
jurisdictions.  The  only  responsibility  which  a  citizen  can 
incur  directly  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  ta 
for  the  violation  of  a  constitutional  act  of  Congresa,  for 
which  he  has  no  warrant  or  authority  under  the  laws  of 
the  Statet  if  such  State  taw  authorizes  resistance  to  the 
laws  of  Congress,  it  devolves  on  the  State,  and  not  on  the 
otizen,  to  answer  the  consequences. 

It  is  inconceivable  how  we  can  make  war  on  the 
people  of  a  State,  and  exclude  the  idea  of  war  on  the 
State  itself.  Of  what  is  a  State  composed,  but  the  people 
who  form  the  social  community?  Sir,  it  cannot  be  con- 
cealed that  this  bill  is  intended  to  operate  immediately  on 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  to  coerce  her  into  obedience  to 
the  tarifFIaws,  which  die  hasabn^tedand  annulled  by  a 
fundamental  law  of  the  Statet  a  power  no  where  to  be 
found  in  the  constitution,  and  which  was  unaiumously  re- 
fused by  the  convention  wliidi  Aamed  Uwt  charter  w  oar 
liberties.  I  am  sensible  that  notlung  ean  arrest  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  butmyRfiancc  ismjjiepatriotiamortbc 
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people  of  the  United  States.  They  wilt  not  embark  in  a 
contest  against  a  sister  State  of  the  republic,  to  enable  a 
few  capitalists  engaged  in  domestic  mana&cturesto  &tten 
on  the  spoils  of  uie  culttrators  of  the  foil.  The  honeit, 
independent  yeomanry  of  New  England  have  no  feelinjgv 
or  interests  in  common  with  these  orergrown  manufactu- 
rers, or  the  statesmen  who  support  their  cause .  I  firmly 
believe  that  when  they  are  asked  to  take  the  field,  and 
ihed  the  blood  of  their  Southern  bretbrenin  such  a  cause, 
they  will  indignantly  refuse  to  be  made  the  instruments  of 
i^prenioD  on  any  portion  of  their  fellow-citizens.  The 
■ons  of  the  patriots  who  refused  to  pay  tribute  to  the  Brit- 
ish monarch,  and  who  threw  the  tea  overboard  in  Boston, 
in  the  face  of  a  British  army,  have  not  so  far  degenerated 
u  to  sully  the  glorious  dee^  of  their  fathers,  l>y  ^ving 
their  aid  and  support  to  a  like  qrstem  of  unjust  faxatitn  on 
tbeirown  countrymen.  " 

But  the  overwhelming  popularity  of  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate may  enable  him  to  embody  a  force  to  carry  into  ex- 
ecution the  contemplated  invasion  of  South  Carolina.  He 
may  enter  the  State  at  the  head  of  bis  legions,  and  spread 
terror  among  its  innocent  and  unoflending  inhabitants.  He 
may  cast  his  eye*  around  him,  and  take  a  view  of  the 
scenes  of  his  early  youth;  but  before  he  unsheathes  the 
sword  of  desolation  and  of  blood,  before  he  encounters 
the  stout  hearts  and  well-nerved  arms  of  the  freemen  who 
are  prepared  to  meet  him  and  perish,  or  triumph  in  the 
defence  of  liherh',  it  Qiay  reasonably  be  expected  that  he 
will  animate  his  bllowera  to  victory  and  to  glory  by  the 
usual  address  of  a  comnwnder4n-chiefi  and,  as  it  ma^  not 
suit  bis  eonvei^ence  to  prepare  one  for  the  occasion,  1 
have  taken  the  liberty  to  perform  that  duty  in  advance; 
and  here  it  is: 

Jt^btta  tif  the  Commander-in-chief  to  Ht  army,  on  enter- 
ing CaroUna. 

Fklmw  Soldishb:  You  have  this  day  entered  the 
territory  of  Carolina,  one  of  the  sovereign  States  of  this 
confederacy;  it  is  your  high  duty  to  humble  her  to  obedi- 
ence to  the  majesty  of  the  laws  of  a  great  and  powerful 
nation,  of  which  she  is  a  component  part  Her  heroes 
sod  patriots  bravely  fought  and  freely  bled  in  the  glorious 
revolution  which  achieved  our  independence.  H'is  the 
land  of  Sumpter,  of  Marion,  of  Wadiington,  and  of  Hayne, 
whose  memoriet  live  in  the  pages  of  hittoty  and  in  tiie 
hearts  of  thur  countrymen.  When  the  cloud  despot- 
ism darkened  and  obscured  the  sun  of  dvil  and  political 
liberty,  and  the  face  of  our  common  country  was  overcast 
■with  gloom  and  despondency,  her  sons,  among  whom  your 
eoiinnuider4a<ehiei  is  tme,  breasted  the  storm,  put  at 
defiMice  the  mercenary  minions  of  the  British  crown,  and 
by  tb«r  valor  reecued  these  Stites  from  opprenon  and 
ui^juat  taxation,  and  all  the  fearful  consequences  of 
usurped  power.  The  sons  of  these  noble  ancestors  are 
now  the  enemies  of  my  Government,  and  on  your  awords 
I  depend  to  bring  them  into  subjecUon  to  our  Federal 
Union.  Fellow  soldiers !  Candor  demands  of  me  to  make 
the  declaration,  that  the  system  of  taxation  which  this 
people  have  rcMlved  to  resist,  I  have,  in  another  capa- 
cilj,  denounced  u  unnecessary,  unju^  and  oppres«ve. 
I  have  admonished  the  Legislature  tlut  the  laws  imponng 
them  ought  to  be  repealed.  Tbev  have  not  been  re- 
pealed, but  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  Tour  coun- 
trymen and  fellow-citizens  of  this  State  have  long  com- 
plained of  this  opprr-ision,  but  their  remonstrances  have 
remained  unanswered.  Then-  complaints  are  just,  amd 
their  cause  is  that  of  an  oppressed  people.  But  they  re- 
fuse obedience  to  these  laws;  and  my  motto  ii,  «The 
Federal  Union  must  be  preserved."  It  is  the  duty  of  a 
soldier  to  act,  not  to  think.  The  majesty  of  the  laws  de- 
noaiids  that  these  offenders  be  punished,  without  regard  to 
the  oppreidoD  vludi  they  seek  to  redress. 
To  anni^  tbcn,  nod  nnqiMi  these  bau^ty  tow  of 


Carolina;  let  your  watchword  be  tribute  or  extermina- 
tion; and  when  none  are  left  to  contest  my  power,  you 
will  return  in  triumph  to  your  horoest  and  I  will  cause 
that  justice  to  be  done  to  those  who  survive,  'Which  hu 
been  denied  to  the-victims  of  your  invincible  prowess. 

Sir,  this  address  may  not  be  in  good  taste;  it  may  not 
satisfy  him  who  has  at  his  command  a  whole  cabinet  of 
caterers,  ready  to  dress  up  a  dish  to  suit  the  palates  of  all 
the  political  epicures  of  the  day;  but  there  is  one  thing 
for  which  I  think  I  may  safely  vouch:  it  contains  more 
unsophisticated  truths  than  are  to  be  fbund  in  any  ilnte 
paper  which  we  hare  seen  on  this  lul^ect.  The  reeordf 
of  the  country  attest  these  trutlis,  and  it  would  ill  become 
the  illustrious  individual  wlio  is  supposed  to  deliver  the 
address  to  conceal  them.  If  these  can  gain  it  admission 
in  the  archives  of  the  Departn^ent  of  State,  under  the 
broad  sea),  I  dum  for  it  tlwthtgh  distinction.  Sir,  I  ask, 
what  man  who  breathes  the  free  mt  of  this  favored  land, 
and  who  is  pot  dead  to  all  the  sendtnlities  of  our  nature, 
could  be  induced  to  ruse  his  arm  or  point  hii  bayonet 
against  his  fellow  man,  in  such  a  cause?  If  we  eait  onr 
eyes  over  tiie  Atlantic,  and  view  the  scenes  which  have 
transpired  in  ill-fated  Poland,  we  roav  profit  by  the  les- 
sons they  impart  to  us.  We  are  told  that,  net  many 
months  past,  an  order  was  given  to  a  battalion  of  Prua. 
Stan  soldiers,  (those  machiDea  of  royalty  and  despotisn^ 
who  ore  accustomed  to  execute  the  will  of  their  master 
with  as  Uttle  remorse  or  compunction  as  the  buteher  fe^ 
who  ^au^ters  the  meek  ana  innocent  lamb,)  to  fire  on 
the  unfortunate  exiled  Poles  who  had  fled  for  refuge  to 
the  territories  of  bis  Prus^an  Majesty,  after  having  brave- 
ly and  heroically  fought  to  give  Uberty  to  their  counttyt 
but  the  latent  spark  of  humanity,  which  can  never  be 
wholly  extinguished,  even  in  the  bosom  of  the  bigbway 
robber,  broke  through  its  icy  casement,  and  arrested  the 
arms  of  these  minions  of  the  palace.  They  refused,  at 
the  imminent  hazard  of  their  lives,  obedience  to  a  com- 
mand so  revolting  to  the  honor  of  a  soldier!  May  I  not 
hope,  sir,  that  such  an  example  from  the  slaves  of  a  de»> 
pot  will  not  be  disparaged  by  the  gallant  freemen  of 
America?  Can  it  be  possible  that  the  noble  spirit  which 
animated  the  patriots  of  the  revolution  hat  departed  from 
among  us,  and  pren  p|^e  to  the  vilest  passions  of  the 
human  hwt?  If  aueh  is  not  tbe  humiliating  &ct,  that 
redeeming  spirit  HMt  dispel  the  mist  which  ror  a  while 
may  obscure  tbe  sun  of  our  glory;  and  those  who  seek  to 
cover  the  land  with  desolation  will  learn  that  the  hand  of 
a  freeman  becomes  paralyzed  when  raised  to  shed  bis 
brother's  blood.  I  trust  I  do  not  overrate  the  high 
chivalry  of  my  countiymen  In  forming  thii  estimate  of 
their  character.    In  such  a  war  no  laurel  wreath  can  be 

fathered,  but  the  cypress  of  mourning  will  darken  the 
row  and  tarnish  the  fame  of  him  who  wears  it.  Sir,  this 
mad  scheme  of  military  operations  against  a  sovereign 
State  is  not  now  for  the  first  time  brought  before  the 
Senate.  Diuing  the  administration  of  Prendent  Adams, 
the  Legislature  of  the  Sute  of  Gcoi^a  passed  laws  to 
annul  or  nullify  tbe  laws  of  Congress  rerulating  inter- 
course with  tbe  Indian  tribei  witbin  her  runits,  and  alto 
the  treaties  which  bad  been  entered  into  between  Um 
United  States  and  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  tribes  of  In- 
dians. These  laws  assumed  the  right  of  the  State  to 
lepslate  over  the  territory  in  the  occupancy  of  the  Indian 
tribes  within  the  boundaries  of  the  SUte,  the  laws  and 
treaties  of  the  United  States  to  the  contraty  notwith- 
standing. They  provided  severe  penalties  on  ill  who 
should  violate  them;  they  were  carried  into  effect  in  titelr 
courts  of  joaticeiand  the  authority  of  the  Prendentof  the 
United  States  was  set  at  defiance. 

Sir,  I  am  one  of  those  who  think  that  Gkorg{a  had  a 
right,  in  her  sovereign  capacity,  to  exercise  jurisdiction 
over  on  persons  who  mk;nt  reade  or  be  fbund  within  her 
chartered  limitii  but  I  hare  entertained  doubts  whether 
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the  oath  which  her  laws  preacribed  to  citizens  of  other 
States,  residing  among  the  iDdians,  was  strictly  compati- 
ble with  that  article  of  the  con^tution  of  the  United 
States,  which  secures  to  the  t^ttzcna  of  each  State  **a11 
the  rifrhtS)  privileges,  and  immonities  of  citizens  in  the 
BcveraJ  States."  But,  neverrtieless,  this  oath  was  pre- 
scribed and  enforced,  and  citizens  of  Massachusetts  were 
incarcerated  in  the  penitentiary  for  refuung  to  take  it. 
Well,  sir.  President  Adams  made  a  communication  on 
the  subject  of  these  acts  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  the 
queaUim  aroie,  whether  the  Gorerament  possessed  the 
power  to  coerce  the  State  into  obedience  by  military 
lorce.  T^aa  was  a  case  of  Georgia  nullification;  a  clear 
case  of  revolution,  according  to  the  dictum  of  the  honor- 
able Senatw  from  Massachusetts;  and  of  treason  or  re- 
belUon,  as  it  is  defined  in  the  proclanution.  The  mes-' 
s^e  of  the  President  was  referred  to  a  select  committee 
of  the  Senate,  of  which  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Bkittob]  was  churman,  and  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent elect  [Mr.  Vait  Braiirl  was  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. Supported  ai  I  am  bv  these  expounders  of  tlie 
constitution  m  the  orthodox  school,  I  trust  I  may  feel  tny. 
self  safe  in  reposing  on  their  opinions.  The  committee 
made  an  ehtbor«te  report,  from  which  I  beg  leave  to  read 
a  fisw  sentences. 

**  The  belief  that  we  have  arrived  at  a  crisis  when  one 
of  the  members  of  this  confederacy,  placing  herself  in 
an  attitude  of  hostility  to  the  residue,  has  rendered  it 
necessary  to  resort  to  the  military  power  of  the  General 
Goremment  to  coerce  her  to  submission,  would  be  appal- 
ling to  every  friend  to  the  union  and  happiness  of  tiiese 
States;  and,  though  infinitely  less  m  degree,  it  #ould  be 
matter  of  unaflTected  regret  to  have  forced  Upon  us  the 
conTtction  that  an  unwarranted  anticipation  of  such  a 
cri^  had  led  to  the  unnecessary  suggestion  of  even  a 
conditional  determination  to  bare  recourse  to  so  afflictire 
a  measure.** 

"  It  is  believed  that,  among  those  axioms  which,  in  a 
Government  like  ours,  no  man  may  be  permitted  to 
dispute,  the  only  security  for  the  permanent  union  of 
these  States  is  to  be  found  in  the  principle  of  common 
affection,  resting  on  (be  basis  of  eommon  interest.  The 
aanctkm  of  Uie  constitution  would  be  impotent  to  retain 
in  concerted  and  harmonious  actioi\,  twenty-four  sove- 
rel^ties,  hostile  in  their  feelings  towards  each  other,  and 
acting  under  the  impulse  of  a  real  or  imagined  diversity 
of  interests.  The  resort  to  force  would  be  alike  vain  and 
nugatory.  Its  frequent  use  wouldsubject  it,  with  demon- 
strative certainty,  to  uttinuite  &ilure,  whilst  its  temporary 
succos  would  be  valueless  for  all  the  purposes  of  social 
h^)pineS8.  In  such  contests,  however  unequal  and  how- 
ever trannent,  the  seeds  of  £sunion  wouM-  be  tfueklv 
•own ;  and  those  who  may  he  destined  to  witness  them  will 
speedily  thereafter  be  called  to  lament  the  destruction  of 
the  &irest  prospect  of  civil  liberty  which  Heaven  in  its 
mercy  has  vouchsafed  to  man." 

«The  committee  will  not  enlarge  upon  the  frightful 
eoiuequences  of  dvil  wars.  They  are  known  to  be  ca- 
laoiitOQs  to  ringle  Government^  and  &tal  to  confedera- 
cies. Reafon  tells  us  this,  and  histoiy,  with  her  warning 
Toieei  emfirms  it.  A  contagious  fury  rages  in  such  con- 
tests. No  matter  how  small  the  beginning,  or  how  insig- 
nificant the  cause,  the  dissennon  spreads  until  the  whole 
confederacy  is  involved.  The  third  sacred  war,  which 
ended  in  the  ruin  of  all  Greece,  he^n  in  a  trifle,  in  the 
attempt  of  the  Amphyctions  to  punish  the  smallest  mem- 
ber of  the  confederacy  for  violating  some  ground  which 
had  been  consecrated  to  the  god  Apollo.  Tve  committee 


which  history  is  full.  'They  will  say  that  the  uHima  raiio 
rtgum,  which  cannot  be  resorted  to  between  two  foreign 
Powers  until  all  the  arguments  of  reason  have  been  tried 
'and  exbaoated,  ought  not  to  be  hastify  used  in  a  comnin- 


nity  of  States  bound  together  by  a  confederated  Govern- 
ment. The  last  argument  of  kings  ought  not  to  be  the 
first  among  associated  republics.  The  tribunal  of  public 
Opinion  should  be  resorted  to.  In  a  free  Government  it  b 
almost  as  omnipotent  over  communities  as  bver  individoala. 
None  can  despise  it.  Coupled  with  a  judidal  decirion, 
the  umpirage  of  public  opinion  will  be  as  binding  as  the  de- 
cision of  arms.  In  this  case  the  laws  have  already  been 
appealed  to,  and  the  committee  most  earnestly  rt:com- 
mend  a  reliance  upon  thor  efficacy,  and  upon  that  in- 
stinctive sagacity  of  public  opinion,  whtcb  rarely  fails 
to  discover  and  to  sustain  the  just  side  of  every  great 
question." 

I  give  to  these  constitutional  views  my  entire  approba- 
tion, and  can  but  regret  that  the  distingi^ished  authors  of 
the  report  are  now  ranged  on  the  opposite  nde,  when  it 
is  proposed  to  clothe  President  Jaeksnn  with  the  precise 
power  which  they  so  learnedly  and  forcibly  deprecated. 
But  South  Carolina  is  not  Georgia,  and  President  Jackson 
is  not  President  Adams!  In  this,  I  presume,  nr,  will  b« 
found  the  true  solution  of  tiie  enigma. 

Governor  Troup,  thsn  whom  no  man  has  maintained  a 
more  uniform  and  consistent  political  career;  than  whom 
a  more  pure  and  enlightened  patriot  has  never  adorned 
the  councils  of  the  country;  and  who,  I  rejoice  to  say,  u 
now,  as  he  was  while  Governor  of  Georgia,  the  nncerc 
friend  of  State  rights  and  eonstitutionsl  Uberty,  addressed 
a  message  to  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  an  eztntAfrva 
which  I  submit,  containing  reflections  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  honorable  Senators  in  their  deUbemtiona  on 
the  pending  question: 

JExtraetJrom  Qooemor  TVoup**  Jliuat^,  iKRh  6, 183T. 

*<Bat  other  ririita  and  interests  than  ^oae  of  Gevgia 
are  concerned.  The  doctrine  assumed  in  juatificatMn  of 
the  menace  involves  the  rights  of  all  the  States;  it  asserts 
the  broad  powers  of  the  Executive,  the  General  Govern- 
ment, in  any  controversy  between  a  State  and  the  United 
States,  to  decide  the  right  and  wrong  of  that  eontroversf 
promptly,  absolutely,  and  finally,  without  appeal;  and  to 
enforce  such  decirion  by  the  sword.  A  power  most  awful, 
tremendous,  and  unnatural,  and  not  given  by  the  eoaati- 
tution  even  to  Congress.  In  such  a  contest  Georgia 
could  make  no  sacrifices  too  dear,  because  die  eontended 
in  a  just  and  righteous  cause,  not  for  herself  alone,  but 
for  all  the  States,  whose  honor,  dignify,  and  indepen- 
dence, were  alike  at  stake.  Happily  for  the  country,  the 
enforcement  of  this  measure  has  not  been  as  yet  attempt- 
ed. 'Whether,  on  conaderation,  it  has  been  ytdded  to 
more  deliberate  sugnstions  and  more  prudent  emmsd^ 
or  decided  as  whoOnp indefensible,  and  tberefiwe 
ticable,  or  reserved  fer  some  other  and  fiiture  oecasioi^ 
is  not  known  to  me,  and  can  only  be  conjecturedi  it  it 
reasonable,  at  least  charitable,  to  conclude  that  what  in 
this  respect  ought  to  be  done  has  been  dcme;  and  wis- 
dom and  moderation  can  find  no  amends  for  the  calamities 
of  a  civil  war  in  the  transfer  from  Georgia  to  the  Indians 
of  a  comparatively  worthless  fraction  of  territory,  which, 
but  for  the  principle  involved,  this  Government  would 
not  deign  to  miOce  a  subject  of  angry  contention  wiAthit 
of  the  United  States." 

But,  sir,  what  shall  Fsay  of  the  course  of  the  honOTable 
Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Fobsttr,]  who  is  the  advo- 
cate of  this  hilP  When  his  o«[n  State,  acting  on  faer  re- 
served rights  as  a  sovereign  member  the  Unira.  nulfi- 
fied  Uie  laws  and  treaties  of  the  United  States,  which  the 
Leg^lature  considered  inconsistent  with  those  rights; 
when  she  was  threatened  with  the  strong  arm  of  nulnary 


will  not  multiply  examples  of  the  same  &tel  character,  of  power  to  reduce  her  to  obedience,  (nctt  so  rudefy,  cer. 


tainly,  as  South  Carolina  has  been  by  the  present  incum- 
bent of  the  executive  chair,)  the  bononible  gentleman 
took  fire  at  the  indignity  and  insult  offered  to  Georgiat 
and,  with  his  usual  cjoquence^  painted  in  ^owiny  coHra 
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the  deleterious  results  vhicb  must  flow  from  so  grt*t  an 
ontnge  on  State  sovereign^.  I  hope  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator will  (tirdon  me  for  adopting*  part  of  his  able  ail- 
ment on  that  oGcaiioD  aaa  part  of  tnjr  own. 

Mixhvd  Jrom  Jfi-.  Hir^yAI**  tpeedk  on  Ae  uae  of  pmt 
ogaindataoirtign^ti^' 

"  No  judge  was  called  on,  no  magistrate  sought,  to 
command  the  services  of  the  matshM%  sheriflfsi  or  anjr 
other  ciril  officer;  but  a  direct  appeal  was  made  to  force, 
in  the  most  odious  of  its  formi — military  force;  a  portion 
6f  the  standing  army,  of  the  hired  soldiery,  were  the 
instruments  ordered  to  be  used  against  a  State  )aW|  a  mili- 
tary force  prcTiously  carried  to  the  scent  of  action  with 
the  destgn  of  prftenring  peace  among  the  Indians!  I  ask 
by  what  authority  the  President  employed  this  miBtary 
rorce,-  in  a  time  of  profound  peace,  against  one  of  the  con- 
federacy?" 

"Whence  did  the  President  derive  this  tremendous 
power?  Did  he  get  it  by  law?  Did  he  possess  it  by  the 
constitution  ?  If  he  did*  let  it  be  ^own.  It  is  but  a  ^ort 
time  since*  that,  on  a  dbpute  with  Soutti  CaroUoa  on  the 
•ubject  of  a  law  of  that  State  prohfbtting  persons  of  color 
from  coming  into  it  tn  foreign  vessels,  the  President, 
after  taking  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  applied 
to  the  State  Co  repeal  the  Uw,  as  inconsistent  with  the 
obligations  of  the  United  States,  under  the  treaty  with 
Great  Britun.  What  was  the  result?  The  Legislature 
Tindicated  the  act,  and  it  stil]  stands  on  their  statute 
book,  in  force,  and  to  be  enforced,  whenever  it  shall  be 
necessary.  Wdl  it  be  pretended  that  the  President  has 
authority  to  execute  uie  trea^  with  Great  Britain,  by 
•ending  a  major  general,  with  a  portion  of  the  standing 
am^,  to  Charleston  or  Beaufort,  to  rescue  from  confine- 
ment persons  who  may  be  in  custody  under  that  State 
law'  Would  it  be  endured?  Tet,  sir,  he  has  done  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing  in  Geor^.  He  has  interposed 
■dhtenr  fiirce  to  Oe  State  taw.  The  baytuieta  of  the 
United  States  have  been  flashed  in  the  eyes  of  the  State 
authorities,  witliin  its  own  jurisdiction.  And  for  what 
mighty  purpose?" 

South  Carolina  had -prohibited  persons  of  color  from 
coming  into  her  ports  in  foreign  vessels^  which  was 
deemed  a  violation  of  existing  treaties  with  foreign  nations. 
The  State  was  spplied  to,  in  «  respectful  manner,  by  Pre- 
■tdeot  Monroe,  to  repeal  the  act;  she  refused  to  do  so,  in 
consequence  tiie  view  whicti  her  Legislature  enter- 
tained of  the  peculiar  local  conation  of  the  State.  That 
was  a'plain  case  of  State  interpontion  against  the  opera- 
tion.of  the  supreme  law  of  the  United  States  within  her 
limits;  another  revolution!  Let  us  hear  the  honorable 
Senator  on  that  subject:  "  Will  it  be  pretended  that  the 
Prendent  has  anthorily  to  execute  the  treaty  with  Great 
Britain,  by  aending  a  major  general,  with  a  portion  of  Uie 
irtan^ng  army,  to  Charleston  or  Beaofw^  to  rescue  from 
confioement  persons  who  may  be  in  custody  under  that 
Statekw?  Would  it  be  endured?  Yet,  «r,  be  has  done 
precisely  the  same  thing  in  Georgia.  He  has  interposed 
military  fbrea  to  the  State  law."  Thus  the  honorable 
Senator  reasoned  when  Georgia  was  concerned.  I  ask, 
what  prinuple  would  prevent  the  President  from  aending 
a  major  general,  and  a  portion  of  the  standir^  army,  to 
Charieaton,  to  execute  die  npreme  law  of  tbe  land,  in 
•pporitton  to  B  law  of  the  State,  which  would  not  equally 
apply  to  the  sendlnj?  a  major  general,  with  the  army  and 
a  part  of  the  navy,  mto  the  same  port,  to  execute  an  un- 
constitutional act  of  Congress,  imposing  duties  for  the 

Erotection  of  domestic  manufiictures,  against  a  primary 
>w  of  the  State,  arresting  the  operation  of  the  act  within 
her  limits?  Can  it  be  an  outrage  "  not  to  be  endured." 
to  send*  aiUtanr  fiitee  into  Georgia,  to  enforce  the  kws 
and  trcatioB  of  the  United  Statoi  anhist  a  law  of  that  State, 
aadretberighttoanerttlM  "najestyofthehwt^attbe 


point  of  the  bayonet  in  South  Carolina,  under  aircum- 
stances  precisely  similar?  I  cannot  do  less  than  express 
some  surprise  to  find  the  honorable  Senator  the  friend  of 
a  measure  which  he  so  earnestly  condemned  in  his  argu- 
ments to  which  I  have  adverted.  I  understand  the  honor- 
able Senator  to  maintain,  that  a  protectinir  tariff  u  uncon- 
stitutional, and  therefore  void.  Thia  bill  Is  intended  to 
make  war  on  South  Carolina,  to  give  effect  to  that  which 
is  vnd  in  itself;  and  we  find  tiie  honorable  Senator  ranged 
among  its  friends!  I  have  read,  air,  with  great  pleasure 
and  satisfaction,  a  very  able  speech  of  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee,  for  whom  I  feel  all  the  respect  which 
is  so  justly  due  to  his  elevated  character  and  talents,  in 
which  be  vindicates  the  right  of  a  sovereign  State  to  in- 
terpose and  arrest  the  operation  of  an  uncoosUtntiooal  act 
of  Coogresa  within  her  limits.  I  now  find  thehonorabla 
Senator  supporting,  with  all  his  great  ability,  a  measure 
to  subdue  a  State  which  has  so  interposed,  under  tbe  in. 
fluence,  perhaps,  in  some  degree,  oi  tus  own  advice!  1 
cfnnot  exactly  comprehend  the  ground  oir  which  these 
two  honorable  Senators  stand  in  this  debate.  The  Senator 
from  Tennessee  denounces  the  tariff  in  the  most  unqual- 
ified terms,  as  unnecessary,  unjust,  and  oppresnvei  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  given  a  pledge,  yet  unredeem- 
ed, that  he  will  "die  in  the  Isat  ditch"  in  oppontion  to 
this  iniquitous,  unjust,  and  oppresuve  system;  but  yet 
both  these  Senators  may  compare  advantageously  with  the 
stoutest  champion  of  the  American  system  in  thetr  support 
of  this  bill,  which  has  no  other  object  than  the  enibree- 
ment,  h^  military  power,  6f  that  system  for  which  they 
proffM  to  much  detestation!  I  thitjk,  nr,  the  aitua^  <n 
the  two  honorable  Senatora  may  be  weU  deacribed  in  a 
ungle  stanza  which  I  have  at  hand: 

■<  I  hate  ihe  larifT  with  all  my  heart. 
And  in  lis  ■upport  will  (kke  no  pari; 
But  when  Old  Hickorj  mIIi  for  the  amy  and  navy, 
He  ihall  have  what  fas  vanU,  or  ini  go  to  Old  Davy." 
Honorable  Senators  who  support  tlua  bill  attempt  to 
console  us  by  the  assurance  uiat  there  is  no  danger  of 
an  indiscreet  use  of  the  powers  which  it  vesta  m  the 
Chief  Magistrate;  that  he  was  never  known  to  abuae 
power,  in  the  course  of  a  long  life  of  public  service. 
Now,  sir,  I  frankly  own  that  my  oppoution  to  the  bill  is 
strengthened  by  the  conviction  that  the  individual  now 
at  the  bead  of  the  Government  is  not  a  safe  trustee  of 
the  extraordinary  powers  which  it  confers  on  him.  Hia 
paAions  and  prejudicei,  with  honeat  iotentious  too  fre- 
quently lead  nim  into  the  most  extravagant  orron;  and 
we  know  that,  his  ground  once  taken,  he  la  not  apt  to  rea- 
son about  the  (»jnsequenees;  his  course  is  onward  to  the 
death;  he  seldom  pauses,  and  never  recedes.  I  have  no 
confidence  that  military  power  in  his  hand,  with  victims  in 
his  eye,  will  be  discreetly  exercised.  I  have  an  instinctive 
dread  of  mischief,  when  the  bad  pasnons  of  the  human 
heart  are  combined  with  power  to  gratify  their  purposes 
of  revenge.  I  need  not  remind  the  Senate  of  historical 
facU  connected  with  the  biography  of  president  Jackson, 
which  more  tiian  justify  the  remarks  which  I  have  made 
concerning  him.  I  can  take  no  pleasure  in  a  retrospect 
which  might  imply  a  censure  on  my  own  judgment,  nav- 
ing  been  one  among  his  most  zealous  supportd^  when 
bis  path  to  the  present  high  elevation  which  he  occupiea 
was  overcast  by  clouds  and  darkness.  I  acted  on  the 
honest  convictions  of  my  mind,  and,  if  I  have  any  thmg  to 
regret,  it  ia  for  my  country,  not  myself.  But  have  we 
not  Vufficient  wammgs  in  the  scenes  which  are  passing  be- 
fore our  eyes?  To  punish  crime  is  the  incumbent  duty  of 
every  civil  magistratei  but  there  is  a  point  at  which  public 
justice  is  satisfied,  and  at  which  the  divine  attribute  of 
mercy  interposes  to  soothe  the  unfortunate  victim  of  the 
law .  The  only  prayer  thst  God  has  given  to  \m  creatune 
man,  bids  ns  to  say,  "  Forgive  us  our  tra^iaases,  as  We 
I  f^give  thoae  who  te^aM  agaln^^"  Sir,  at  the  corn- 
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me^^mnt.of^  thU  admioirtnition,  a  bureftu  officer,*  in  jthc 
Departmcot  of  the  Navy,  vu  found  to  be  &  debulter  to 
tbe  public  treaauiT  in  lome  fire  or  uz  thousand  dollarsi 
he  vaa  proaeeutei^  connoted,  and  imprtroned.  He  baa 
renuuned  in  close  confinement  for  nearly  four  yean, 
breathing  an  impure  atmosphere,  and  separated  from  aU 
the  soft  endearments' of  an  amiable  wife  and  their  lorely 
oflspHng.  I  mean  not  to  defend  the  act  for  which  he  has 
suffered  such  unusual  punishment,  nor  to  palliate  the  of- 
fence by  a  reference  to  the  numerous  examples  of  others 
in  like  cases  ofiending,  but  more  fottunate  in  the  result. 
Be  had  appropriated  the  pubUc  funds  to  his  primtc  use, 
and  overrated  his  means  of  restoring  then,  in  iUs  I  do 
iiot  hold  him  guiltleiii  bnl^ 

**  Wk^^re  ihe  oak  that  iometimei  ii  noi  blst>? 
Oft  where  the  tun  by  eloudi  not  oTereait?"  • 

The  purest  and  best  of  men  are  not  exempt  from  mis- 
fortune or  the  frailties  of  human  nature,  and  are  tome- 
timct  led  into  errors  which  inflict  a  wound  on  their 
happiness  through  life.  But  tiiia  unhappy  iiwUvidual,  afUr 
all  ma  iufiining%  so  long  endured  in  a  loathsome  prison, 
from  the  gnrtcd  windows  of  which  he  could  look  on  the 
spot  where  peace  and  domestic  fettcify  once  smiled  on 
him,  was  brought  before  that  high  tribunal  of  justice 
which  sits  in  snother  part  of  tlus  building.  His  case  was 
maturely  considered,  and  be  waa  r^^ularly  disohsrred. 
But  the  cup  of  Executive  venf^noe  was  not  yet  Tull; 
the  unfortunate  man  was  pemutted  to  breathe  tbe  free 
ur,  and  to  receive  the  embraces  of  his  fbod  children,  only 
for  a  few  short  moments,  before  the  unrelenting  hand  of 
vindictive  power  again  plunged  him  into  the  ceil  from, 
which  he  twd  been  i;eleased  by  tlie  highest  judicial  tribu- 
nal in  the  country.  No  one  can  believe  that  the  officer 
who  prosecutes  in  behalf  of  tbe  Government,  in  this  Di»- 
trict,  would  have  been  guil^  of  tiui  wanton  act  of  jndi- 
cid  persecution,  without  a  full  knowlcdce  that  it  would 
be  ap[woved  by  his  master.  For  the  public  good,  the  act 
was  unnecesswy;  for  private  revenge,  it  would  seem  that 
four  years  of  imprisonment  might  have  sufficed  to  soflen 
a  heart  as  indurate  as  marble.  I  aak,  if  the  power  of 
war  and  peace  can  be  safely  intrusted  to  any  one,  whose 
turbulent  pasdons  cannot  yield  to  tbe  benign  influenee  of 
humaoi^? 

Sir,  if^the  Union  of  tbeae  States  be  in  danger,  it  cannot 
be  saved  by  cmieentratine  envbitant  diseretioaary  powers 
in  any  one  department  of  the  Government^  and  especially 
that  which  in  all  Governments  is  Uie  most  dangerous  to 
Uberty.  The  |pymptoms  of  plethora  in  the  rush  for  power 
and  patronage  in  thia  Government,  portend  dissolutiont  a 
result  «-hich  can  only  be  avoided  by  the  depletion  of  State 
interposition.  Let  the  new  readion  of  the  constitution, 
with  which  we  have  been  astounded  in  this  debate,  drawn 
from  the  Executive  proclamation  and  mesaage,  be  firmly 
fixed  in  the  public  mind,  humble  the  "proud sovereign^ 
of  the  States,"  and  erect  on  its  ruins  a  Government  with- 
out limitation,  capable  of  executing  its  own  will  by  the 
sword;  and  liberty  cannot  long  endure  under  the  accumu- 
lation of  causes  which  must  tend  to  its  destruction.  With 
the  corrupting  influenee  of  patronage,  power  is  purchased 
by  those  who  dispeue  itt  and  by  the  same  means  it  may 
be  perpetuated  in  the  same  hands.  We  are  gravely  told 
that  the  Legislature  of  a  State  may  express  an  opinion 
(hat  a  law  of  Congress  is  unconstitutional,  and  there  it 
must  stop  until  the  moral  influenee  of  that  opinion  ahaU 
produce  the  wonderful  effect  of  reformation.  A  fltate 
ma^  petition  and  remonstrate,  and  implore  other  States  to 
unite  in  its  supplications!  Sir,  the  mayor  and  corpo- 
ration of  Uvetpool  may  express  an  opinion  that  an  act  of 
Parliament  is  contrary  to  the  constitution  cf  the  realm) 
they  may  petition  the  tlumne  for  a  redress  of  grievance^ 

*  Tobisa  Watktnt. 


and  request  other  corporations  to  unite  with  them.  Will 
honotMle  gentlemen  yield  nothing  more  to  a  nrer^n 
State  of  the  confederacy  than  may  be  claimed  as  a  mat- 
ter of  right  by  the  corporation  of  Liverpool,  under  tite 
regal  Government  of  England?  The  miserable  slave  who 
receives  the  bsh  of  an  inexorable  master  may  petition 
and  remonstrate,  and  implore  othen  to  unite  with  him! 
Is  this  poor  privil»e,  which  is  common  to  all  mankind, 
under  any  form  of  government  known  in  the  civilized 
world,  all  that  the  States  reserved  by  an  expreaa  article 
of  the  constitution,  when  they  aet  up  tUs  Govenunentfor 
their  own  benefit  and  cmirenience }  Sir,  tbe  idea  ia  ihodt- 
ing  to  the  feelings  of  a  free  people)  it  is  a  monstrous  ab- 
surdity, and  cannot  he  endured.  I  fidl  behind  no  man  in 
my  devotion  to  the  Union,  unless  be  ia  prepared  to  place 
it  above  the  liberties  of  the  country' ;  and,  so  help  me  God, 
I  would  rather  trust  this  Union  to  the  umpirage  of  South 
Carolina,  much  as  she  hai  been  abused  on  this  floor,  than 
to  any  State,  or  body  of  men  whatever,  who  are  ready 
and  willing  to  •<  sell  their  birthri^t  for  a  tneas  of  pottage." 

Mr,  President:  It  was  not  my  intention  to  have  aaid  any 
thing  on  the  subject  of  a  tariff  for  the  protection  of  do- 
mestic  manufactures.  I  do  not  think  it  ought  properly 
to  have  been  introduced  Into  thia  debate.  But,  as  several 
honorable  Senaton  have  delivered  their  opinions  on  that 
brandi  of  national  policy,  I  will  briefly  express  my  own 
in  relation  to  it.  I  do  nut  intend  to  take  a  mercantile 
view  of  the  operations  of  tbe  existing  tariff;  I  freely  e<m- 
feas  that  I  feel  myself  incompetent  to  the  task.  I  an  no 
merchant,  and  cannot  therefore  discuss  the  question  by  a 
calculation  of  dollan  and  cenU.  1  differ  from  some  of 
my  friends  in  estimating  tbe  actual  injury  which,  as  a  cot- 
ton pUnter,  T  sustun  by  the  efiecto  of  the  qntem.  On 
thia  part  of  the  subject,  however,  lameomciouiaatl  do 
not  possets  accurate  infbmatimi. 

•*  lie  who  Is  robbed,  not  ^»titing  what  ■  stolea. 
Let  bhn  not  know  It,  he%  not  roUwd  at  all." 

tt  is  this  blessed  ignorance  which  renden  indireot 
taxation  tollable,  when  the  aame  amount,  taken  from 
the  pockets  of  the  people  by  direct  taxes,  would  produce 
a  revolution  in  good  earnest;  not  one  of  those  imaginary 
revolutions  which  hsvc  given  so  much  unesnness  to  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wxasrsa.] 
I  deny  the  power  of  thia  Government  to  regidate  labor  by 
bounties,  monopoUo,  or  penal  enaetmentst  each  a  power 
is  incompatible  irith  banan  lUicrty,  and  is  cxerdaed  only 
in  despotic  or  arbitraty  Govermnenta.  Of  thia  character, 
I  consider  the  power  daimed  to  levy  imposU  for  the  pro- 
tection of  domestic  manufiuMrea.  A  despot  ivgulates 
the  industry  of  his  luhjecU  by  proclamation,  and  tbey  are 
bound  to  obey.  We  have  not  ret  reached  that  paiM,  but 
the  same  end  ia  accomplished  by  legislative  indnnemesits. 
We  tax  one  description  of  Ubor,  and  grant  boantiea  to 
another  deaeription  of  Ubor,  and  leave  the  people  to 
choose  between  the  tax  and  the  bounty!  TUsiawfaoUy 
inconsistent  with  tbe  principles  of  Ave  government,  and 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  of  the  Umted 
States,  which  secures  to  all  an  equality  of  burdens  and 
benefits.  The  power  of  taxation,  in  any  fbim,  ia  in  its 
nature  despotic;  it  is  yielded  only  on  tbe  ground  of  abso- 
lute necesaty.  B^  what  autbon^  does  aa  oCoer  enter 
the  dwelling  of  a  citizen,  and,  without  the  intemation  of 
a  court  or  jury,  sequestrate  a  part  of  his  estate,  and  put 
the  proceeds  into  the  public  treasury?  Tbe  right  is  de- 
rived from  the  consent  of  those  who  form  the  social  com- 
pact. Hie  memben  of  the  State,  or  community,  indi- 
vidually recove  from  the  Government]  and  Jawa  protection 
of  life,  liberty,  and  property;  the  virtuous  are  preMcled 
wainst  the  iinustice  of  the  viciousi  the  weak  are  protod- 
ed  from  the  depredations  of  the  strong.  In  eoiwdmlion 
of  these  aeonrities,  tfie  power  of  taiatien  is  (^vcn  by  eoai- 
mon  cmiaen^  and  is  lindted  to  its  only  lepannte  ol^ecC. 
the  nee«HU7  wants  of  the  Gorennnnt^  Eaeh  ipdhrMMd 
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U  bcMiid  to  contribute  hit  jtut  proportion  of  the  expendi- 
tom  incurred  in  the  enaeUoent  uidexocutionof  tbclftwi. 
TVlienem  tiu*  high  pover  W  ezertiied  for  uij  other  ob- 
ject, the  Goremment  umnei  the  ehuacter  <x  unn^xed 
deipotism.  No  people  can  be  free  wfanre  the  power  of 
unhmited  taxation  b  claimed  and  exerciaed.  The  eonsti- 
tutidn  has  been  formed  in  vidn,  if  nich  a  gigantic  power 
belonn  to  this  Goremment.  The  most  unbridled  despot 
would  be  harmleai,  if  divtAed  of  the  power  to  tax  hia 
•ubjects)  and  with  such  a  power,  without  linutation,  a 
Government,  free  in  all  its  fornu  and  features  in  ever^ 
other  respect,  would  be  in  fact  despotic.  If  the  power 
of  direct  taxation,  which  is  expressljr  granted  in  toe  con- 
stitution, be  used  for  any  other  purpose  than  the  neces- 
sary expenditures  of  the  GoTemment,  it  would  amount  to 
a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution^  resulting  from 
tiie  abuse  of  the  gnuited  power . 

Sir,  I  have  tremmed  already  too  long  an  Ae  pMience 
•f  the  Senate,  and  will,  therefore,  forbear  to  enluf^  fur- 
ther on  these  topics,  which  open  a  wide  field  of  interest- 
ing matter  for  the  consideration  of  an  American  itateaman. 
The  power  to  levy  imposts  on  foreign  imp<n1ationa  was 
not  intended  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  to  which  it  has 
been  applied.  Protection  to  doniestic  manQfaebires  is  the 
result  of  duties  hnpoeed  for  reTenue,  and  b  not  a  subttan- 
'tite  power  granted  in  the  constitotion.  If  honorable  gen- 
tlemen think  otherwise,  T  challenge  them  to  pass  a  law  for 
the  express  purpose  of  protecting  any  branch  of  domestic 
indastry;  let  it  raealc  a  pUin,  honest,  and  intelligible  lan- 
^1^,  which  will  enable  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  to  decide  the  question,  and  T,  for  one,  will  abide  by 
its  decison.  But  I  take  it  on  myself  to  say  they  will  not, 
that  they  dare  not,  pass  such  an  act .  I  quote  the  opinion 
of  Mr*  Hannlton,  whose  able  report  on  domestic  tnanuftc- 
tares  has  been  so  often  referrea  to,  and  in  most  of  wlueh 
I  fully  concur,  to  show  that  an  extension  of  the  revenue 
was  conridered  by  him  the  proper  limitation  on  the  power 
to  tax  articles  of  consumption.  I  bee  leave  to  give  the 
concise  view  whidi  be  baa  tiken  of  uat  sabjeet,  in  his 
own  words: 

"It  is  a  signal  advantage  of  taxes  on  articles  of  con- 
sumption, that  th^  contain  in  their  own  nature  a  security 
against  excess.  They  prescribe  their  own  limits,  which 
cannot  be  exceeded  irtthout  defeating  the  end  proposed; 
that  is,  an  extennon  of  the  revenue.  When  applied  to 
this  object,  the  saying  is  as  just  as  it  is  witty,  that,  'in 
political  arithmetic,  two  and  two  do  not  always  make 
four.'  If  duties  are  too  high,  they  lessen  the  consump- 
tion, the  collection  is  eluded,  and  the  product  to  the  trea- 
sury is  not  so  great  ai  when  they  are  cmiftned  within 
proper  and  moderate  bounds. 

"This-fbrnn  a  complete  barrier  against  any  material 
opprenion  of  the  citixens  by  taxes  of  this  class,  and  is 
itself  a  natural  limitation  of  the  power  of  imposing 
them." 

The  whole  argument  may  be  compressed  into  a  very 
narrow  compass;  the  power  to  levy  duties  on  foreign 
importations  is  expressly  granted^  it  was  intended  to 
produce  a  rerenoe,  to  pay  the  debts  and  provide  for 
the  common  defence  and  general  welfiu«  of  the  United 
States.  ^  Every  duty  so  imposed  for  these  enumerated 
objecte  is,  to  the  extent  of  it,  a  protection  to  the  domes- 
tic manufacturer  of  the  same  article)  bat  every  protec- 
tion  is  not  necessarily  a  duty  for  revenue.  The  contlusion 
is  unavoidable:  whenever  we  arrive  at  the  point  where 
revenue  ceases,  and  protection  forms  the  only  object  of 
our  legislation,  we  are  exercising  a  substantive  power 
not  to  be  found  in  the  constitution.  I  wilt  detain  the 
Senate  no  longer  on  this  question,  incidentally  touched 
in  this  debate,  but  will  hasten  to  the  close  of  my  argu- 
ments. Sir,  I  am  not  the  enemy  of  domestic  manuiac- 
tureat  I  would  not,  if  it  were  in  my  power,  disturb  that 
intereat  by  any  rash  or  precipitate  measure.   I  widi  to 


[Sbxati. 


see  it  flournh  and  prosper,  but  not  at  the  expense  of 
agriculture  and  comnerce,  which  are  so  intimately  con- 
nected, that  the  one  cannot  exist  to  uiy  great  extent  with- 
out the  aid  of  the  other.  Batladmoniuinonorable  gentle- 
men who  represent  tiie  manufacturing  States  on  this  floor* 
that  it  is  not  by  means  of  military  power,  such  as  is  pro- 
vided for  in  this  bill,  that  the  system  is  to  be  preserved. 
March  an  army  into  Sfwth  Carolina,  if  one  can  ha  em* 
bodied  in  such  a  cause,  and  from  that  moment  the  mana- 
facturing  interest  of  the  Eastern  and  Northern  States 
may  date  ita  downfiUl.  Deprived  of  the  Sontheni  mar- 
ked tiuy  could  not  survive  a  wngle  year.  Sir,  iriiere  dtero 
is  no  <*  goose  to  pick,"  we  shall  not,  I  premme,  quarrel 
about  the  feathers.  Modify  the  tariff,  as  proposed  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cut{]  pre- 
serve the  manu&cturing  interests  from  sudden  depres- 
sion) render  but  half  justice  to  the  brave  and  generous 
people  of  the  South  i  and  ttanquiUi^  will  be  restored  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  P.  then  adverted  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Wiasnm 
in  relation  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Calhoch,  delivered  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  1816,  on  the  tariif  act  of 
that  year.  Sir,  (said  he,)  I  regret  that  the  honorable 
Senator  has  opened  the  door  to  an  «aiiunation  of  the 
opinions  ascribed  to  my  friend  from  South  Carolina,  on 
the  subject  of  a  tariflT  for  the  protection  of  domestic  msr 
nufacturesi  but,  as  he  has  thought  proper  to  do  so,  he 
will  pudon  me,  I  hope,  if  I  look  into  bis  own  political 
parlor  on  this  subject,  and  see  if  the  fanuture  has  not 
undergone  some  change  long  subsequent  to  the  year 
1816.  The  act  to  which  the  honorable  Senator  refers 
was  passed  under  peculiar  arcumstancei.  We  had  just 
emerged  out  of  a  war  with  Great  Britain)  manubctures 
had  sprung  up  during  that  war;  we  had  incurred  an  vcuv  ' 
mous  debt,  of  one  hundred  and  thir^  millions  of  dollars; 
to  meet  the  payment  of  which  requved  the  revenue  to 
be  pbced  at  the  highest  practicable  point.  The  course 
of  the  senator  from  South  Carolina  was  dictated  by  these 
considerations)  and  if  liberality  to  the  manuftcturers  was 
one  of  them,  they  ought  to  be  the  last  men  in  the  world 
to  complain  of  it.  Sir,  it  is  not  my  province  to  pro- 
nounce tlie  eulogy  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Soutii 
Carolina,  but  I  think  it  doe  to  candor  to  say,  that  no 
man  has  been  more  injured  by  unjust  imputationa  and 
unfounded  calumnies  than  that  honorable  gentleman. 
Prior  to  and  during  the  late  war,  lie  ably  and  manfully 
defended  the  rights,  the  honor,  and  independence  of  hia 
country;  and  in  eveiy  high  public  station  which  he  has 
subsequently  filled,  he  hu  maintuned  the  elevated  cha- 
racter which  he  then  aeqmred,  as  an  enlightened  states.  ' 
man.  a  patriot,  and  an  honest  man .  posterity  will  do  tUm 
that  justice  which  has  been  denied  by  the  demagf^ues 
and  political  aspirants  of  the  present  day. 

Mr.  P.  then  adverted  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Waasnm 
delivered  at  Faneuil  Hall,  in  opposition  to  a  protecting 
tariff,  and  to  the  speech  of  the  same  Senator  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  on  the  tariff  of  1824.  He  then  pro- 
ceeded to  -  make  a  few  remarks,*  the  tendency  of  which 
waa  to  show  that  at  thoee  periods  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Hanachusetts  held  the  constitotionali^  of  a  pro- 
tecting tariff  to  be  at  least  extremely  doubtful,  and  al- 
together inexpedient.  Sir,  (he  continued,)  wnce  the 
year  1824,  the  opinions  of  the  honorable  Senator  seem 
to  have  undergone  a  total  change  on  these  great  ques- 
tions) and  all  I  mean  to  say  is,  that  if  there  be  times  and 
seasons  when  a  statesman  may  put  down  one  set  pf  poU- 
tical  opinions  and  take  up  others,  the  honorable  grntle- 
man  has  eigoyed  his  full  share  of  that  privilege. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  nas,  in  strong  lan- 
guage, denounced  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and  along 
with  it  the  entire  South,  who  have,  with  one  vtHce,  pro- 
nounced the  system  of  protection  to  domestic  manufoc- 
tures  to  be  uryuit  and  oneomtitutionat.   He  conridera 
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reniUnce>  in  any  form,  to  tbta  fiivorite  'measure,  in  no 
other  light  than  as  revolution,  treason,  or  rebellion  agunat 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  calling  for  signal 
punishment  by  means  of  the  strong  arm  of  military 
power. 

He  has  told  us  that  the  supremacy  of  the  lav  must  be 
nn^cmted]  and  lupported,  be  it  jurt  or  uiyuat  In  such 
a  oaoie,  the  honmble  Senator  lus  promiara  to  stand  in 
the  foremost  ranks,  and  stretch  forth  his  arm  to  defend  the 
constitution  and  the  lavauauut  every  assault  which  may 
be  made  on  themj  and  in  in  a  contest  to  maintain  their 
supremacy,  he  should  fall  a  victim  to  his  enthuuastie 
patriotism,  bis  expiring  words  to  his  surviving  country- 
men would  be,  "rescue,  rescue,  rescue." 

The  honorable  gentleman  cannot  expect  that  language 
like  this  should  pass  without  animadversion.  Sir,  I  come 
from  that  abused  section  of  the  confederacyi  and  it  be- 
comes my  imperious  duty  to  defend  it  against  the  unme- 
rited reproaches  which  have  been  cast  on  it  with  such 
unbridled  freedom  by  the  honorable  Senator.  Where 
stood  Carolina  in  the  recent  arduous  struggle  with  Great 
Britain — a  war  which,  like  that  of  the  revolution,  had 
its  origin  in  Faneml  Hall,  and  was  prosecuted  ezdunvely 
for  the  protection  of  our  commerce  on  tiie  hirii  aeaa? 
Where  stood  the  whole  South  in  those  days  which  tried 
men's  souls,  and  called  forth  all  the  enei^es  and  patriot- 
ism of  the  American  people? 

Sir,  they  were  at  the  post  of  danger  whenever  it  was  to 
be  found,  fighting  to  maintain  the  honor  and  independ- 
ence ot  their  country,  freely  contributing  to  the  public 
biuden^  and  sharing  in  tlte  common  dangers  and  hard- 
ships of  thnr  countrymen,  in  a  cause  where  they  had  no- 
thing to  gain  but  the  proud  distinction  which  a  free 
people  ever  accord  to  the  defenders  of  liber^.  These 
fkcts  are  recorded  in  the  pages  of  history,  and  cannot  be 
denied  or  perverted. 

Where  stood  that  honorable  Senator  and  his  constitu- 
ents on  the  same  memorable  occasion,  when  the  hostile 
fleets  aniJ  armies  of  a  foreign  enemy  enveloped  the  whole 
coast,  and  even  occupied  the  scnl  of  the  State  of  which 
he  is  now  a  representative  on  this  floor?  When  the 
standard  of  the  enemy  waved  over  the  territory  of  Has- 
BBchusetts,  and  her  authorities  were  defied  and  contemn- 
ed{  when  all  that  ought  to  be  dear  to  the  patriot's  heart 
was  staked  on  the  issue  of  the  conflictt  was  the  honorable 
Senator  found  in  the  foremost  rwika  of  his  country's  de- 
fenders, and  did  he  then  exclwm,  in  sad  despur,  **  rescue, 
rescue,  rescue?"  No,  sir.  In  that  arduous  hut  glorious 
contest  with  the  most  powerful  nation  in  Europe,  we  de- 
fended the  honor  of  our  flag,  and  gained  among  the  na- 
tions of  the  earth  a  name  of  imperishable  renown.  We 
did  not  "scramble"  for  plunder  and  bounties)  and  the 
voice  of  the  Senator  was  not  heard  to  animate  his  country- 
men to  the  rescue.  The  arms  of  his  invaded  country  had 
no  ohums  for  him,  nor  was  he  to  be  found  in  the  fVont  or 
rear  rank  of  the  patriotic  few  who  breasted  the  storm  in 
that  hour  of  national  peril.  No,  wr,  there  was  then  no 
need  of  rescue,  and  the  gentleman's  patriotism  became 
torpid  and  lifeless,  amidst  the  hostile  array  and  desolation 
of  the  invaders. 

If,  sir,  there  is  any  want  of  decorum,  or  any  apparent 
departure  from  the  courtesy  of  debate,  in  this  review  of 
the  past  history  of  oorcountry,  I  clumto  be  exempt  from 
all  responsibility  for  its  introduction  on  this  floor.  The 
honorable  Senator  has  put  forth  all  his  powers  in  popular 
denunciations  of  Southern  men  and  Southern  {)rinciplest 
and  if,  in  our  own  defence,  the  ear  of  the  gentleman 
should  be  offended  by  words  once  familiar  to  him,  he 
cannot  complain  when  we  aend  him  a  Roland  for  hia 
Oliver. 

[Here  Mr.  FoixBixTXn  read  the  proceedings  of  a 
meeting  held  in  Massachusetts,  in  September,  1814j 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Wnsm  in  the  Houm  ofRepreieota- 


tivesf  and  quoted  the  votes  of  the  Senator,  refiiMig  nip- 
plies  to  carry  on  the  war.] 

Foreign  war,  actual  invaaon,  the  national  honor  nnd 
independence,  staked  on  the  issue  of  pbymcal  force;  and 
yet  the  Senator  refused  bis  assent  to  the  necessary  appro- 
priations for  carrying  on  the  war,  and  taunted  the  con- 
stituted authorities,  to  whom  the  proaecution  of  the  war 
had  been  confided,  with  the  Ulure  of  our  mrnmt  wlule 
he.  by  his  voUtf  denied  tiann  the  meana  of  more  effec- 
tual operationB,  and  a  more  Tigoroua  reaiituice  to  the 
common  enemy. 

Did  the  rebels  of  South  Carolina  encourage  the  hofies 
of  our  adversary?  Did  they  pass  resolves  to  treat  with 
commanders  of  British  armed  vessels  enuring  in  our  wa- 
ter* for  pecuniary  advantages?  Did  they  repoae  in  apsp 
thy,  and  suflTer  the  armies  of.  a  foreign  nation  to  trod 
the  soil  of  America,  without  an  efibrt  to  expel  them? 
No,  ur.  They  met  with  manly  firmness  the  ruthlesa  in- 
vader; shed  their  blood  and  expended  their  treasure  in 
the  common  cause.  Now,  sir,  the  patriotism  of  the  hon- 
orable Senator  has  risen  to  its  dimaxt  he  finds  the 
people  of  one  State  reristing  what  th^  deem  to  be  op- 
presHve  and  usurped  legislation  on  the  part  of  this  Got- 
emment)  be  finds  those  people  in  m  fowful  miaori^i  ha 
refuses  to  listen  to  their  compbintsi  and,  to  reduce  them 
to  obedience  to  unjust  taxation,  be  calls  aloild  for  ven- 
geance and  the  law. 

Where  resistance  is  comparatively  feeble,  the  danger 
cannot  be  greatt  and  with  such  an  assurance  the  honor- 
able gentleman  boldly  comes  forth  the  cbamfuon  of  the 
"majesty  of  the  lawi"  and  where-the  blows  are  hardest, 
and  the  bullets  fl^  tluckest,  there  will  he  be  found,  in  the 
foremost  ranks,  m  a  war  with  tliose  whom  he  has  contri- 
buted to  ruin  and  oppress.  For  the  g^ory  of  such  ^t- 
alry,  sir,  I  am  no  candidate. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  ranges  himself  on  the 
side  of  power.  I  take  my  stand  with  those  who  aeek  to 
limit  power  within  its  defined  boundaries.  He  supports 
tbe  supremacy  of  the  lawsi  I  defend  the  rights  of  (he 
people.  Ano,  sir,,!  say  in  conclurion,  that  when  liber^ 
la  assailed  by  the  combmed  forces  of  avarice  and  amo- 
tion, I  will  be  found  in  the  foremost  ranks  of  her  votaries; 
and,  if  vanquished  by  the  strong  arm  of  arbiti»ry  power, 
and  the  brighest  hopes  of  freedom  which  God  has  ever 
permitted  his  creature  man  to  enjoy  shall  be  annihilated 
and  extinguished  forever,  my  last  worda  to  my  country- 
men who  survive  the  conflict  shall  be — "  Resistance  to 
tyrants  is  obedience  to  Uodl" 

[Mr.  P .  continued  bis  remarks  until  half-pait  6  o^dock, 
(with  the  exception  of  the  recess,)  when,  compbunif^ 
of  fatigue,  a  motion  was  made  to  adjourn,  and  carried  b^ 
the  casting  vote  of  the  President  The  entire  q»eech  m 
g^ven  above.] 

voTis  TO  x>.  roxHsxxm's  HOCI. 
A. 

Ptrginia  Debates,  p.  66. 
Mr.  Henry  said:  "Tbe  honorable  gentleman  who  pre- 
sides [Judge  Pendleton]  told  us  that,  to  prevent  abuses  in 
our  Government,  we  will  assemble  in  convention,  recall 
our  delegated  powers,  and  punish  our  servants  for  abusng 
tbe  trust  reposed  in  them.  Oh,  sir,  we  should  have  fine 
times,  indeed,  if  to  punish  tyrants  it  were  only  suffii»ent  to 
assemble  the  people!  YourarmB,tn^thThidiyouegi^de- 
fend  yourselves,  are  gone  t '  and  youhave  no  longer  an  arisle- 
cratical,  no  longer  a  democratical  spirit.  Did  you  ever 
read  of  any  revolution  in  any  nation,  brought  about  by  die 
punishment  of  thoK  in  power,  inflicted  by  those  who  had 
no  power  at  all  ?  Ton  read  of  a  riot  act  in  a  country  which 
is  called  one  of  the  freest  in  the  world,  where  a  few  neigh- 
bors cannot  assemble  without  the  risk  of  being  shot  by  a 
hired  soldier}',  the  enpnes  of  despotism.  We  may  ae* 
sueh  an  act  in  America." 
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Agun:  "The  bononble  gentlenun,  [Mr.  HABiMV,]in 
endeRVorinff  to  uswer  the  queition,  why  the  nulitia  were 
to  be  called  fivth  to  execute  the  Uw9>  nid  that  the  civil 
power  would  probably  do  it.  He  ia  driven  to  say  that 
Uie  civil  power  may  do  it  inatead  of  the  militia.  Sir»  the 
military  power  ou^tnot  to  interpose  till  the  civil  power 
refuse.  If  this  be  the  spirit  oi  your  new  conatitutioni 
that  the  laws  are  to  be  enforced  by  military  coereioot  we 
may  easily  dmne  the  b^>py  consequences  which  will  result 
fVomit.  The  civil  power  is  not  to  be  employed  at  all.  If 
it  be,  ^ow  me  it.  I  read  it  attentively,  and  could  see  no- 
thing to  warrant  the  belieftlut  the  civd  power  can  be  call* 
ed  for.  I  would  be  glad  to  see  the  power  that  authorizes 
Congress  to  do  so.  The  ^eriff  will  be  aided  by  military 
force.  The  most  wanton  excesses  may  be  committed  un- 
der color  of  this.  For  every  man  in  office  in  the  States  is 
to  ti^e  an  oath  to  support  it  in  all  its  operations.  The 
honorable  gentlenian  said,  inanswer  to  the  objection,  that 
the  militia  n^t  be  nwrebed  from  New  Itampihire  to 
Georgiat  that  the  members  of  the  Government  woulcf  not 
attempt  to  excite  the  indignation  of  the  people.  Here, 
agun,  we  have  the  general  unsatisfactory  answer,  that 
they  will  be  virtuous,  and  that  there  is  no  danger.  Wilt 
gentlemen  i>e  satisfied  with  an  answerwhich  admits  of  dan- 
gers and  abiHea,  if  thnr  be  irieked?  Let  as  put  it  out  of 
nieir  power  to  do  nuicDief.  1  am  eonrineed  there  is  no 
safe^  in  the  paper  on  the  tidile  as  it  stands  now.  Tam 
sorry  to  Inve  an  occasion  to  pass  a  euiogium  on  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  as  gentlemen  may  object  to  it.  But  how 
natural  itis,  when  comparing  defomUties  to  beauty,  to  be 
atruck  with  the  superiority  of  the  British  Government  to 
tihat  syatenL" 

B. 

Extrad  from  Luther  Martin's  expo»4  to  &e  Ltg^Mtm  of 
Marykata. 

**In  answer  to  Uiese  declarations  it  was  ut^ed,  that  if, 
after  having  retained  to  the  General  Government  the 
great  powers  already  granted,  and  among  those  that  of 
raising  and  keeping  up  regular  troops  irithout  limitations, 
the  power  oftx  the  m^tia  ahouU  be  taken  away  from  the 
States,  and  also  ^ven  to  the  General  Government  it  ought 
to  be  connderedas  the  butfeouptfejroee  to  the  State  Gov- 
emmentst  that  it  must  be  the  moat  convinnng  proof  that 
the  advocates  of  this  system  design  the  destruction  of  the 
State  Governments,  and  that  no  profeanons  to  the  contra- 
ry oug^t  to  be  tnutedi  and  that  every  State  in  the  Union 
ought  to  reject  such  a  S]'Stem  with  indignation,  since,  if 
ttie  General  Govemmentsbould  attempt  tooppressand  en- 
slave them*  they  could  not  have  anypoarihle  means  of  sdf- 
defencei  because  the  proposed  system,  taking  away  from 
the  States  the  right  of^  organizing,  sf  ming,  and  disdplin- 
ing  the  militia,  the  first  attempt  made  by  a  State  to  put 
the  militia  in  a  ntuation  to  counteract  the  arbitrary  mea- 
sures of  the  General  Government,  would  be  construed  in- 
to an  act  of  rd>elUon  or  treaaim.  Mid  Congress  would  im- 
mediately march  thdr  troops  into  the  State." 

C. 

£xtradMjroM  Mr.  HamiUon*»  jpeeM  tn  tht  2^ao  York  em- 
veaiian. 

"  It  has  been  well  observed,  l^t  to  coerce  the  States  ia 
one  of  the  maddest  projects  that  was  ever  devised.  A 
failure  of  compliance  wul  never  be  confined  to  a  nngle 
State.  Thb  beiiuf  the  case,  can  we  suppose  it  wise  to 
hazard  a  cinl  war  r  Suppose  Musacbusetta,  or  any  large 
State,  should  refuse,  and  Congress  should  attunpt  to  com> 
pel  them,  would  they  not  have  influence  to  procure  assist- 
ance, especially  from  those  States  which  are  in  the  aame 
aituation  as  themselves.-  What  picture  does  this  idea  pre- 
sent to  ourview?  A  complying  State  at  war  with  a  non- 
complying  State;  Congress  marching  the  troops  of  one^ 
State  into  the  bosom  of  anothtf;  thil  State  eollMtiiqf  Mix- 
Voi.  1X.-.42. 


iliarie^  and  fwiiung,  perhaps,  a  miyorihr  agidnst  ita  fede- 
ral head.  Here  ia  a  na^  at  war  wiu  itself.  Can  any 
reasonable  man  be  wdl  diapoied  towards  a  Gorerament 
which  makes  war  and  carm^  the  only  meant  of  sup* 
pwting  itself— a  Government  that  can  exist  only  by  the 
sword?  Every  such  war  must  involve  the  innocent  with 
the  guilty,  lliis  single  conuderation  should  be  sufitcient 
to  du^MMc  every  peaceable  dtizen  agraist  such  a  Gor- 
emmenL" 

"The  States  can  nem  loee  their  poventiU  the  whole 
people  of  America  are  robbed  of  their  liberties.  These 
must  go  tt^theri  they  must  support  each  other,  or  meCt 
one  common  &te." 

"  The  States,  as  well  as  incUviduals,  are  bound  by  these 
laws]  but  the  laws  of  Congress  are  restricted  toa  certun 
sphere,  and  when  they  depart  from  thia  ^here,  they  are 
no  longer  supreme  or  binding. " 

"In  the  first  formation  or  government,  by  die  omatM^ 
tion  of  individuals,  every  power  of  Uie  commuiri^  isdele- 
^ted,  because  the  Government  is  to  extend  to  every  pos- 
sible object;  nothing  is  reserved  bat  the  unalienable  rights 
of  tnankind.  But,  when  a  number  of  these  aodeties  unite 
for  ^certain  'purposes,  the  mie  is  different,  and  for  the 
phinest  leaaon:  they  hare  already  delegated  their  sove- 
reign^ and  their  powera  to  their  several  Govemnentaj 
and  these  cannot  be  recalled,  and  pvMi  to  anodwr.  with- 
out an  express  act." 

Extract  from  the  FederaiUtfp.  TO. 
Mr.  Hamilton:  "There  ia  one  transcendent  advantage 
bekingiiuF  to  the  province  of  State  Govenimenls,  which 
alone  Mffiees  to  place  the  mattm  in  a  elear  and  mtiAetoty 
ti^t:  I  mean  the  ordinary  adnuiustration  (^criminal  and 
civil  justice.  Tbia,  of  all  otbersi  is  the  most  powerfol, 
most  universal,  and  most  atbmotive  source  of  popular  obe- 
dience and  attachment.  It  is  this  which,  b^g  the  imme- 
diate and  viuble  guardian  of  life  and  property,  hainng  its 
benefits  and  its  terms  in  constant  acting  before  the  i)ub- 
lic  eye,  r^pilatiMrall  tiioie  penonal  intoests  and  fiuniiiar 
concerns  to  which  UiesennbiUty  of  individuals  ia  more  ira- 
me^tely  awake*  contributes  more  than  any  other  circum- 
stance to  impress  upon  the  minds  of  the  people  affection, 
esteem,  and  reverence  towards  the  Government.  This 
great  cement  of  socie^,  which  will  diffuse  itself  through 
uie  channels  of  the  particular  Government,  independent  of 
all  other  causes  of  influence,  would  insure  them  so  decid- 
ed an  empire  over  their  respective  dtizens,  as  to  render 
them,  at  all  times,  a  compMe  eounteqwia^  nad  not  un. 
frequentiy  dangerous  rivals  to  the  power  of  the  Union." 

Extract  from  the  FederaSelt  p.  116. 
Mr.  Hamilton;  "  It  may  safely  be  reeeiredas  an  axiom 
in  our  political  system,  that  the  State  Governments  will, 
in  all  possible  contingencies,  afford  eoraplete  secnri^ 
against  mranons  of  the  public  liberty  by  tiie  national  au- 
thority. Projects  of  usurpation  cannot  be  marked  under 
pretences  so  ukeW  to  escape  the  penetration  of  select  bo- 
dies of  men,  as  of^the  people  at  lai^.  The  Legislature* 
will  have  better  means  of  informationt  they  can  di90>ver 
the  danger  at  a  distance]  and,  possessing  all  the  organs  of 
dvil  power  and  the  confidence  of  the  people,  they  can  at 
once  adopt  a  regular  plan  of  oppontion,  in  which  they 
can  combine  all  the  resources  of  the  community.  They 
can  reaiUIy  commnnicBte  .with  eadi  other  in  different 
States  and  unite  their  common  foraea  for  the  protection 
of  thdr  oommim  liberfy." 

D. 

Extras  fnm  Mr.  TFikaaU  nsecft  M  (be  Peimishmia 
coftMnnbfi. 

"  B\it  in  the  constitution,  the  ^tizens  of  the  United 
SUtes  appear  dispomng  a  part  <^  their  wipinal  power  in 
what  manner  a^d  what  proportion  they  thmk  fit.  They 
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Bcrer  part  with  the  whole,  and  t\te9  fctua  the  right  of 
ncaUii^whit  thejr  pwt  with.  When,  therefore,  they 
posMi%  H  I  h«TC  alreidy  mentioned,  the  fee-rimple  of 
mutbori^,  whjr  should  they  hsTefrecoune  ,to  the  minate 
and  lubwduwte  remetUea.  which  can  be  neceasary  on- 
ly to  thoae  who  paaa  the  fee,  and  reaenre  only  a  rent- 
cbarger** 

**  It  hai  been  mentioiied,  and  attempta  bare  been  made 
to  eitabliih  the  pontion,  that  the  adoption  of  tUa  cooati- 
tution  will  neceanrily  be  followed  by  the  anniluUtioo  of 
^the  State  Govemmenti.  If  thia  wu  a  neceaaary  con- 
aeqaence,  the  objection  would  operate  in  my  mind  with 
exceeding  great  force.  But,  mr,  I  think  the  inference  ia 
rather  onnAital,  that  a  Gorenmient  will  produce  the  an* 
idfaiiat'HMrof  osiers,  uptm  the  very  exiatence  of  which  ita 
own  extatenee  dependa." 

"Doea  it  rapear.  then,  that  proriwm  for  the  continu- 
ance of  the  state  GovernTnenta  waa  neglected  in  fiaaoing 
thia  eonatitution?  On  the  contrary,  it  vai  a  bvorite  ol^ 
ject  in  the  convention  to  secure  them. 

"ThePrevdent  of  the  United  Statea  ia  to  be  chosen  by 
dectma  appmnted  in  the  different  Stktea,  in  auch  manner 
aa  the  Legidature  ahall  direct  Unleaa  there  be  Legiala- 
turea  to  mxHot  eleetorih  the  PrciideHt  cannot  be  cboien; 
the  Me^  tnerefn«,  of  the  eriating  Government  of  the 
Statea  ia  prcainipoHd  in  the  very  mode  of  eonatituting  the 
legiilative  and  executive  departments  of  the'  General 
Government  Tbe  same  principle  will  apply  to  the 
Judicial  department.  Tlie  judges  are  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Prerident,  and  appointed  by  him,  with  tbe  adrice  and 
conaent  of  tbe  Senate.  TUa  Aowa  that  tbe  jodgei  cannot 
exist  Without  tbe  Frendent  and  Senate.  I  We  already 
shown  that  the  President  and  Senate  cannot  exist  without 
the  enatence  of  the  State  Legislatures.  Havelmiastated 
any  thing?  Ia  not  the  erit^ce  indisputable  that  tbe  State 
Governments  will  be  preserved,  or  that  tbe  General  Gov- 
ernment must  tumble  anudst  their  ruins?  It  la  true,  indeed, 
air,  altbongh  it  presuppoaea  the  exiatenee  of  the  State 
Governments,  yet  this  constitatioa  does  not  suppose  them 
to  be  tiie  able  power  to  be  respected.** 

"I  hope  ttese  obaervattona  on  the  nature  and  forma- 
tion of  this  system  are  aeen  In  thor  fidl  force;  many  of 
them  were  so  seen  by  some  gentlemen  of  the  late  conven- 
tion. Afler  all  this,  could  it  have  been  expected  that 
aaaertions,  atich  aa  have  been  hazarded  on  this  floor,  would 
have  been  made,  ■  that  it  waa  Uie  buriness  of  their  delib- 
erationa  to  destroy  the  Stete  OovernmentBi  that  they  em- 
pknred  fonr  montha  to  accompliah  ttua  objeeti  and  that 
auoiwaathririntention?'  That  honorable gendeman  may 
be  better  qualified  to  judge  of  thrir  intentiona  than  them- 
selves. I  know  my  own,  and,  as  to  those  of  other  mem- 
bers, I  believe  tiiat  they  have  been  very  improperly  and 
unwarrantably  represented.  Intended  to  destro;^!  Where 
did  he  obtufl  hia  mformaticm?  Let  the  tree  be  judged  by 
iU  fruit" 

**  I  win  aak  now,  ia  the  Inference  "Rurly  drawn  that  the 
General  Government  waa  intended  to  swallow  up  tbe 
State  Governments?  Or  waa  it  calculated  to  answer  such 
end?  Or  do  its  iramera  deserve  such  censure  from  hon- 
orable gentlemen?  We  find,  on  examining  this  para- 
graph, that  it  contains  nothing  more  than  the  maxims  of 
seli^preaervation,  so  abundantly  secured  by  this  constitu- 
tiiHi  to  Uie  individual  States.  Several  oUier  objections 
have  been  mentioned^  1  will  not,  at  tiiia  time,  enter  Into  a 
dtBcua!£on  of  them,  thoogh  I  may  hereafter  take  notice  of 
auch  aa  have  ainr  show  of  wright;  but  I  thouriit  it  necea- 
aary to  offer,  at  thia  time,  the  observationa  |  nave  made, 
because  I  conrider  Utis  aa  an  important  suUect,  and  think 
the  objection  would  be  a  atrong  one  if  it  waa  well 
founded." 

**  When  I  made  the  observation,  that  aome  politicians 
would  say  the  aupreme  power  waa  lodged  in  oar  State  eon- 
aUiutiona,  I  did  not  auipect  that  the  bonorable  gentkman 


from  Westmoreland  [Mr.  Fii[di.t]  waa  included  in  that 
deacriptiont  but  I  find  myself  disappointed:  for  1  ims^pn- 
ed  his  oppowtion  would  arUe  from  another  consideration- 
Hia  poaition  is.  that  the  supreme  power  rcaidea  ia  the 
Statea  aa  Governmenta;  and  nunc  ia,  that  it  reridea  in  tbe 
pei^l^  as  the  foundatbn  of  government;  that  the  people 
bavenot,  that  tbe  people  meant  not,  and  that  tbe  people 
nwht  not,  to  part  witn  it  to  any  Government  whatsoever, 
in  meir  handa  it  rentaina  aeoire  t  they  can  delegate  itjn  such 

{iroportions*  tosuch  bodies,  on  such  terms,  and  under  such 
imitations,  as  they  think  proper.  1  agree  with  the  ine«> 
bera  in  oppotition,  that  there  cannot  be  taro  •orereiga 
powers  on  the  same  subject 

*'Iconaider  the  people  (rf*  the  Umted  Statea  aa  fbncuqg 
one  great  communityi  and  I  conrider  the  people  of  the 
different  States  as  forming  comniuiuties  again  on  a  leaser 
scale.  From  thia  great  division  of  the  people  into  distinct 
communities,  it  will  be  found  necessary  that  different  pro- 
portioni  of  legislative  powets  ahould  be  given  to  the  Gov- 
ernments, aecordii^r  to  the  nature  nuinber,  and  magu- 
tude  of  thrir  objeeti  .** 

E. 

Sxtraet  from  the  Federalul.p.  99. 

Mr.  Madison ;  < '  Tbe  State  Governments  may  be  regard- 
ed as  conatituent  and  easential  parte  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
emmentf  whilst  the  latter  ia  nowiae  essential  to  tbe  ope- 
ration or  organizatitm  of  the  former.  Without  the  inter' 
vention  of  the  State  Legialaturea,  the  Preatdent  of  tbe 
United  Stateacannot  be  elected  at  aUt  they  mu^  in  all 
caaes,  have  a  great  diare  in  hia  appointment;  ud  will, 
perhaps,  in  moat  casea,  of  tbemaelves  determine  it.  Tbe 
Senate  will  be  elected  abaolutely  and  excluuvely  by  the 
State  Legislaturea.  Even  the  House  of  Representative^ 
though  cmiwn  immediatelv  from  the  people,  win  be  cho- 
sen veiY  much  under  the  influence  of  that  elaaa  of  men, 
whoae  influence  over  the  people  obtains  for  tf»eniae1ves 
an  election  into  the  State  Legialatnrea.  Thuaeach  of  tbe 
principal  branehea  of  tbe  Fedenl  Govenuaent  will  owe  ita 
exiatenee,  mwe  or  leaa,  to  tbe  favor  of  die  Slate  Gorens- 
menta,  and  must  consequently  feel  a  dependence,  wbkk  ia 
much  more  likely  to  beget  a  dispoaitoi  too  otaeqaiooa 
than  too  overbearing  towarda  then.** 

Extrad  from  aapeeck  delivered  by  iB;  Jffiufiaon,  ui 
'Henryy  in  the  Fi^aia  eomentimt. 

"  But  it  is  urged,  that  ita  consolidated  nature,  joined  to 
the  power  of  direct  taxation,  will  give  ita  tendency  to  de- 
stroy all  aubordinate  authority;  thatitaincreasng  influence 
will  q>eedily  enable  it  to  al>aorb  the  State  Governmenta.  I 
cannot  think  this  will  be  the  case.  If  tbe  General  Gov- 
ernment were  wholly  independent  of  the  Gftvemments  of 
tbe  particular  States,  then,  indeed,  uaurpation  aai^t  be 
expected  to  the  fulleat  extent:  but,  rir,  on  whom  does  this 
General  Govemmeotdepend?  It  derives  ita  authority  frona 
these  Oovemraenta,  and  Ihnn  the  aame  aourcea  ftom  whkb 
their  authority  ia  derived.  The  mentis  of  the  Fedenl 
Government  are  talcen  from  the  aame  men  fnmi  whom 
those  of  the  State  Legislatures  are  taken.  If  we  consider 
(he  mode  in  which  the  federal  representativea  will  be 
chosen,  we  stiaU  be  eonrinced  that  the  general  will  never 
destroy  the  bidlvidual  Goremnients. 

P. 

Extradtfhm  tkt  Praidenl'8  moMifge  ^  tie  16fA  JSnnuvjr- 

"  If  Uieae  measares  Cannot  be  deleiAed  and  orercoMe 
by  the  power  conferred  by  the  Mnatitntion  on  dte  Fede- 
ral tlovemment,  the  eonatitution  must  be  conridercdaa  in- 
competent toitsdefencetthe  supremacy  of  the  lawa  ia  at 
an  end;  and  the  righta  and  Khertiea  of  the  citinena  can 
no  knurer  recdre  prateeticn  from  die  Gorernnent  of  the 
Union?' 

**  The  right  of  ft  pei^le  of  a  rin^e  State  to  abeolre 

Digitized  by  Google 


661 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


662 


Fib.  30,  1833.] 


Sheathing  Copper. — Revenue  Colketion  BUI. 


themselves  at  will,  without  the  consent  of  the  other  States, 
from  their  most  solemn  obli^tions,  and  hazard  the  liber 
ties  and  happiness  of  the  millitHU  compoung  this  Union, 
cannot  be  acknowledged ."  • 

**Nothin(f  less  than  causes  which  would  justify  revolu 
tionary  remedy  can  absolve  the  people  from  this  obligation . 
and  for  nothing  leas  can  the  Goveiilment  permit  it  to  be 
done,  without  a  violation  of  its  own  obteattons,  by  which, 
under  the  compact,  it  is  bound  to  the  ooier  States  and  to 
every  citizen  of  the  United  States." 

**  Upon  Uie  power  ^Congress,  the  tWo  of  the  Execu- 
tive, and  the  authority  of  the  JucUehry,  which  is  to  ex- 
tend to  all  cases  in  law  and  equity  arising  under  the  con- 
stitution, and  the  laws  of  tiie  United  States  nude  in  pur- 
suance thereof,  are  the  obvious  checks;  and  the  sound  ac- 
tion of  public  opinion,  with  the  ultimate  power  of  amend- 
ment, are  the  salutary  and  only  limitations  upon  tiie  pow- 
ers of  the  whole." 

'*  The  law  of  a  State  cannot  autiiorize  the  comOiission 
of  a  crime  against  the  United  States,  or  any  otiier  act  whicl^ 
3u;cording  to  the  supreme  law  of  the  Union*  would  be 
otherwise  unlawful.  And  it  b  equally  clear  that,  if  there 
be  any  case  in  which  a  State,  as  such,  is  affected  by  the 
law,  beyond  the  scope  of  judicial  power,  the  remedy  con- 
wsts  in  appeals  to  the  people  eiUier  to  effect  a  change  in 
the  repreaentaUon*  or  to  procure  relief  by  an  amendment 
ofthe  constitution.  But  the  measures  of the  Government 
are  to  be  recognised  as  vatid,  and,  consequently,  supreme, 
until  these  remedies  shall  have  b^n  efiectuiHy  triedf  anid 
every  attempt  to  subvert  these  measures,  or  to  render  the 
laws  subordmate  to  State  authori^t  and  afterwards  to  re- 
sort to  constitutioRal  redress,  is  worse  than  evasive.** 
*  ____ 

WZOITUOAT,  FZBB(TA.HT  30. 

SHEATHING  COPPER. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  orders, 
ffir  the  purpose  of  taking  up  tne  act  to  amend  the  act  to 
amend  the  severd  acta  imposing  dutiea  on  imports. 

Tbtaaetbasreferenceto  the  du^  on  sheathing  copper. 

Mr.  KNIfiHT  said  be  would  inqoire  of  the  honorable 
Senatw  from  Ibryland,  whether  ne  iirtended  ttiia  duty 
for  revenue  or  for  protection  f  He  had  atated  that  it  was 
a  nere  revenue  duhr,  but  bis  argument  waa  that  sevml 
maouftclorics  would  be  brtdcen  up  without  Uiis  protec- 
tion. If  it  is  for  revenue  (Hily,  we  do  not  need  it;  but  if 
for  {protection,  I  am  in  fitvor  of  it.  I  am  in  &vor  of  dis- 
criminalioir  duties,  giviog  incidental  protection  to  muni- 
6Mtures. 

Mr.  SMITH  stHted,  tb^  tbe  Eaglish  had  taken  mca- 
■uresloeradedieparrociitof  the  duty,  and  the  bill  be- 
cune  neeessBiy  to  couateraet  them. 

Mr.  CUAMBBBS  nid,  the  bill  was  a  boll  for  protee- 
tion. 

The  bin  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrosMd  and  read  a 

third  time. 

BEVENUE  COLLECTION  BILL. 
Tite  Senate  then  proceeded  to  conuder  the  bill  to  pro- 
vide further  for  tbe  collection  of  the  duties  on  imports. 
The  question  being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
Mr.  POINDEXTER  resumed  and  concluded  his  re- 
marks in  opposition  to  the  bill,  (as  given  above.) 

The  Senate  then  took  a  recess.  Having  reassembled 
at  5  o'clock,  P.  M. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  rose.  He  said  that,  in  the  riiorteat  time 
practicable,  be  would  endeavor  to  dischar|re  that  duty 
which  bad  been  assigned  to  htm  by  the  Juclidary  Com- 
mittee, which  was  to  close  this  debate  on  their  pvt,  and 
rescue,  if  he  could,  this  bill,  its  authors,  and  that  depart- 
ment of  the  Government  by  wlueh  this  measure  bad 
been  recommended,  from  that  unmerited  and  unmeasured 
injustice  which  bad  .been  inflicted  upon  them  in  the 
cootie  of  tUs  ditcuarfon. 


I  am,  said  Mr.  G.,  no  advocate  for  despotism,  dfil  war, 
or  blood;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  because  I  abhor  and  dread 
these  things,  did  love  the  peace,-  tranquilUty,  and  t»£ctf 
of  my  country,  that  I  support  the  lull  upon  your  table. 
I  am  an  advocate  toe  the  em|^of  the  laws.  While  thmr 
govern,!  know  that  American  liberty  is  safe;  when  they  fiul 
of  their  effect,  or  in  titur  execution,  then  follow  anarchy, 
dvil  strife,  and  bloodshed,  with  do^tism  in  their  train. 

Gentlemen  who  have  argued  against  and  condemned 
the  proviuons  of  the  bill,  rave  evaded  the  tnie  question 
involved  in  this  discusnoni  but  they  shall  not  be  pemut- 
ted  to  escape  from  it.  It  is  not  wMther  the  tarvT  laws 
are  ui^ust  and  oppreanve.  If  that  were  tilie  subject  in 
controversy,  I  would  umte  my  vmce  with  theirs,  in  thnr 
denunciations  agunst  them.  Nor  is  tbe  question  whether 
civil  war  be  not  among  tiie  greatest  ciJamitiea  whbh  can 
befiU  tlus,  or  any  other  nation.  This,  none  of  the  itiends 
of  this  bill  would  controvert.  The  true  questiim  before 
tbe  Senate  is,  shall  the  State  of  South  Carolina  be  per- 
nutted  to  put  down  the  revenue  laws  of  the  Uirion,  pre- 
vent  their  execution  v^thin  her  limHs,  and  no  efibit  be 
made  by  this  Government  to  maintsin  the  majesty  of  the 
laws,  and  to  counteract  the  measures  adopted  by  that 
State  to  defeat  and  evade  them^  Hiis  is  tbe  true  ques- 
tion,  and  to  It  shall  my  argument  be  mainly  directed. 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  deliver  any  metapbyKcal  disserta- 
tion on  the  M^ence  of  government,  but  will  present  e 
plain,  practical  new  of  the  suIriecAi  and  .1  tUnk  I  caa 
safely  promise  to  prove,  that,  unlesB  this  bill,  or  something 
equivident  to  it,  shall  pass,  thia  whole  Govemmeot  is  un. 
strung}  that  all  its  vigor  and  enersy  are  gone;  and  that  a 
bare  majority  of  the  people  of  one  State  out  of  the 
twenty-four  will  have  aucceeded  in  accomplishing  a  more 
daring  enterprise  than  was  ever  undertaken  in  andent 
or  modem  times^  under  similar  circumstances.  Sir, 
there  is  a  boldneas  in  this  undeitdcing  wMch  commands 
the  admiration  of  those  whooe  judgments  condemn  it 
If  it  be  the  will  of  tbe  Stnate  that  saecesa  4>all  attend 
the  efforts  of  that  State  tn  rendering  the  laws  ineffectual, 
be  it  so.  I  shall  acquit  myself  of  alTresponsibility  for  the 
consequences,  by  endeavoring  to  prevent  it.  Whether 
this  bin  proposes  exttavagant  lepahtion,  or  not,  dependa 
entirely  upon  the  meaaoiea  adopted  and  punued  by  that 
Stid^  and  which  are  intended  to  be  oonntcra^ed.  If 
their  measures  be  itrong,  those  adopted  here  to  meet 
them  must  be  of  the  same  character,  or  they  will  be  un- 
availing. 

Let  us  now  see  what  South  Cartdina  has  done,  that  we 
mayjudjgewbatis  proper  on  our  part.  By  her  ordinance 
it  is  declared  that  the  tariff  acts  1828  and  1833  are  wil^ 
v<Md,  andt^noeffocti  and  all  prmnisesicootraets,  and  obli- 
gations, entered  into  to  secure  the  payment  of  duliea, 
utterly  void.  Hiis  embraces  bonds  given  before,  as  wttf 
as  those  given  after,  the  adoption  of  uie  ordinance.  Bonds 
for  duties  heretofore  given  for  the  payment  of  moneys 
necessary  to  discharge  the  public  debt,  and  other  de- 
mands epon  the  Goremment,  are  all  included.  This  is  a 
dh«ct  infraction  of  that  provision  of  the  federal  ewstitup 
tion  which  ftobids  any  State  to  pasa  a  law  ImtMuriiw  the 
obligation  of  oontracts.  The  ordinance  also  mhi£  the 
enforcement  of  the  tariff  laws,  titlier  by  the  State  or 
federal  authcwities,  within  tiie  limits  of  Soolh  Careluia. 
It  further  directa  the  Legislature  to  pasa  all  laws  neces- 
sary to  carry  this  ordinance  into  effect. 

Had  nothing  more  been  dcme,  no  action  on  the  part  of 
Uiia  Government  would  have  been  require^.  The  Jndi- 
e'laryofthe  State,  and  oTthe  Umted  States  would  Imre 
been  left  at  liberty  to  decide  upon  the  effect  of  the  acts  of 
Congress,  and  of  tliis  fundmmcntal  hw  of  South  Carolina, 
as  her  Senators  choose  to  denominate  tbe  ordinance.  So 
soon  as  it  was  adopted,  die  Legislature  of  that  State  was  in 
sessioo.  and  tbe  acts  passed  of  wluchlwiilnowq>eak,and 
gainst  the  eSbcta  otirtiich  tbii  Uttiamtended  to  proride. 
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Rnertue  CoUedioa  BilL 
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The  first  it  the  replerin  ict  This  ii  s  law  of  fbrcet 
its  certain  effect  it  to  produce  coUincm  by  anna,  between 
the  federal  and  State  authoritiei,  unlen  the  ofRcers  of 
the  United  States  wholly  disregard  their  duty,  and 
Bubnut  to  the  authorities  of  South  Carolina.  This  act  au- 
thorizes the  owner  or  conugnee,  when  the  roods  are  in 
the  hands  of  the  collector,  and  before  the  duties  are  paid 
or  secured,  to  sue  out  the  writ  of  replerin,  "  and  the 
wh(^  ptoeeedii^  upon  it  tbtll  be  at  in  other  caset 
of  reptenn,  Mcordinff  to  the  kvs  and  usages  of  the 
State,^kc.  - 

Whoerer  penned  this  act  was  well  skilled  in  all  the 
learning  of  the  andent  law  upon  this  subject^  in  the  ex- 
eeution  of  this  writ,  force  can  be  employedt  the  officer 
can  call  out  tiie  posse  amiitatus/  armed  men  can  be  called 
In  to  aid  in  Hi  eiceuNont  doors  may  be  broken  open; 
fortresses  and  strong  fortified  places  may  be  reduced  and 
demofi^ed  to  thdr  rery  foundations.  It  is  not  pretend- 
ed that  the  common  laws  and  andent  statutes  upon  this 
subject  hare  been  changed  by  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, or  that  they  are  not  in  force  in  th»t  Slate.  It  is 
therefore  material  to  a  right  undersUnding  of  the  true 
character  of  this  proceeding,  by  Fwrit  of  replerin,  that 
we  ascertain,  by  writ,  what  fund  of  force  can  he  employ- 
M  ra  rti  execution.  To  Amr  this,  I  wOl  read  an  extract 
Ihm  the  law  of  ^rett  and  replerin,  by  Lwd  Baron 
Gilbert,  pages  78  and  79.  It  is  as  fellows:  "If  the  dis- 
tress be  drawn  into  a  house,  castle,  or  other  stronghold, 
the  BberifF  or  his  bailifT,  after  demand  made  for  £e  de- 
Jirerance  of  the  distress,  may  break  open  the  house  or 
castle  to  replery  them.  This  seems  to  be  the  common 
laW)  for,  thoagh  a  man^  hooie  is  pririleged  by  common 
law  for  bimseiC  fait  bu^y,  and  Ms  own  goods,  to  that  the 
ahetiff  cannot  break  it  open  to  attach  any  of  them  at  the 
auit  of  a  prirate  person,  yet  a  man's  house  could  not  pri- 
vilege or  protect  the  goods  of  another  person,  unjustly 
Uken,  so  as  to  prerent  the  officer  to  make  replerin,  be- 
cause the  pririlege  and  security  of  a  man's  house  could 
protect  hie  own  goods.  This  practice,  however,  of  drir- 
ing  distreetet  into  strongbol<^  was  so  frequent  in  the 
iiinm^  wars,  and  the  poorer  sort  suffered  so  much  from 
the  men  of  power,  that  the  statute  of  West,  1,  e.  17,  ex- 
presdy  giret  tUs  power  to  the  sheriff  or  his  officer  to 
break  the  house,  to  make  deUrery  of  the  cattle,  whether 
the  replerin  be  by  plwnt  or  writ:  this,  as  is  sud,  must  be 
■fter  demand  made,  and  notice  given  to  the  lord  to  suffer 
them  to  be  replevied.  And  to  deter  the  person  distraining 
from  reftising  or  negleetmg  to  deliver  the  distress,  the 
statute  further  ^cti  that  the  cattle  or  itrongbold  than 
be  raxed  and  thrown  down."  Suppose  a  vessel  arrives 
«t  Charleston  with  a  cargo  subject  to  dutie8,and  the  collec- 
tor,  m  discharge  of  his  duty,  takes  possession  of  the 
Igood^  to  secure  the  dutiettawrit  of  replevin  is  issued  out, 
andplacedin  the  hands  of  the  sheriff;  he  demands  the 
fijooda  tf^theeollector,  who  refuses  to  surrender  themi  a 
«nM  biHt  ttie  bogle  can  bring  the  two  tbousmd  ci^ 
giards  who  hare  been  nused  under  another  act  puied  Iw 
the  Legislature  of  South  Carolina,  to  carry  the  ordinance 
into  effect,  the  custom-house  is  broken  open,  and  the 
goods  removed  uner  this  f  orcible  proceeding,  prorided 
by  the  State  of  South  Carolina;  your  collector  has  no 
meana  of  preventing  this,  and  the  property  is  wrested 
from  hu,  dthongh  tlie  kws  of  the  United  Sutes  require 
him  to  letUB  the  possession  until  the  payment  t>f  fhe  du- 
tiet  II  NCived.  According  to  the  views  of  tboie  who 
'  PMWge  of  the  bill,  all  this  it  peaceful,  al- 

though force  be  used  by  the  officers  of  the  State;  but  the 
moment  the  friends  of  the  bill  say  this  proceeding  is 
wronib  and  tilts  force  thus  improperly  employed  riiould 
be  reavte^  m  preservation  of  the  laws,  gentlemen  ex- 
cUm^M  are  making  war!  If  the  State  provides  a  mea- 
suBeof  lowe  to  put  down  the  laws,  sm  we  making  war 
■tf  v«  pronde  — ihr  naim  tn  drtend  iod  wilaiii  Uwm' 


If  no  Utrct  be  used  against  the  execution  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States,  none'  wiU  or  can  be  empkned  to 
enforce  them  under  this  bill.  The  force  contemplated  is 
strictly  defensive,  nerer  to  be  used  except  to  repel  force 
actually  engaged  in  opposition  to  the  laws  of  the  Union: 
Should  the  collector  succeed  in  securing  the  goods,  and 
preventing  the  slieriff  from  getting  posaeauon  of  tb«n,  a 
etgMt  in  witherwm  is  directed  to  be  issued,  by  which 
double  the  amount  of  the  collector'a  property  u  takent 
and  tile  same  fbrcible  meant  are  to  be  employed  in  the 
execution  of  this  writ.  Further,  should  the  marshal  or  col- 
lector obtain  posscsMon  of  the  goods  in  either  case,  under 
an  order  or  process  from  the  federal  courts,  they  are  to 
be  recaptured  by  the  use  and  appUcation  of  the  like 
force  as  is  provided  for  the  execution  of  the  writs  of  re- 
plevin and  eoptos  in  wtkemam. 

In  all  these  prcliminaiv  steps,  force,  armed  force,  is  au- 
thorized by  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  Tbe  ob^t  of 
which  is  to  secure  the  possession  of  the  property  m  the 
State  officer,  in  order  that  tbe  State  courts  alone  may 
take  cognizance  of  the  matters  in  cootrorctV'  In  this 
state  of  things,  the  parties  are  to  go  into  tlte  State  courts 
of  South  Carolina,  to  litigate  their  rights.  The  very  act 
of  resorting  to  a  court  of  justice  onUnarSy  conveys  to 
the  mind  the  idea  that  a  bir,  impartial,  awl  unpr^odiced 
hearing  is  to  take  place;  that  the  cause  b  first  to  be  heard, 
then  decided;  not  dedded,  and  then  heard;  that  the  kw 
and  facts  of  the  case  are  to  be  fully  examined,  a  judg- 
ment formed,  and  then  pronounced.  But  when  one  of 
these  casescomeson  for  trial,  the  judge  lus  been  su-ora 
specially  to  decide  tbe  groit  punt  in  the  cause  agamst 
one  the  partieti  every  jurw  it  iwom  in  Kke  manner. 
These  are  revdntionary  tnbunalt,  not  courts  of  ^ustioe» 
and  the  very  men  who  are  complaining  of  injustice  and 
oppresuon  are  practising  them  with  a  higher  hand  than 
MS  erer  been  witnessed  m  any  country  which  boasted  of 
free  and  republican  institutions.  Blen  who  bare  been 
ornaments  to  the  bench  of  justice  ih  South  Carolina,  mea 
who  have  distit^uished  themselves  in  thb  and  the  other 
Hooae  of  Congress  men  who  have  conducted  with  skill 
and  ability  our  foreign  diplomatie  intcreouiae,  are  dia- 
francblsed  by  thia  tyrannical  or^nancei  and  mcli  men  s 
Cheves,  Smith,  Huger,  Hiddleton,  and  Poinsett,  are  dts- 
qualifinl  to  serve  their  State  even  as  common  jurors. 
Sir,  call  you  this  libertv,  and  the  enit^rment  of  equal 
rights?  A  ease  is  decided  against  the  officer  of  the  United 
States,  and  be  prays  an  appeal  to  tbe  Federal  Supreme 
Court  This^  the  law  of  South  CaroKna,  fa  declaied  to 
be  a  contempt  of  the  honorable  court  of  that  State,  and 
your  officer  is  fined  and  imprisoned  lor  adung  for  a  con- 
stitutional and  legal  right;  well,  be  gets  out  of  prison  after 
the  expiration  oftlie  time  for  which  be  has  been  sentenc- 
ed, and  applies  to  the  clerk  of  the  State  court  for  a  copy 
of  the  record,  to  enable  him  to  sue  bis  writ  of  ertort  the 
law  of  South  Carolina  denounces  fine  and  inpriaonment 
against  the  clerk  if  he  sliall  fumirii  a  copy  of  the  rccofd. 
According  to  this  course  of  proceeding,  ttteofficH  of  tbe 
United  States  it  not  only  deprived  of  all  the  mean*  of  cor- 
recting  the  errors  which  have  been  committed  by  the 
State  courts,  but  is  denied  the  privilege  of  knowing  him- 
self, and  exposing  to  the  view  of  his  country,  the  injHMice 
and  oppresuon  which  hare  been  practised  upon  him.  1 
certaiolydid  not  ^eaktoo  strongly  when  I  said,  a  few 
days  nnce,  that  South  CaroUna  bad  legislaledlbe  General 
Goremment  out  of  that  State. 

Tbe  question  now  fairly  preaenU  itself:  sliall  notiuag 
be  done  to  reinsute  the  lam,  and  gire  them  eflTect  m  ^ 
State.'  Those  who  are  willing  that  the  whole  rerenue 
system  shall  cease,  and  cease  in  this  way,  may  well  abject 
to  the  adoption  of  this  or  any  other  efficient  measure  upon 
this  subject.  I  trust,  however,  there  arc  but  few  who 
areviUuvtosee  this  state  of  thingi^and  therefore  it  is 
material  that  tbe  remedy  propoted  by  Uie  connittice,  to 
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meet  and  coonteract  this  new  and  unprecedeoted  legiila- 
tion  of  a  State,  ^ouM  be  fUrly  ezandned  and  andcntoodi 
Tor  we— 1  mean  the  Judiciary  Cofimihte^-wiUbesatiBfied 
with  the  amaUest  modicum  of  federal  power  which  ahall 
secure  a  certwn  execution  of  the  lawa.  The  bill  propoaes 
neither  to  declare  nor  make  war  upon  South  Carolina; 
its  provisiona  are  essentially  pacifict  intended  and  calcu- 
lated to  prevent,  not  to  produce  violence.  The  President 
of  the  United  Btstea  has  hid  the  whole  subject  before 
Congress,  and  asks  as  to  deirtse  m  remedy  by  which  the 
evils  threatened  by  that  State  may  be  avoided,  and  w^- 
Ifests  the  proprie^  of  authorizing  him  to  remove  the 
custom-houses  to  places  of  safety,  in  the  event  that  it 
riiould  be  found  that  the  laws  would  be  obstructed  by  the 
cmplf^ment  of  adverse  force,  which  would  render  their 
execution  impracticable.  The  committee  were  of  opiiuon 
that  this  recommendation  of  the  Prendent  was  prudent, 
discreet,  and  well  becoming  the  Chief  Hagistrate  of  this 
nation.  This,  surely,  is  not  making  war;  this  is  not  ex- 
ercising any  harshness  towards  the  citizens  of  South  Caro- 
lina; it  is  getting  oat  of  the  way,  it  is  stepping  aside  until 
the  fiiry  of  the  times  ahall  pass  by.  If  the  custom-house 
remuns  in  Charleston,  Beaufort,  or  Georgetown,  either 
the  officers  of  the  General  Government  cannot  be  pro- 
tected, «r  violence  will  enaue.  TUa  ii  aurrcndering  the 
whole  ofthem^  land  to  the  aoUioritiea  of  South  Caro- 
lina, and  transacting  the  bunneis  tiS  the  General  Govem- 
■nent  upon  the  islaadaor  upon  the  ocean.  Is  this  making 
war'  So  far  from  it,  it  is  the  most  pacific  course  that 
could  be  presented;  it  is  retreating  from  threatened  vio- 
lence} and  this  is  done  upon  the  recommendation  of  lum 
who  never  retreated  to  secnre  hb  own  personal  safety. 

Shoold  the  fint  section  of  the  bUl  be  adopted,  no  force 
can  be  used  under  it,  uidess  the  St^  ontcera  shall  at- 
tempt by  force  to  take  the  goods  from  the  collector  at 
the  place  to  wluch  the  custom-house  may  be  removed; 
and  if  Gudi  attempt  shall  be  made  at  Castle  Pinckney,  to 
which  place  it  is  understood  the  Present  removed  the 
custom-hofise  prior  to  the  1st  Februan,  under  the  au- 
thority of  existing  laws,  or  uiy  other  place  to  which  the, 
customhouses  nay  be  removed  under  the  proviaons  of 
the  first  section  of  this  bill,  is  there  a  Senator  here' who 
would  say  the  goods  should  be  surrendered  without  re- 
sistance? I  should  have  hoped  and  believed  that  none 
such  could  be  found,  had  I  not  heard  this  discussion.  I 
know  that  some  men  are  of  opimon  that  this  proviuon  is 
yieMinff  too  much  to  the  hostile  appearances  and  threats 
of  Soutn  Carolina.  Thia  would  be  so,  were  she  a  foreign 
nation;  but,  in  a  ooatrovengr  with  a  portion  of  the  same 
IHrittical  jaadhr,  the  stronger  may  welt  yield  something  to 
the  weakeri  there  is  true  magnatumify  in  strength  yield- 
ing to  weakness,  rather  than  proceed  to  violence;  nor 
can  this  idea  be  carried  too  far,  unless  au  absolute  sur- 
render of  the  ri^ts  of  tlie  stronger  party  shall  be  requir- 
ed. In  the  case  now  existing,  I  am  willing  to  concede  to 
South  Carolina  as  much  bravery  and  cbivury  of  qiirit  as 
her  proudest  ions  can  elahni  and  still  it  is  madness  per- 
fect nMulaess,  to  Uiink  of  making  war  with  the  United 
States.  Her  physic^  strength  does  not  amount,  numeri- 
cally, to  one  twenty-fourth  part  of  that  of  the  United 
States;  and  that  atreiwlh,  comparatively  smalt  as  it  is,  is 
nearly  equally  divided  between  parties  at  home;  and,  in 
addition  to  this^  is  rendered  much  weaker  by  the  cliarac- 
Ust  and  oondition  of  a  portion  of  the  population. 

I  have  shown  the  only  case  in  whicb  force  can  be  ap- 
plied under  the  first  section  of  the  bill.  Let  ua  now 
examine  in  what  cases  H  can  be  used  under  the  fifth  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  which  is  the  only  remaining  one  wliicb 
contemplates  the  employment  of  military  force.  The 
provision  is,  that  whenever  the  Prewdent  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  officially  informed,  by  a  circuit  or  district 
Judges  that  the  lawa  cannot  be  executed  by  reason  of  the 
emplogriDeat  of  an  arncd  or  niUtary  force*  pt  other  meuu 


too  powerful  to  be  resisted  by  the  muvbal  with  the  ordi- 
nary means  in  his  power,  the  President  dull  then  inne 
lua  proclamttiont  and,  in  caae  it  shall  he  ineffiictual,  he 
may  use  force  to  execute  the  lawa.  It  will  be  remarked, 
that  the  only  case  in  whicb  force  is  authorized  by  this 
section  presupposes  an  opposition  by  an  armed  force,  or 
of  other  means  too  powerful  to  be  reusted  by  the  civil 
powers  of  the  United  States.  The  auUiority  conferred 
by  this  section  ii  confined  strictly  to  repelling  force  by 
force,  in  the  execution  of  the  laws.  The  ides  of  employ- 
ing military  fiirce,  as  contemplated  by  this  bill,  is  not 
new.  The  necesaty  of  ita  occauonal  employment  was 
felt  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution;  it  was  known  to 
them  that  the  stability  and  even  the  e^tence  of  the  Gov- 
ernment might  depend  upon  it.  Power  was,  therefore, 
given  by  the  constitution  to  Congress,  to  provide  for 
calUng  Kirth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws,  to  suppress 
insurrections,  and  repel  invasions;  nor  has  Congress  per- 
mitted the  power  thus  conferred  by  the  constitution  to 
remain  dormant.  It  has  frequentiy  exercised  it,  when 
circumstances  have  occurred  which  demanded  it.  The 
act  of  1795,  which  is  the  standing  law  of  the  country,  au- 
thorizes the  Preudent  to  employ  the  military  force  of  tlte 
country  as  amply  as  be  can  do  it  under  the  provisions  %iS 
this  b'dl.  Still  it  wss  proper  that  he  should  consult  the 
represenUtives  of  the  people  and  of  the  Stated  when  a 
case  novel  in  ita  appearance,  new  and  imposing  in  some 
of  its  characteristic  features,  presented  itself.  It  will  be 
recollected  that,  in  1807,  the  famous  embargo  law  passed, 
which  operated  with  peculiar  severity  upon  the  New  Eng- 
land States;  it  gave  universal  discontent  in  that  quartert 
it  was  pronounced  unconstitutional  and  void  in  town  meet- 
ings and  legislative  assemblies;  resistance  to  it  waa  threat- 
ened; and  it  was  anticipated  that  the  Eastern  States,  or 
some  of  them  at  least,  would  interpose  tbtir  authority  to 
prevent  its  execution.  To  meet  and  counteract  these 
meditated  infractions  of  the  embargo  laws,  Mr.  Jefi'ersoa, 
then  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  recommended,  a^ 
the  Coogresi  passed^  an  act  entiUed  "  Ad  act  to  enforce 
and  make  more  effectual  an  act  laying  an  embargo  on  all 
slups  and  vessels  in  the  ports  and  liarbors  of  the  United 
States,  and  theseveral  acts  supplementary  thereto."  TUs 
act  was  approved  on  the  9th  January,  1809;  the  eleventh 
section  is  as  follows: 

*' Section  11.  And  be  it  ftartker  ataetedj  That  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  such 
other  person  as  be  shall  have  empowered  for  that  pur- 
pose, to  employsuch  part  oftheUndwnavalfotces,  ornu- 
Utia  of  the  United  States  or  of  theTerritories  thereof,  as  may 
be  judged  necessary,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
this  and  other  acts  respecting  the  embargo,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  the  illegal  departure  of  any  ship  or 
vessel,  or  of  detaining,  taking  possession  of,  and  keeping 
in  custody,  any  ship  or  vessel,  or  of  taking  into  custody 
and  guarding  any  mecie  or  articles  of  dimiestic  growth, 
produce,  or  manufacture;  and  also  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  and  supiiressliig  any  armed  or  riotous  assem- 
bly of  persons  resisting  the  custom-house  officers  in  the 
exercise  of  tiieir  duties,  or  in  any  manner  opponng  the 
execution  of  the  laws  laying  an  embargo,  or  otherwise 
violating,  or  assisting  and  abetting  violations  of  the  same." 

This  act  of  Congress  of  which  I  have  read  a  part,  passed 
in  what  the  Southern  gentiemen  are  pleased  to  call  the 
best  days  of  the  republic;  and  it  was  passed,  too,  by  a 
unanimous  Southern  vote  in  both  Houses  of  Cwigress, 
and  was  sanctioned  by  that  great  republican  statesman, 
Mr.  JefTerson,  who  has  justly  been  styled  the  apostle  of 
civil  liberty.  The  Judiciary  Committee  have  copied  and 
inserted  in  their  bill  these  miliury  provisions  which  1  have 
read,  and  tlicy  are  now  denounced  as  clothing  the  Execu- 
tive with  despotic  powers.  But,  in  1809,  the  predeces> 
aors  of  these  same  gentlemen  conudered  them  as  perfectly 
comuatent  wUh  democratic  principles,  and  indi^oaabie 
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to  nre  the  repubKc  from  min.  For  my  put,  I  can  sec 
no  difierence,  except  that  the  act  oF  1809  waa  dengned 
to  operate  upon  the  Baatem  wtction  of  the  Union,  which 
then  threatened  to  annul  and  set  ande  the  embargo  law^ 
and  the  bill  upon  your  table  is  intended  to  operate  upon 
South  Can^,  ' which  now  threaten!  to  annul  and  set 
aside  the  revenue  laws  of  the  coantty.  The  New  Enffland 
representation  in  Con^reistiten  opposed  the  errfbrcement 
of  the  embargo  lavi;  Sooth  Carolina  aaaiated  to  enforce 
theiDi  Carorma  nofw  opposes  the  execution  of  the  revenue 
Iaw^  and  I  am  happy  to  see  that  the  Senators  from  New 
Bn^snd  are  aidinjc  n  to  enforce  their  execvtion.  At  that 
period,  no  voice  fron  the  South  was  heard  denouncing 
Ae  enfiireemeiit  of  Ae  embsrgD  hwa  as  ^rannical  and 
despotict  bat  now,  when  the  same  measure  ts  deah  out 
to  them  which  they  dealt  oat  to  others  under  the  same 
circiinwtances,  they  apply  the  epithets  of  Boston  port  bill, 
Botany  Bay  bill,  war  1h1],  and  other  appellations  of  a  like 
kind.  Gentlemen  seem  to  forget  that  our  citizens  are  a 
rea^ng  and  intelligent  people,  and  will  not  be  nialed  by 
scundst  that  they  wiH  look  mto  this  bill,  and  i^l  examine 
and  judge  for  themselves. 

I  win  now  proceed  to  another  aulneet,  which  is  cIowIt 
connected  with  the  bin  under  eonmlerationi  t  mean  the 
procUmation  htely  issued  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  To  that  instrument  great  injustice  has  been  done 
in  this  debate.  The  Premdent  seta  out  with  the  view  to 
est^lish  two  great  conclusions:  first,  that  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  has  no  ri^t  to  annul  the  revenue  laws; 
■ecoad,  that  no  State  has  a  constitutional  right  to  secede 
from  the  tTnlaa.  Is  he  wrong  in  either?  Except  the 
South  Carolina  Senator^  not  one  of  the  gentlemen  who 
have  uttered  aacb  demtnciatlons  against  it  hare  ventoted 
to  make  an  ar^ment  to  prove  that  the  President  has  erred 
in  his  conclusions,  although  they  take  great  exception  to 
ttie  arguments  and  ressomng  by  which  be  arrives  at  them . 
If  his  friends  concur  m  the  object  and  purpose  of  the 
ptoclamation,  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  matter  of  serious 
complaint  that  he  has  not  aipied  predselr  in  (lie  same 
way  that  they  might  have  done.  Time  wiH  not  permit 
me  to  go  into  a  critical  examination  of  the  doctrines  con- 
tained or  advanced  in  that  paper;  but  justice  requires  that 
I  should  make  this  remark,  Utat  If  that  instrument  be 
construed  as  in  all  fairness  it  should  be,  and  the  expres- 
sions used  be  applied  to  the  subject-matter  upon  whicli 
the  President  is  q>esUnff  or  writing,  none  of  these  ultra 
federal  doctrines  wonld  be  fbond  in  it  of  which  gentle- 
men complain.  The  proclamation,  however,  is  before 
the  public,  and  justice  has  been  and  will  be  done  to  it  by 
that  tribonal,  whatever  may  be  said  of  it  in  this  body. 

I  will,  in  a  few  words,  present  to  the  Senate  my  own 
views  of  the  history  and  theory  of  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  consider  it  the  work  or  production  of 
the  people  of  the  States,  acting  as  separate  and  distinct 
communities,  and  not  the  production  of  either  the  State 
Government,  or  of  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States, 
acting  en  mane,  or  as  a  nation.  The  latter  idea,  if  adopt- 
ed and  acted  upon,  would  tend  to  consolidate  the  Govern- 
ment, prostrate  the  SUtes,  and  make  this  a  Government 
of  unlimited  powers. 

The  Murectness  of  the  idea  that  the  constitution  shall 
be  cmsidarcd  and  treated  as  having  been  formed  by  the 
people  in  the  dilTerent  States,  acting  separately  and  di». 
tbictl;|r,  »  Droved  by  the  fdlowing  considerationa. 

In  its  formation,  each  State,  upon  every  article  in  it, 
and  upon  every  question  which  arose  in  the  convention, 
had  one  vote.  The  voice  of  Delaware  was  as  strong  as 
that  of  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  or  Massachu- 
setts; it  waa  ratified  by  each  State  for  itself,  and  the  peo- 
ple of  no  State  were  bound  by  It  until  they  had  ratified  it 
for  themselves.  When  amendments  of  the  constitution 
are  proposed  by  Congress,  they  are  to  be  adopted  not  by 
the  number  of  people  who  may  b«  in  &vor  of  them,  but 


by  the  number  of  States.  So,  in  calling  a  convCKtioa  to 
amend  it,  it  depends  on  the  nutiri>er  of  States  that  concur 
in  makintf  the  call,  and  not  on  the  number  of  people  who 
demand  it.  When  a  new  convention  shall  meet  to  amend 
Uie  constitution,  that  body  wiU  vote  b^  Stales,  without 
regard  to  the  difference  of  population  m  the  respective 
Stides.  Ki^  however,  a  matter  trf"  much  more  tmpcutence 
to  settle  what  the  constitution  is,  than  how  or  by  whom  k 
was  formed,  or  is  to  be  amended.  It  is  admitted  to  b« 
bindii^  on  all  ttie  States  and  all  the  people,  having  been 
assentra  to  and  ratified  by  lU.  My  (pinion  is,  that  it  is  not 
a  les^e,  nor  is  it  a  mere  coi^act,  accordii^  to  the  mean- 
ing which  gentlemen  have  aftxed  to  that  term  in  tiieir 
aigumentsi  t  consider  it  ai  a  frame  of  govenmenl,  and 
that  the  GoveriMieat  thus  eonstruoted  is  ^loHy  iodepcik- 
dent  of  the  State  GovemBetUs.  The  States  were  or^rm- 
aUy  soverngn  and  independent,  in  every  respect.  The 
articles  of  confederation  were  eidy  bindia^  upon  them  as 
sovereign  States;  do  means  of  coerdon  existed  in  the  ohi 
Congress,  cither  against  tiie  States  vr  then-  citizena.  Con- 
gress had  no  power  to  enforce  its  enactments  upon  the 
States,  nor  coiud  it  operate  directly  won  the  citisena  of 
theStetei.  A  Uhm  on  the  partof  a  Statetoewnply 
with  the  requiritiostt  made  by  Congtem  had  M  remedy 
except  that  wluch  exists  among  sorereign  States— a  resoit 
to  force.  It  was  discovered,  from  every  enerience, 
that  this  weak  and  inefficient  ronfednacy  woofd  not  an- 
swer the  great  dbjeeta  denred  and  anxiously  wished  for 
by  overy  enlightened  patriot.  Hence  the  Becevity  of  a 
change,  and  ttie  eaU  of  the  convention  of  1787.  Did  that 
wise  body  of  men,  brought  tc^ether  on  accomrt  of  the 
weakness  and  imbectUfrf  of  their  Government  and  to  pro* 
vide  a  remedy  fbr  them,  nake  an  instrameot  still  weaker 
or  more  inefficient^  This  eanitot  be  bebeved,  nnlem  we 
find  it  in  the  instrument  itielfl  No,  sir;  they  fisnaed  a 
Government  capable  of  self-preservation,  and  bestowed 
upon  it  powers  sufficient  to  sustun  itself  and  perfoen  all 
its  constitutional  duties  and  fiinctiom^  witbottt  rtlyiM  en 
the  States.  The  cinlwlush  was  fUt  under  the  oooMen- 
tion  was,  that  the  State  GovcmmtniB  had  to  be  caoMltod, 
and  the  movements  of  the  General  Government  depenled 
upon  the  mil  and  pleasure  <^  the  difTerent  States  wludi 
could  at  any  time  defeat  the  effect  of  the  enadmenla  of 
Congress,  by  refusing  to  conply  with  the  reqairementa 
of  tlut  body.  The  reuance  on  the  States,  in  practice,  had 
entirely  ftiledt  and  one  great  objeet,  in  the  fonnatiim  «t 
the  constitution,  waa  to  enable  the  Genend  Government 
to  pass  by  the  State  Goremments,  and  act  £rec«|ynpa(i 
the  dtizens}  and  this  riiwle  important  cifcuisslaTr 
changed  that  which  was  bewe  a  league  w  mere  compart 
into  a  Government,  a  substantial  and  ettcicat  Govern- 
ment. The  convention,  looking  to  the  great  interests  of 
the  country,  bestowed  on  tiie  new  Government  which 
they  were  forming  a  power  over  such  sabjects  as  in  its 
judgment  were  of  general  concern,  and  for  ^  ttsnsae- 
tion  or  nwH^;ement  of  which  the  Sl^es  aepatatcly  were 
inconqKtent  Hie  tme  view  of  our  peBtieaikalitnrioeB 
is  this:  the  soverngnty  is  in  the  pcoplet  and  they,  acting 
in  separate  commuiMes,  luve  created  two  Governments. 
To  those  who  may  be  appointed  to  adtmniater  this 
Government,  in  its  various  departments,  th^  have  sud: 
To  you  we  confide  the  great  and-  general  subjects  in 
whicti  we,  as  a  united  people,  are  interested — war  and 
peace;  foreign  intercourse  with  all  natiorai  coinage  of 
money,  and  regulating  ita  value;  commerce,  foreign  and 
domestic;  Impontion  of  duties  on  importa,  &c.  On  these 
subjects  you  are  to  operate  and  act  out  our  soverma- 
ty;  nor  are  the  State  Governments  to  touch  or  interfcre 
with  these  subjects.  To  the  State  Governments  the  peo- 
ple have  said,  m  like  manner:  Upon  all'  other  subjecta, 
not  prohibited  by  the  State  constitutions^  you  are  to  act  as 
the  sovereign  power.   Hence  my  oonolusion  is,  timt  we 
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and  one  to  the  State  m  which  ve  rctpectirely  live.  We 
owe  obetUence  tad  alkgiuice  to  the  General  GorAiunrat 
mall  thing*  ootnoMtted  to  its  charge  by  the  conatituUotii 
to  the  St^  GoTernmeDtf,  in  all  other  thinga.  No  atizen 
will  ever  b«  embarraHed,  if  the  two  QovemiDents  will 
confine  thcauelves  within  their  conatitutional  limitB.  But 
auppoae  they  ao  act  aa  to  render  obedience  to  both  Ua- 
M«ctind>iet  what  then?  If  tiielnrpaaaedbythe  General 
OoramiDcnt  be  oooatitutional,  that  law  of  the  State  which 
eijoitia  diiobe^enee  to  it  u  an  eneroadmeBt  on  the  fed- 
eral power,  b  itaetf  an  act  of  marpatiaa,  and,  of  course, 
not  binding  on  the  citizen.  Take  tiie  caae  which  may 
arise  out  ^  the  existing  controversy:  can  a  eittzen  of 
South  Carolina,  with  Impunity,  reust  the  existing  tariff 
Uwflf  This  will,  in  my  judgment,  depend  entire^  upon 
the  consUtutionaUty  or  unconstitutionality  of  these  laws. 
1  adnut  that  disobedience  to  aa  unconstitutional  act  is  not 
crindBat,  nor  is  rcMtanee  to  it  tresMOi  but  if  Congress 
possess  the  power,  under  the  constitution,  to  pass  these 
neti^  the  State  of  South  Carolina  baa  no  power  to  release 
ber  citiaens  from  their  obcdieiiee  to  theai  bar  whole 
proceedings,  in  judicial  language,  are  coram  tun  jttdiee, 
and  void,  and  can  afford  no  protection  to  the  dUzens  of 
that  Slate  for  th«r  disobedience  and  resistance  to  these 
acts  of  Coogreas.  To  my  mind,  it  b  strange  that  gentle- 
men should  have  imagitKd  that  a  State  had  a  right  to  in- 
terpoae,  in  any  form  or  manner,  in  a  case  of  Uiia  kind; 
and  that  interposition  be  considered  constitotional,  and 
■lot  revolotionaiy.  Thepower  of  laying  impoatsia^  by  the 
cohstitution,  confided  excluvvely  to  Congress,  aud  the 
Statea  are  forbidden  to  exercise  it  I  would,  therefore, 
inquire  of  gentlemen  in  what  part  of  that  instrument  they 
iind  this  authority  which  they  claim  for  the  Statea?  If 
they  say  that  it  is  amcmgthe  reserved  i^ta  of  the  States, 
any  answer  ia,  that  a  ri^t  wholly  surrendered  cannot  be 
connderedaa  reserved)  and  that,  when  the  State  is  for- 
bidden to  act  upon  any  general  subject,  it  could  not  have 
been  intended  that  they  should  have  the  power  of  con- 
trolling those  to  whom  the  subject  was  intrusted.  If  gen- 
tlemen will  place  their  argument  upon  tite  natural  snd 
unafienable  right  of  evoy  people  to  resist  oppression, 
come  frmn  what  quarter  it  may,  I  am  ready  to  adnalt  that 
that  right  eiisti^  and  was  at  tbe  reiy  foundation  of  tbm 
American  revohtten .  American  libnty  and  our  xepubli- 
can  institutions  have  their  origin  in  it,  and  grew  out  of  its 
esercise.  In  the  latter  case,  the  people  feasting  their 
Government  do  it  st  their  perilf  and  so  it  must  be  in  the 
case  supposed  as  likely  to  occur;  because  the  State,  hav- 
in^.no  constibitional  authority  to  act,  cannot  shield  the 
c»tizeil  fyoln  the  effects  of  hia  reaistance  to  tiie  laws;  nor 
can  Uie  State  abaolve  him  from  his  allegiance  to  this  Gov- 
ernment. Although  I  eannot  admit  that  tiie  Federal  JutU- 
ciary  is  the  final  Ulnter  between  the  General  and  State 
Govcmmenta,  upon  a  question  of  diluted  power,  yet  I 
have  never  doubted  that  such  questions,  when  presented 
inctdentally  in  the  progress  of  a  trial  between  parties  pro- 
perly before  the  court,  mig^t  be  decided  by  the  court, 
and  the  delusion  would  be  binding  upon  the  individuals 
concerned.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  that  it  is  entirely 
comiMtent  for  tbe  Fedenl  Judiciary  to  try  and  punish  any 
indiridual  who  may  resist  the  execution  of  the  laws,  pro- 
vided that  the  court  diall  be  of  opinion  that  they  are  con- 
stitutieoal,  and  obligatory  upon  the  citizens.  I  have  never 
felt  the  fi>rce  of  the  arguments  which  have  been  employed 
to  prove  their  unconatitutionality.  The  power  to  Uy  im- 
ports is  conferred  on  Congress,  without  restriction  or 
limitatioa.  It  may  be,  and  has  been,  in  my  judgment, 
■bused  in  this  instance)  bat  this  by  no  meana  proves  them 
unconrtitulional.  There  ii  a  manifest  difference  between 
the  excesrive  action  of  Congress  upon  a  subject  which,  by 
the  constitution,  is  subjected  to  iu  legislation,  and  its 
action  upon  a  aubjeet  not  placed  under  its  control  by  the 
couatitution.   In  the  fint  instance,  the  act  a  obligMwy; 


in  the  Utter,  it  possesses  no  binding  force;  it  being  a 
uaurpalioa  of  undelocatcd  power.  In  nwud  to  the  tarW 
laws.  Congress  had  Oe  right  to  exer^  its  discretion  and 
judgment.  It  has  done  so,  and  has  decided  very  impro' 
perly,  aa  I  believe.  Still  I  can  see  no  remedy  except 
through  the  medium  of  Congpesuooal  enactments.  Upm 
this  whole  subject,  which  at  preaent  so  much  agitates  the 
country,  the  conclusions  to  which  my  nund  has  arrived 


1st.  That  Congress  had  tbe  constitutional  power  to  pass 
the  tariff  laws,  but  hss  exercised  that  power  iiyudioiausly 
and  oppressively. 

3d.  That  the  State  of  South  Cart^ina  poswssea  no  con- 
stitutional right  or  power  to  (datruct  the  execution  of 
these  laws. 

3d.  That  the  Federal  Judiciary  is  competent  to  decide 
whether  these  Uws  (re  valid  or  not,  upm  the  trial  of  any 
indivi^ial  who  may  ^sobey  or  redst  themi  and  that  the 
ordinanee  and  laws  of  South  Carolina  will  MTavd  tbe  dti- 
zen  thus  tried  no  shield  or  protection  whatever. 

J  was  much  gratified  when  t  heud  an  allurion  nade  to 
tbe  debate  on  Foot's  resolution,  as  it  furnishes  me  an  op- 
portunity of  correcting^  an  error,  which  exists^  not  here, 
but  elsewhere,  in  relation  to  my  aentiments  as  delivered 
on  that  occasion.  It  will  be  recollected  that  the  discua* 
wm  which  attracted  so  much  public  attention,  at  tiuit 
tim^  arose  between  a  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
WxasTXB,]  now  In  bis  seat,  and  a  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Hathb, ]  not  now  a  member  of  this  body. 
The  former  contended,  as  I  then  understood  him,  that,  m 
all  questions  of  political  power  between  tbe  Federal  and 
State  Governments,  the  former  was  the  ultimate  judge 
of  tbe  extent  of  its  own  powers.  In  this  opimon,  I  coiud 
not  concur.  I  thou|^t,  and  atill  think,  that^  in  cootro- 
versies  for  power  b&ween  two  parties,  if  one  oT  them  is 
to  be  tbe  final  arbiter,  the  other  will,  in  time,  be  stripped 
of  all  its  powerst  and  believing  then,  as  I  now  do,  that  th» 
States  in  convention  constituted  the  proper,  ultimate, 
constitutional  tribunal,  1  made  an  amiment  against  the 
doctrines  advocated  by  the  Senator  irom  Massachusetts. 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  inusted  that  the  Legis* ' 
latiue  of  a  State  possessed  the  power  to  annul  an  act  of 
C<mgress  uduch  it  deemed  unconstitutional.  From  bim  I 
also  dilG*red  In  sentiment)  and  entertaining  the  opinion 
that  bad  been  expressed  b^  Mr.  Jefferson,  that  a  conven* 
tion  in  the  State  was  a  safer  body  to  act  in  a  controvert 
with  tbe  General  Government  than  a  State  Legislatore; 
and  understanding  at  the  time  that  a  convention,  accord- 
ing  to  the  South  Carolina  constitution,  could  not  be  called 
without  the  concurrence  of  two-thuds  the  members  of 
the  AssenUily,  which  could  not,  in  all  probability,  be  pro- 
cured, I  reprobated  the  idea  of  the  Legislature  acting  on 
such  subjects,  and  suggested  the  klca  of  a  oonventian. 
This  was  done,  not  only  because  a  convention  would  be  a 
better  deliberative  body,  but  with  a  view  to  interpose  ob- 
stacles in  the  way  of  the  "Jirogress  of  nullification.  And, 
«r,  I  have  been  so  unfortunate,  that  my  efforts  to  prevent 
nullification  have  brought  upon  me  the  charge  of  particl- 
patitw  in  It.  Here,  I  know,  I  was  not  so  undmtoodt 
elsewhere,  an  effort  haa  been  made  to  make  an  impression 
that  I  was  favorable  to  this  doctrine. 

When,  in  that  debate,  I  used  the  expression,  '*  tiiat 
the  acts  of  Congress  must  cense  to  operate  in  tbe  State, 
and  Congress  must  acquiesce  by  abandoning,"  Sec,  a  fair 
and  liberal  interpretation  would  have  been,  not  Uiat  tiie 
acts  of  the  State  in  convention,  declaring  the  laws  void, 
wouU  first  annul  them,  but  it  would  impose  on  Congress 
so  atrnt^r  a  moral  obligation,  as  to  induce  it  to  abandon 
the  exercise  of  tiie  power,  or  obtain  a  new  grant  of  power. 
So,  when  I  apoke  of  force,  the  meaning  was  tliat  Con- 
gress should  interpose  its  authority,  and  direct  the  Exe- 
cutive not  to  proceed  in  tbe  execution  of  the  laws  iintU 
the  controveny  was  settled. 
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I  will  detain  the  Senate  no  lon^  upon  %  topic  in  which 
no  Senator  but  myself  has  anv  interest  or  feeling.  If  a 
nun  is  the  beat  interpreter  of  his  own  meaning,  I  cUlm  to 
be  understood  according  to  the  explanation  I  have  given. 
All  liberal-minded  men  will  so  uaderstand  me.  From  tiie 
illiberal,  I  ask  no  indulgence.  I  must  be  indulged,  how- 
erer,  in  one  additional  remark.  I  watpkaied  to  see  the 
Union  men  of  South  Carolina,  shortly  after  I  deliveied  my 
speech  on  Foot's  resolution,  seize  the  idea  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  act  by  convention)  and  they  pressed  the  nulli- 
fiers  so  strongly  with  it,  that  they  held  them  in  check  for 
two  years,  and  the  hitter  at  last  only  prevailed  in  the  Le- 
gislature by  a  single  vote  for  'calling  a  convention.  I  am 
not  vain  enough  to  believe  that  any  thing  sakl  by  me  pro- 
duced the  effect  I  have  menlionedt  but  cerfaun  it  is  that 
ttiey  so  acted,  and  thereby  retarded  and  pos^ioned  this 
process  of  nullification  for  two  years  at  leut^  and  were 
well  nigh  defeating  it  altogether. 

I  wiui  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  of  seces- 
sion, which  is  claimed  for  the  States  by  some  gentlemen 
as  a  constitutional  rig^t.  If  this  right  exists,  I  am  ready 
to  dedare,  that  all  the  high  and  exalted  expectations  and 
hopes  which  I  have  entatvned  of  the  value  uid  perma- 
nency of  this  Government  and  tbia  Union  are  visionary 
and  unsubstantial.  From  the  political  history  of  the  coun- 
try, my  mind  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  one  of  the 


objects  of  the  constitution  was  to  deprive  the  States  of  security  at  home,  depend  upon  the  rights  acquired  and 


this  right.  By  the  articles  of  the  old  confederation,  the 
States  had  agreed  and  stipulated  that  the  Union  should  be 
perpetual.   The  very  title  of  the  articles  is,  "  Articles  of 


confederation  and  perpetual  uiuon."    The  concluMOnof  whiim  we  obtained  our  libertf,  and  in  that  war  which 


them  declare^  "that  the  aiticlestiiereof  shall  beinviobu 
bly  (^served  by  the  States,  mpeetiTely,  and  the  Union 
riiall  be  perpetual. 

So  fiu*  as  a  league  or  mere  compact  could  bind  and  have 
effect,  aperpetual  Union  was  secured  under  the  confede- 
ration. Stilltbere  was  a  deficiency^  the  will  of  the  States 
had  been  siibrtituted  for  a  Goremment.  Hence  the  ne- 
cessity for  a  ehangei  and  therefore  the  convention  con- 
structied  a  Government,  and  clothed  it  with  the  powers 
necessarr  to  attain  the  great  objects  in  view,  and,-  to  that 
extent,  aeprired  the  States  of  their  pre-existing  powers 
and  sovereignty.  When  the  people  in  their  State  conven- 
tions ratiBed  this  fconstitution,  they  withdrew  or  subtract- 
ed so  much  sovereign  power  from  the  State  Government^ 
and  transferred  to  and  vested  it  in  the  General  Govern- 
ment. The  people,  under  the  constitution,  exercise  their 
sovereign  power,  throuf^h  the  agency  of  tUa  Government, 
upon  au  subjects  committed  to  it,  in  the  same  way,  and 
to  the  same  extent,  that  they  exercise  their  sovereignty 
throu^  the  State  Governments  upon  all  other  subjects, 
lliat  It  wfls  not  intended  by  the  framers  of  the  federal 
constitution  that  the  States  should  retain  their  entire 
sovereignty,  is  manifest  from  the  langui^  of  the  letter, 
which  was  adopted  unanimously  by  Uie  convention,  and 
transmitted,  witli  the  constitution,  to  the  old  Congress. 
The  language  is:  "  It  is  obviously  impraetieable,  m  the 
Federal  Government  of  these  States,  to  serare  all  rights 
of  independent  sovereignty  to  each,  and  yet  provide  for 
the  interest  and  safety  of  all.  Individuals  entering  into 
society  must  give  up  a  share  of  liberty  to  preserve  the 
rest.'  From  this  it  appears  that  the  convention  well 
knew  that  the  instrument  they  had  formed  deprived  the 
States  of  a  portion  of  their  aorercignty,  and  argument  is 
employed  to  reconcile  the  States  to  the  surrender. 

In  the  same  letter  there  is  the  fbUowing:  **In  ill  de- 
liberationson  this  subject  we  kept  steadily  m  our  view  that 
which  appears  to  ua  the  greatest  interest  of  every  true 
American — the  consolidation  of  our  Union,  in  which  ore  in> 
volved  our  property,  felicity,  safety,  perhaps  our  national 
existence."  Now,  if  secession  be  a  constitutional  right, 
what  has  been  gained  by  the  adoption  of  the  constitution 
towardaconsolidating  the  Unions  Nothing^yea,  less  than 


notlung.  Under  the  confederation,  had  n  Stnte  leeededt 
it  would  have  been  a  breach  of  its  plighted  bith  and  so- 
lemn engagements,  and  would  have  been  just  cause  of 
war;  but,  according  to  the  doctrine  now  contended  for, 
a  State  can,  at  her  severely  will  and  pleasure,  as  a  nut- 
ter of  right,  without  giving  offence,  or  cmm  <tt  war, 
abandon  and  go  cot  of  we  Union,  and  break  up  the  whole 
Government.  I  have  never  supposed,  for  a  momeirt,  ttMt 
this  right  existed;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  one  great 
object,  in  the  formation  of  this  Government,  w««  to  de- 
prive tiie  States  of  this  right,  and  to  have  a  General  Gor- 
emment clothed  with  powers  sufScient  to  prevent  it, 
should  such  an  attempt  be  made  by  any  one  or  more 
States. 

Gentlemen  seem  unwilling  to  take  a  fall  view  of  the 
altered  state  of  tlunga  produced  br  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution.  Bighta  were  acqidre^  as  well  as  surrender- 
ed, upon  Ae  formation  of  this  GorerMumt;  the  .people  ot 
each  State  sorrendered  a  portion  of  their  •orereignty  and 
pre-existing  rights,  and  acquired  the  advantages  apper^ 
taining  to  a  union  of  all  the  people  and  all  the  Stales. 
The  wisdom  and  physical  strength  of  the  whole  country 
are  united,  for  the  purpose  of  defending  the  righta  of  any 
particular  member  of  the  Uidon  which  may  be  mradeo. 
In  all  our  external  relations  the  States  are  a  portion  of  a 
great  nation  and  Government.    Our  respect  abroad,  and 


secured  by  the  federal  constitution.  ~  Every  State  and 
citizen  of  the  United  States  has  an'intereat  in  the  honor 
and  glory  achieved  by  the  sons  of  Carolina  in  that  war  by 


waged  to  secure  it|  and  tiie  fiednal  oanstittttioR  cooiers 
on  the  other  States  a  right  to  demand  all  the  courage 
and  chivalry  of  that  State  in  any  fittore  emergen^,  in  sk 
conflict  wiili  a  foreign  Power.  I  need  not  dwcH  on  the 
consequences  of  this  doctrine  of  secession— the  evils  are 
too  apparent  and  appalling  to  every  mind.  Wan  between 
the  States  will  immediately  ensue;  causes  of  irritation  will 
spring  up,  which  nothing  but  a  superintending  General 
Govemmentcan prevent.  TheStatesvrilleontraetalfiwees 
with  different  fbrngn  Powers,  and  we  stun  be  bfo^to 
flght  battles,  not  m  liberty  and  independence,  ai  nere* 
tofore,  but  on  account  of  the  quarrels  of  other  Powers  oa 
which  we  may  respectively  be  dependent.  We  shall  cease 
to  be  a  great  nation;  and  nothing  will  be  seen  but  frag- 
menta  of  this  once  mighty  empire,,  fit  only  to  be  gathered 
up,  and  used  by  theptrateaofpower.  Sir,  Idonolvolefir 
this  measure  because  it  has  been  asked  fbr,  and  is  to  be 
used  by  a  Chief  Hagistnte  in  whom  I  have  eoiddenoe.  I 
would  act  in  the  same  way  were  the  Govemment  in  tiie 
hands  of  others  not  of  my  cIk^.  I  suppwt  it  beeaoM  I 
believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  Congress  to  place  the  Deee»- 
sary  means  in  the  hands  of  him  who  is  mdo  re^MMuible 
by  the  constitution  for  the  execution  of  the  laws._  It  has 
been  said,  titat  this  is  novel  and  unprecedented  legidation. 
Not  so;  the  laws  to  enforce  the  embargo  were  aa  sttong, 
and  eontuned  simiUr  profinoQS^  except  that  duue  In  the 
first  section  of  ^is  biU  which  authorizes  tbt  General 
Govemment  to  retire  from  the  land  to  die  water,  fbr  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  colliwon  with  the  authonties  of  Scmth 
Carolina.  The  Senator  [Vlr.  Mulbb,  of  South  Carolina] 
has  sud  that  South  Carolina  adopted  her  constitution  io 
the  year  1790,  after  the  formation  of  the  federal  conHitu- 
tion;  and  if  any  thing  be  contained  in  the  State  coaHitlltion 
inconsistent  with  the  federal  eonttitution,  the  last  Kxmta- 
ston  of  the  win  of  the  people  must  prevail,  and  it  wiB  be 
obligatory  upon  the  citizou  of  that  State,  t  understand 
the  true  principle  to  be  precisely  the  other  way.  Hie  peo- 
ple of  that  State,  apd  all  others,  have  agreed,  and  ao  ex- 
pressed themselves  in  the  f^enl  constitution,  that  it  riiall 
not  be  so.  It  is  there  declared,  that  *'  the  eonatitiitian, 
and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  made  in  umnaBee  of 
it,  shall  be  the  npmae  law  of  the  landi  and  the  jndgci 
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or  every  State  shall  be  bound  tliereby,  any  thing  in  the 
constitution  or  laws  of  any  State  to  tbe  contrary  notwith- 
standing." 

From  this  provigion  in  tlie  constitution  it  is  apparent, 
that  uy  act  of  a  convention  or  Legislature  of  a  State, 
which  conflicts  witli  the  constitution  or  laws  of  tbe  United 
States,  passed  in  pursuance  of  the  constitution,  is  utterly 
void,  and  of  no  effect.  The  same  Senator  has  urf^d  that 
sovereignty  is  indivisible;  and,  therefore,  the  enUre  alle- 
giance of  tbe  citizens  of  South  Carolina  is  due  to  that 
State.  Ilia  error  lies  in  tbe  application  of  his  principle: 
in  this  country,  the  aovermgntjir  u  iu  the  peoplet  and  I  am 
witling  to  grant  that  it  is  inairisible,  but  it  does  not  follow 
(hat  its  exercise  cannot  be  parcelled  out  between  different 
agents  or  Governments.  The  otlier  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  Cairoum]  has  statad,  that  the  high  ex- 
pectations which  bad  been  formed  by  the  Southern  por- 
tion of  the  United  States,  previous  to  the  present  Chief 
Hagistrate'fe  coming  into  power,  have  been  disappointed. 
It  will  do  injustice  to  no  one,  to  examine  whether  this  al- 
legation tie  welt  fbundedf  and  1  will  venture  to  sa^,  if 
there  be  any  portion  of  this  Union  whose  political  princi- 
ples have  been  acted  upon  more  than  others,  it  is  the 
South.  One  greatsubjectof  complaint  Irom  that  quarter 
was  the  large  apprehended  expenditure  of  public  money 
for  internal  improvements.  This  source  of  expenditure 
has  been  dried  up  by  tlie  President's  veto  upon  the  Msys- 
vlUe  road  bill,  iad  other  subjects  of  iotmal  improve- 
ments of  the  like  kind.  Tbe  people  of  Uie  Southern 
States  are  generally  opposed  to  the  rechartering  of  tlie 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  President,  at  the  luusard 
of  every  tiling  that  relates  to  himself,  has  placed  himself 
in  oppontion  to  this  institution,  whose  power  could  have 
cru^ed  any  other  man  in  the  nation.  Tlie  Indian  tribes 
in  the  southwest  were  a  great  inconvenience  and  annoy- 
ance to  that  portion  of  the  Union :  they  have  been  nearly 
all  removed  to  the  west  of  the  Mississippi,  inconsequence 
of  treaties  made  by  ttus  adounistration.  The  ^at  evil  of 
which  tlic  South  complained,  was  the  oppressive  and  un- 
just tariff  of  1838.  The  President  has,  upon  all  proper 
occasions,  recommended  its  reduction  to  tbe  wants  of  the 
Government;  has  used,  and  is  at  this  time  using,  all  his  in- 
fluence for  that  purpose.  Further,  be  has,  by  closing  up 
the  avenuoi  <tf  espeoditure,  produced  tbe  necesuty  of  a 
speedy  reduction.  Do  these  things  furnish  any  evidence 
that  the  South  has  been  diaappomted,  or  has  any  Just 
cause  of  complaint'  On  the  contrary,  do  they  not  afford 
abundant  proof  that  the  Chief  Magistrate  has  not  been  in- 
attentive to  the  just  claims  of  tiut  section  of  tbe  country? 
It  is  true,  he  has  not  confined  his  regards  to  them  alone. 
Wherever  the  same  reasons  cjusted  in  any  other  section 
of  the  United  States,  he  has  acted  in  the  same  manner  to- 
wards them.  lie  has  not  only  removed  tbe  Indians  ttom 
the  southwest,  but  likewise  from  the  northwest.  _  He  has 
shown  equal  assiduity'  and  attention  to  other  interests. 
He  has  obbuned  more  indemnities  from  foreign  nations, 
for  injuries  committed  upon  the  commerce  of  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  than  has  ever  been  effected  under 
any  former  administration.  Whether  tliis  be  owing  to 
niperior  poCtieal  skill,  or  superior  good  fortune,  we  need 
iiot  inquire.  One  thing  is  certain;  man/ citizens  to  the 
north  and  east  have  been  greatly  benefited  by  the  results 
which  have  attended  our  foreign  negotiations.  The  Sena* 
tor  frvm  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Caluodh]  admits,  that  that 
State  has  legislated  the  General  Government  out  of  its 
limits,  and  he  now  ^complains  that  we  wish  to  apply  force. 
Tbe  answer  is  very  obvious;  the  laws  of  South  Carolina 
authorize  the  use  of  force,  to  prevent  the  execution  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  Statesi  therefore.  Congress  must  au- 
thorize force  to  defend  the  laws,  or  submit  to  the  dicta- 
tion of  that  State-  It  is  avowed  on  this  floor,  by  bier 
Senators,  that,  if  this  bill  passes.  South  Carolina  wul  em- 
ploy nihtary  force  to  carry  into  effect  her  ordinance  and 
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laws.  I  have  never  doubted  that  Soutli  Carolina  was  set' 
lied  in  her  purpose  upon  this  subject.  Her  citizens  are 
in  an  error — a  gros3  error;  but  when  men  have  made  up 
their  minds,,  and  have  resolved  on  their  purpose,  they  do 
not  go  back  to  .inquire  into  the  propriety  of  the  det^mi* 
nation  at  which  they  have  anivedt  with  them,  the  time 
for  reasoning  has  passed  by;  they  have  decided  on  action, 
and  will  not  now  stop  to  calculate  tbe  consequences.  ^  Look 
at  her  military  preparations;  srms  and  all  the  munitions  trf' 
war  are  purchased;  volunteers,  to  the  number  of  twelve 
thousand,  are  authorized  by  law;  orders  for  tbe  purduwe 
of  provMona  have  been  ianed;  voluateen  are  atSiy  ten- 
denng  their  serrice^ i  the  commancUng  genenl  hu  pro- 
cured a  supply  of  sugar,  for  the  punHMe  <^  trying  tbe 
force  and  effect  of  thar  writ  of  replevio.  These  tbiDga 
cannot  be  mistaken.  These  are  not  blustering  men — they 
are  brave,  and  will  gght;  and  my  only  widi  is,  that  tbe 
Government  shall  be  prepared  with  the  necessary  means 
to  prevent  a  prostration  of  the  lawst  and  surely  gcatlemen 
mif^t  not  to  object  to  this,  unlets  they  have  made  up 
their  mmda  that  one  State  shall  control  the  whole  Union. 

It  has  been  intimated  by  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Cawdh]  who  sits  on  my  right,  that  the  Ctuef 
Magistrate  seems  desirous  to  make  war  on  the  men,  wo- 
men, and  children  of  South  CaroUna.  Nothing  is  more 
unfounded.  We  have  called  for  all  the  orders  which 
have  been  issued  to  the  ndUtary  and  naval  officers  sta- 
tioned near  Charieaton.  Tbey  have  been  hud  belbre  ui. 
A  ^irit  of  peace  and  fbrbearaoee  breathes  tiuoi^  tliB 
whole  of  them;  all  ofiennve  moveowDU  an4  eonwct  are 
strictiy  forbidden;  aU  colfision  to  be  avoided,  unleiiin 
the  »o^  case  of  an  attempt,  by  an  armed  force,  to  seize 
tbe  public  properly,  or  to  take  dutiable  goods  out  of  tbe 
possession  of  the  collector  before  the  duties  are  secured. 
The  Prewdent  could  not  say  or  do  less,  unless  he  wholly 
disregarded  his  high  constitutional  duty;  the  imperative 
language  4rhich  is,  that  *<  he  diall  take  ear*  that  the 
laws  be  fUthfuUy  executed."  There  can  be  no  wriwnder- 
standing  upon  this  subject;  no  violence  can  oecur  unless 
commenced  by  tbe  State  of  South  Carolina;  and  should 
such  madness  prevail  on  her  part,  it  ought  to  be,  and  will 
be,  firmly  met  by  the  Executive  Departments  ot  this 
Government;  and  I  should  conuder  Congress  as  esaentially 
fi^ng  in  its  duty,  were  it  to  withhoM  the  neoeMuy 
means.  I  regret  extremely  tlut  time  will  not  permit  me 
to  reply  at  large  to  what  has  been  sud  by  the  Senator 
from  Misiissippi,  [Mr.  PoiimaZTEB.]  A  few  of  hu  re- 
marks, however,  must  be  attended  to.  He  says  that  tbe 
act  of  1795  only  auUiorizes  the  militia  to  be  called  out 
when  the  President  shall  be  notified  of  the  neceanty  of 
doing  so,  by  the  Governor  of  a  State.  This  ti  the  mwi- 
Kon  of  the  first  section,  which  applies  to  caaes  of  insur- 
rection; bat  Uie  second  section  of  that  act  ^vea  nan 
power  to  the  Executive  of  the  United  States,  m  cases  of 
obstruction  to  the  laws,  than  this  bill  eonfera.  1  will  read 
it  to  the  Senate: 

"  Sec  2.  Jbid  be  U  further  enaded.  That  whenever 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  opposed,  or  the  ex- 
ecution thereof  obstructed,  in  any  State,  by  cMlbinattMUi 
too  powerful  to  be  suppressed  by  the  otmmrf  ooufae  of 
judicial  proceedings,  or  by  the  power*  vested  m  the  Mr- 
shals  by  this  act,  it  ahall  be  hwiul  for  tbe  President  of  the 
United  States  to  call  fortii  the  nUGtiik  of  such  SUte,  or  of 
any  other  State  or  Sfaites,  as  may  be  necessary  Msuvpren 
such  combinations  and  to  cause  Uie  laws  to  oedufr  exe- 
cuted; and  tiie  use  of  the  militia  so  to  be  ca^d  forth 
be  c<mtiniied,  if  necesssty,  until  the  expiratioo  rftbirty 
days  after  the  commencement  of  the  then  next  leMkm  « 
Congress." 

Under  this  proviaon,  the  President  n  not  to  be  notified 
or  called  on  by  the  Governor  of  a  Statei  and  in  the  case 
before  us,  it  would  be  absurd  to  make  such  a  proviakm, 
wben  the  Executive  of  Sotith  Caretim  m  tbe  ndlitiry  hetd 
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and  leader  of  the  i^powtioo  to  the  law*.  It  a  said,  no- 
thing of  an  dTennve  character  baa  been  done  by  the 
State  of  Soath  Cuvolina.  It' ia  true  they  have  not  Iwd 
violent  bands  upon  the  collector,  or  the  property  in  hit 
poiif  liioni  but  they  have  promised,  in  the  most  solemn 
manner,  that  they  will  do  so,  and  they  are  preparing  their 
12,000  men  to  effect  their  purpose. .  I  am  constrained  to 
beUeve  they  are  in  earnest;  it  would  be  an  insult  to  diem 
to  say  that  all  they  have  done  ia  mere  boaiting.  I  am, 
therefore,  in  fnea  of  preparing  to  meet  them  dmn^ely, 
in  the  strongest  attitude  they  can  assume.  I1ie  argument 
of  Hr.  Alexander  Hamilton,  in  the  New  York  convention, 
ti  relied  on  to  sustain  the  opposition  to  this  bill.  He  ar- 
gued against  the  old,  and  in  fiivor  of  the  new  Govern- 
ment, because  war  under  the  confederation  would  ensue 
between  tlte  General  and  State  Governments;  and  to 
avoid  this,  a  Government,  capable  of  pasnng  by  the  State 
LegisIatureiL  and  acting  directhr  upon  the  eiUaent,  should 
be  preferred.  Thii  was  an  enngbtened  view  of  tbe  fede- 
ral constitution.  The  two  Governments  were  dengned  to 
act  independently  of  each  other.  This  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  avmding  collision  i  but  South  Carolina,  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  has  not  confined  her  action  to  the  sphere 
asMgned  her  bjr  the  constitotion,  but  has  stepped  beyond 
her  conalitutkmal  linuts,  and  Iw^  with  a  bold  bandt  sdzed 
upon  the  powers  of  the  Oenenl  Government.  If  civil 
war  ensues,  it  grows  out  of  her  aggression,  not  from  any 
thing  done  by  this  Government,  or  any  department  of  it. 
The  opinion  of  Mr.  Wilson,  in  the  Pennnrlvania  conven- 
tion, has  been  referred  to.  I  admit  that  nis  opinions  are 
high  Mithotityt  and  1  rely  on  them  for  tbe  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  opimooi  I  have  heretofbre  ezprcmed  are 
correct. 

He  aayt,  *•  that  tbe  supreme  power  resides  in  the  peo- 
ple, as  the  fountain  of  Goremmentf  that  the  people  have 
not,  that  tbe  people  meant  not,  that  the  people  ought  not, 
to  part  wMi  it  to  any  Government  whatsoever.  In  their 
hands  it  remains  secure;  thry  can  delegate  it  in  such  pro- 
portions, to  such  bodies,  on  such  terms,  and  under  such 
limitations,  as  they  thihlc  proper.  I  agree  that  there  can- 
not l>e  two  sovereign  powers  on  tbe  same  lubjeet. 

"  I  coniuder  die  people  of  the  United  States  as  forming 
one  great  eommum^,  and  I  conmder  the  people  of  the 
diflmrent  States  as  foninng  communities  again,  on  a  lesser 
scale;  from  this  great  divinon  of  the  people  into  distinct 
communities,  it  will  be  found  necessaiy  that  different  pro- 
portions of  legislative  powers  should  be  given  to  the  Gov- 
ernments, according  to  the  nature,  number,  and  magni- 
tude of  their  objects. 

**  UnleM  the  pee^  are  conudered  in  these  two  views, 
we  shall  never  be  able  to  understand  the  principle  on 
iriiieh  thia  system  was  constructed.  I  view  the  States  as 
made  for  the  people  as  well  as  by  them,  and  not  the  peo- 
ple as  made  for  the  States.  The  people,  therefore,  have 
a  right,  whilst  ei^joying  the  undented  powers  of  society, 
to  form  either  a  General  Government  or  State  Goxem- 
mentis  in  what  manner  they  please,  or  to  accommodate 
fliem  to  one  anotlier,  and,  by  tbb  means,  preserve  them 

The  prindpks  here  Iwd  down  present  the  Federal  and 
State  Oovemments,  and  the  relations  which  each  citizen 
bears  to  them  respectively,  in  their  true  light.  In  refer- 
ence to  general  subjects,  committed  by  the  constitution 
to  the  t^eral  Government,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  one  community  or  nation,  and  each  citizen 
owes  allegiance  to  the  Genei^I  Government  to  that  ex< 
tent)  for  aU  other  purposes,  the  allegiance  of  each  dti- 
xdi  ia  due  to  the  State  in  which  be  lives. 

In  the  Olmstead  case,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  inter- 
posed its  authfuity  to  protect  tbe  bdrs  of  Rittenhouse 
mm  an  execution,  issued  from  the  federal  court;  by  or- 
der of  the  Governor,  the  n^fitia  were  called  oat  under 
tbo  cffwunil  cf  General  Brightt  and  they,  by  force,  pre- 


rented  the  marshal  from  executing  the  process.  Tbe 
commanding  general,  however,  and  others  whoasnsted 
him,  vrere  afterwards  indicted,  convicted,  and  sentenced 
to  undergo  fine  and  impriEonment.  In  tiiis  decinon  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  acquiesced.  From  this  I  infer  that 
the  State  authorities  can  furnish  no  protection  to  the  citi- 
zen in  his  resistance  to  the  laws  of  the  Union.  T  am  ad- 
monii^ed  by  the  late  hour  of  the  lught,  as  welt  as  by  tite 
exhaustion  of  nnr  own  strei^h,  tliat  it  ia  time  to  bring  my 
remarks  to  a  erase.  I  cannot,  however,  take  my  seat 
without  saying  a  few  words  upon  another  subject,  inti- 
mately connected  with  the  one  under  Ascossion;  I  mean 
the  tariff  laws,  which  have  given  rise  to  that  unpleasant 
condition  in  wtilch  our  country  is  placed.  Some  object 
to  our  acting  upon  that  subject,  at  the  present  sesnon,  on 
account  of  the  threatening  attitude  assumed  by  South 
Carolina;  with  me,  this  objection  weighs  very  little.  Her 
errors,  however  great,  (and  great  tiiey  certainly  are, J  will 
not  justify  me  in  doing  wrong.  This  bill,  if  passed,  it 
seems  to  me,  should  'remove  that  difficulty  from  every 
mind;  by  it,  we  shall  have  vindicated  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  and  have  met  her  legislation  with  effectna]^  counter- 
vailing acts  on  the  part  of  this  Government.  If  this  will  not 
still  satisfy  gentlemen,  and  they  insist  on  retuning  Uie  ta- 
riff lawi  m  all  their  present  oppressive  form^  the  blood 
which  may  be  shed  shall  be  upon  other  skit^  not  mine. 

When  the  blood  of  my  countrymen  it  Sowing,  when 
widows  and  orphans  are  making,  in  this  umiatural  con- 
flict, I  desire  to  be  able  to  raise  op  pare  and  nndefiled 
hands  before  my  God  and  my  counby,  and  ny,  if 
counsels  had  previuled,  this  bad  not  been  so.  Sir,  so  soli- 
citous am  I  to  see  the  present  difficulties  fiiriy  aitfusted, 
that,  upon  my  return  to  tbe  bosom  of  my  constitoentm  if  I 
could  only  say  "  We  have  prevailed;  justice  has  triumph- 
ed; the  Union  U  safe;  peace,  good  will,  and  brotherly 
love,  r«gn  throughout  the  landt"  I  would  not  exchange 
that  luxury  of  feeling,  that  rich  repast  of  the  heart, 
which  it  would  afford,  for  the  victor's  or  conqueror's  lau- 
relled wreath. 
After  Mr.  G.  had  concluded  his  remark^ 
ilr.  EWING  obtained  the  floor,  and  proceeded  to  ad- 
dress the  Senate  in  support  of  the  bill.  He  said  it  was  with 
great  reluctance  that  he  rose  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night, 
and  at  so  late  a  period  of  this  protracted  debate,  to  consume 
yet  a  little  more  of  the  time  of  the  Senate;  but  be  felt 
that  he  should  not  have  discharged  bis  whole  duty  to  tbe 
State  which  he  in  part  represented,  if  he  gave  a  aifent 
vote  on  this  bill.  • 

The  subject,  said  Mr.  E.,  is  one  of  overwhelming  inter- 
est. The  measure  propoied  is,  to  us,  an  mwAial  one; 
and  the  posture  oT  affaira  calling  for  thn  ouasure  is 
wholly  without  example  in  tbe  annals  of  our  country. 
My  own  situation,  and  that  of  many  genllcmen  with  whom 
I  act.  is  new  and  difficult.  We  feel  ourselves  compcUed, 
by  the  exigency  of  the  time^  to  strengthen  the  arm  of 
our  Executive  Chief  Magistrate,  who,  in  our  jodgment, 
has  used  the  power  which  he  ab^y  p— semea  with  do 
sparing  hand;  nay,  the  constant  tendency  of  whose  mea- 
sures has  been  to  draw  to,  and  concentrate  m  himself.  aU 
the  powers  distributed  by  the  constitution  among  the  co- 
ordinate branches  of  tbe  Government.  Nothing  but  a 
strong  sense  of  duty  could  hare  induced  me  to  grant  ta 
this  Chief  Magistrate  the  power  which  he  has  asked  of  «*, 
and  which  this  bill,  if  it  become  a  law,  confers.  • 

Gentlemen  do  not  exactly  agree  in  their  o^on  of  the 
attitude  aimined  by  the  State  of  South  CaroBnai  acme 
confer  her  as  in  a  atate  of  open  war  with  the  Union; 
othera  soften  and  palliate  her  acts,  into  a  mere  effort  of 
ingenuity  between  learned  counsel  which  shall  plead  each 
other  out  of  court.  But  I  cannot  take  the  declarations 
of  gentlemen  on  this  subject,  while  the  offioal  aels  of 
the  State  authorities  are  befiffe  me.  Her  ordinandi*  vkI 
her  laws  are  auhjecti  of  coratrucHon,  not  of  explnititwi ; 
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and  I,  for  one»  must  Uke  tbetn  u  I  find  them,  not  us  gen- 
tlemen may  suppose  the>-  were  desired  to  be. 

StHith  CsrobiiB,  b;  an  ordinance  imprened  witli  all  the 
imporair  fbrms  and  Kriemidtiea  of  a  Aindainental  law,  baa 
thrown  beneir  In  dbwt  conflict  with  a  law  of  the  Union 
—a  law  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be,  in  its  avowed  pur- 
pose, not  only  constitutional,  but  essential  to  the  very  ex- 
istence of  the  Goremment.  This  law,  however,  is  de- 
clared to  be,  ss  respects  one  aim  and  purpose  of  its  en- 
actment, in  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution;  and 
this  is  the  ground  on  which  that  State  opposes  and  as- 
sumes to  abrogate  tt  The  constitutionality  of  the  law  I 
have  heretofore  considered,  and  will  not  now  stop  to  dis- 
cuss it.  My  opinion  on  that  subject  is  not  shaken  by  any 
reasons  which  nave  been  recently  nrged  on  this  floor. 

On  the  assumption  that  this  law  is  a  violation  of  the  spi- 
rit of  the  constitution.  South  Carolina,  by  her  ordinance, 
proceeds  to  nullify  and  destroy  it;  she  requires  all  her  dti- 
zens,  on  their  alliance  to  obey  tlie  ordinance  and  to  re- 
sist and  oppose  the  execution  of  this  and  other  lawa  of  the 
UnioD;  aiKl  she  requires  that  her  judges,  who  are  already 
sworn  to  support  the  constitution  otthe  United  States, 
shall,  under  pain  of  forfeiting  their  judicial  stations, 
swear  obedience  to  the  ordinance  without  regard  to  its 
conRict  with  that  con^tution;  their  jurors,  before  they 
can  wt  on  the  trial  of  any  cause,  must  likewise  take  an  oath 
ta  support  the  ordinance.  And  further:  in  no  case  decid- 
ed in  tne  courts  of  tiiat  State,  in  which  shall  be  drawn  in 
question  the  authority  of  that  ordinance,  or  the  laws 
which  it  was  intende<l  to  annul,  do  they  permit  any  ap- 
peal to  the  courts  of  the  United  States;  and  if  such  ap- 
peal be  attempted  or  taken,  the  courts  of  (he  State  are 
required  to  proceed  and  enforce  their  judgment,  and 
(leal  with  the  party  taking  such  appeal  as  for  a  contempt 
of  court.  And  if  the  General  Government  enforce  Mr 
lawi^  or  if  she  adopt  any  conceivable  mode  to  evade  the 
alternative  of  unqualified  submisrion  or  resort  to  force. 
South  Carolina  declares  herself  no  longer  a  member  of 
the  Union,  and  will  forthwith  proceed  to  organize  a  sepa- 
rate Government.  Sucli  is  uie  substance  of  this  ordi- 
nance; and-  so  far  as  it  is  not  sufficiently  specific  in  its  de- 
tails to  execute  itself,  it  is  carried  out  by  laws  enacted  to 
give  it  ciTrcr. 

It  will  be  seen  at  once,  that  all  reference  to  the  Judi- 
ciary of  the  State  of  South  Carolina  is  merely  colorable; 
there  is  no  reference  to  them  in  their  judicial  character. 
Tiie  judges  are  not  permitted  to  decide  between  the  or. 
dioance  of  South  Carolina  and  the  constibition  of  the 
United  States;  but  they  are  sworn  to  abide  by  and  ob- 
serve the  ordinance  where  it  conflicts  with  the  constitu- 
tion; and,  having' denied  and  declared  criminal  an  appeal 
to  the  courts  of^ Jie  United  States  the  onfinance  depends 
for  its  ezeeution  on  mere  minutertal  or  executive  power. 
And  as  it  is  the  rights  and  property  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  persons  m  the  officers  and  servautsof  the  United 
States,  that  are  to  be  assailed,  and  seized  or  expeiled  from 
the  territory  of  Soutli  Carolina  by  ministerial  power 
merely,  without  the  intervention  of  any.  judicial  tribunal— 
that  is  to  any,  any  tribunal  which  is  permitted  to  delibe- 
rate and  judge — tbe  ordinance  amounts  in  effect  to  a  de- 
claration of  war;  subject,  however,  to  this  condition:  tbe 
war  sliall  not  actually  be  waged  if  the  United  States  will, 
within  a  pven  day,  repeal  the  obnoxious  law,  or  withdraw 
lier  custom-houses  and  her  collectors  of  tbe  revenue  from 
tbe  territories  of  South  Carolina. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  no  mode  is  \eft  to  resist  or  re- 
pel this  threatened  hostility,  except  to  oppose,  or  pre- 
pare to  oppose,  force  by  force;  for  submission  is  out  of  the 
question,  unless  tliat  Sute  has  the  right  to  cast  off  the 
laws  of  the  Union  at  pleasure.  The  ordinance  is  based 
upon  the  assumption  that  she  has  that  right.  It  is  on  this 
ground  tliat  she  has  planted  herself,  and  on  which  she 
endeavors  to  make  good  her  lodgement;  and  if  that 


ground  be  not  tenable,  by  her  own  admission,  all  that  she 
has  done  is  lawless  agg^^ssion.  The  doctrine  put  forth 
is,  that  South  Carolina,  within  her  own  limits,  is  sovereign; 
"tha^  as  a  wvereign  State,  she  has  the  inherent  power  to 
do  all  thoae  acts  which,  by  the  laws  of  nations,  any  prince 
or  potentate  may  of  right  do;"  and  that  she  is  bound  to 
the  General  Government  by  no  other  ties  than  those 
which  connect  nations  which  have  formed  with  each  other 
an  alliance  offensive  and  defennve. 

This  doctrine  is  asserted  in  its  broadest  terms  in  the  ad- 
dress to  the  people  of  South  CaroUna,  fkaroed  by  tbe  con- 
vention; and  they  declare  that  it  ia  "  tiie  only  foundatloa 
on  which  they  can  safely  erect  the  right  of  a  State  to 
protect  its  citizens;"  by  which  is  clearly  to  be  understood 
the  right  to  protect  them  apinst  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  and  the  judgments  of  its  courts. 

The  question  which  is  deemed  vital  to  the  argument 
is  this:  whether  the  Government  of  the  United  States  b 
a  league  of  States— an  alliance  merely;  or  whether  it  is  a 
National  Government,  of  which  the  States  are  a  part,  and 
to  which  tliey  arc  subordinate?  It  were  superfluous  to 
say  that  I  susUin  the  latter  alternative. 

The  convention  of  S6uth  Carolina  admits  that  the  sources 
from  which  the  ordinary  powers  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment are  drawn,  arc  partly  federative  and  paitiy  na- 
tional] and  that  as  it  respects  the  individuals  on  whom  it 
cmemtes.  It  i%  for  limited  purposes,  entirely  national.  But 
these  striking  characteristics,  they  say,  are  whouy  umm- 
porlant,  for  it  is  the  creating,  not  the  controlfing  power, 
which  gives  chamcter  to  Governments. 

They  say,  too,  that  the  States  once  having  possessed 
the  sovereignty,  could  not  surrender  it  wholly  to.  the  Gen- 
eral Gavernment,  for  sovereignty  is  Inalienable;  that 
tiiey  could  not  surrender  it  in  part,  and  retain  it  In  part, 
for  sovereignty  is  indivinble. 

And  hence  they  conclude,  that  though  our  constitution 
may  seem  to  imply  the  reverse,  yet  owing  to  thwe  pro- 
perties of  sovereignty,  inalienability,  and  indivisibility,  the 
States  are  still  left  in  the  full  possession  of  all  the  powers 
and  attributes  which  they  possessed  before  the  formation 
of  the  constitution;  notwithsUnding  Uie  attempt  made  in 
the  formation  of  tliat  constitution  by  tbe  States  and  tlie 
pemlc  to  transfer  that  sovereignty,  in  whole  or  in  part,  to 
the  new  General  Government.  1  think  1  have  succeeded 
in  comprehending  the  argument,  and  have  endeavored  to 
sUte  it  faii-ly.  And,  sir,  I  deny  every  on6  of  those  posi- 
tions which  they  have  laid  down  as  axioms,  and  which 
they  do  not  seem  to  have  even  thought  of  proving,  but 
which,  on  every  principle  of  sound  reasoning,  they  were 
bound  to  prove,  before  deducing;  from  them  such  import- 
ant consequences.  •       r  i. 

First:  1  deny  that  what  they  call  the  foundations  or  the 
confederacv,  or  the  mode  in  which  the  constitution  was 
framed  anti  ratified,  whether  by  the  people  of  the  SUtes 
as  States,  or  by  the  people  of  all  the  States  m  mass,  does 
at  all  affect  the  powers  of  the  General  Government,  or 
that  it  narrows  or  extends  the  reserved  rights  of  Uie 
States;  and,  as  a  part  of  the  same  propotition,  1  deny  that 
the  fact  of  the  States  existing  antecedent  to  the  pKsent 
constitution  of  the  Union,  gives  them  any  more  ng^t  or 
control  over  its  acts,  its  powers,  or  its  being,  than  they 
would  have  had  if  the  whole  system,  States  and 
had  all  sprung  into  existence  by  a  single  eflwt  or  Wo 

will  of  the  whole  people.  ,  ^  

It  is  an  axiom  on  which  all  republican  insfitutioos  rest, 
that  the  whole  people,  when  assembled  for  that  purpwe, 
have  a  right  to  create  a  Government;  to  change,  or  modi- 
fy, or  diOolve  an  existing  Government,  at  their  pleasure; 
and  that  when  the  whole  people  cannot  assemble  for  that 
purpose,  the  same  may  be  effected  by  a  convention  oC 
their  delegates,  chosen  in  their  pnmary  sisembUes,  con- 
vened pursuant  to  some  reguUr  expression  of  the  genmi 
will;  OT,  in  other  words,  convaied  by  a  l»w  enacted  in 
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pursiuuice  of  the  eztiting  Governnient.  This  is  the 
peaeetble  ritfbt  of  revolution,  or  cbcnre  of  Government, 
punomt  tonieirin  of  the  vhole  people,  who  are  partici- 
patoni  in  thkt  Gomnment.  But  the  proposition  ia  ptit 
past  all  carU  If  die  ruling  power  of  a  State  propose  a 
chanre  of  Government  to  ue  people,  and  the  jMOple,  re- 
gnlariy  convened  by  the  authority  of  that  niling  power, 
adopt  that  change. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  Rousaeau,  who  lias  thought  pro- 
foundly upon  this  subject,  that  the  very  assembling  of  the 
people  in  conventimi  does,  ipm  fadOt  auapend  the  dele- 

Sted  powers  of  Governmenti  and  that  the  fiinctions  of 
e  mlers  cease  while  th^  remain  in  convention.  I  read 
from  14th  chapter  of  his  third  book  on  the  Social  Com- 
pact: 

"  No  sooner  are.tlie  people  legally  assembled  in  a  sove- 
reign bpdy,  than  the  jurisdiction  of  Government  ceases; 
the  ezecotive  power  of  the  State  is  suspended,  and  the 
person  of  the  meanest  citizen  becomes  as  sacred  and  invi- 
ohdile  as  the  greatest  magialrate."  I  referwith  the  more 
confidence  to  this  writer,  as  many  of  the  doctrines  of  the 
address  seem  to  be  drawn  from  his  works,  or  at  least  to 
coincide  with  them  in  tone  and  spirit. 

If  it  be  true,  then,  that  the  people  have  a  right. to  as- 
semble in  convention,  and,  with  or  without  the  consent  of 
their  rulers,  resume  to  themselves  the  sovereign  power, 
and  fonn,  or  diange,  or  modify,  or  dissolve,  their  Gov- 
ernment! andt  more  especially,  if  Government  be  su»- 
nended,  or,  for  the  time  being,  dissolved,  bv  the  assem- 
bling of  the  people  in  convention;  it  is  clear  that  the  form 
or  character  of  the  former  Government,  thus  changed  or 
disst^ved,  cannot  control  the  powers  or  limit  the  exist- 
ence of  the  new  Government  whicti  thus  arises  out  of  its 
aihes. 

In  pursoi^  the  argument,  I  will  lay  no  stress  upon  the 
fact,  which  is,  neverUielesii,  entitled  to  much  wei^t,  that 
team  the  moment  the  power  of  Great  Britain  over 
these  States  was  cast  off,  they  became  a  Union,  and  form- 
ed, in  Ikct,  one  nation;  partaking,  it  is  true,  in  many 
things,  of  tiie  character  of  a  league,  but  never  strictly  so, 
since  the  first  moment  of  their  existence.  Hut,  waiving 
this,  I  rest  the  argument  on  the  first  genersl  position. 
After  the  projeet  of  the  present  constitution  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  had  been  settled  upon  in  convention,  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  SUte  of  South  Carolina  referred  it  to  the 
pe<m1e  of  that  State,  called  together  in  convention,  by  a 
resolution  of  that  Legislature;  which  convention  did,  in 
the  name  and  in  behalf  of  the  people  of  that  State,  adopt 
and  ratify  tbat  constitution.  Thus,  the  people  of  that 
State,  assembled  in  convention,  did  change  and  modify 
ttdr  Government  so  as  to  place  the  sovereignty  precise- 
ly where  it  is  placed  by  that  constitution. 

But  the  recent  convention  of  South  Carolina  say,  that 
the  people  bad  not  the  power  to  do  this,  because  sove- 
reignty is  inalienable;  that,  notwithstanding  this  attempt 
to  transfer  the  sovereignty,  it  cannot  be  transferred; 
South  Carolina  u  soverei^  still. 

B«Fe  is  another  proposition  which  I  deny  in  the  sense  in 
which  it  is  used  by  this  convention.  Writers  on  the  law  of 
nature  and  tiationa  do  contest  the  question,  whether  sove- 
reignty be  or  be  not  alienable;  but  the  contest  is  wholly  in 
reference  to  the  right  of  the  individual  who  possesses  the 
sovereign  power  over  apeople,  to  transfer  that  power 
witiiout  their  consent.  iTiis,  it  will  be  seen  at  once,  is  a 
totally  different  question  from  the  one  under  discussion. 
The  right  of  a  monarch  to  transfer  the  sovereignty  over 
his  people,  would  imply  some  power  In  tbat  monarch  pa- 
ramount to  the  power  and  rights  of  the  whole  people; 
that  th,ey  were  his,,  and  not  he  theirs;  that  they  derive 
any  rights  which  they  possess  from  him,  and  not  he 
his  powers  and  rights  from  them.  In  short,  it  would 
be  an  adnrisrion  oT  the  divine  right  of  Kings.  On  the 
oUmt  hand,  the  right  of  the' people  to  tnnsftr  the  sove- 


reignty, at  pleasure,  impUei  the  highest  degree  of  fiee- 
dom  and  power  ii^tlwir  aggregated  mass;  and  it  sccMto 
me  impoanble  that  those  who  admit  that  all  the  powers  of 

Government  are  derived  ftmn,  and  centre  ultimately  hi, 
the  people;  that  those  powers  are  but  trust  powers,  held 
for  the  people,  in  pursuance  of  their  expresoed  Willi  it 
seems  to  me  Impconble  that  they  can  admit  these  poa- 
tlons,  and  dAiy  that  the  people  have  a  right  to  transfer  at 
pleasure  the  whole  sovereignty,  and  place  it  wherr,  and 
make  it  what  thn*  please.  There  is  notlupgin  the  na- 
ture of  thii^  which  Jbrbids  it)  nothing  in  the  opinion 
of  writers  on  natural  or  national  law;  nouiing  in  the  prac- 
tice of  nations.  On  the  contrary,  all  tend  to  prove  and 
confirm  the  right. 

Suppose  the  ease  of  two  ships*  crews  cast  awa^,  or  vo- 
luntarily planting  themselves  on  an  uninhabited  island  in 
the  Pacific;  let  them,  in  this  situation,  each  form  their 
own  government,  and  vest  the  sovereign  iwwer,  each  in 
tiie  leader  which  they  may  choose;  make  dim  the  king  or 
patriarch  of  tfa^ir  bkiid.   Now,  it  is  perfectly  evident  that 
one  of  those  kings  or  patrUreha  could  not  tranafirr 
his  power,   or,  rather,  the   sovereignly    which  was 
vested  in  him,  to  the  other,  so  as  to  make  him  the  monarch 
of  the  two  bands,  without  the  consent  of  those  from 
wham  he  derived  tbat  power.   It  is  equally  clear,  that, 
with  their  consent,  and  by  the  united  and  concurrent  act 
of  the  niter  and  the  ruled,  this  transfer  of  sovereign^ 
could  be  made,  and  that  the  two  communitiei  cooM  thus 
be  blended  into  one,  by  a  new  social  compact.  Something 
like  tbia  I  conceive  to  have  been  the  ori^n  of  all  con- 
riderable  nations;  and  whether  it  be  by  ccMnpact,  uniting- 
many  small  tribes  into  one,  or  so  uniting  tnem  by  con- 
quest, is  wholly  immaterial  as  to  the  present  question- 
In  either  ease,  the  sovereign  power  of  the  less,  which  is 
merged  in  the  greater,  by  conquest  or  compact,  ia  trans- 
ferred to  the  greater;  or  when  several  co-equal  Stales  or 
tribes  unite  by  compact  to  form  one  State,  the  whole 
sovereignty  in  each  of  those  States  or  tribes  is  transferred 
to,  and  vested  in,  the  whole  State  thus  formed  by  their 
common  union;  and  it  would  seem  to  me  absurd  to  say 
that  this  could  not  be  done;  it  would  be  the  same  thing 
as  to  deny,  in  teto,  the  whole  power  of  union  among  men 
for  their  common  safety;  the  power  to  unite  Gimtfieain 
a  government,  for  the  purposes  of  common  justice  and 
common  protection.    It  would  be  to  deny  the  rig^t  ot 
revolution  under  any  and  all  circumstances,  cittwr  by 
common  consent  or  nie  application  of  force,  and  it  wesM 
leave  nations  and  men  forever,  in  all  ages,  subject  to  the 
same  political  and  territorial  connexion  and  suDjection  in 
vh^ch,  at  any  one  point  of  time,  they  may  have  first  been 
cast.   If  sovereignty  be  not  tramfcrable,  lihat  has  'been 
the  effect  of  our  revolution?   We  were  once  a  eohn^  of 
Great  Britain;  South  Carolina  was  once  subject  to  the 
same  Crown;  and,  in  the  very  paper  in  which  her  conven- 
tion  avers  tha^  sovereignty  cannot  be  transferred,  they 
aver  also  that,  by  the  revolution,  the  sovereignty  of  Great 
Britain  over  South  Carolina  was  transferred  to  the  people 
of  that  State,  and  that  Uie  State  became  a  free,  aovereini, 
and  independent  Power.   It  Is  true  that  tlus  was  doneliy 
force}  but  that  whi^  is  dime  by  force  may  also  be  done 
by  compact;  and,  indeed,  m  the  view  of  nations,  the  force 
wludi  severed  us  had  not  effected  its  end,  until  it  reached 
in  a  compact  of  severance,  which,  alone,  the  law  of  na- 
tions holds  permanentiy  binding.    If  sovereignty  cannot 
be  transferred,  or  if  it  be  inalienable,  how  is  it  that  the 
Territories  of  Louisiana  and  Florida  are  acknowledged  u  a 
part  of  our  Union?    We  acquired  them  by  compact 
merely,  without  resort  to  Ibrce.   The  sovereignty  over 
the  soil  and  the  inhabitsots, .  which  vested  in  Europena 
Powers  was  alienated  to  the  United  Statesj  and,  if  the  doc- 
trine of  South  Carolina  be  correct,  that  sovereignty  is  la- 
alienable,  tliat  compact  was  cleariy  vnd;  the  pmrcr 
which  we  exercise  over  those  Territories^  has  bMWi  and 
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in,  ft  usurped  power;  and  their  citizena  owe  allegiance  no^ 
to  the  United  States,  but  to  France  and  Spain.  It  seenu 
to  me,  tiien,  that  the  doctrine  that  aorereirnty  is  inaliena- 
ble, in  the  aenae  in  which  it  is  maintained  by  South  Caro- 
lina, cMioot  bear  exanunation.  It  is  not  true  and  sound 
poliUcal  doetrinet  it  ^um  agiunat  the  righte  of  the  people 
and  the  general  prindplet  of  free  roreniment;  and  it  ia 
unwpported  by  reaaon,  and  contradicted  by  the  received 
opinions  and  practice  of  the  world.  But,  cert^n  it  is,  in 
my  judgment,  that  no  rulers  can  transfer  their  citizena  or 
subjects  without  their  concurrence  and  consent,  express 
or  .impUedf  and,  to  make  the  transfer  of  sorereign^  per- 
fect and  naqueationable,  H  requtrea  the  aaaent  of  the  rul- 
ing conatibitioMtl  powers  of  the  State,  and  the  assent  of 
me  people,  assembled  in  convention,  pursnant  to  the 
forms  directed  by  their  Oovemmenti  and,  both  these  con- 
cumne,  the  transfer  may  be  perfect. 

In  the  transfer  of  sovereignty  from  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  to  the  new  Government  of  the  United  States, 
there  was  a  cooeurrence  of  all  the  powers  necessary  to 
make  that transTer  valid;  all  tlie  pVe-existing  elemenU  of 
Govemmentt  every  functionary  in  which  a  portion  <rf 
aovereignhr  might  be  supposed  to  rest  united  in  it  The 
old  confederation,  by  its  Congress,  the  Sfftte  of  South 
Carolina,  by  her  T^gialatare,  and  the  people  ofthe  State, 
met  in  solemn  convention,  agreed  to,  and  sanctioned  it. 
To  deny  tfiat  they  could  do  thia,  docs,  in  fact,  deny  the 
right  of  self-government  to,  a  people)  it  does  more,  it 
holds  both  the  people  and  their  rulers,  for  the  time  being, 
bound  down  by  a  kind  of  metaphyncal  neee^ty,  to  re- 
main forever  in  the  state  in  which  that  necesrita  may  he 
fastened  upon  them. 

With  rei^ect  to  this  act  which  formed  a  new  Govern- 
ment out  of  the  crude  materials  of  the  tAd  confedrration, 
1  care  irot  by  what  name  it  may  be  called.  I  do  not  ob- 
ject  to  the  tern  ampaeti  for,  though  it  ia  not  used  in  the 
ccmstitutioa.  It  is,  nevertheless,  a  highly  appropriate  word 
to  express  the  act  It  waa,  indeed,  a  newaoeial  compact, 
out  of  which  arose  a  new  Government  But  the  argu- 
ment which  some  gentlemen  have  drawn  thence  is  wlioily 
fallacious.  It  does  not  follow,  because  it  n  a  compact, 
tlut  the  parties  to  it,  if  you  can  find  who  or  what  they 
originally  were,  have  a  right  to  vioUte  and  annul  it;  and 
it  IS  a  contradiction  in  temu,  to  say  that  they  can  do  so 
connstently  with  the  compact  itself,  unless  it  contain  a 
clause  which  provides  fbr  its  ^ndonment  or  destruction, 
and  that  provision  be  pursued.  It  ii  a  fallftcy,  too,  to  say, 
that,  because  it  is  a  compact,  it  is  subject  to  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  govern  the  ordinary  agreements  between 
niah  and  man.  Such  is  not  the  case;  it  is  a  compact  out 
of  which  Government  arisesj  or,  which  is,  in  itself,  the 
xule  and  charter  of  Government;  it  is  that  compact 
which  makes  a  nation  by  the  assent  Mid  concurrence  of 
individuals)  or  a  great  nation  by  the  assent  and  concur- 
renee  of  smaller  commanities;  and  nrither  the  in^vidii- 
alsm  the  one  case,  nor  the  smaller  communities  in  the 
other,  can  ever  after  retract  that  assent,  without  the  con- 
currence ofthe  sovereignty  of  that  great  nation,  of  which 
th^  have  thus  made  themselves  a  part  In  the  case  of 
an  individua],  no  one  can,  for  a  moment,  doubti  for  it 
would  be  subversive  of  the  veiy  first  principles  of  all 
government  to  permit  it,  unless,  indeed,  he  remove  be- 
yond Its  territonal  jurisdiction,  then  it  becomes  a  matter 
equivocal,  and  to  be  governed  by  circumstances.  Aa  it 
respecU  a  State  which  has  made  itself  a  part  of  a  greater 
community,  precisely  the  same  principle  applies,  with 
this  additionw  ingredient,  that  it  cannot  transfer  itself  be- 
yond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Government  of  which  it 
forms  an  integral  part.  In  order  to  simplify  the  argument, 
I  have  proceeded  thus  far  on  the  hypotheda  that  the 
whole  power  of  Government,  instead  of  a  portion  of  it 
only,  had  been  traosftrrcd  by  the  smaller  communities  to 
the  hrgeri  and  thus,  making  one  perfect  eomt^dated  na< 


tion.  And,  in  this  view  of  the  subject,  I  have  answered* 
and  attempted  to  refute  the  doctrine  of  the  convention  of 
South  Carolina,  that  "  sovereignty  is  inalienable.*'  They 
next  afRrm  that  "  sovereignty  is  indivinble;"  that  part  of 
it  could  not  be  transferred  to  the  General  Government, 
and  part  retained  to  the  States.  This,  in  my  opinion, 
involves  one  of  the  moat  difficult  problems  in  Govern- 
ment In  theory,  it  is  etaj  to  divide  the  various  powers 
of  a  consolidated  Government,  and  place  the  legislative, 
the  executive,  and  the  judicial  power  in  different  bands. 
In  practice,  there  is  danger  that  the  balance  may  be  lefl 
imperfect,  and  that  one  of  those  powers  may,  in  time, 
abiorb  the  rest.  So  it  ia  easy  in  theory  to  divide  the 
sovereignty  in  another  mode,  create  a  National  Govern- 
ment, aa  in  the  ease  of  our  Union;  vesting  it  with  certdn 
prescribed  and  limited  powers,  and,  so  ur  aa  they  ex- 
tend, making  it  paramount,  and,  at  the  same  time,  leaving 
in  the  hands  of  the  several  States,  or  great  integnl  parts 
which  compose  it,  a  large  portion  of  those  powers  which 
the  National  Government  may  not  infringe  upon  or  touch. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  theory  of  government  which 
forbids  that  ri^ts  should'be  reserved  to  individuals,  aa  in 
the  declaration  of  rights;  or  to  the  States  and  the  people, 
as  in  that  clause  of  our  constitution  which  provides  that 
all  powers,  not  expressly  delated,  be  reserved  to*them. 
There  ix,  on  the  whole,  nothing  in  the  nature  of  things 
which  forbids  this  dirision  of  power,  or  sovcreigoty, 
among  the  various  gre*t  departments  of  a  State,  or  of 
vesting  it  partly  In  a  federal  head,  and  partly  in  the  varioua 
civil  divisions  which  compose  a  federal  Union.  It  re- 
solves itaelf  umply  into  the  question,  whether  the  poweva 
of  Government  can  be,  in  any  manner,  checked  and  eon- 
trolled,  or  whether  there  must,  inthe  nature  ofthings,  be 
an  arbitrary,  absolute,  uncontrollable  power,  vesting 
somewhere  in-  every  form  of  gOT-emment?  In  theory  it 
is  not  necessarily  ho,  it  may  be  so  in  practice;  but  if  it  be 
so,  our  experiment  of  a  union  of  free  States,  each  pos- 
sessing limited  powers,  and  of  a  General  faovemment,  su- 
preme within  its  appropriate  sphere,  but  also  limited  in 
its  powers,  must  fail,  and,  with  it,  the  hopes  of  the  friends 
of  freedom  throughout  the  world  must  also  fail. 

But  this  case  of  divided  sovereignty,  the  piscine  of  the 
paramount  though  limited  power  in  one  head,  ana  a  por- 
tion of  the  sovereignty,  equally  absolute,  within  its  own 
appropriate  sphere,  in  subordinate  Governments,  is  not  of 
new  or  recent  impression.  The  division  of  sovereignty, 
in  this  sense,  is  ^miliar  from  tiie  earliest  date  ofthe  feudal 
syatem  of  Europe,  and  it  w  owing  chiefly  to  this  principle 
in  that  system,  b^  means  of  which  a  brave  and  free  nobil- 
ity, possessing  nghta  which  they  dared  to  maintain,  and 
which  their  sovereign,  in  accordance  with  the  very  con- 
stitution of  their  p^itj-,  was  obliged  to  respect,  that  Eu- 
rope has  not,  like  Asia,  been  swallowed  up  and  sunk  in 
despotism.  I  would,  by  no  meant,  be  understood  to  cite 
these  aa  Governments  either  orderly  or  fteet  titey  were 
neither;  but,  confused,  and  irregular,  and  oppressive  aa 
they  were,  they  contained  in  themselves  this  principle 
and  germ  of  freedom,  from  which  all  the  mixed  and  lim- 
ited Governments  of  Europe  have  sprung,  and  to  wtiich. 
perhaps,  our  own  institutions  may  remotely  trace  th«r 
origin.  This  division  of  sovereignty,  which  the  conven- 
tion of  South  Carolina  declares  to  be  *•  indivisible;"  this 
limitation  of  absolute  power  in  one  portion  of  tiie  ^ody 
politic,  by  vesting  powen  equally  absolute  in  aoottierj 
these  checks  and  balances  which  can  never  be  tried 
against  each  other,  to  their  utmost,  without  danger  of 
destruction  to  one  or  both  the  conflicting  powera,  may, 
from  a  salutary  fear  of  the  effects  of  that  cdUiion,  co- 
exist for  agca  in  harmony,  and  secure,  by  their  combined 
or  reeiproeal  action,  the  highest  degree  of  human  free- 
dom. 

I  say,  therefore,  that  aorereignty  is  diviflSble  in  theory; 
and  in  praetice  we  have  wen,  and  stilj  see  it  dbrided.  I 
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do  nut  say  that  in  our  Government,'  if  those  parts  in  which 
portions  of  that  lovereignty  are  vested,  should  come  into 
direct  and  deadly  collision,  that  their  stren^h  is  precisely 
equal,  and  that  natber  would  be  compelled  to  succumb. 
Nor  can  we  say  it  of  the  great  departroenti  amonjc  which 
the  portions  of  the  sovereignty  vested  tn  the  General 
Government  are  distributed.  But  I  do  say,  that  this  di- 
vided and  distributed  power  does  now  exist  in  our  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  the  curses  of  the  world  and  of  posteri^ 
will  be  due  to  those  who  shall  first  force  them  into  deadly 
colliwon,  and  prove,  by  experiment,  that  either  must  bll 
before  the  superior  power  of  the  other. 

If  iww  I  have  succeeded  in  proving  that  sovereignty  is 
alienable,  and  can  be  transferred;  that  it  is  divisible,  and 
can  be  apportioned;  that  it  can  be  placed  where  the  power 
in  which  it  at  last  reposes,  the  people,  may  choose  to 
place  it;  and  that  it  may  be  distributed  among  such  depo- 
sitories as  they  may  select  for  its  reception  and  exercise, 
I  will  have  advanced  so  far  in  the  argument  as  to  prove 
that  the  framera  of  our  constitution  could,  in  the  nature 
of  things,  make  such  a  Government  as  they  purport  to 
have  made;  that  there  was  really  no  physical  or  metaphy- 
ncal  impossibility  in  its  execution. 

The  next  inquiry  is,  what  kind  of  Government  did  they, 
in  fact,  make?  ts  it  a  league  of  sovereign,  independent 
nations?  or  is  it  one  National  Govcnunent,  possessed  of 
paramount,  but  limited  powers;  mi^e  up  of  Sttfes*  each 
bJso  sovereign  in  all  things  not  embraced  within  the 
powers  granted  by  the  constitution  to  the  National  Gov- 
ernment/ On  this  part  of  the  subject,  the  opiiuon  of 
those  who  framed  the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina,  and 
of  gentlemen  who  defend  it  here,  aid  us  in  coming  to  a 
conclunon.  They  say  that,  in  looking  into  the  constitu- 
tion, they  find  "  that  the  most  important  sovereign  pow- 
ers are  vested  in  the  central  Governmenti"  some  of  those 
powen  are:  the  exdunve  right  of  war  and  peacet  nego- 
tiaUons  With  foreign  Powersi  the  regulation  of  commerce; 
the  right  to  impoie  taxest  to  c<Ha  money,  and  regulate 
the  vdae  therewT)  to  levy  troops  and  maintain  them,  and  to 
issue  civil  and  criminal  process  directly  against  the  citizens 
of  States;  and  adjudicate  on  the  lives  and  property  of 
those  (Mtizens;  and  the  legislative  power  flowing  from, 
and  operating  directly  uf>on,  the  people  of  the  States. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me,  that  no  man  rould  mtatake  a  cen- 
tral Government  possessing  these  powers,  as  merely  the 
effect  or  result  of  a  league  between  Statea  wholly  mde- 
pendent  of  each  other.  Those  attributes  expressly  vest- 
ed in  the  National  Government,  are,  in  the  opinion  of  po- 
litical writers,  the  highest  and  most  distinctly  characteris- 
tic marks  of  sovereignty.  They  are  powers  which  no 
State,  being  sovereign,  could  permit  any  other  SUte  or 
league  of  ^tei  to  exerose  within  its  territories^  or  over 
its  dtizena,  without  relinquishing  a  |)ortion,  and  a  high 
and  controlling  portion,  of  that  sovereignty. 

I  have  already  adverted  to  the  partition  of  powers  un- 
der the  feudal  (aovemments,  to  show  that  there  were  ex- 
amples of  divided  sovereignty;  as,  from  the  sovereign 
himself,  the  first  lord  paramount,  down  in  the  descend- 
ing scale  through  the  baron  to  the  vavasor,  from  which*  per- 
haps, the  first  hint  for  the  distribution  of  powers  between 
our  General  Governnent  and  republican  States  was  de- 
rived. I  will  now  read  a  passage  or  two  from  a  writer  of 
high  credit,  (Mr.  Hallam,)  which  will  show  more  clearly 
than  I  can  do  by  argument,  what  constitutes  a  collection 
of  States  held  together  by  league,  and  what  a  National 
Government.  In  his  Middle  Ages,  and  in  the  chapter  on 
the  feudal  system,  page  239,  he  nys: 

**  To  understand  in  what  degree  the  peers  and  barons 
of  France,  during  the  prevalence  of  the  feudal  system, 
were  independent  of  the  crown,  we  most  look  at  their 
leading  privileges.  TTiesc  miO' be  reckoned:  1,  The  right 
of  coining  moner;  3,  That  of  waging  private  war;  3,  The 
exemption  of  all  pubUc  tributes,  except  feudal  aids)  4, 


The  freedom  from  legislative  control;  and  5,  The  ex- 
clusive exercise  of  original  judicature  within  thdr  own 
dominions.  Privileges  so  Miormous,  and  so  ccmtmy  to 
alt  priodples  of  sovereignty,  mif^t  lead  us,  in  sbietncai^ 
to  account  France  rather  a  eoHection  of  Statea  partially 
allied  to  each  other,  tlian  a  nngle  monarchy." 

From  this,  it  will  be  seen,  that  it  was  the  total  absence 
of  all  the  important  powers  vested  by  our  constitotian  in 
the  General  Government,  that  led  that  writer  to  doubt 
whether  France  was,  under  the  feudal  sjrstem,  one  natiot^ 
or  merely  a  league  of  States.  But,  surely,  that  doubt 
cannot  exist  under  our  Government,  if  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  the  constitution  were,  in  ftct,  intended  Co  be 
conveyed  in  the  full  extent  in  which  they  are  there  set 
down  and  granted.  I  will  not  consume  the  time  of  the 
Senate  by  gmng  at  large  into  this  question,  which  has  been 
already  liiny  illustrated  by  those  who  have  preceded  me 
in  this  discusuon;  but  I  cannot  forbear  refetrine  to  one 
matter  of  history  which  strongly  bears  upon  the  dbiou  of 
South  Carolina  to  construe  away,  by  Ustorical  reCerenee, 
the  plain  meaning  of  the  constitutiui. 

Cnarles  Pinckney,  one  of  the  delegates  from  South  Ca- 
rolina to  the  convention  which  formed  the  cmistitutWD, 
after  he  had  performed  his  dutjr  there,  and  while  the  con- 
stitution was  under  conuderation  before  the  Legislature 
of  his  State,  on  the  16th  of  January,  1788,  in  an  address 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  gave  lus  views  in  the 
most  full  and  lucid  manner,  of  the  nature  and  bearing  of 
that  instrument,  and  the  character  of  the  Gove.niment 
which  it  formed.  He  sayi  that  the  object  of  the  promo- 
ters of  the  convention  was  to  establish  "a  firm  National 
Government;"  and  that  the  convention  "  wisely  consider- 
ed that,  though  the  confederation  might  possess  the  great 
outlines  of  a  General  Government,  yet,  that  it  was,  in 
fact,  nothing  more  than  a  federal  union,  or,  strict^  speak- 
ing, a  league,  founded  in  paternal  and  jienuaave  prin«- 
pies,  with  nothing  permanent  or  coercive  in  iti  constrnc- 
tion,  where  tile  members  might  or  might  not  comply  with 
their  federal  engagements  as  they  thought  proper;"  and 
adds,  "  It  is  sufficient  to  remark,  that  the  convention  saw 
and  felt  the  necessity  of  cstabUihing  a  Government  upon 
different  principles,  which,  instead  of  requiring  the  inter- 
vention of  thirteen  different  Legislatures,  between  the 
denuind  and  the  compliance,  ^ould  operate  upon  the 
people  in  the  first  instancy."  This  ii  a  part  of  the  expo- 
ntion  of  the  general  purpose  of  the  conrtitution  at  the 
time  It  was  presented  to  the  State  and  people  of  South 
Carolina  for  their  adoption.  A  distinct  purpose  to  aban- 
don the  mere  federative  league,  which  had  theretofore 
held  these  States  together,  and  to  erect  in  its  stead  a 
"firm  National  Government."  The  recent coarention of 
Sooth  Carolina  My  that  the  coosAitution  does  aeem  to 
create  suoh  a  Government,  but  appeala  to  hbtory  to  dis- 
prove that  such  .  was  its  purpose.  But  here  is  histcry,  at 
home,  in  thdr  own  State,  a  part  of  thtir  own  acts  in  the 
adoption  of  that  constitution,  which  proves,  if  uty  proof 
were  wanting,  to  aid  the  vonls  of  that  instrument,  that  a 
National  Government  was  iu  very  object  and  purpose. 
In  the  same  speech,  Mr.  Pinckney  refers  to  the  power 
which  that  constitution  vesU  in  the  Supreme  Court  to  de- 
cide in  the  but  resort,  and  uses  this  very  just  and  emphatic 
language:  *<Tbat  in  republica,  mucli  more,  in  tine  of 
peace,  would  always  depend  upon  the  energy  and  integ- 
rity of  the  judicial,  than  on  any  other  part  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernment; that  to  ensure  these,  exten^ve  authorities  were 
necessaryi  particularly  so,  were  they  in  a  tribunal  conMi- 
tuted  as  this  is,  whose  duty  it  would  be,  not  only  to  de- 
cide all  questions  which  should  arise  willUn  the  Union, 
but  to  control  and  keep  tiie  State  juifidalt  witloi  Aeir 
proper  limits  whenever  they  shall  attempt  to  inlerfiyre 
with  iu  power."  It  would  seem,  UierefMe,  to  hare  been 
the  intention  of  the  framert  of  the  coMtitutioD.  as  It  Is  the 
clear  oonsituction  of  the  imtrmn^  that  lh«  jadkwl 
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•yatem  of  the  United  States  should  nenrade  every  State 
of  the  Unioni  that  that  court  ihould  be  the  paramount 
judicial  tribunal,  and  that  it  should  revliw  the  deciuons 
of  pie  State  tribunala  in  all  things  in  which  they  infringed 
on  its  rights;  and  it  further  appears  that  this  purpose  was 
known  to,  and  sanctioned  by,  the  people  of  the  State  of 
South  CaroUna. 

Danger*,  it  is  true,  were  apprehended  by  the  framen 
of  the  constitution,  of  ^sunion  on  the  one  liand,  and  con- 
solidation on  the  other}  and  that  danger  arose  fVom  the 
necessity  of  placing  the  ultimate  decision  of  questions  of 
controverted  power  in  some  department  of  one  or  other 
of  the  Governments,  which  might  cUdm  it,  either  in  the 
State  or  in  the  General  Government.  But  this  danger 
does  not,  in  fact,  exist  to  any  great  extent,  pUced 
as  the  power  is  in  the  GenenJ  Goremmcnt;  for 
every  man  who  is  a  representative  of  the  people  here,  in 
any  form,  must  locdc  at  home  to  the  people  whom  he  re- 
presents to  sus(«n  him.  Those  people,  in  all  parts  of  the 
Union,  while  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  are 
also  citizens  of  a  State  which  possesses  their  closest  at- 
tachments; and  it  is  not  probable  that  they  will  ever  sus- 
tain the  man  who  abandons  the  just  rights  of  his  and  their 
State,  for  the  purpose  of  centering  power  in  the  General 
Goveroment,  of  which  power  be  may  be  the  temporary 
possessor. 

Ur.  Pinckney,  speaking  on  that  subject,  says,  "  Let  us 
theorize  as  much  as  we  will,  it  will  be  impossible  so  hr  to 
divest  the  federal  representatives  of  their  State  viewsand 
policy,  as  to  induce  tbem  to  act  on  truly  national  prinu- 
ples.  Men  do  not  easily  wean  themselves  of  those  pre* 
ferences  and  attachments  which  country  and  connexions 
invariably  create."  And  he  adverts  to  the  danger  that 
**  State  news  and  State  policy  will  influence  Uieir  delibe- 
rations." The  effect,  then,  of  placing  the  power  of  ulti- 
mate decinoninthe  States  woulcl  have  been,  to  give  them, 
in  the  first  place,  their  v<»ce  in  tbe  councils  of  the  Union; 
and  after  that  had  been  beard,  to  give  each  tlie  power  of 
destroying  what  all  had  united  to  create.   In  another 

Klace,  he  says,  "Tbe  State'Governments  will  too  natural- 
,r  slide  into  an  opposition  against  the  General  one,  and  be 
e'asily  induced  to  consider  themselves  as  rivals;  they  will, 
after  a  tim^  reust  the  collection  of  a  revenue;  and  if 
the  General  Government  Ts  obliged  to  concede,  in  the 
smallest  degree,  on  this  point,  they  will,  of  course,  neg- 
lect their  duties  and  despise  its  authority.  A  great  de- 
gree of  weight  and  energj*  is  necessary  to  enforce  it." 
Considering  the  time,  and  place,  and  circumstances,  under 
which  this  was  delivered,  it  is  aprediction  which  has  been 
singularly  verified — verified  by  the  acta  of  tbe  State  to 
whose  Legislature  the  prediction  was  addresaed.  Can  it 
be  said,  then,  that  South  Carolina  had  not  aU  the  effects 
of  this  constitution,  in  a  form  as  strong  as  it  has  ever 
received  in  practice,  or  as  it  has  been  contended  for  in 
theory,  fully  before,  her  Legislature  and  people  at  the 
time  rfie  consented  to  its  adoption.^  And  who  can  deny 
that  the  appeal  to  history  strengthens  rather  than  weak- 
ens the  obvious  construction  of  that  instrument? 

If  danger  arises  from  vesting  the  power  of  deciding  in 
the  last  resort  in  a  department  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, where  the  constitution  has  placed  it,  how  much 
more  dangerous  would  be  the  investiture  of  that  power 
in  each  of  the  Statea?  If  we  place  it  there,  it  brings  us 
back,  at  once,  to  those  scenes  of  disorder  and  violence 
which  existed  in  the  feudal  ages,  when  every  baron  had  a 
veto  on  the  laws  of  his  sovereign,  and  every  vavasor  on 
those  of  his  baron;  a  negative,  worse  in  its  effects  than 
the  liberum  veto  in  the  ill-regulated  Government  of  Po- 
land; a  power,  the  abuse  of  which  led  to  foreign  inter- 
ference, to  bribery,  to  bloodshed  tn  the  halls  of  their 
Diet;  and,  finally,  to  subjugation  and  vassalage.  But  here 
the  power  cliumed  on  behalf  of  South  CaroUna  is  more 
enduring  and  more  dasgeroui;  it  is  not  merely  to  prerent 


the  passage  of  a  law  by  her  veto,  but  to  annul  a  law  so- 
lemnly enacted,  whenever  she  majr  conceive  it  infringet  on 
herrightsoraffectaherintereats.  Her  doctrine  would  re- 
sult in  this:  that  in  case  of  war  with  a  foreign  enemy,  any 
State  could,  by  its  own  act,  change  the  relations  the 
whole  country,  or  make  for  itself  a  separate  peace, 
withdraw  from  the  Union,  form  an  alliance  with  the  ene- 
my; and  this,  too,  without  the  individuals  who  did  the 
deed  incurring  tbe  guilt  of  treason  or  any  legal  crime. 
For  it  is  contended  tut  if  an  individual  bear  arms  against 
the  Union,  in  dbei&oee  to  a  lav  of  the  State  of  which  be 
is  a  cidzeii,  that  lav  is  tus  shield,  and  he  if,  therefore, 
guiltless. 

In  support  of  this  position,  it  has  been  contended  that 
no  man  can  be  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  except  as  a 
citizen,  or  by  reason  of  being  a  citizen  of  some  one  of  the 
Stat^  Now,  this  is  most  clearly  an  eiror;  the  cases 
agunst  }tare  numerous.  An  individtud -bom  in  a  Territory; 
in  the  District  of  Columbia;  one  who  Is  born  abroad,  his 
parents  being  absent  in  the  service  of  the  United  Sutes, 
are  all  of  them  citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  all  respects, 
as  far  as  it  regards  protection  and  allegiance,  as  fully  and 
perfectly  as  if  they  were  citizens  of  one  of  the  Statesalso. 
It  is  true,  they  are  all  denied  the  exercise  of  certain  civil 
rights;  as,  for  instance,  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise, so  far  as  relates  tp  the  election  of  the  officers  of  the 
General  Government;  but  that  does  not  touch  tbe  question 
now  under  connderation.  That  question  is,  whether  the 
reciprocal  rights  of  protection  and  allegiance  are  neces- 
sarily derived  through  the  States,  and,  therefore,  exist 
only  by  virtue  of  their  power  and  through  their  suffer- 
ance. Anditclearly  does  not!  for,  besides  the  cases  1  have 
already  rcferredto,  another  is  decisive.  Congress,  and 
Congress  alone,  has  a  right  to  pass  a  general  bv  for  the 
naturalization  of  aliens.  It  can.  therefore,  make  citizen* 
of  foreigners,  by  its  own  will,  without  the  assent  of  the 
States  concurring  in  the  act.  The  honorable  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  TrLsa]  said  he  would  like  to  see  such 
a  thing  as  a  citizen  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  I,  also,  would  like  to  see  a  atisen  of  the  ordi- 
nance of  nullification;  for  the  one  idea  is  Just  as  abittnl 
as  the  other.  Citizenship  has  relation  to  the  State  or  na- 
tion, not  to  the  Government;  but  the  allegiance  which  the 
citizen  owes  is  due  to  the  Government.  In  a  republic 
(he  citizen  is  one  of  the  people  who  make  up  the  nation, 
and  he  owes  obedience  and  duty  to  the  will  of  that  peo- 
ple, constitutionally  expressed;  and  he  owes  allegiance  to 
their  duly  constituted  Government. 

The  statesmen  of  Suutii  Carolina  seem  to  be  of  opinion 
that  a  law  of  that  State,  commanding  her  citizens  to  do 
an  act  which  were  treason  anintt  the  United  States,  if 
done  without  her  mandate,  will,  by  virtue  of  that  mandate, 
cease  to  be  a  crime  and  become  a  duty.  She  is,  therefore, 
pVesented  as  a  shield,  to  save  those  wlio  are  to  violate 
their  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  in  obeying  her  laws. 
But  if  the  tJnited  States  be  the  paramount  power,  as  tiie 
constitution  certainly  has  made  it,  this  can  avul  them  no- 
thing; or,  at  moat,  it  would  only  mitigate  the  enormity  of 
the  offence.  Tlie  stateof  double  aDe^ance  which  seems 
to  strike  some  gentiemen  asabsurd or  impossible,  is  easily 
understood  in  theory,  and  is  very  common  in  fact.  Could 
any  thing  be  more  easy  than  to  conceive  such  a  state  oi 
government  and  law,  as  that  a  citizen  of  South  Carolina 
should  owe  allegiance  to  that  State,  saving  his  psramount 
allcgianceto  the  United  States?  Such  was  often  the  case, 
as  a  well  known,  in  some  of  the  feudal  Govemmenta; 
and,  indeed,  in  all  of  tbem,  at  some  point  of  time.  It  is 
asked,  if,  aceotding  to  the  doctrines  for  which  we  con- 
tend, treason  can  be  committed  against  a  Slate  ?  For  my- 
self, I  see  no  reason  why  it  could  not.  But  crimes,  in 
their  definition  and  description,  arc  tUc  creatures  oF  law; 
and  certunly  any  State  may  define,  by  law,  an  offence 
which  may  be  properly  denominated  treason,  and  punish- 
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ed u  sucb .  The  term  posseaoei  no  definite  meaning  in- 
dependent of  Bt«tutory  ensctmenti  in  iti  genenl  Knse, 
tt  sjgnifies  treicherjr,  where  futh  uid  duty  were  due.  If 
a  servant  slay  his  master,  «  son  hia  &ther,  or  an  eccleuas- 
tical  person  bis  superior,  U  is.  in  lenl  parlance,  treasooi 
because,  in  all  those  caae^  fkith  aim  duty  are  due  them. 
But  if  the  act  were  done  pursuant  to  the  mandate  of  the 
paramount  power,  however  revolting  it  might  be  to  hu- 
manity, it  would  cease  to  be  a  legal  crime.  In  all  these 
cases,  the  allegiance  to  tlie  individual  or  the  inferior  pow- 
er yields  to  the  paramount  allegiance  due  to  the  BUperiorj 
thus  would  the  allegiance  which  a  citizen  owes  to  his 
State  yield  to  that  paramount  allegiance  which  he  owes  to 
the  Union.  I,  therefbra,  aee  notiufig  in  thii  objection  to 
puzzle,  much  less  to  convince  mc. 

llua,  dien,  in  the  attitude  which  South  Carolina  hu  as- 
sumed towaridi  the  Union  of  which  she  is  a  part.  She 
now  asserts  powers  which  she  once  yielded  in  the  most 
solemn  form  to  the  Government  of  that  Union.  She 
claims  the  right  to  retract,  or  rather  to  assert  those  pow- 
ers, under  the  wild  pretest  that  the  grant  was  impossible, 
and,  therefore,  nugatory.  She  assumes  that  the  aUe|^- 
anoeof  lier  eitizens  to  her  is  paramount  to  their  allegi- 
uice  to  that  Ghiremment  which  she  and  her  own  people, 
■a  th^  primary  assembly,  joined  in  creating,  and  pro- 
nounced supreme)  and  whose  constitution  her  own  le^ 
latora  are  sworn  to  support,  before  they  can  exercise  their 
appropriate  functions.  Andshe  has  nullified  a  law  of  the 
Umted  Statesi  expelled  its  courts  from  her  linuts;  and, 
through  aniere  color  of  judicial  process,  but  in  fact  by 
an  umnediate  application  of  ministerial  power,  directed 
the  proper^  of  me  United  States,  in  possession  of  its  of- 
ficers, to  be  seized  and  wrested  from  their  hands.  She 
attaches  a  penalty  to  all  who  reust  the  application  of  this 
power;  and  those  who  attempt  to  support  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  to  serve  the  process  of  its  courts,  or  ev«D  to  in- 
voke their  aid,  are  bnnded  aa  erimiiiala,  and  subjected  to 
prosecutitHi. 

If,  air,  the  laws  of  the  Union  be  now  insuQaent  to  op- 
poae  a  decmve  and  effectual  check  to  this  violence  and 
aggression;  if  the  Executive  arm  be  not  now  strong 
enough  to  defend  and  protect  the  Union,  its  laws  and  its 
rights;  unwilling  as  I  am  to  intrust  power  in  the  hands  of 
our  present  Chief  Magistrate,  yet,  as  the  case  is  one  of 
overruling  necessity,  I  have  made  up  my  mind  to  do 
iL  1  wilT  invest  him,  if  need  be,  with  all  the  power  of 
the  naticHi,  and  charge  bim,  by  the  sacred  trust  reposed  in 
him  by  the  constitution,  to  stretch  forth  his  arm,  thus 
strengthened  and  sustained,  and  defend  and  preserve  the 
Union-  With  this  view,  I  support,  and  shall  vote  fbr  the 
passage  of  the  bill. 

After  B|ieaking  for  about  half  an  hour,  Ur.  E.  prJelded  the 
floor  to  fpve  an  opportunity  for  a  motion  to  adjourn> 

Ur.  RU0GLE8  then  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ad- 
journ.  Nenit)ved~-YeM  10,  naya  33- 

Ur.  CALHOUN  then  sud,  that  as  the  debate  was  closed 
on  the  part  of  the  opponents  of  the  bill,  and  as  there 
was  no  dispowtion  on  their  part  to  delay  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  he  hoped  that  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  ride 
would  consent  to  postpone  the  final  question  until  the 
morning,  as  the  Senate  was  now  thin,  and  a  bill  of  sucb 
importance  ought  to  pus  in  a  full  Senate.  Several  gen- 
tlemen, he  said,  bad  retired  in  consequence  of  indisposi- 
tion: 

-  Mr.  WILKIira  rendered  a  tribute  to  the  liberality  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  had  poittaoned  hia 
intention  of  addressing  tlie  Senate,  and  had  tnus  ncilitated 
the  termination  of  the  debate.  But  as  the  Senate  had 
been  notified  that  the  bill  would  be  urged  through  this 
evening,  and  as  it  was  therefore  to  be  presumed  that  eve- 
ry Senator  was  prepared  to  vote,  and  as  the  public  mind 
was  desirous  that  this  question  should  be  d'l^Msed  of,  he 
oouU  not  consent  to  deUy.    There  was  also  another 


subject  into  which  he  was  de^oua  of  going  aa  aptn^fy 

as  posrible. 

Ur.  CALHOUN  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn* 
but  afterwards  withdrew  the  motion. 

Ur.  EWING  then  resumed  his  r'emarXs,  (given  eMire 
above,)  and  continued  until  a  quarter  past  nine,  when  he 
again  gave  way  to 

Ur.  HOLUES,  who  moved  that  tiie  Senate  now  ad- 
journ. 

Ur.  WILKINS  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  wete 
ordered,  and,  being  taken,  stood — Yeaa  13,  nays  33. 

Hr.  EWING  then  concluded  his  mnarks  al  twcn^ 
minutes  before  ten  o'clock. 

On  the  call  of  Ur.  WEBST&B,  the  yeaaandiiaL^  were 
ordered  on  the  passage  of  the  biU. 

Mr.  TTLERthen  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  ad- 
journ. He  stated  that  he  had  been  induced  to  make  tUa 
motion  because  he  saw  that  several  Senators  who  wm« 
opposed  to  the  bill  were  absent  from  their  seats;  and  be 
thought  that  the  bill  might  reccnre  its  final  action  early 
in  the  morning. 

Hr.  WILKiNS  stated  that  the  genOemen  whose  seats 
were  empty  had  hut  just  withdrawn  from  the  Senate .  It 
was  but  a  few  momenta  before  that  thev  were  all  in  their 
seats,  and  he  presumed  that  they  would  return  immedt- 
ately. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  was  decided  in  the  negative. — 
Yeaa  5,  nays  37. 

The  ^estion  was  then  taken  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
and  decided  as  follows:  ^ 

YEAS — Heasrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  CUyton,  Datha,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelioghiiysen, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane, 
Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbins,  BotHBSun. 
Etuggles,  Silsbei,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wag;gn- 
man,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins,  Wright— 32. 

NAY  Ur.  Tyler— 1. 

So  tiie  bill  was  passed,  and  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the 
House  for  concurrence. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Thdbsdit,  FaaauAtr  21. 
VOTES  OF  ABSENTEES. 
Ur.  BIBB  requested  permisnon  to  record  bis  name  on 
the  list  of  members  who  voted  last  night  on  the  questkm 
of  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  proride  fiirUier  Utt  the  c(^ 
lection  of  the  duties  on  imports.  He  stated  that  he  bad 
been  unable  to  attend  the  evenii^  sesnona  on  accooot  of 
indisposition . 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  rule  on  this  subject  was  po- 
ritive,  but  the  leave  could  be  given  by  the  unanimotis  as- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

Ur.  KINO  stated  that  he  also  had  been  ^>seni  when  the 
vote  was  taken  on  the  final  passage  of  tbehilL  He  had, 
however,  recorded  his  vote  agunst  the  engroanteni 
the  bin,  and  he  was  indifferent  on  the  subject  of  any 
change  in  the  rule  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  said  that  be  had  not  been  in  tus 
place  to  record  his  vote  at  large  against  tlie  bill. 

Ur.  CALHOUN  aaid  that  he  bad  been  anxious  last 
evening  to  pos^one  the  vote  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
in  order  that  it  mi^^t  be  taken  this  morning  in  a  fidl  Sea- 
ate.  He  bad  stated  to  the  Seute  Uiat  ibar  or  five  Sena- 
tors opposed  to  the  measure  were  too  unwell  to  be  in  tbeir 
seats  in  the  evening.  With  the  object  in  view  wliich  he 
had  state^  be  bad  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn,  hut 
the  majority  remained  inexorable.  The  only  coune 
which  remained  for  him  and  bis  frienda  was,  to  vote  in  a 
minority  which  would  not  contain  the  strength  of  the  op- 
poution  to  the  bill,  or  to  leave  the  Senate;  and  tbey  de- 
termined (HI  the  latter  as  the  more  correct  course^  aod  as 
the  best  calculated  to  convey  an  accurate  exprcaion  of 
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the  feeling  of  the  Senate.    He  regretted  that  the  Senate  I  it  was  due  to  the  gentleman,  who  had  introduced  ttiis 


had  not  indulged  the  opponents  of  the  bill  with  a  final 
vote  in  broad  day-Iigh^  when  both  the  unwell  and  the 
well  would  hne  been  able  to  attend.  He  felt  in^et^ 
ence  u  to  whe&er  hta  vote  was  recorded  or  not. 

Mr.  FOOT  expreiaed  his  hope  that  the  unanimous  as- 
sent of  the  Senate  would  be  ^ren  to  allow  gentlemen  to 
record  their  names  on  a  question  of  mich  importance. 
Whenerer  an  application  of  this  nature  had  b«en  made^ 
it  had  been  cuatomary  to  grant  it. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  said  that  he  hoped  the  permlanon 
would  not  be  given.  He  was  not  present  at  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  nor  did  he  wish  to  record  his  name  either 
against  or  in  favor  of  its  paasa^.  He  suggested  that 
there  was  another  course  wnich  gentlemen  could  pursue 
if  they  were  disposed,  and  that  was  for  one  of  the  majority 
to  move  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote  of  last  evening. 

Mr.  HOLMES  hoped  that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
would  not  object  to  the  allowance  of  this  application.  If 
he  was  eareieas  about  his  own  vote  beiiu*  reeordedi  he 
fibould  recoUect  that  his  objection  would  operate  as  a 
check  on  the  other  Senators  who  were  opposed  to  tiie  bill, 
ir,  however,  the  privilege  was  extendea  to  those  who 
were  absent  last  night,  be  hoped  that  it  would  also  be 
extended  to  those  who  were  now  absent  and  that  these 
would  have  the  whole  of  the  day  to  record  their  names. 

Mr-  CALHOUN  repeated  the  expression  of  his  indif- 
ference as  to  the  result  of  the  application,  leaving  the 
question  in  the  hands  of  the  majonty. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  that  he  felt  a  little  pride  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  stood  single  in  his  negative  to  the  bill;  and  he 
was  not  desirous  to  lose  this  proud  position,  and  to  share 
the,  honor  he  now  enjoyed  alone  with  any  others. 

The  application  was  then  withdrawn. 

HIE  RECESS. 

Hr.  KANE  moved  that  the  Senate  now  rescind  the  oi^ 
der passed  some  weeks  ^nee,  directingaduly recess  from 
3  to  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table.  Ke- 
gatived— Yeas  19,  nays  30. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  remarked  that  he  could  not  be  present 
at  these  evening  sesnoos;  for  he  had  found  it  impossible  to 
breathe  the  impure  air  of  the  Senate  Chamber  after  din- 
ner. He  bad  been  twice  compelled  to  absent  Umself 
from  the  Senate  in  the  eveningt  uid  last  lugbt  he  wis  pre- 
vented from  giving  the  vote  which  be  would  have  given 
with  pleasure,  in  fkvor  of  the  bill  which  had  then  been 
passed.  But  he  denred  that  an  experiment  should  be 
made  to-day,  by  which  it  might  be  tested  whether  there 
was  any  probability  of  a  final  action  on  the  tariff  during 
this  sesMon.  He  would,  therefore,  move  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  this  motion  until  to-morrow.  Per- 
haps by  that  time — perhaps  by  three  o'clock  to-day — ^it 
would  be  seen  whether  there  was  any  prospect  of  acting 
finally  on  this  subject  at  the  present  session.  He  con- 
cluded by  making  his  motion  to  postpone. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  expressed  a  hope  that  this  motion 
would  not  prevail.  Attendance  at  these  evening  sesrions 
he  considered,  speaking  in  the  mildest  tenn%  as  a  great 
iaconvenience  to  members.  The  badness  of  the  atmo- 
sphere was  productive  oF  serious  injury  to  health.  He 
would  himself  much  prefer  sitting  here  till  five  or  six 
o'clock,  or  even  later,  to  a  recesi^  and  an  evening  sesuon. 

Mr.  KANE  urged  the  proprie^  of  rescinding  the  rule 
now.  He  would  be  willing  to  restore  the  arrangement  at 
any  futive  time  when  it  might  be  deemed  necessary. 

Mr.  WILKINS  sud  he  would  be  as  happy  as  any  Sena- 
tor to  get  rid  of  those  recesses  and  evening  sessions, 
whenever  it  could  be  done  with  reference  to  tM  conveni- 
ence of  the  Senate  and  the  denntch  of  public  buvnesa. 
He  would,  on  Uiis  occasion*  wiUing^y  put  lus  vote  in  the 
hands  of  the  Senator  from  Kcntuel^,  because  he  thought 

Vol.  IX. 


measure  of  conciliation,  to  give  him  aU  the  industry  which 
could  be  contributed  to  the  consummation  of  his  efforts. 

Mr.  CLAT  acknowledged  the  liberality  of  the  Senator 
from  Penn^lvania,  whi^  was  in  conformity  wiUi  his  gen- 
eral conduct  and  character.  '  He  btmself  wootd  prwr  a 
continuous  session  to  evening  sesnons.  We  n^^t  try  the 
experiment  to-day  of  a  continuous  aesnon,  una  see  wliat 
was  the  chance  of  getting  any  bin  tiiroogfa.  He  tiien 
withdrew  bis  motion  to  postpone. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  KANE  wis  then  iffreed  to^  «nd  the 
rule  was  refunded. 

THE  TARIFF. 
The  hour  of  13  having  arrived, 

Mr.  CLAT  moved  to  take  up  the  special  order,  being 
the  blU  "  to  modify  the  act  of  the  14th  of  Juljr,  1833.  and 
all  other  acts  innoonng  duties  on  importit**  whidi  bdng 
agreed  to,  the  bill  wii  then  taken  up  in  Conaittee  the 
Whidfc.  as  amended  by  the  adect  committee  to  whom  it 
was  leferred,  as  fcllowa: 

A  bin  to  modify  the  act  of  the  fourteenth  of  July,  one 

thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirty^m^  and  all  other 

acts  imposing  dutiea  on  imports. 

(Strike  out  Uie  parts  witUn  brackets^  and  innt  tboae 
parts  quoted.) 

Be  it  enacted  by  ihe  Senale  and  Houte  of  B^retentaHvea 
of  the  United  State*  of  AmmcOt  in  Qmfftaa  asaembled, 
l*hat,  from  and  aAer  the  thirti^  day  of  September,  one 
thousand  og^t  htmdred  and  tUr^-tbree,  in  all  cases 
where  duties  are  imposed  on  foreign  Imports  by  the  act 
of  the  fourteenth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  thirty-two,  entiUed  **  An  act  to  alter  and  amend  the 
several  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,"  or  by  any  other 
act,  ^utll  exceed  twenty  per  centum  on  the  value  there- 
of, one-tenth  part  of  such  excess  shall  be  deductedt 
fWim  and  after  the  tiurtieth  day  of  September,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  tUrty-five,  another  tenth  part 
thereof  shsin  be  deducted;  fivm  and  after  the  thirtieth 
day  of  September,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thir- 
ty-seven, another  tenth  part  thereof  ahaU  be  deducted] 
from  and  after  the  thirtieth  day  of  September,  one  thou< 
sand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-nine,  another  tentfi  part 
thereof  shall  be  deductedt  and  ftvm  and  after  the  flurti- 
eth  day  of  September,  one  thousand  eiriit  hundred  and 
forty-one,  one-half  of  the  rondue  of  such  excess  shaD  be 
deducted;  and  from  and  after  thethirtietikday  ofSeptem* 
her,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ibr^^two,  the  other 
half  thereof  shall  be  deducted. 

Sec.  3.  Jlnd  be  it  further  enacted.  That  so  much  of  the 
second  section  of  the  act  of  the  fourteenth  of  Johr  afore- 
said as  fixes  the  rate  of  duty  on  all  nuUed  and  fulled 
cloths,  known  by  the  name  of  plains,  kerseys,  or  Kendal 
cottons,  of  which  wool  is  the  only  materul,  the  value 
whereof  does  not  exceed  thirty-five  cents  a  square  yard, 
at  five  per  centum  ad'  valorem,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby  repealed.  And  the  said  articles  shaUbeMbject  to 
the  same  duty  of  fifty  per  centum  as  is  provided  oy  the 
said  second  section  far  other  manuTactures  of  WwA\  wbkh 
duty  shaQ  be  fiable  to  the  same  d^ictioM  as  are  pre- 
scribed by  the  first  sectioo  of  this  act. 

Sec.  3.  Andbe  it  further  enacted,  That^  until  *hcti»wti- 
eth  day  of  September,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  Md 
forty-two,  the  duties  imposed  by  e»stii^  Ivn,  » jn^- 
fied  by  U»is  act,  shaU  remun  and  continue  to  be  ejected. 
[And  from  and  after  the  day  hwt  afore«id,  aU  wbes  im. 
on  imports  shaU  be  cdlected  in  ready  money,  and  laid  Ibr 
the  purpoie  of  laiaing  such  revenue  as  may  be  neeessanr 
to  a^  eiMnomical  adnSnistration  of  tiie  Government;  and, 
for  that  purpose,  shall  be  equal  upon  all  articles,  accord- 
ing to  Uieir  Vshie,  which  are  not,  by  this  act,  dedued  to 
be  entitled  to  entry  subsequent  to  the  said  thirtietli  day  of 
September,  one  Uunisina  eight  handred  and  forty-twc^ 
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fre*  of  dutrt  uid,  until  otherwiie  Erected  by  U«»  from 
and  after  the  nid  thirtieth  day  of  September,  one  tbou- 
nnd  eight  hundred  and  forty  tvo,  such  duties  shall  be  at 
the  rate  of  twenty  per  cent,  ad  Talorem;  and  from  and 
after  that  dajf,  all  cradita  now  allowed  by  laVj  in  the  pay- 
ment of  duties,  shall  be,  and  hereby  are.  aboli^ed:  Pro- 
vided, That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  constraed 
to  preTcnt  the  passage  of  any  taw,  in  the  erent  of  war 
with  any  foreign  Power,  for  imposing  such  duties  aa  may 
be  deemed,  by  Congress,  necessary  to  the  prosecution  ot 
such  wan]  And  from  and  after  the  day  last  aforesaid, 
all  duties  upon  imports  shall  be  collected  m  ready  ^loney] 
and  all  credits  now  alloved  by  law,  in  the  payment  of 
^ties,  iball  be,  and  hereby  arc,  abolished;  ajM  fuch  du- 
ties afaall  be  bud  for  the  purpose  of  raising  such  revenue 
as  may  be  necessary  to  an  econonucal  adroiniatntion  of 
the  GoTemment." 

See.  4.  And  be  it  further  enaeUdt  That  in  addition  to 
the  articlea  now  exempted  by  the  existing  laws  from  the 
payment  of  duties,  the  following  articles,  imported  from 
and  after  the  thirtieth  day  of  September,  one  thousand 
^|bt  hundred  and  thirty-fhree,  and  until  the  thirtieth  day 
orseptember,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
two,  shall  also  be  admitted  to  entry,  free  from  duty,  to 
wit:  bleached  and  unbleached  linens,  "(able  linen,  linen 
napkina,  and  linen  cambrics,"  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of 
which  riiall  be  the  eomponent  material  of  chief  value, 
coming  from  this  side  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  "  ex- 
cept flewinz  Mik,"  and  wonted  stufi*  goods  ahawls,  and 
oOter  nanuncturei  of  silk  and  wanted. 

8«c  5.  Aidieit  Jur^ierenatled,  Thatfinm  and  after 
the  said  thirtieth  day  of  September,  one  thousand  nght 
hundred  and  for^-two,  the  following  articles  dull  be  ad- 
nutted  to  entry,  free  from  dut^,  to  wit:  [unmanufactured 
cotton,] indigo,  quicksilTcr,  **su1phur,  crude  saltpetre, 
steel,  grind^ones,  refined  bonz,  emory,"  opium,  tin  in 
phtea  and  sheeti^  gum  Arabic,  gum  Senegal,  lac  dye, 
madder,  madder  root,  nuts  and  berries  used  in  dying,  saf- 
fron, tumeric,  woad  or  pastel,  aloes,  ambergris.  Burgun- 
dy |Mtch,  cochineal,  camomile  fiowers,  coriander  seed, 
catsup,  chalk,  cOculus  indicus,  horn  plates  for  lanterns, 
ox  horns,  other  lioms  and  tips,  India  rubber,  unmanufac- 
tured ivory,  junipei  berries,  musk,  nuts  of  all  kinds,  oil 
of  juniper,  unmanufactured  rattans  and  reeds,  tortoise 
shell,  tin  foil,  shellac,  vegetables  used  principally  in  dy- 
ing and  composing  dyea,  weld,  and  all  articles  eroplojred 
chiefly  for  dying,  "  except  alum,  copperas,  bidiromate 
"of  potash,  pniauate  of  potash,  chromate  of  potash,  and 
nitntte  of  lead,  aqua  fortis  and  tartaric  acids,"  [and  all 
other  dyin^  drugs  and  materials  for  componng  dpres.] 
"  And  idl  imports  on  which  the  first  section  of  this  act 
nay  operate,  and  tU  articles  now  admitted  to  entry  free 
froin  outyi  or  ptyinr  a  less  nte  of  dutr  than  twenty  per 
centum  ad  Tahnvm  before  the  said  thirtieth  day  of  Sep- 
tember, one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-two*  from 
and  after  that  day  ma^  l>e  admitted  to  entry  subject  to 
such  duty,  not  exceeding  twenty  per  centum  ad  valorem, 
as  shall  be  provided  for  by  law." 

Sec  6.  Aid  be  ii  further  enacted.  That  to  much  of  the 
aetof  the  fourteenth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  thirty-two,  or  of  any  other  act  as  is  inconnst- 
eat  with  this  a«t,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  repeal- 
ed; Prondedt  That  notUng  herein  contained  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  the  passage,  prior  or  subsequent 
to  the  sud  thirtieth  day  of  September,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-two,  of  any  act  or  acts,  IVom  time  to 
time,  that  may  be  necessary  to  detect,  prevent,  or  punub 
evanons  of  the  dutiea  on  imports  imposed  by  law{  '*  nor 
to  prevent  the  pamage  of  any  act  ^rior  to  the  thirtieth 
day  of  September,  one  thouiand  eignt  hundred  and  forty- 
two,  in  the  contingency  either  of  excess  or  deficiency  of 
revenue,  altering  the  nte  of  duties  on  articles  which,  by 
the  afonsMl  act  of  the  fourteenth  day  of  July,  one  thou- 


sand «gbt  hundred  and  thir^-two,  are  subject  to  a  less 
rate  of  duty  than  twenty  per  centum  ad  valorea^  in  wch 
manner  aa  not  to  exceed  tnat  nte,  and  so  as  to  ad^uat  the 
revenue  to  either  of  the  sud  contingendes." 

Mr.  CLAY  then  roae  to  say,  that  be  presumed  it  would 
be  thought  ouwt  expedient  by  the  Senate  to  consider  the 
amendments  nude  by  the  Sdeet  Comnuttee  in  the  first 
place,  and  dispoie  ofw«m  prior  to  taking  up  the  bill  gene- 
rally. The  nnt  amendment  that  came  up  for  imm^Qata 
consiiWvtion  was  intended  to  make  it  more  acceptable. 
Alter  adoptin(f  the  maximum  of  twenty  per  cent.,  above 
which  the  duties  are  not,  ultimately,  to  be  raised,  the 
amendment  proposes  to  raise  whatever  revenue  (not  ex- 
ceeding the  maximum)  may  be  then  necessary  on  an  ee^ 
nomical  mtem  of  government.  The  next  principle  of 
the  amendment  is,  that  the  restriction  which  limited  the 
duties  from  filing  below  the  general  average  of  twenty 
per  cent,  is  struck  out.  He  hoped  to  this  ameadmeat 
there  would  be  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FOR8TTH  thought  that  tins  amendment  was  ex- 
tremely objectionable.  As  he  trnderatood  (he  object  of 
the  amendment,  it  would  limit  the  power  of  Congreaa,  af- 
ter the  year  IS^i  fiom  making  any  ^scrimination  of  du- 
ties. Where  could  the  gentleman  find  this  power  to  limit 
future  Congresaes?  It  was  said,  the  intention  waa  to  unite 
the  different  e»ating  interests;  but  in  doing  thia,  waa  it 
necessanr  to  abandon  general  principles^  The  present 
House  of  Representatives  may  feel  themselves  bound,  in 
honor,  to  adopt  the  measure;  but  bow  many  of  the  mem- 
ben  who  are  now  in  that  House  may  be  there  in  two 
yean  hence'  how  many  in  four  yean?  It  appeared  to 
him  as  intended  to  render  pncticable  what  waairapncti* 
cable.  Yet,  thoug^  opposed  to  the  principle,  and  tbougfa 
even  incorporated  in  it,  he  would  vote  for  it  notwithstantf- 
ing,  as  he  considered  it,  at  the  least,  uaeleas,  iMamach  ae 
it  could  not  limit  future  action. 

Hr.  CLATwasimry  that  the  measureshould  meet  with 
any  objection  fhrnitheSenatorfromGeorgia-  Itwaihiteod- 
ed  as  a  compromise;  asan  adjustment  between  conflictiiiff 
interests;  to  preserve  harmony  and  peace  amoi^  all.  If 
the  gentieraan  would  turn  his  attention  to  the  amendment, 
he  would  see  that  its  object  was  to  render  the  rerj  ^mn- 
cipte  to  which  the  gentleman  was  opposed  less  (Ajection- 
able.  The  bill,  as  originally  reported,  required  Congrea 
to  subject  itll  to  the  same  standard  of  duties;  thia  restric- 
tion was  struck  oat  by  the  amendment,  and  left  Congrcm 
at  discretion  below  twenty  per  cent. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  thought  the  amendment  was  KaUe  to 
the  same  objection.  At  the  same  time  he  wouU  rtate, 
that,  wishing  to  see  peace  and  harmony  preserved,  Aoogh 
opposed  to  the  principle,  he  would  not  vote  s^unst  it; 
but  he  hoped  to  see  it  struck  out.  A  fotnre  Congreaa 
would  not  be  bound  by  it. 

Mr.  DICKEBSOir  waa  derirous,  in  order  the  better  to 
form  his  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  amendment,  to 
hear  the  views  of  all  the  memoera  of  the  comnuttee.  The 
amendment  contained  a  new  principle,  that  such  duties 
shall  be  rMaed  as  an  economical  administration  of  the 
Government  may  require."  He  wished  to  be  informed, 
if,  under  tbis  proposition,  it  was  not  intended,  in^reet^, 
to  do  away,  hereafter,  with  the  principle  of  an  iacidenuil 
and  discriminating  protection^  V,  by  adt^ng  tUib  tbe 
object  was  that  the  principle  of  protection  should  notbe 
taken  into  consideration  in  rainng  the  future  reveoufi 
he  would  say  that  lie  would  strongly  oppose  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  always  sfibrded  him  pleasure  to  give 
alt  the  information  in  his  power.  But  in  tlus  state,  the  ob- 
jection of  the  gentleroan  was  not  well  founded.  Oa  the 
cluestion  of  the  amendment,  he  (Ur.  C.)  only  conridered 
it  a  question  of  comparison  whether  the  ameadiMsA 
should  be  preferred  to  the  original  te  xt ;  by  Totiitf  for  the 
amendment,  as  he  took  it,  no  gentleman  plednd  UoMelf 
to  its  principle;  It  was  only  tmt  he  prrierreu  it  to  the 
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oripnal  text.  But,  nr,  wid  Mr.  C,  there  b  no  conceal- 
ment in  the  bUI,  u  gentlemen  will  «ee  by  turning  to  the 
next  clsuse.  After  nine  and  »  liilf  yean,  the  principle 
of  protection  ia  limited  to  twenty  per  cent. ;  but  below 
that  anunint,  the  principle  ia  exprenly  preserred. 

Hr.  CLAYTON,  aflter  aome  remarks,  which,  from  be- 
ing; spoken  in  a  low  tone  of  roice,  were  not  distinctly  au- 
dible in  the  gallery,  but  in  which  be  wu  onderatood  to 
aay  that  the  nuun  question  could  not  be  fully  embraced 
till  the  additional  amendment  about  to  be  Mibnutted  by 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Ur.  Cut,]  relattre  to  the 
home  raluation,  came  up,  proceeded  to  tar,  it  would 
then  be  seen  it  was  not  intended  to  Burrender  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection.  For  his  own  part,  be  would  never 
aurrender  it;  he  hoped  in  God  no  future  Congceia 
would  be  fimnd  to  do  aoi  for  he  beU  that  this  Govern- 
ment  could  not  enat  under  thoie  orounutaiieea. 

Hr.  SMITH  aud  be  would  vote  fat  the  amendment, 
though  he  was  opposed  to  the  principles  of  the  bill. 

Hr.  FORSYTH  aaid  be  ahould  coolbnn  to  the  wish  to 
adopt  the  amendments  for  thepreaent,  and  Hierre  tuirc- 
marksfor  a  future  occasion. 

Hr.  CLAYTON  aaid,  that  he  was  willing  to  make  a 
compromise,  if  it  could  be  donet  but  he  would  show  the 
fimits  to  which  he  was  willing  to  go.  He  saw  no  special 
occaaion  to  do  so  now,  when  these  amendments  were  un- 
der conuderation,  which  he  believed  the  committee  had 
all  concurred  in. 

Hr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  in  bis  opinion,  the  principle 
in  the  amendment  and  in  the  bill  was  equally  objectiona- 
ble} in  the  one,  and  in  the  other,  it  was  proposed  to  limit 
the  action  of  Cmgrev.  CiooR^ring  that  thow  aBend- 
inenti  were  now  but  in  comnuttee,  and  Uut  they  votdd 
come  up  again,  he  would  not  now  make  any  motion  to 
strike  out;  but  at  a  future  period  it  was  hla  intention  to 
ask  for  the  ayea  and  noes  on  those  several  propoutions. 

Mr.  DICRERSON  said  he  would  not  vote  for  the  prin- 
ciple in  either  caae.  It  was  aaid  that  it  was  not  the  object 
to  lunit  CoogreiB  in  respect  to  the  power  of  discrimina- 
tioni  but  there  ma  a  Uiut  to  this  discrimination  to  which 
be  would  not  agree!  With  the  genual  avmge  of  twen* 
ty  pier  cent.,  in  tus  opinion,  there  could  be  no  protection; 
it  mig^t  as  well  be  fixed  at  fire  per  cent 

Hr.  CLAYTON  made  some  remarks  in  reply,  to  show 
that,  though  the  bill  went  to  limit  the  duties,  after  nine 
and  a  half  years,  to  twenty  per  cent.,  the  principle  of 
protection  was  not  surrendered.  The  gentleman  from 
Msawchuaetta  (Mr.  WMmn]  had  drawn  ap»  be  aud,  a 
eeriei  of  resotuttons — and  ably  drawn  up,  in  Us  opintwi — 
in  which  the  principle  was  adi^tted  tnat  it  was  practica- 
ble to  deviae  a  system,  in  which  Uie  protective  policy 
would  be  preserved,  and  yet  reduce  tiie  tariff  to  the 
wantsef  the  Govemmentt  but  it  was  held  that  time  must 
be  given  for  this,  and  it  could  only  be  perfected  with 
tmioi  time  and  labor.  If  auch  were  the  bet,  he  (Mr. 
C.)  saw  nothing  in  the  immediate  amendment  that  gave 
up  the  principle .  He  had  already  said  that  diis  he  would 
never  surrendert  aud  if  be  ao  u^dentood  the  aniend- 
ment,  he  would  never  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  WiLKlNS  said  toat  the  amendment  atnick  lum  as 
useful,  ao  far  as  the  restriction  on  Congress  to  discrimi- 
nate below  twenty  per  cent,  was  taken  away,  it  was 
wise  to  leave  Congress  unfettered.  But  he  ludd  that  the 
aubaeqoent  wonls,  «*iuch  duties  as  an  econoolcid  adndn- 
ietrathm  of  the  Government  may  require,"  ^  not  mean 
any  tiiinjp,  and  were  useless:  it  was  nothing  but  a  general 
admonition,  which  every  Congress  was  bound  to  follow; 
and  he  should  therefore  move  to  strike  out  the  words. 

Mr.  CHAHBER9  said  he  did  not  mean,  at  that  time, 
to  give  lus  f^mon  on  that  or  any  other  ef  the  aoMnd- 
nenta.  Be  only  iriahcd  to  remind  the  gentieman  that 
they  woe  then  m  conuutteei  and  that  in  adopting  the 
amendmeBts  now  there  ww  no  pledge  given.  After 


pasnng  through  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  same 
opportunity  would  then  exiat  to  amend  the  bill. 

Hr.  WILKINS  exprened  hia  intention  to  avail  himself 
of  the  proper  opportunity,  and  then  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  CHAIR  was  proceeding  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
Senate  on  the  amendment*  aeparately,  when  it  waa  au^ 
gested  by  Hr.  CHAUBEBS  to  take  the  queation  on 
them  in  Uie  aggregate. 

Ur.  CLAY  sud  if  such  were  the  wish  <^the  Senate,  to 
take  the  vote  on  them  in  the  aggn^ate,  be  would  brieAy 
state  the  object  of  the  varioua  amendmenta  aepniateigr. 
Hr.  C.  then  briefly  analysed  each,  itating  ita  drift  and 
meaning. 

The  question  waa  then  pu^  when  the  anendnenta 
were  adopted. 

Mr.  DICKBB80N  gcve  notice  tha^  at  a  pn»cr  period, 
he  would  move  to  strike  out  ao  much-  of  that  aeetion 
wherein  dutiea  were  imposed  upon  alum,  brimstone,  and 
some  other  articles,  and  to  insert  the  clause  of  the  bill  of 
1833,  in  which  the  several  articles  free  of  duty  are  enu- 
merated. 

Hr.  CLAY  said  he  had  an  amendment  which  be  wiriied - 
to  offer  before  be  subnutted  the  leading  one,  of  wliidlhe 
had  already  given  notice.  The  one  which  he  now  widied 
to  offer  reguiled  the  time  when  the  biU  waa  to  come  into 
operation.  ■  As  Uie  bill  waa  now  l>cfore  the  Senate,  the 
30th  of  September  next  was  fixed  on-  He  had  had  SMne 
communications  on  th&  subject  from  New.Ytwk,  stating 
the  inconvenience  that  would  ariae  from  6xing  the  com- 
mencement at  the  1st  of  October,  and  also  from  Rich- 
mond. Thwe  cMomunicationaatated  that  August  and  Se^> 
tember  wen  the  months  when  moat  merohants  made  thetr 
purehasea,  and  the  eflfact  of  the  bDl  must  be  to  prevent 
sales  takif^f  place  till  ^  goods  would  come  in  under  the 
new  duties.  They  proposed  the  31st  of  December  or  Ist 
of  January  next,  as  better  for  both  the  importers  and 
the  buyers.  He  bad  modified  the  bill  to  suit  the  change; 
the  commeneementof  it  wasput  off  one  quarter}  and,  to 
meet  this,  iu  ternunation  waa  broogfat  a  quarter  in  ad- 
vance. He  btmed  tiiat  diia  diangie  would  meet  with  the 
coneurreoee  of  the  Senate. 

Hr.C.  then  moved  his  amendmeiit  to  thiaefiee^  wUch 
waa  agreed  to. 

Ur.  CLAY  now  rose  to  propoae  the  amendment  of 
which  he  had  previously  given  notice.  The  object  was, 
that  after  the  period  prescribed  by  the  bill,  all  dutiea 
should  thereafter  be  assessed  on  a  valuation  Aade  at  the 
port  in  which  the  gooda  are  first  imported,  and  under 
**  such  n^iiiationa  as  may  be  prescribed  fay  lew."  Mr. 
C.  sud  it  would  be  seen  by  this  amendment,  that  in  place 
of  having  a  foreign  valuation,  it  was  intended  to  have 
a  home  one.  It  waa  believed  by  the  friends  of  the  pro> 
tective  S3ratem,  that  auch  a  r^ulation  was  neceiaaiy.  It 
was  believed  by  many  of  the  fiienda  of  the  qrstem,  that 
lAer  the  period  of  mne  and  a  half  yeam  the  moat  (tf  our 
mannfacturea  will  be  suAdenlly  grown  to  be  able  to  asp. 
port  themselves  under  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent.,  if  mih 
perly  laidj  but  that  under  a  qrstem  of  fi>rdgn  valuatioB, 
such  would  not  be  the  caae.  They  say  that  it  would  be 
more  detrimental  to  their  interests  tluui  the  lowest  scale 
of  duties  that  could  be  imposedt  and  you  propoae  to  fix  a 
standard  of  duties.  They  are  williiqg  to  take  you  atyeur 
wurd,  provided  you  rotate  this  in  a  way  to  do  then 
justice. 

BIr.  C.  sdd  that,  to  effect  a  qrstem  of  home  valuation, 
waa  deemed  to  be  impracticablei  but  he  wished  it  to  be 
recollected  Uiat.  in  ttua  propodtion,  there  was  onty  an  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  prioBiple.  and  the  rq;uhtion  oftt 
was  left  to  other  Ccmgresses.  He  hoped  that  the  friends 
and  the  opponents  of  the  itystem  would  not  differ  on  thb 
prowNition,  which  vaa  n«i^  a  ^ecubtive  point  open 
Rjr  future  lM(islatioB. 
Hr.  SlUTH  oppoacd  the  aiBendown^  on  the  ground 
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that  it  would  be  an  iocreaw  of  duties;  that  it  had  been 
tried  before}  that  it  would  be  impracticable,  unequal,  un- 
jiUtf  mod  prodoctiTe  of  confusion,  inaimuch  u  imported 
goods  vere  constanUy  varying  in  tsIuc,  and  were  well 
known  to  be,  at  all  times,  chea^r  in  New  York  than  in 
the  comtnercial  cities  south  of  it.  This  would  have  the 
effect  of  drawing  all  the  trade  of  the  United  States  to 
New  York. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  did  not  think  it  expedient,  in  dedd- 
iag  this  question,  to  go  forward  five  or  six  yeara,  and 
iDske  Uut  an  (riwtacle  to  the  passage  of  a  great  national 
measure,  vhichia  not  to  go  Into  opentkm  tmtil  after  that 
period.  The  honnable  Senator  from  Maryland  said  that 
the  measure  would  be  impracticable^  Wdl,  nr,  if  so,  it 
will  not  be  adopted.  We  do  not  adopt  it  now,  aud  Mr. 
Ci  we  only  adopt  the  principle,  leaving  it  to  future  legis- 
latioo  to  aojuat  toe  detaib.  B^des,  it  would  be  the  re- 
storation of  an  anuent  prindple,  known  «Dce  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Government.  It  was  but  at  the  last  session 
that  the  discriminating  duty  on  goods  coming  from  this 
■de  and  berond  the  Cape  of  0<»d  Hope,  ten  per  cent, 
on  one,  mm  tw«ity  per  cent,  on  the  other,  wu  repealed. 
On  what  principle  was  it,  said  he,  that  ttus  ^scrinunation 
ever  prevjiUed>  On  the  principle  of  the  hone  vahie. 
Were  it  not  for  the  fraudulent  invoices  which  every  gen- 
tleman in  thia  country  was  fiimiliar  with,  he  wotudnot 
lUge  the  unendBienti  but  it  was  to  detect  and  prevent 
thoB  frauda  thaft  he  kxdced  uptm  the  insertion  of  tbe 
clause  as  eisentialty  ntceisary.  Hw  experience  of  the 
gentlnnan  ftmn  Maryland,  Mr.  C.  aaid,  might  detect  a 
thousand  difficulties  in  the  bill  itself.  To  all  which  be 
had  but  one  answeri  if  any  pnmuona  of  the  bill  should 
be  found  Impracticable  or  oneaual,  why,  they  would  not 
be  adtmted.  flut^he  would  ask  of  gentlemen,  if,  from  a 
mere  olfference  in  theory,  while  the  country  was  anxious- 
looking  fiir  some  measure  of  compcondse  and  condlia- 
turn,  wheifaer  th^  were  willii^  to  separate  and  go  home 
to  ttdr  eonatitnenti^  and  leave  the  cotmtry  in  its  present 
diatraeted  and  anqt^  conditioa? 

Ifr.  SMITU  replied  that  he  bad  not  aaid  that  the  mea- 
sure was  impracticable.  He  only  intended  to  say  that  it 
would  be  inconvenient  and  unjust.  Neither  did  he  say 
that  it  would  be  adopted  by  a  future  Congresst  but  he 
said,  if  the  principle  waa  adopted  now,  it  would  be  an  en- 
tering wedge  that  might  lead  to  the  adoptum  of  the 
measure.  We  all  reciulect,  aaid  Mr.  S.,  that  appropria- 
'tionswere  made  for  auirejra  for  Internal  improvements; 
and  that  these  operated  as  entering  wedges,  and  led  to 
appropriations  for  roads  and  canals.  The  adoption  of  the 
prindple  contended  for  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
would  not,  in  bis,  (Mr.  S.'s)  opinion,  prevent  frauds  in  the 
invoices.  That  very  principte  waa  the  foundation  of  all 
the  firauds  on  tha  rercmie  of  France  and  Spain,  where 
the  daties  were  assessed  according  to  the  vafaie  of  the 
goods  in  the  ports  vdiere  entered.  He  again  said  that  the 
effect  of  the  amendment  would  be  to  draw  the  prindpal 
commerce  of  the  country  to  the  great  dty  of  New  York, 
where  goods  were  cheaper. 

Mr.  FOBSYTU  said,  be  supposed  that  diis  amendment 
WM  to  take  effeet  «^or  nuie  jrean  hencei  if  so^  he 
viewed  it  as  a  matter  <^ perfect  inutin^.  He  undentood^ 
from  what  had  fidlen  from  the  Senatw  from  Kentucky, 
that  this  was  a  vital  question,  and  on  it  depended  the  suc- 
cess of  thia  measure  of  condliation  and  compromise, 
wlueh  was  said  to  setUe  the  distracted  condition  of  the 
country.  In  one  respect,  it  was  said  to  be  a  vital  ques- 
tion; and  the  next  was,  it  was  useful;  and  a  strange  con- 
tradictimi  followed,  that  the  &te  of  thia  measure,  to  unite 
the  jarringa  of  brother  with  brother,  depended  on  the 
adoption  of  a  prindple  which  mistit  or  m%fat  not  be 
adopted.  He  considered  the  amendment  wrong  in  prin- 
ciple, because  it  would  be  both  unequal  and  unjust  in  its 
operation,  and  bccMNO  it  would  niM  11m  rcTcnaci »  the 


duties  would  be  assessed,  not  only  on  the  value  oftbegooc& 
at  the  place  whence  imported,  but  on  thdr  vahie  at  tbe 

Clace  of  importation.  He  would,  however,  vote  for  ttie 
ill,  even  if  the  amendment  were  incorpwated  in  it,  pro- 
vided he  had  the  assurancea  Trwn  the  proper  <[iHrter 
it  would  effect  the  condHatiim  and  com|M«miae  H  wm  in- 
tended for.  But,  Mr.  F.  asked,  why  ^ould  we  adi^  tbe 
amendment^  Can  we  be  asked  to  bind  our  succeaaon  at 
the  nex^Gongreas^  Can  we  bind  a  Congress  eight  or 
nine  years  hence?  Nobody  pretends  we  can.  Can  we, 
even  by  the  adoption  of  tlus  measure,  bind  the  neii 
Congress  not  to  remodel  tlie  tariff  thenuelves?  No  one 
believed  that  it  could  be  done.  We  can  only  say,  ve 
act  for  ourselves,  and  leave  to  our  succesaora  the  same  un- 
doubted right.  For  his  part,  though  he  should  vote  for 
the  bill,  he  conddered  nothing  in  it  of  tbe  slightest  valiif, 
with  tbe  exception  of  the  first  section.  He  confessed  he 
cUd  not  Uke  the  bill,  but  should  vote  for  it  as  a  measure  of 
conciliation,  calculated  to  remove  the  danger  of  that  con- 
flict, the  consequences  of  which  no  man  can  foresee.  He 
believed  that  the  passage  of  the  bill  would  he  injurious 
in  its  consequences  to  the  section  of  country  be  repre- 
sented; for  the  next  Congress,  he  believed,  would  pass  a 
bill  better  for  their  interests  and  more  satisfactory  to 
them.  Mr.  F.  ended  by  expremng  a  rincere  hope  that 
'  no  member  of  the  Senate  would  permit  a  prindple  of 
perfect  inutility  to  interfere  with  a  measure  wtuch  pro- 
n^sed  such  valuable'results. 

Mr.  CLAY  <4)served  that  he  had  beard,  with  moch 
pleasure,  the  sentimenta  of  the  gentleman  from  Geoigit, 
and  especially  Uie  ezpresnon  of  his  determination  to  vote 
fortbebill.  Hehadbroughtforwardthismeasure  with  tbe 
hope,  that  in  the  course  of  its  discusnon,  it  -would  ulti- 
mately assume  such  a  shape  as  to  reconcile  all  parties  to 
tta  adoption,  and  tend  to  end  tbe  agitation  of  this  unMt* 
tied  question.  If  there  be  any  memtwr  of  tlus  Coi^Teai^ 
(Mr.  C.  said,)  who  1^  that  he  will  take  tins  bainowlbr 
as  much  aa  it  la  worth,  and  that  he  win,  at  ttie  n«xtCoa- 
gress,  agun  open  the  question,  for  the  porpoae  of  gMtiqr 
a  better  bill,  of  brini^ng  down  the  tariff  to  a  knrerstsnd- 
ard,  without  conitdenng  it asa  final  measure  of  ctmproraise 
and  conciliation,  calculated  also  to  give  stability  to  a  nan 
of  business,  the  bin,  in  bis  ^es,  would  lose  all  its  vshir, 
and  he  should  be  conatr^ed  to  voto  against  it. 

It  was  for  tfie  sake  of  eoociliation,of  mne  year*  of  peace, 
to  give  tranquillity  to  a  disturbed  and  agitated  country, 
that  be  had,  even  at  this  lato  period  of  the  aeasioa,  ialro- 
duced  this  measure,  which,  his  respect  for  tbe  other 
branch  of  tbe  Legislature,  nowslttinginthatbuilding,  and 
who  had  a  measure  looking  to  the  same  end  before  them, 
had  prevented  him  from  bringing  forward  at  an  earher 
period.  But  when  he  had  seen  ttn  session  wearing  away, 
witfaouttheproapefit  of  any  action  in  that  ether  body,  be 
ftit  himself  compelled  to  come  fbrmvd,  though  contrary 
to  his  wishes,  and  the  advice  of  some  of  his  beA  friends, 
with  whom  he  bad  acted  in  tbe  most  perilous  tiroes.  The 
honorable  member  from  Georgia  asks  if  it  b  pcaabk  tat 
us  to  separate  widiout  acting  on  this  important  meawre, 
merely  because  of  a  cUfference  respecting  what  be  cwi- 
Mdais  an  immaterial  piinctple?  But,  sir,  let  H  be  re- 
membered, that  that  connociation  belongs  to  Um  etber 
side  as  well  as  to  ours;  and  that  the  responsibility  of  de- 
feating a  measure  prominng  so  much  good,  will  as  veil 
rest  with  those  who  oppose  it,  because  of  an  Immaterial 
objection.  Mr.  C.  did  not,  more  tlnn  tbe  gentkoan 
from  Georgia,  consider  this  measure  as  binding  on  a  fu- 
ture CtHigresB;  but  when  it  was  called  for  by  the  wbde 
country,  be  could  not  tiiink  that  any  CoDgresa^  having  la 
viev  the  same  objects,  would  violate  the  implied  pw^ 
pven  at  so  important  a  crisis.  Be  knew  enough  of  the 
respect  which  every  Congress  wouM  entertain  Jiv  the 
oplnitnia  of  the  whole  body  of  the  people,  to  bebeve  that 
the  ptindplenowMwght  to  be  estabUdied.  e>f  taamanfi 
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peace,  and  good  will,  would  be  violattdmi  l^tor  trinsl 
occasions. 

Mr.  HOLMES  spoke  in  fsTor  of  the  amendment,  de> 
daring  that  it  was  neither  unequal,  unconstitutional,  nor 
calculated  to  raise  the  duties.  His  idea  was,  that  high  pro- 
tection lessened  the  price  or  the  article  to  the  consumer, 
and  that  low  duties  increased  the  price. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  sud,  he  regretted,  exceedingly,  that 
the  Senator  from  KentuclEy  bad  felt  it  his  duty  to  more 
the  amendoKnt.  Accor^^tohis  present  impresinoiu^ 
the  objections  to  it  were  msurmountable;  and,  unless 
these  Wtte  removed,  he  should  be  compelled  to  vote 
against  the  whole  bill,  should  the  amendment  be  adopted. 
Tm  measure  proposed  was,  in  ta»  opinion,  unconstitu- 
tional. The  eonstitution  expressly  provided  that  no  pre- 
ferenca  should  be  0wea,  by  any  regulation  of  commerce, 
tothe  ports  of  one  State  over  those  of  another;  and  thb 
would  be  the  effect  of  adopting  the  amendment.  Thus, 
great  injustice  and  inequality  must  necessarily  result  from 
it;  for,  the  price  of  goods  ^being  cheaper  in  the  northern 
than  in  the  southern  cities,  a  home  valuation  would  pve 
to  the  former  a  preference  in  the  payment  of  duties. 
Again,  the  price  of  goods  being  higher  at  New  Orleans 
and  Charieston  than  at  New  York,  the  freii^t  and  insnr 
•nee  also  befaw  higher,  together  with  the  increased  ex 
jieiues  of  a  aekly  cUmate,  would  give  audi  advantages  in 
the  amount  of  duties  to  the  northern  dty,  as  to  dnw  to 

it  much  of  the  trade  of  the  southern  ones.   In  hk  view 

of  the  subject,  this  was  not  all.    He  was  not  merchant 

enough  to  say  what  would  be  the  extent  of  duties  under 

this  system  of  home  valuationi  but,  as  he  understood  it, 
tbey  must,  of  eontequaice,  be  progivastve.  For  instance, 

an  artide  is  broaght  mto  New  York,  value  tiiere  100  dol 

Isrs.    Twenty  per  cent,  on  that  would  m'mr  the  vmlaa  of 

the  article  to  one  hundred  and  twenty  dollars,  on  which 

value  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent,  would  be  assessed  at  the 

next  importation,  and  so  on.    It  would,  therefore,  be  im- 

posmble  to  say  to  what  extent  the  duties  would  run  up 

He  regretted  the  more  that  the  Senator  from  KentueJ^ 

had  mt  it  bis  duty  to  offer  this  amendment,  as  he  was 

wilUng  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  derision  of  a  future 

C<mgreai^  though  he  did  not  see  how  tiiey  could  get  over 

the  insuperable  constitutional  objections  he  had  glanced 

at.    Mr.  C.  appealed  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 

whether,  with  these  views,  he  would  press  his  amend- 
ment, when  he  had  eight  or  nine  years  in  advance  before 

it  could  take  effect.   He  underrtood  the  aigumeat  of  the 

Senator  from  Kentucky  to  be  an  admissioa  t&t  the  amend- 
ment wot  not  now  absolutely  necesiaty.   With  respect  to 

the  ^>preliension  of  ftmuds  on  the  revenue,  Mr.  C.  sud 

that  every  future  Congress  would  bare  the  strongest  dis- 
position to  guard  sgunst  them.    The  very  reduction  of 

duties,  he  Mud,  would  have  that  effectt  it  would  strike  at 

the  root  of  the  evil.  Mr.  C.  said  he  agreed  with  tile  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky,  that  this  bill  will  be  the  final  effort  at 

conciliation  and  compromise  i  and  he,  for  one,  was  not  dis- 
posed, if  it  passed,  to  isolate  it  by  fiitare  legation. 
Mr.  CLAYTON  sud  that  he  oould  not  vote  for  this  bill 

without  this  amendment,  nor  would  he  admit  any  idea  of 

an  abandonment  of  the  protective  system;  while  he  was 

wiUing'to  pass  this  measure,  as  one  of  concesuon  from  the 

stronger  to  the  weaker  party,  he  never  could  agree  that 

twentyper  cent  was  adw^uate  protection  to  our  domestic 

nunun«turea.    He  had  been  anxious  to  do  something  to 

refiere  South  Carolin&  from  her  present  perilous  poutiont 

though  he  badneverbeen  drivenbythetauntsof  southern, .....^   

gentlemen  to  do  that,  whidi  he  now        for  the  sake  of  Mr.  S.  concluded  with  a  minute  numerical  estimate  of  the 


niri»Ie  and  dimiterested  attitude  she  had  assumed  was  in- 
tended for  the  whole  nation,  while  it  was  dso  calculated 
to  relieve  herself,  as  well  as  them,  from  oppresnve  legis- 
lation. It  was  not  for  them  to  confer  ue  condition  of 
South  Carolina  only,  hi  panng  on  a  neaaure  of  tlu»  im- 
portance. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  resumed.  Sir,  said  he,  1  must  be  per- 
mitted to  explain,  in  my  own  way,  the  reasons  which  will 
govern  me  in  the  vote  I  am  about  to  give.  As  I  sud  be- 
fore, I  never  have  peraatted  the  fears  of  losing  the  pro- 
tective system,  as  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Geo^ia, 
when  he  taunted  us  with  the  minority  that  they  would 
have  in  the  next  Congress,  when  they  would  get  a  bet- 
ter bin,  to  inBuenee  my  opinion  upon  this  occason.  That 
we  have  been  driven  by  our  fears  into  this  act  of  conces* 
ttoii,  1  will  not  admit.  Sir,  I  tell  gentlemen  that  they  mar 
never  get  such  another  offer  as  the  present]  for,  thoum 
they  may  think  otherwise,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  people 
of  tliis  country  will  ever  be  brought  to  consent  to  the 
abandonment  of  the  protective  system.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  that  in  this  bill  there  is  no 
abandonment  of  principle  on  either  ude(  and  I  a^in 
say,  that  twenty  per  cent,  is  not  an  adequate  protection, 
and  that  the  time  will  come  when  gentlemen  will  find  it 
to  tbdr  own  intercft  to  take  up  tiut  tariff  and  make  the 
protection  safiScient.  Every  nvilixed  nation  oo  eardi 
has  found  it  indispensable  to  her  interest  to  protect  her 
own  industry  by  commercial  regulations.  England,  the 
most  civilized  of  all,  has  found  it  her  interest  to  adopt  the 
very  principle  of  the  amendment  France^  and  erea 
Turkey,  have  done  the  same. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  1  support  tUspropovtioo  fbr  theaoma 
reaanna  as  cnnt«ned  in  the  argument  of  my  fHend  ftoax 
Mune.  Does  any  man  believe  that  fiftjr  per  cent,  is  on 
adequate  protection  on  woollens?  No,  sirt  the  protection 
is  brought  down  to  twenty  per  cent;  and  when  g^entle- 
men  come  to  me  and  say  that  this  is  a  compromise,  I  an- 
swer, with  my  friend  bom  Maine,  that  I  wiU  not  vote  for 
it,  unless  you  will  gire  me  the  fiur  twenty  per  cent.t  and 
this  canijot  be  done  without  adopting  the  principle  at 
a  home  valuation.  I  do  not  vote  for  this  bQl  because  I 
Urink  it  better  than  the  tariff  of  1832,  nor  because  I  fear 
nullification  or  secession;  but  from  a  motive  of  conces- 
sion, yielding  my  own  oplnioiu.  But  if  southern  gentle- 
men will  not  accept  this  measure  in  the  spirit  for  which 
tt  was  tendered,  I  have  no  reason  to  vote  for  it.  1  voted, 
said  Mr.  C,  against  the  bill  of  *33,  for  Uie  very  reason 
that  southern  gentlemen  declared  tiiat  it  was  no  conceo- 
uon;  and  I  may  vote  ogunst  this  for  the  same  reasons.  I 
thought  it  bad  policy  to  pass  the  bill  of  '33.  I  thought  it 
a  bad  bargain,  and  I  think  so  now.  I  have  no  fear  of  nulli- 
fication or  secession;  I  am  not  to  be  intimidated  by 
tiireats  of  soutiiem  genUemen,  that  they  will  get  a  better 
bill  at  the  next  session.  "  Rebellion  made  foung  Harty 
Percy's  spurs  grow  cold."  I  will  vote  fto  this  measure  ae 
one  of  conciliation  and  compromiaet  but  Ifthe  clause  aftba 
Senator  from  Kentucky  is  not  inserted,  I  shall  be  con^ 
pelled  to  vote  agunst  it.  The  protective  qntem  never  can 
be  abandoned;  and!,  for  one,  will  not  now,  or  at  any 
time,  admit  the  idea. 

Mr.  SMIl'H  said  he  did  not  believe  that  frauds  oecurr^ 
by  invoice,  to  the  extent  which  the  gentleman  suppwed. 
He  knew  that  the  greater  portion  of  the  merchantt  of  Una 
country  did  not  commit  fraud,  though  foreign  «ents 
might  do  it  If  the  bUl  should  pass,  he  thought  ap- 
praisers just  as  likely  to  commit  frauds  as  merchants. 


conciliation.  I  vote  for  this  bill,  said  Mr.  C,  only  on  the 
ground  that  it  may  save  South  Carolina  fnm  herself. 

Here  Mr.  C .  yielded  the  floor  to 

Mr.  CALHOUN,  who  said,  he  hoped  the  gentleman 
would  not  tou^  that  question.  He  entreated  him  to  be- 
Kere  that  SovOt  Gamttna  hid  no  fears  for  herself.  The 


difference  between  home  and  foreign  value, 

Mr.  DALLAS  was  opposed  tothe  proposition  from  the 
committee,  and  agreed  with  Mr.  Cawoch.  He  would 
state  briefly  his  objection  to  the  pr^Mubon  of  the  com- 
mittee. Although  he  was  from  a  State  aCnmglv  disposed 
to  muntun  the  protectira  poUcy,  ,hc  labored  under  mm 
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impression,  that  if  any  thing  could  be  done  to  conciliate 
Uie  Southern  States,  it  wt»  his  duty  to  go  for  a  nieauire 
for  that  purpose;  but  be  should  not  go  beyond  it.  He 
could  do  nothing  in  tliis  way,  as  representing  bis  particular 
district  of  the  country,  but  only  for  tlie  general  good. 
He  could  not  agree  to  incorporate  in  the  bill  any  princi' 
^le  whieh  he  thought  erroneoutor  improper.  He  would 
sanction  notliing  in  the  bill  as  an  abandonment  of  the 
principle  of  protection.  Mr.  D.  then  made  a  few  re- 
marks on  home  and  foreign  valuation,  to  show  the 
ground  of  his  objections  to  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Clat, 
though  it  did  not  prevent  his  atrong  .desire  to  compro- 
mise tnd  coociriation. 

Kr.  CLAY  was  ddirhted  to  hear  the  Senator  express 
a  dispoMtion  so  favorable;  he  tiiou^ht,  widi  such  a  dispo. 
Mtion_,  the  measure  could  not  fiul.  however  great  tbe 
practical  ^fficulties.  He  thought  it  was  premature  to 
agitate  now  tbe  details  of  a  legislation  which  might  take 
place  nine  years  hence.  The  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina had  objected  to  the  amendment  on  constitutional 

grounds.    He  thought  he  could  satis^  him,  and  every 
enator,  that  there  was  do  objection  irom  thfe  constitu- 
tion. 

He  asked  if  it  was  probable  that  a  valuation  in  Liver- 
pool could  escape  a  constitutional  objection,  if  a  home 
valuation  were  unconstitutional^  There  was  a  distinction 
in  the  foreign  value,  and  in  the  thing  valued.  An  invoice 
might  be  made  of  articles  at  one  price  in  one  port  of 
England,  and  in  another  port  at  another  price.  The 
price,  too,  must  vary  with  tbe  time.  But  all  this  could 
not  affect  the  rule.  There  was  a  distinction  which  gen- 
tlemen did  not  observe,  between  the  value  and  the  rule 
of  valuation;  one  of  these  muht  vary,  while  the  other 
continued  always  the  same.  1%e  rule  was  uniform  wtth 
regard  to  direct  taxation;  yet  the  value  of  houses  and 
luids  of  the  same  quality  are  very  (Mierent  in  different 
places.  One  mode  of  home  valuation  wa^  to  give  the 
Government,  or  its  officen»  the  right  to  make  the  valua- 
tion after  the  one  which  the  importer  had  given.  It 
would  prevent  fraud,- and  the  rule  would  not  violate 
the  constitution.  It  was  an  error  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tioosl;  the  constitution  said  nothing  about  it.  It  was  ab- 
surd that  all  values  must  be  established  in  foreign  coun- 
tries; no  other  country  on  earth  should  assume  the  right 
of  judging.  Objections  had  been  tnsde  to  leaving  the 
buttness  m  valuation  in  the  hands  of  a  few  executive  of- 
ficers; but  the  objections  were  at  least  equally  great  to 
leaving  it  in  the  hands  of  foreigners.  He  thought  there 
was  noUiing  in  tlie  constitution^  objection,  and  hoped  tiie 
measure  would~notbe  embarrassed  by  such  objections. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  opposed  to  tbe  Senate  deciding  a 
question  for  their  sueoesNts.  Hewis  opposed  to  putting 
any  thing  into  the  bill  which  was  bad  in  theory;  but  tu 
thought  no  pledges  could  be  given  with  regard  to  Uic 
future  action  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SMiTII  made  a  further  comparison  between  home 
and  foreign  valuation. 

Mr.  KANE  objected  to  the  home  valuation,  as  ne- 
cessarily at  variance  with  the  clause  in  the  constitution, 
which  requires  that  no  preference  should  be  made  of  one 
port  over  anotiier. 

Mr.  81LSBEE  entered  largely  into  the  details  of  the 
subject,  and  objected  to  tlie  adoption  of  a  system  now, 
which  would  go  into  operation  eight  years  hence. 

Mr.  CALHOtJN  said  that  he  hstened  with  great  care 
to  the  remarks  of  tbe  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  and 
other  gentiemen,  who  had  advocated  the  same  wdc,  in 
hopes  of  having  his  objection  to  the  mode  of  valuation 
proposed  in  the  amendment  removed;  but  he  must  say, 
tliat  the  difficulties  he  first  expressed  still  remained. 
Passing  over  what  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  constitutional 
objection,  he  would  direct  bis  observation  to  what  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  its  unequal  operation.  If  by  the 


home  valuation  be  meant  the  foreign  price,  with  the  ad- 
dition of  freight,  insurance,  and  other  expenses  at  the 
port  of  destination,  it  is  loanifest  that  as  these  are  une- 
qual between  tbe  several  ports  in  tbe  Utnon — f«  in- 
8tance,between  the  ports  of  New  York  andNew  Orieaas— 
the  duty  must  also  be  unequal  in  the  same  degree,  if  Ud 
on  value  tiius  estimated.  But  if,  by  the  home  valuation 
be  meant  the  prices  current  at  the  place  of  impotlatioo, 
tiien,  in  addition  to  the  inequality  already  sUted,  there 
would  have  to  be  added  the  additional  inequality  resulting 
frqm  the  different  rates  of  profits,  and  otiier  circus- 
stances^wbich  must  necessarily  render  prices  very  unequal 
in  tbe  tevend  ports  of  tins  widdy  extended  eoui^. 
There  would,  in  tiie  same  view,  be  anctiierand  a  stromr 
objection,  which  he  alluded  to  in  his  former  remarlu, 
which  renuuned  unanswered—that  tbe  duties  themselves 
constitute  part  of  the  elements  of  the  current  prices  of 
the  imported  srticles;  and  that,  to  impose  a  duty  on  a  va- 
luation ascertained  by  the  current  prices,  would  be  to  »n- 
pose,  in  reaht^,  a  duty  upon  a  duty,  and  must  necessuilj 
produce  tiiat  increased  progresuon  in  duties,  which  he 
bad  already  attempted  toillustrate. 

He  knew  it  had  been  stated,  in  reply,  that  a  system 
which  would  produce  such  absurd  ruults  could  not  be 
contemplated;  that  Congress,  under  tiie  power  of  regu- 
lating, reserved  in  the  amendment,  would  adopt  some 
mode  that  would  obviate  these  objections;  and,  if  none 
such  could  be  devised,  that  the  provisions  of  tbe  ainead- 
ment  would  be  nmply  useless.   His  difficult  was  not  re- 
moved by  the  answer  to  the  objection.   He  was  at  a  faaa 
to  undersUnd  what  mode  could  be  devised  free  from  ob- 
jection; and,  as  he  wished  to  be  eandid  and  explicit  he 
felt  the  difficulty,  as  an  honest  man,  to  assent  to  a  ge»c»l 
which,  in  all  the  modifications  under  which  he 
had  viewed  it,  was  objectionable.   He  u^n  repeated* 
that  he  regretted  the  amendment  bad  been  offered* 
as  he  felt  a  soliatude  that  the  present  controversy  diould 
be  hononbly  and  fiuriy  temunated.   It  was  not  his  wish 
that  there  should  be  a  feebng  of  victory  on  eiUter  side. 
But,  in  thus  expresung  lus  solicitude  for  an  adjustment 
he  was  not  governed  by  motives  derived  from  the  attitude 
which  South  Carolina  occupied,  and  wtuch  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  stated  to  influence  him.   He  wished  that 
Senator,  as  well  as  all  others,  to  understand  that  that  gal- 
buttand  patriotic  State  was  far  from  conndering  heratw- 
tion  as  one  requiring  sympathy,  and  was  e^ualnr  &r  from 
denrin^  that  any  at^ustment  of  this  question  would  take 
place  with  the  view  of  relieving  her,  or  with  any  other  mo- 
tive tlian  a  regard  to  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
So  far  from  requiring  commiseration,  she  resided  her 
position  with  very  opposite  light,  as  one  of  hub  rapoa- 
sibility,  and  exposing  her  to  no  iiiconsIdersbM  <laiq^r« 
but  a  position  voluntarily  and  firmly  assumed,  with  * 
view  of  consequence^  uid  which  she  was  detennmra 
to  nuuntun  tUl  the  oppreadon  under  which  she  and  the 
other  Southern  States  were  suffering  was  removed. 

In  wisliing,  then,  to  see  a  termination  to  tbe  present 
state  of  things,  he  turned  not  his  eyes  to  South  Carakna, 
but  to  the  general  Interests  of  the  country.  He  did  ncrt 
believe  it  was  posuble  to  maintain  our  institutions  and  our 
libetty,  under  the  continuance  of  the  controven^  nHA 
had  for  so  long  a  time  distracted  us^  and  brought  mto  con* 
flict  tbe  two  great  sections  of  the  country.  He  wss  « 
the  last  stage  of  madness  who  did  not  see,  if  not  temu- 
nated, tiiat  this  admirable  system  of  ours,  reared  by  the 
wisdom  and  virtue  of  our  ancestors — virtue,  he  feared, 
yrhich  bad  fled  forever — would  £dl  under  its  shocks.  _  It 
was  to  arrest  this  catastrophe,  if  posnble,  by  reatorinf 
peace  and  harmony  to  the  Union,  that  governed  him  ta 
denringto  see  an  adjustment  of  Itw  question. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said,  this  point  bid  been  iiaeuMari 'm 
the  committee^  and  it  was  beoause  ttUs  amendnientwas 
not  ad6pted  that  he  bad  witb^M  U*  MKiA  fton  tbe  bin. 
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Tlwy  had  now  but  Mren  bunnets  dayi  d  tbu  teauon  re- 
muningt  ind  it  would  require  greateit  unuunutr, 
botti  in  that  bodf  and  in  the  other  }Iouae,  to  pan  any  biO 
on  this  subject  Were  gentlemen  coming  from  the  oppo- 
site extremes  of  the  Union,  and  representing  opponte  in- 
temts,  to  agree  to  combine  together,  there  would  hardly 
be  time  to  pass  tbis  bill  into  a  Uw;  yet  if  he  saw  that  it 
could  be  done,  he  would  gladly  go  on  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  bill,  and  with  the  determination  to  do  all  that 
could  be  done.  The  honorable  member  from  South  Ca*- 
rolina  had  found  insuperable  obatacks  where  he  (Mr. 
C.^  had  found  none.  On  tiieir  part,  if  they  agreed  to 
this  bin,  it  would  only  be  for  the  lake  of  condlutioni  if 
South  Carolina  voula  not  accept  tbemeasurc  In  that  light, 
then  tbeir  motive  for  arrangement  was  at  an  end.  He 
(Mr.  C.|)  apprehended,  however,  that  good  might  result 
from  bringing  the  propoiilion  forward  at  that  time.  It 
would  be  plaMd  befm  Uie  new  of  the  pet^le,  who  would 
hare  time  to  reflect  and  make  np  their  nnnds  upon  it 
against  the  meeting  of  the  next  Congreaa.  .Be  did  not 
hold  any  man  as  plidnd  by  their  aelkm  at  this  time.  If 
the  arrangement  was  found  to  be  a  proper  one,  the  next 
Congress  mirbt  adopt  it.  But,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
idready  stated,  he  had  little  hope  that  any  bill  would  be 
passed  at  this  session  I  and,  to  goon  debating  it,  day  after 
am,  would  only  have  the  effect  of  defeating  the  many 
priyate  Villa  and  other  business  which  were  waiting  the 
action  of  Congress.  He  would  therefore  propose  to  lay 
the  bill  for  the  present  on  the  tablet  if  it  were  found,  at 
a  future  periodi  before  the  expiration  of  the  aesnon,  that 
there  was  a  prtMpect  of  overcoming  the  difficulties  whjch 
now  presented  themselves,  and  of  acting  upon  it,  the  bill 
might  be  again  taken  up.  If  no  other  gentlraian  wished 
to  make  any  ohsenratlona  on  ibc  amendment,  he  would 
move  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BIBB  requested  the  Senator  from  Delaware  to 
withdraw  his  motion,  whilst  he  (Mr.  B.)  offered  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  havmg  for  ita  object  to 
get  rid  of  that  interminable  series  of  dotiea  of  which 
gentlemen  had  spoken. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  BIBB  proceeded  to  say,  that  his  deugn  was  to  ob- 
viate the  objection  of  the  great  increase  that  would  arise 
-  from  a  system  of  home  valuation.  He  hoped  that  some- 
thine  satisfactory  would  be  done  this  session  yet.  He 
should  vote  for  every  respectable  proposition  calculated 
to  settle  the  difficulty.  He  hoped  there  would  be  corre- 
sponding concessions  on  both  sides;  he  wished  much  for 
the  harmony  of  the  country.  It  was  well  known  that  he 
(Mr.  B.)  wna  opposed  ta  any  tariff  system  other  than  one 
for  revenue,  and  such  incidental  protection  as  that  might 
afford.  His  hope  was  to  strike  out  a  middle  course; 
otherwise,  he  would  concur  in  the  motion  that  lud  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Currox.] 
Mr.  B.  then  submitted  bis  amendment,  to  insert  the 
words    before  payment  of,"  &c. 

Mr.  CLAT  was  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and  he 
hoped  his  worthy  colleague  would  withdraw  it.  If  one 
amendment  were  offered  and  debated,  another,  and  an- 
other would  follow;  and  thus,  the  remalnlT^  time  would 
be  wasted.  To  fix  any  precise  system  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  at  present  He  otuy  wished  the  princi- 
ple to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BIBB  acceded  to  the  wish  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  and  withdrew  his  amendment  accordingly. 

Mr.  POINDCXTER  expressed  a  hope  that  the  measure 
would  not  be  defeated  by  a  difference  on  speeuUtive 
points.  If  the  principle  was  fiivorable  to  the  South,  as 
well  as  a  general  compromise  between  both  parties,  why 
not  adopt  it?  It  was  for  after  legislation  to  arrange  the 
detuls.  The  present  measure  should  not  thus  be  set  aside ; 
Its  beneficial  effects  would  be  felt  throughout  the  Union. 

Hr.  TYLKR  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  this  home 


valuation.  The  duties  would  be  taken  into  conmderation 
in  making  the  mluationsf  and  ttus^  after  goti^  down  hill 
for  mne  and  a  half  years,  we  would  as  suddenly  rise  up 
again  to  prohibition.  He  «ampluned  that  there  were  not 
merdiants  enough  on  this  floor  from  the  South;  and,  in 
this  respect,  the  Northern  States  had  the  advantage.  But 
satisfy  me,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  the  views  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cai^boom]  are  not  correct,  and 
1  shall  vote  for  the  proporition. 

Mr.  MOORE  sud  he  would  move  an  amendment,  which 
he  haptA  would  meet  the  riewi  of  the  gentlemen  «i  the 
odier  side;  it  waa  to  this  effect: 

iVondiH^That  no  valuation  be  adopted  that  will  operate 
unequally  in  different  ports  of  the  United  States. 

Hr.  BLACK  made  a  few  remarks  in  fkror  of  this 
amendment. 

yb.  CALHOUN  also  wished  that  tbe  amendment  wonld 
prevail,  though  he  felt  it  would  be  ineffectual  to  counter' 
act  the  inequality  of  the  system.  But  he  would  raise  no 
cavilling  objections;  he  wished  to  act  In  perfect  good 
fiuth ;  and  he  only  wished  to  see  what  could  be  done. 

Mr.  HOLMES  asserted,  that  eveiy  valuation  that  could 
be  made  would  be  the  same  in  dinerent  ports.  He  in- 
stanced the  port  of  New  Orleans,  and  anyoftlie  n«rthem 
ports,  to  show  that  the  valuation  might  be  twenty  per 
cent,  higher  in  the  former  place. 

Mr.  MOOBB  said  he  had  thb  much  to  answer  to  the 
gentlenun  frnn  Mune,  when  he  expressed  the  wish  that 
he  liad  time  to  prove  his  position.  The  gentleman  had 
already  had  ten  years  to  prove  the  doctrine  that  hig^ 
duties  made  low  prices.  The  same  doctrine  was  advanced 
on  the  passage  of  the  first  tariff,  and  yet  scarcely  a  man 
in  the  country  now  believed  it  He  had,  Hr.  H.  said, 
but  two  motiTcs  hi  oflferine  the  amendment  to  the  amende 
ment  of  the  Senator.  The  first  wis,  to  get  rid  of  file 
constitutional  objections  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky;  and  the  second  was^  to  do  justice  to 
those  he  had  the  honor  to  represent.  The  honorable 
gentleman  said  that  Mobile  and  New  Orleans  would  not 
pay  higher  duties,  because  the  goods  imported  there 
would  lie  of  more  value;  and  this  was  the  very  reason, 
Hr.  M.  contended,  why  the  duties  would  ha  higher. 
Did  not  every  one  see  that  if  the  same  article  was  valued 
in  New  York  at  one  hundred  dollars,  and  in  Mobile  at 
one  hundred  and  thirty-five  dollars,  the  duty  of  twenty 
per  cent,  would  be  higher  at  the  latter  place'  He  had 
nothing  but  the  n>irit  af  compromise  in  view,  and  hoped 
gentiemen  would  meet  him  in  the  same  spirit.  He  would 
now  propose,  with  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  to  vaty  his  motion,  and  offer  a  aubstitute  in  exact 
conformity  with  the  language  of  the  constitotlon.  This 
proporiUon  being  admitted  by  general  consent,  Mr. 
Moore  modified  his  amendment  accordingly. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  supported  the  amendinent  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama,  and  hoped  it  would  meet  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Senate.  It  would  get  rid  of  all  difliculty 
about  words.  No  one,  he  presumed,  wished  to  violate 
the  constitution;  and  If  the  measure  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  was  conustent  with  the  eonstitotion,  it  woald 
prevail;  if  not,  it  would  not  be  adopted. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  SMITH, 
CALHOUN,  CLAY,  and  HILL  BR, 
Mr.  HOLMES  moved  an  adjournment 
Hr.  MOORE  hoped  the  question -on  the  amendment^ 
at  least,  would  be  taken  that  evening. 

Hr.  HOLMES  and  other  gentlemen  having  expressed 
their  objections, 

Mr.  MOORE  askftd  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion to  adjourn,  and  tliey  were  accordingly  ordered,  when 
the  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — 
Y«as  32,  nays  19,  as  follows: 

YEAS.—Hessrs.  Bell,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Swing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Jdiuston,  Kane, 
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Kugbt,  NmuIuo,  Frentii^  Bobb'uu,  Robiiuon,  Silabee, 
SnuUi,  TiptoOf  TomlioKni,  "Wtf^s^mutt  Webiter,  Wil- 
kint.— S3. 

NATS — Messrs.  Bibb.  Black,  Budcner,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Dudley,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Itiller,  Moore, 
Pmndexter,  Sprague,  Btves,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
W^bt— 19. 

Toe  Senate  then,  at  half-paat  four  o'clock,  adjourned. 


FaioAT,  FintiMT  33. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  haTln;  resumed  the  bill  to  modify  the  act 
of  I4th  July.  1833,  and  all  other  lavs  impoaing  dutiei  on 
importa,  the  queition  being  on  Mr.  Cut's  amendiDent, 
proriding  that  die  proposed  rate  ftf  duty  payable  after 
1843  should  be  computed  up<m  the  value  of  merehaodise 
at  the  port  oT  importation, 

Mr.  HILL  said,  he  regretted  very  much  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  after  having  gratuitous- 
ly extended  the  olive  branch,  after  having  been  compli- 
mented by  gentlemen  vbo  represented  the  "aggrieved 
South,'*  and  who  could  there  aUay  the  storm  that  had 
been  laiaed  by  ambitious  poBtinant  fbr  mercenary  pur- 
poses^ aa  a  ''pedficatcff**  and  **  mediator,"  should 
Boateh  the  cup  from  the  lipa  of  the  ftiends  of  the  Union 
by  interponng  an  amendment  What  is  the  object  of 
this  ameadment?  So  &r  from  affecting  the  present  rate 
of  duties,  it  does  not  touch  an  article  for  nearly  ten 
years!  Nor  is  it  at  all  binding  on  any  future  Congress, 
let  the  principle  be  declared  as  it  will.  I  could  not,  were 
I  in  any  other  places  beUeve  gentlemen  to  be  in  earnest 
when  they  were  eootendmg  for  the  pnnts  of  differrace 
between  Uw  biU  as  it  stands,  and  the  l>ill  as  It  will  stand 
whra  amended.  It  can  be  of  no  consequence  here  to^ 
cuss  tiie  pointy  whether  the  public  interests  will  be  better 
eonsuhco  by  a  "home  valuation"  ten  years  henc^  or  the 
valuation  as  now  made.  I  consider  the  present  valuation 
as  virtually  a  home  valuation:  if  not  so,  where  is  the  use 
of  appraisers  in  the  several  ports  as  now  provided  by 
law?  If  by  tlw  amendment  the  price  61  freight  is  to  be 
added  at  the  aeveral  portst  if  the  priees  are  to  fluctuate 
from  week  to  week,  and  from  month  to  month,  as  goods 
are  plen^  or  scarce,  the  amendment  ought  to  be  reject- 
ed, and  no  future  Congress  will  regard  our  mandate  for 
enforcing  the  adoption  of  its  principles.  If  it  intends  the 
raising  of  the  duties  five,  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent.,  the 
people  will  never  suffer  any  Congress  to  adopt  it. 

Sir,  I  must  confess  that  I  do  not  like  the  principles  of 
the  biU  with  or  without  the  amendment.  I  know  the  re> 
duction  is  not  as  rapid  as  the  public  sentiment  in  m^  State 
calls  for.  The  people  of  Mew  Hampshire,  for  their  own 
sakcB,  want  a  large  reduction  of  the  taxes  on  all  articles 
which  they  consume,  when  those  taxes  are  no  longer 
needed  fbr  tbe  support  of  the  public  expensest  they 
do  not  want  to  wait  eight  or  ten  years  before  that  reduc- 
tionshalltakeplacesootobefclt.  Th^willconMderthe' 
reduction  macte  intbiabillaa  too  stowj  they  ^1  tiiink 
the  time  too  much  extendedi  and  they  will  not  allow  their 
Senators  or  Representatives  to  pledge  the  public  faith 
that  the  reduction  shall  not  be  more  rapid.  The  laboring 
farmers  and  mechanics  of  New  Englana  will  not  be  pleas- 
ed to  learn  that  the  duties  on  coarse  woollens  are  to  be 
raised,  as  they  are  by  this  bill,  from  five  per  cent  to  fifty 
per  cent.  Nevertheless,  for  the  sake  of  peace,  fbr  the 
giatifieatim  of  their  breUiren  of  the  South,  they  will  even 
consent  to  make  this  saeriftce. 

I  was  not  more  impressed  than  delighted  to  hear  tbe 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  declare  that  he  was  satisfied 
with  the  reduction  contained  in  this  bill.  We,  in  tiie 
North,  having  in  view  the  peace  of  the  country,  will,  for 
the  present,  be  content  to  take  any  reduction  that  shall 
Mtisfy  the  South.    We  ahaU  even  be  willing  to  do  all  in 


our  power  to  make  the  system  pcrmanentv  ao  Ae  Scnrtors 
from  the  South  shall  pledge  thdr  inflnmce  to  put  ao  ead 
to  the  tremendous  contest  wluch  thfeatent  tbe  dismcw- 
berment  of  this  Government 

The  amendment,  I  repeat,  Mr.  Preadent,  ia  too  trifling 
to  protract  the  passage  of  the  bUl  for  one  moment  I  am 
opposed  to  the  amendment!  but  I  will  not,  even  abouU 
that  be  adopted,  so  tbe  South  shall  be  satisfied,  for  a  mtH 
ment  heatate  to  give  the  biUmy  auppott.  If  there  bean 
intention  in  earnest  to  settle  tUa  quention  in  thb  body  in 
tfioee  -several  quarters  where  such  intention  has  been 
declared,  two  davs  will  not  have  gone  over  our  heads  be- 
fore the  bill  shall  pass  this  body. '  I  will  cheerfully  sap- 
port  the  bin,  although,  in  diring  this,  I  will  not  consent 
permanently  to  pledge  m^elf  to  support  tbe  free  tnde 
piimnple.  I  will  never  eonaant  permanently  to  give  up 
diat  inodental  proteetion  wUch,  irithout  injotr  to  the 
great  whole,  may  be  extended  to  useful  interests  that 
idiall  require  the  fostering  ud  of  tbe  Government 

Mr.  SMITH  (of  Md.)  sud,  the  motion  to  smend  by  tbe 
word  uniform"  was  unnecessary.  That  was  provided 
Ibr  by  the  constitution.  **  All  duties  must  be  unifonn." 
An  addition  to  the  cost  of  goods,of  forty,  fifty,  or  sixty  per 
cent  would  be  uniform,  but  would  not  prevent  fi»ud, 
nof  tiie  certun^  ofgrcat  InequaG^r  in  the  valuation  in 
the  several  ports.  Tint  nloe  of  nods  at  New  Orleans 
particularly,  and  at  almost  every  other  port,  will  be  higher 
than  at  New  York.  I  have  not  said  that  such  mode  was 
unconstitutional,  nor  have  I  said  that  it  was  impracticable; 
few  things  are  so.  But  I  have  said,  and  do  now  say,  that 
the  mode  ia  open  to  fnuid,  and  more  so  thui  tbe  presMit 
At  present  the  merebant  enters  his  goodi^  and  swara  to 
tbe  truth  of  bb  invmoe.  One  package  in  every  five  or 
ten  ia  sent  to  tiie  public  warehouse,  and  there  carefidir 
examined  by  two  appraisers  on  oath.  If  they  find  fixod. 
or  suspect  fraud,  then  iJl  Uie  goods  belonging  to  sodi 
merchants  are  sent  to  the  appraisers;  and  if  frauds  be 
discovered,  the  goods  are  forfeited.  No  American  met- 
chant  has  ever  been  convicted  of  such  fraud.  For^gnen 
have  even  been  severelv  punished  by  loss  of  their  proper- 
ty. The  laws  are  good  ioA  auffldently  safe  aa  thi^  bow 
stand  m  our  statutes.  I  wirii  no  strongeri  we  knowtbe 
one,  we  are  ignraant  how  tbe  oUier  wtO  wn-k.  Such  a 
mode  of  valuanon  is  unknown  to  any  nati«i  except  Spaa^ 
where  the  valuation  is  arbitrary;  and  the  goods  are  valued 
agreeably  to  the  amount  of  the  bribe  given.  This  is 
perfectly  understood  and  practised.  It  is  in  tbe  nature 
of  such  mode  of  valuation  to  be  arbitrary.  No  role  can 
be  cstabfished  that  will  make  such  mode  uniform  tliroi^- 
out  tbe  Union,  and  some  of  the  small  porta  irill  value  low 
to  bring  business  to  their  towns.  A  scene  of  eonnivaiiee 
and  injustice  will  take  place  that  no  law  can  prevent. 

The  merchant  will  be  put  to  great  inconvenience  by 
the  mode  proposed.  All  'nis  goods  must  be  sent  to  the 
public  warehouses,  and  there  opened  piece  by  piecc\  by 
which  process  they  will  sustain  essential  injury.  The 
goods  will  be  detained  from  the  owners  for  a  week  or  a 
month,  or  still  more,  unless  you  have  one  or  two  hundred 
apprusers  in  New  York,  and  proportionately  In  other 
ports;  thus  incrcanng  i»tronage;  and  with  such  a  host, 
can  we  expect  eiUier  uniformity  or  equality  in  the  valua- 
tion f  All  will  not  be  honest,  and  the  Spanish  mode  *iQ 
be  adopted.  One 'set  of  appraisers,  who  value  low,  viQ 
have  a  priority.  In  fiict,  if  this  mode  should  ever  be 
adopted,  it  will  cause  great  discfmtent,  and  must  soon  be 
changed.  As  all  understand  the  cause  to  be  to  flattn  the 
manuneturers  wiOi  a  plan  which  they  thliik  wiU  be  bene- 
ficial to  them,  but  wluch,  we  all  know*  can  neTer  be  re- 
alized, It  is  deception  on  its  free,  as  Is  almost  the  whole 
of  the  bill  now  under  our  consideration. 

Mr.  President,  whilst  I  am  up,  I  will,  with  your  permis- 
sion, take  a  view  of  the  bin,  as  it  appcan  to  mt.  In- 
deed, Mr,  it  is  not  easy  to  be  understood.   We  heTe  not 
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luid  time  to  coniider  it  u  we  ought.  Our  miiKlB  have  *1\ 
been  occupied  on  uiother  fp^t  uib^ect.  When  first 
reftd,  I  thought  it  was  a  biennial  deduction  of  one-tenth  or 
the  vhole  diit'iei  levied  by  the  act  of  1833*  but  1  find  tint 
it  only  dedncta  the  exeeai  between  twenty  per  cent-i  the 
lowest  point,  and  the  highest  duty  jn  force  by  that  act. 
Hurried  as  I  have  been,  I  last  night  made  a  synopsis  of 
ft  few  of  the  articles.  I  had  not  time 'to  make  more.  The 
6rst  1  shall  notice  is  woollens.  Agreeably  to  the  bill,  the 
dtities  on  that  article  are  to  femain  liibject  to  its  present 
duty  of  fifty  per  cent,  until  the  lant  of  December;  and  to 
those  paying  that  duty  are  to  be  added  all  those  under  a 
cost  of  thirty-five  eenu  the  square  yard,  which,  under  the 
■ct  of  1833,  were  to  pay  only  a  duty  of  five  per  cent. — 
thus  levying  an  excess  of  forty-five  per  cent,  on  the  labor- 
ing claas — in  fact,  on  the  poor,  and  on  the  masters  of  the 
laborers  of  the  South;  for  with  that  description  are  the 
slaves  clothed.  I  presume  that  two-thirda  of  the  whole 
amount  raised  from  that  kind  of  goods  will  fall  on  the 
owners  of  slaves;  nor  is  the  amount  a  trifle.  Agreeably 
to  a  report  on  our  table,  the  value  of  those  iraodt  im- 
ported in  1831  amimnted  to  one  trillion  and  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars.  The  additional  duty  imposed  by  (his  bill 
would  amount  to  nearly  half  a  million.  It  will  greatly 
exceed  that  sum  in  the  importation  of  1833.  I  know  it 
will,  and  we  all  know  that  it  will.  For  the  low  duty  will 
have  increased  importation  longer  than  usual  of  that  de- 
scription of  woollens.  I  now,  Mr.  President,  proceed  to 
my  qrnopsis.  lluring  the  whole  oTthe  present  year, 
1833,  the  duty  on  woollens  will  remain  at  fif^  percent., 
being  the  duty  imposed  by  the  act  of  1833;  of  course,  no 
lessening  whatever  of  the  revenue.  After  December 
next,  the  duty  will  be  forty  .seven  per  cent,  until  the  30th 
of  September,  1835,  when  it  will  be  forty-four  per  cent, 
nnd  will  continue  at  that  rate  until  the  20th  of  September, 
1837:  from  which  day,  until  the  same  xlay  in  18j9,  it  will 
be  foKy-one  per  cent.,  and  continue  at  that  rate  until  the 
same  day  in  1839,  when  it  will  fiill,  to  thirty-eight  per 
cent.;  and  remain  at  that  until  the  same  day  in  ISili  when 
it  will  fall  to  twenly-nine  per  cent  t  and  remain  at  twen- 
ty-nine per  cent,  until  the  same  day  in  1 842,  when  it  will 
he  reduced  to  its  ultimate  rate  of  twenty  per  cent.,  ami 
there  remain  stationary. 

It  will  be  seen.  Mi:.  President,  Uiat  during  the  whole 
uf  the  present  year,  the  enormous  duty  of  fifty  per  cent, 
on  woollens  will  remaint  that  it  drops  every  two  years,  un- 
til the  30th  of  September,  1841.  being  ei^t  years,  down 
to  thirty-eight  per  cent.  That  duly  is  too  high,  and  more 
than  necessary  to  a  fair  protection.  1  he  people  are  then 
to  be  saddled  with  those  enormous  duties  for  eight  years. 
What  for,  sir?  1  ask — for  revenue?  Oh,  no,  don't  say  so; 
we  all  know  tliat  it  is  for  protection — avowed  by  the 
chftirmant  he  has  been  fair  aAd  open*  and  has  so  declar- 
ed, that  it  is  for  protection,  and  that  alonei  and  yet  Soutli 
Carolina  and  all  the  South  vote  fiv  the  bill,  completely  re- 
linquiiliing  the  principle  against  which  South  Ciu«lina 
stands  ready  to  go  to  the  dratli  against  the  Government, 
and  has  actually  prepared  for  war.  The  reason  assigned 
■s  conciliation.  That  is,  we  are  to  be  whipped  into  the 
passage  of  a  bill  which  few,  if  any,  approve,  to  gratify 
Smith  Carolina.  And  wUl  she  be  conciliated  by  th'w  bilP 
We  have  no  reason  to  believe  so  from  any  of  her  publica- 
tions. Her  ultimatum  -is  far,  very  far  different.  She 
will  not  be  satisfied  unless  she  has  begun  to  think  that  slie 
has  gone  too  fkr,  and  is  quite  willing  to  retrace  her  steps. 
If  she  shall  be  satibfied  by  the  bill,  it  will  oitl^  ^ow  that 
she  is  easily  reconciled,  and  makes  no  sacrifice  of  any 
thing  bat  primuple — and  that  costsi  no  money. 

I  remember  well,  that  a  friend  of  mine  from  North  Ca- 
rolinajiad  no  great  objection  to  the  act  of  183S;  except 
to  the  high  duty  on  woollcnst  tiut  itated  in  his  place  th»t 
he  would  vote  against  the  bill,  because  tlie  principle  of 
protection  was  retained  in  itt  and,  sir,  the  present  Gover- 
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nor  of  South  Carolina  said  that  he  would  vote  for  no  biU 
An  which  the  principle  of  protection  was  to  be  found. 
Now,  nr,  this  bill  contains  that  principle  from  the  be^n- 
ning  to  the  end;  and  the  chairman  [Mr.  Cut]  has 
and  honestly  tokl  the  gentlemen  from  the  South  that  thiy 
must  so  understand  it.  I,  Mr.  President,  have  no  olgee* 
tion  to  discriminating  duties  tbatsh^l  incidentally  give 
protection  to  our  manufactures,  and  which  are  necessary 
to  our  revenue.  1  am,  in  principle,  a  friend  to  the  manu- 
facturers. I  voted  against  the  act  of  1834  and  1828,  be- 
cause I  thought  Uut  excesMve  protection  would  cause  n 
reaction,  and  so  I  said.  I  opposed  the  duty  of  fif^y  per 
cent,  on  woollens  in  the  act  of 1832,  because  it  was  exces> 
»ve.  Had  the  duty  in  the  bill  of  thirty-five  per  cent,  been 
retained,  the  tanff  would  have  been  a  good  one,  and 
there  would  have  been  little  of  compUunt.  We  would 
now  have  nothing  more  to  do  than  to  nave  prO[.ortionate- 
ly  reduced  it,  so  as  to  lessen  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of 
the  Government.  In  a  speech  I  made  on  tlie  tariff  of 
183%  I  warned  the  tariif  men  not  to  pernst  in  tlie  eourae 
they  were  ptiraiing.  I  then  hinted  at  that  which  has 
happened,  without  effect;  the  tariff  men  would  not  bend 
to  circumstances.  We  now  see  some  of  them  crouehii^p 
to  tiie  whip  tltat  has  been  raised  over  them;  and  ape- 
logy  to  themselves  is,  that  at  a  future  day  they  may  be 
able  to  regain  that  which  titey  have  lostt  and  with  that 
they  expect  to  gull  the  manufacturers.  The  Southrons 
flatter  themselves  that  this  is  only  an  entering  wedge, 
and  that  the  next  Congress  will  Uke  up  the  subject,  and 
reduce  the  duty  on  wool  lens  to  thirty,  twenty-five,  or 
some  think  even  to  twenty  per  cent  1  believe  tltat  the 
manuRuiturers  want  a  tari^  tliat  they  might  calctdate  on  as 
being  permanent,  and  that  all  would  be  satisfied  with 
thirty  per  cent.,  and  many  of  them  willi  twentj-five  per 
cent;  either  of  which  would  have  my  concurrence.  If 
1  had  been  on  the  eomnuUer,  1  would  have  propoaed  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  woollens  five  per  cent,  per  annum 
for  four  years,  and  have  stopped  at  thirty  per  cent ;  or 
for  five  years,  which  would  have  brouf^ht  Uie  duty  down 
to  twenty-five  pfr  cent.;  either  of  which  the  manufac- 
turers would  liave  considered  permanent,  and  they  would 
have  been  content;  especially  if  tlie  duty  on  wool  bad 
been  reduced,  so  that  tliey  nuglit  liave  bad  Uie  raw  mate-, 
rial  a«  low  as  in  England. 

»lr.  President,  I  will  now  notice  a  few  other  articles. 
Lead  is  a  promment  article— one  indispensable  in  time  of 
war;  this  bill  destroys  most  completely  the  miners  of  that 
article.  Assuming  that  lead  costs  four  cents  per  pound  in 
England,  the  present  duty  being  three  cents  per  pound, 
would  be  equal  to  seventy-five  per  cent.;  the  excess 
above  twenty  per  cent  would  then  be  fifly-five  percent t 
and  the  reduction  would  be,  after  1833,  two  cents  seven- 
eighths  mills;  after  1835,  two  cenU  five^xtlia  milU;  alter 
1837,  two  cenb  three-fuiirtha  nulls;  after  1839,  two 
cenU  one-half  mills;  after  1841,  one  cent  four-sixths  mills; 
and  after  1843,  to  eight-tenthi",  or  the  twelfth  part  of  m 
cent  per  pound. 

Oir  ScQAR. — Assuming  the  price  abroad  to  be  three 
cents  per  pound,  the  duty  being  three  cenU  per  pound, 
would  be  equal  to  one  hundred  per  cent.  The  excess 
would  then  be  one  hundred  per  cent,  and  the  reduction 
thusi  After  1833|  two  cenUaeTen^ixthsmills;  after  1835, 
two  cents  two^fths  mills;  after  1837,  two  cenU  two- 
«ghths  nullsi  after  1839,  two  cents  four  mills;  after  1841, 
one  cent  Uiree-seconds  mills;  and  after  1842,  six-tentba 
mills,  or  one-sixteenth  of  a  cei»t.  The  duty  leviedonsu- 
gar  by  the  set  of  1832  Is  two  and  one-half  cents.  In  183^ 
It  will  by  this  bill  be  about  the  same,  and  after  that  it  les- 
sens to  two  cents,  and  goes  down  in  1842  to  liUle  mOK 
than  half  a  cent  The  parties  have  pledged  themselves 
that  Ihia  bill  shsll  be  permanent;  if  so,  wlut  will  become 
of  the  sugar  plantations?  and  yet  the  Senators  from  LoU- 
isiana  vote  for  this  bill,  which  will  bring  rum  on  the  sugar 
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plurtCTi  under  the  fain  hope  held  out  to  tbcm  by  the  8e- 
niter[lb.  Clay]  thst a  reoetion  will  bKppeni  not  reflcct- 
h^  iMt  tbejr  hj  thdr  vote  aflow  that  uie  plinten  can 
auatainttiawdm  againit  Cuba  with  a  protection  of  Utile 
mor*  than  halfa  cent  per  pound.  No  reaction  can  help 
them. 

Os  Hnr. — Aannning  that  hemp  costs  in  Russia  one  hun- 
flred  and  fifty  ddlara  per  ton,  the  duty  being  fortjr  dollars 
per  ton,  would  be  equal  to  twenty^x  and  two-thirds  per 
cent.  I  the  excess  of  which  over  twenty  would  be  six  and 


which  was  sent  to  Flanden  to  be  exchan^  for  dotha. 
The  civil  wus,  by  the  inramnt  of  tiut  natioD,  kept  them 
lone  dependent  on  the  Flemings  for  the  cktlw  thejr  wotc . 
At  length  a  good  Kii^  goremed;  and  he  iorited  Floiiah 
manafteturerato  England,  and  g»Te  them  great  prmkga. 
They  taught  the  youth  of  England,  the  Dtanuracture  suc- 
ceeded, and  now  England  supplies  all  the  worid  whh 
woollen  cloth.  The  interrogator  asked  another  the  same 
questions.  His  answer  might  hsTC  been,  that  betbougbt 
the  pasMng  of  the  Uw  would  secure  the  votes  of  the  mt- 


two^hirds  per  cent,  or  ten  doUaiui  and  the  reduction  nufacturers  Hi  faTOr  of  hia  frieiHl  who  wanted  to  be  the 


thus,  taking  one-tenth  the  excess:  After  1833,  thirty-nine 
doUarai  after  183J,  ttiirty-eight  doNarai  after  1&17,  tiiirty- 
aeven  A^larat  after  1839,  thir^^ix  dollarst  after  1841, 
Udrty-tiiree  ddlarst  and  after  1843,  thirty  dollars:  a  full 
and  fiur  protection,  of  which  Kentucky  ought  not  to  com- 
pbun. 

Mr*  President,  these  are  all  tlie  items  which  I  have 
partloulariy  considered;  yet  tliere  are  a  number  of  manu- 
factures  equally  exposed  to  ruin.  Coal  from  the  mines 
win  anffer  arrerely.  The  duty  on  it  will  be  reduced  to 
about  two  cents  from  wx  the  buRhel.  The  ironmasters 
will  be  ruined)  for  the  duty  on  rolled  iron  will  be  only  six 
dollars  the  ton,  and  on  hammered  twelve  dollars.  All  our 
distilleries  will 'sufiert  for  the  duty  on  rum,  brandy,  and 
gin  mil  not  exceed  ten  ccnta  tiie  nHon;  and  yet  the  high 
priest  of  the  American  ayatem  has  abandmed  all  those 
great  objeeU  to  ineritahle  mini  and  what  f<v?  I  leave  to 
crery  nan  who  thinks,  what  waj  be  the  true  considera- 
tion. I  onUtted  gunpowder,  which,  with  all  the  material 
for  war,  will  pay  little  duty. 

Betnember,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Senators  from  Ken- 
tucky and  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cut  and  Mr.  Calhouk] 
have  declared  this  bill  (if  it  ^ouM  become  a  law)  to  be 

{lennanent,  and  that  no  honorable  man  who  shall  vote  for 
t  can  ever  attempt  a  cliange4  yet,  air,  the  pressure 
^idnit  it  win  be  sooh  at  the  next  aesrion  that  Congress 
will  be  compelled  to  revise  itt  and  as  the  aturm  may  then 
have  passed  over  Congress,  a  new  Congress,  with  better 
feelings,  will  be  able  to  act  with  more  deliberation,  and 
may  pass  a  law  that  will  be  generally  approved.  Nearly 
all  agree  that  tUa  bill  is  a  bad  bill.  A  similar  opinion 
preruled  on  the  paaiage  of  the  tariff  1838,  and  yet  it 
paaaed,  and  caused  all  our  present  danger  and  difficulties. 
All  admit  that  the  act  of  1838,  as  it  stands  on  our  statutes, 
is  constitutional.  But  the  Senator  [Mr.  Cauoitx]  has 
said  that  it  Is  unconstitutional,  because  of  the  motive 
under  which  it  passed;  and  he  tud  that  that  motive  waa 
protection  to  the  manufacturers.  How,  sir,  I  ask,  are  we 
to  know  the  motives  of  men  ?  I  thought  then,  and  think 
nov,  that  the  approaching  election  for  President  tended 
greatly  to  the  enactments  of  the  acta  of  1824  and  IS^i 
many  of  my  friendi  thought  so  at  thetime.  I  haveaome- 
where  read  of  the  minister  of  a  King  or  Emperor  in  Ana, 
who  waa  anxious  to  be  eonudered  a  man  of  truth,  and  al- 
ways boasted  of  hia  veracity.  He  hypocritically  prayed 
to  God  that  he  might  always  speak  the  tnitb.  A  Genii 
appeared  and  told  him  tiiat  his  prayer  had  been  heard, 
touched  him  with  hb  spear,  and  stud,  hereafter  you  will 
apeak  truth  on  all  occasmna;  The  next  day  he  waited  on 
his  Majesty  and'safd.  Sire,  I  intended  to  have  asaatnnated 
you  yesterday,  but  was  prevented  by  the  nod  of  the  offi- 
cer behind  you,  who  is  to  kill  you  to-morrow.  The  re- 
sult [  will  not  mention.  Now,  Mr.  Prerident,  if  the  same 
Genii  was  to  touch  with  hia  spear  each  of  tlie  Senators 
who  voted  fur  the  act  of  1838,  and  an  interrogator  waa 
appmnted.  be  would  ask,  what  induced  ^ou  to  give  that 
vote?  Why,  nr,  I  acted  on  sound  principles.  1  believe 
thKt  it  la  the  duty  of  every  good  G<nreriiment  to  promote 
tbemurafaetures  of  the  nation;  all  historians  eulogize  the 
Kinga  ^o  have  done  sn,  and  censure  those  Kings  who 
have  neglected  them.  1  refer  you  to  Uie  history  of  Al. 
ftcd.   It  k  known  that  the  staple  of  England  waa  wool. 


President.  Another  anawer  might  luive  been,  a  large 
duty  wait  imposed  on  an  article  which  my  constitnenu 
raiaedt  and  I  voted  for  it,  although  I  disliked  all  the  res- 
due  of-  the  bill .  Sir,  the  motives,  no  doubt,  were  differ- 
ent tliftt  induced  the  voting  for  that  bill,  and  were,  as  we 
all  know,  not  confined  to  the  protective  system.  Many 
voted  on  political  grounds,  as  many  will  on  tfaia  hiU,  and 
as  ihey  did  on  the  enforcing  bill.  We  cannot  dedaie  a 
bill  unconstitutional,  because  of  the  motives  that  may  gov- 
em  the  voters.  It  is  idle  to  assign  such  a  cause  for  the 
part  that  is  now  acting  in  South  Carolina.  I  knotr,  Mr. 
President,  that  no  argument  will  have  any  effect  on  the 
passage  of  this  bill.  The  liigh  contracting  parties  hare 
agreed.    But  I  owed  it  to  myself  to  make  tbeae  rem&rks. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  this  waa  a  measure  of  comproimse, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  conidered  and  dtspoaed  of  ss 
such. 

Mr.  HOLMES  expressed  a  hope  that  the  cooOictiiqr 
interests  of  the  country  would  be  reconciled.  He  ssid 
that  if  that  bill  should  be  passed,  under  any  modification, 
and  the  votes  of  the  South  should  be  found  agwnst  the 
bill,  he  would  himself  move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote, 
with  a  view  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  or  to  poalpone  it. 
He  would  not  sacrifice  any  interesto  of  the  Nwth  and  the 
East,  unless  such  sacrifice  waa  to  be  received  in  a  pmpv 
spirit  by  the  South. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  ^id,  besides  the  original  amendment 
there  was  also  a  modification  of  it  pending,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Moobi.]  He  thought tiiere 
could  be  no  objection  to  adopt  the  modification,  as  the 
amendment  itself  would  stilt  be  open  ftir  rejection. 
There  had  been  a  constitutional  objection  raised  tigua^ 
the  principle  of  the  amendment.  He  thought  it  was  not 
liable  to  any  constitutional  objection.  By  the  pnvidoa 
in  the  constituticm  that  all  duties  shall  be  uniform  tbrongh- 
out  the  United  States,  he  understood  it  to  mean,  that 
when  a  duty  is  imposed  in  one  port,  the  aame  is  to  be  im- 
posed in  another,  no  matter  how  adopted;  that  the  laws 
regulating  it  are  to  be  the  same;  that  the  laws  regidat- 
ing  chargca,  insurances,  exchanges,  fcc.  that  abaU  enter 
into  tbo  one,  ahal  I  enter  into  the  other.  Thia  was  ail  that 
he  understood  by  the  proviaion  that  all  impoats  shall  be 
uniform.  But  we  are  told,  aaid  Mr.  W.,  that  the  amend- 
ment would  be  unconstitutional,  beeauae  tiioae  varkwis 
chains  will  not  be  the  same  in  every  port.  But  the  pro- 
vision of  the  constitution,  under  any  circumstances,  couki 
not  meet  these  contingencies;  exchange  may  ttusweek  be 
higher  in  New  Orleans,  in  the  next  week  h%faer  in  New 
York.  Insurances mustalsofluctuateat^lTerentaeaionaof 
the  year;  at  one  period  freight  may  be  higher  ftvmljver. 
pocM  to  New  Tork,  or  any  other  port,  than  at  another;  be- 
cause it  may  not  be  the  aeaaon  for  return  cargoca.  These 
were  contingencies  that  could  never  be  obviated,  and  luut 
always  exist.  On  tlie  constitutional  question,  it  vaa  slw 
objecte<t,  **  that  no  preferences  shall  be  given  to  one  port 
over  anotberV*  and  gentlemen  tell  oa  that  Avight  will  be 
higlier  in  New  Orlcana  thui  in  New  Torfei  nint,  conse- 
quently, the  valuation  of  duties  must  be  ki^lier.  But 
iwould  this  be  the  result  of  any  law  Congress  rowht  enact' 
lanswer,  assuredly  not.  Even  pass  alawtmugdutiea 
free,  the  aame  contingencies  must  arise.  Aa  itgurttd  the 
meararc  Haetf,  he  would  eqiressUa  atnrictv  that  Con- 


Digitized  by  v^oogle 


709 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


710 


F».  25,  1833.1  7*8  l^ff-  IShtate. 


greu  Bhould  pui  some  Uw  this  seswon,  that  will  operate 
as  a  compromise  betveen  conflicting  interests)  and  he 
would  say  that  this  was  bis  sincere  denre.  He  had  al- 
ready mentioned  hta  views  of  the  constitutional  objections 
raised  to  the  amendmentt  but  he  would  add,  that  other 
difficultiea  presented  tbemvetres  to  hit  nund.  He  would 
•sk  what  would  be  the  practical  effect  of  adoptinf?  a  sys- 
tem of  home -valuation?  What  could  be  the  standard 
judging  along  our  extended  coast? 

He  must  say  that  no  standard  could  be  fixed  that  must 
not  vary  materially.  Mr.  W.  referred  to  the  difficulty  at 
this  day,  of  finng  any  standard  in  the  Mng^e  city  of  New 
York,  from  the  various  interests  that  arose  under  the  auc- 
tion sjMem  and  others;  and  held,  when  tMs  difficulty 
arose  in  one  city,  the  more  extended  it  was,  the  more  must 
those  (UfBeuhicB  increase.  Another  difficulty,  in  which 
he  concurred,  was  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, [Mr.  Smith,]  that  it  would  cause  a  general  compe- 
tition to  bring  the  valuation  lower  tn  one  place  than  ano- 
ther) and  the  result  would  be,  that  the  valuation  would 
be  lowerthan  the  real  intrinsic  wortli.  From  the  fluctua- 
tions  of  trade,  it  would  he  imponible  to  fix  any  thing  like  a 
correct  home  valuationi  thus  would  the  foreign  be  pre- 
ferable. Mr.  W.  further  held,  tliat  this  competition  to 
reduce  the  valuation  would  produce  an  excess  of  impor- 
tation; Uiat,  consequently,  the  price  of  home  manufactures 
must  fiJl  in  proportion;  and  that  the  effect  would  be  inju- 
rious to  the  manubcturers  themselves.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  pledging  their  successorsi  he  would 
say  for  himself  that  ne  should  not  conudcr  it  as  binding, 
and  that  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  clause  only  a  nuga- 
tory character. 

Mr.  HOLMES  replied  to  the  objections  which  liad 
been  urged  against  the  amendment  by  tfie  Senator  from 
New  York.  He  su^^sted  various  difficulties  and  hard- 
ships which  would  result  from  the  foreign  valuation,  and 
which  far  outweighed  those  which  had  been  advanced 
ag«iMt  the  home  valuation.  He  stated  that  there  was  no 
other  commercial  nation  in  the  worid  whtcfa  adopted  the 
rule  on  which  we  have  acted  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said»  that  he  held  tlie  home  valuation 
to  be,  to  any  extent,  impracticable;  and  that  it  wasunpre. 
cedented,  and  unknown  in  any  legislation.  Both  the 
home  and  foreign  valuation  ought  to  be  excluded  as  far 
as  poiiible,  and  specific  dntiea  shouM  be  resorted  to. 
This  keeping  out  of  view  specific  duties,  and  turning  us 
back  to  the  principle  of  a  valuation,  was,  in  his  view,  the 
great  vice  of  this  bill.  In  Kngland  five  out  of  six,  or  nine 
out  of  ten  articles,  pay  specific  duties,  and  the  valuation 
is  on  the  remnant.  Among  the  articles  which  pay  ad 
valorem  duties  in  Enriand  are  silk  goods,  which  are  im- 
ported either  from  Intua,  whence  they  are  brought  to  one 
I>ort  only;  or  from  Europe,  in  which  case  there  is  a  spe- 
(ufic  and  an  ad  valorem  duty)  and  the  officer  has  the  op- 
tion to  take  either  the  one  or  the  other.  He  suggested 
that  the  Senate,  before  thn  adopted  the  ad  valorem  prin- 
ciple, should  look  to  the  effeets  on  the  impottatton  of  the 
country. 

He  took  a  view  of  the  iron  trade,  to  show  that  evil 
would  result  to  that  branch  from  a  substitution  of  the  ad 
valorem  for  the  specific  system  of  duties.  He  admitted 
himself  to  be  unable  to  comprehend  the  elements  of  a 
home  valuation,  and  mentioned  cases  where  h  would  be 
impoariUe  to  find  an  aeeurate  standard  of  valuation  of 
this  character.    The  plan  was  hnpraetieable  and  illusoty. 

Mr.  W.  then  made  sonie  remarks  on  ^  views  taken 
by  the  Senators  from  Delaware  and  Maine  in  support  of 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  sud,  in  answer  to  a  remark  of  Mr. 
WxaaTBa,  that,  in  fixing  a  home  valuation,  it  was  not  his 
meaning  to  make  a  propositioB  to  a  Atture  Congress,  but 
a  law.  Whee  the  duty  will  be  twenty  per  cent.,  it  is  to 
be  aMessed  at  the  port  where  it  is  delirerrd.   He  held  a 


home  valuation  to  be  not  only  practicable,  but  highlv  im- 
portant; without  which,  he  would  not  vote  for  the  bill. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  tells  us,  however,  that 
he  thinks  it  wholly  impracticable;  he  even  goes  so  far  as 
to  sajr  that  it  is  unprecedented,  unknown  m  lustoiy.  I 
ask  him,  what  nation  in  Europe  has  not  adopted  W 

[Wt.  WEBSTER  said,  be  meant  Uiat  the  practtee  ^ 
laying  a  general  ad  valorem  valuation  was  unprece- 
dented.] 

It  is  urged,  continued  Mr.  C,  both  by  the  Senators 
from  Massachusetts  and  New  York,  that  there  can  be  no 
uniformity  on  liome  valuiUion.  We  are  told  that  importa- 
tions will  be  mostly  made  to  that  place  where  the  price  is 
lowest,  in  order  to  avind  the  higher  duties.  Sir,  will 
not  importers  take  tiieir  goods  where  they  can  get  the 
highest  price,  and,  of  course,  where  the  duties  will  be 
hig^ieit  on  a  home  valuation?  To  CMnpIete  the  svstem 
now  is  not  possible;  but  1  will  suggest  to  the  gentlnnen 
so  much  as  to  bIiow  that  there  is  nothing  impracticable  in 
the  attempt  to  make  the  assessment  unifivra.  We  may 
suppose  stane  such  pUn  as  that  piactised  in  Turkey. 
There  the  duties  are  Uken  in  Und.  If  that  plan  sbould 
be  adopted,  there  Can  he  no  doubt  of  its  uinromnty.  I 
do  not  urge  the  Government  to  take  thb  plan;  hut  I  ad- 
duce it  as  a  proof  that  there  may  be  uniformity. 

Sir,  will  goods  go  where  the  price  is  the  lowest?  They 
will  gt^  on  the  contrary,  where  the  most  can  be  got  for 
them,  and,  consequently,  where  Government  will  derive- 
most  from  tlieir  sale.  Ian  willing  to  trost  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  reducing  to  a  standard  of  value  to  a  fbtura  Con- 
gress;  but  I  shall  not  vote  for  the  bill  without  the  ptiuei- 
pie  of  a  home  valuation;  it  is  most  important  totUsooun- 
tryt  and  I  connder  it  important,  not  only  on  my  own 
judgment,  but  the  judgment  of  other*  on  whom  I  can  de- 
pend; it  is  all  important  to  introduce  the  principle  into 
the  legislation  of  this  country. 

1  said  I  would  go  for  this  IhU  only  for  the  sake  of  con- 
cession. The  Senativ  from  South  Carolina  can  tell  wht- 
ther  it  is  likely  to  he  received  as  such,  and  to  Ktliui  At 
object  proposed)  if  not,  I  have  a  plain  course  to  putnei 
I  am  opposed  to  the  bill.  Unless  I  can  obtain  fcr  the  ma- 
nu&cturersthe  assurance  that  the  principle  of  the  bMwf  It 
not  be  disturbed,  and  that  it  will  be  recMveJ  in  the  Eght 
of  aconcewon,  1  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  CLAT  said,  be  did  not  rise  to  tlirow  himself  into 
Uie  discusrion  which  bad  been  so  much  prtrfonged,  but  to 
ssk  every-  Senator,  in  candor— and  he  believed  they  aH 
acted  in  that  f^Ung" — whether  it  was  right  to  go  forwird 
to  the  year  1843,  and  take  up  and  discuss  a  thousand  ^if- 
ficultieB  that  may  or  may  not  then  arise.  Say,  tkr,  the 
House  is  in  a  confiagration;  will  it  be  said,  don't  put  out 
the  fire,  because  the  like  may  occur  ten  years  nenee  * 
We  want  peace;  no,  you  ahall  not  have  it  for  ten  years 
hencei  another  war  may  arise.  We  want  taterabwte  all 
differences:  no,  you  shall  not,  for  ten  years  hence  we 
be  iovolved  in  new  ones.  The  worthy  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Skitb]  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  pre- 
sent measure,  but  that  the  Uriff"  bill  of  1833  was  a  good 
one. 

[Mr.  SMITH  made  a  remark  on  the  want  of  permaeeney 
of  the  measure.] 

Mr.  C.  presumed  that  no  human  pcdiey  coeld  be  soeo^ 
sidered.  If  the  tariff  bill  of  183S  were  a  good  on^  the 
present  one  eonU  not  be  bad.  It  bad  also  been  sisd  that 
no  other  country  had  adopted  a  general  ad  vahmB  m- 
tem.  This  niight  be  tniet  Wdoeatbe  present  doOT|Aot 
for  ten  years  hence.  It  leaves  the  minimums  jifeciBeljr  so 
in  the  bill  of  but  year,  and  the  spedfic  duties  are  left  till 
theyesrl843.  He  had  little  doubt  on  bb  mind  but  afiieit 
that  period,  lead,  mirit^  and  Vb^ia  coal  would  be  sub- 
jected to  specific  duties.  But  is  it  neceaswy  Ibr  ua  now 
to  kgidate  fbr  what  majr  be  then  re^drite?  The  elfjcet 
of  tM  present  measure  was  to  conobte  coidictiiig  ia- 
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tereBta,  and  to  prcBcrve  tlie  mantifactiirer  till  that  period.' 
He  vasprrsimded  tlmt  l»d,  and  tlie  other  articles  be  had 
menticRMd,  could  not  eziM  at  a  duty  under  twen'y  per 
cent.]  but  no  one  could  tell  what  mlgrht  be  necesury  ten 
yean  after  this.  He  waa  inclined  to  think,  that,  at  that 
time,  specific  duties  would,  in 'certain  cases,  be  found  ne- 
cesaaty.  In  the  original  draugiit  of  liisbill  Iiciiad  left  cot- 
ton free  after  the  year  1843t  and,  in  doing  this,  his  object 
was  to  get  the  3outh  to  adopt  a  tystem  that  would  be  be- 
neficial bi  all.  Gt^ntlemen  had  areued  that  it  was  imprac- 
ticable to  come  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  t  bat  we  did  tuA  do 
wo,  and  why  not  leave  that  to  the  wiadotn  of  the  Congreaa 
of  that  ^*  He  did  not  rise  to  prolong  the  discussion, 
but  to  implore  the  Senate  to  decide  on  Uie  question  be- 
fore them  at  once.  Too  mucli  time  had  already  been 
wasted.  Tlie  question  was  siniple-.-let  os  go  into  it.  It 
is  merely,  shall  we  adopt  the  modification  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Moohe,]  to  make  the  valuation 
unifetm?  Let  us  vote  on  that,  and  then  we  shall  come  to 
the  TO(e  on  the  other.  For  himaelf,  he  should  vote  against 
the  gentleman's  prepositiant  for  he  thou^ititof  nouse.  If 
his  own  amencunent,  though,  were  adopted,  it  would 
leave  the  principle  open  to  future  legislation. 

The  qurstion  was  then  taken  on  Mr  Moohk's  amend- 
ment,  when  it  was  negativedt  eleven  voted  m  its  &vor, 
the  majority  not  ctainted. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  gave  a  brief  history  of  the  duties 
linee  the  CMnmencement  of  the  Government,  and  the  ef- 
fcctt  of  valuations;  and  alluded  particularly  to  additions 
of  ten  and  twenty  per  cent,  which  Ind  been  formerly 
added  to  the  foreign  value,  but  had  lately  been  repealed. 
He  desired  a  valuation  much  greater  than  what  it  now  i*, 
as  it  now  induces  the  people  to  believe  (hat  they  have 
more  protection  than  they  receive.  He  did  not  so  much 
object  to  the  regulation  of  home  valuation,  tlioiigh  he 
tiiought  H  incorrect)  yet  he  preferred  the  addition  of  ten 
and  twenty  per  cent.,  because  the  fubiUtute  was  more 
uBCaual.  It  would  not  hurt  the  manufacturers,  but  it 
would  embarrasB  the  impprters.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  represented  the  home  valuation  of  the  bill  as  no 
more  Ulan  a  principle;  others,  as  a  mere  proposition  to  a 
future  Congress.  He  was  unwillinj^  to  part  vrith  the  tub. 
stantial  interert- of  hii  constituents,  either  for  a  propoMtton 
or  a  principle. 

Mr.  D.  tiien  moved  to  strike  oat  the  word  "law,'*  at 
the  end  of  the  first  flection,  and  insert  the  words,  *'  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Treaiuiy,  with  the  approbation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  CLA¥  waa  f^posed  to  the  amendment.  He 
doubted  Uitir  constitutional  power  to  refer  such  a  duty 
to  the  Prendent  and  his  Secretary.  The  object  of  his 
own  original  amendment  was,  to  leave  it  to  a  niture  Con- 
gress, to  act,  in  detail,  on  the  prindple  of  the  amend- 
ment. It  would  be  neeeawry  to  have  vatny  appraisers  to 
carry  otit  the  principle  of  Mr.  D.*s  amendment,  and,  after 
ail,  tt  would,  in  its  operation,  be  the  same  aa  bis  own. 
The  gendeoian  undertakes  to  make  out  the  details  now; 
or  worse,  to  refer  it  to  the  President  and  bia  Secretary. 
Mr.  C.  would  be  glad  to  go  into  details  now;  but  there 
wmdd  not  be  time. 

Mr.  BUCKMEB  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Dkkbhsov,  for  the  reasons  aangned  by  the 
Sanvtor  frosn  Kentucky.  He  was  not  trilling  to  leave  the 
fl^josnDent  of  this  matter  to  any  branch  of  the  Govern. 
meat  other  than  the  National  Legislature.  The  whole 
object  of  thia  bill>  as  he  understood  it,  was  to  calm  the 
unquiet  and  agitated. state  of  the  country;  but  if  thia 
amendmeDt,  saiid  be,  take  effect,  we  shall  leave  the  qaes- 
li«i  as  imaettled  aa  when  we  emnmenced  it.  He  object- 
ed to  the  ameodoMnt,  beeaose  it  was  throwing  a  respon- 
■bUity  ontheExeeutireand  bis  Seerelanr,  and,  in  coDse* 
9M<w**  ^*i<V  *  pMrooage  wtuch  be,  for  one,  waa  not 
diipoaed  to  sanctioD  by  his  vote.   Wlule  up,  he  mst,  be 


sail),  be  permittefl  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  respect- 
ing the  range  the  debate  had  taken.  The  propOMtinn  lu 
amend  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  liad  drawn  forth 
a  lengthened  disciriunon,  at  which  lie  confessed  he  was  sur- 
prised. A  disciiuion  entirely  useless,  and  worse  tlian  use- 
less, ;ind,  if  not  producing  irritation,  at  least  consuming  Uic 
precious  time  of  action,  had  ensued  on  a  proposition 
amounting  to  nothing  more  thsn  a  mere  esprcsnon  of 
opinion.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the  Senator 
from  Delaware,  Mr.  B.  said,  both  seemed  to  understand 
the  proposition  differentiy;  and,  aeconUn^  to  their  con- 
struction, each  in  his  own  way,  the  adoption  of  the  qrs- 
tem  of  a  home  valuation  would,  in  his  (Mr.D.'ii)  opinion, 
operate  as  a  fraud  on  both  parties.  If  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  wss  right,  Mr.  B.  said,  there  would  be  no  re- 
duction of  duties,  for  that  gentleman  urged  the  amend- 
ment to  counteract  the  reduction  contemplated  by  the 
bill.  This  being  so,  Mr.  B.  asked  if  the  comphining^ 
South  woukl  receive  any  thing,  shuuld  the  amendment  be 
adopted?  -Would  the  Soutii  receive  itaaa  concession > 
If  the  object  of  a  home  reduction  was  to  make  up  the 
amount  of  the  valuation  proposed,  Mr.  B.  asked  if  Uiere 
could  be  any  benefits  resulting  from  this  intended  meaMire 
of  compromise  and  conciliation?  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  amendment  is  not  to  be  considered  as  a  positive  law, 
what  is  its  value'  Is  it  a  mere  idle,  unprofitable  ex- 
pression of  our  opinions,  which  after  generations  may  or 
may  not  take,  that  luu^ven  rise  lo  so  lengthy  a  diicub- 
sion?  This  kind  oflegiidation  ou^it  not  to  be  attempted, 
by  which  one  parly  or  the  other  must  necessarily  b«  de- 
ceived. Whilst  tlie  Southern  gentlemen  receive  this  bill 
as  a  compromise,  the  Northern  gentlemen  support  it,  be- 
cause of  a  clause  which  will  counteract  ttie  reduction 
contemplsled.  Mr.  B.  asked  what  would  be. the  effect  of 
putting  in  the  amendment?  If  this  home  valuation  should 
be  adopted' by  a  future  Conjfress.  and  operated  so  aa  to 
produce  no  material  mluctwn,  the  South  would  be  dia- 
appointed;  and,  if  not  adopted,  the  manufacturers  will  be 
disappointed  and  discontented.  Tiie  amendment  sppear- 
ed  to  Mr.  B.  to  be  entirely  protective  and  unnecessary, 
and  he  was  surprised  thai  it  had  elicited  ao  mucli  diacua- 
sion.  When  the  time  came  for  a  future  Congress  to  act 
un  this  subject,  it  would  then,  and  then  only,  be  prt^ier 
to  consider  whether  or  not  any  n-stem  of  vahtMions 
would  be  unequal  or  otherwise.  Mr.  B.  said,  if  be  were 
called  upon  then  t«  make  the  principle  of  the  amendmcDt 
at  once  tlie  law  of  the  land,  he  would  not  hesitate  tu  rote 
against  it.  If  he  were  called  upon  to  give  a  mere  idle 
opinion  on  an  abstract  propoution,  as  advice  to  after  ge- 
nerations, he  would  give  his  opinion  tltat  the  proposition 
was  wrong  in  principle.  But  as  the  bill  itself  was  intend- 
ed as  a  measure  of  compromise  and  conciliatjon,  to  give 
peace,  harmony,  and  tranquillity  to  an  unquiet  couqtry, 
he  should  vote  for  it,  whether  it  contuned  thia  useless 
propoKtion  or  not.  He  would  not,  he  said,  reject  the 
great  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  bill,  because  genlle- 
men  differing  from  himself  and  -others  contended  for  a 
mere  idistract  theory.  He  wss  astonished  tiiat  gentlemen 
from  the  South,  who  favored  a  reduction,  should  hcsiute 
in  supporting  a  measure  looking  to  that  end,'  because  it 
contained  an  at^ment  which,  in  legal  parlance,  riiotUu 
be  rtricken  from  the  rtcord  aairrelevant. 

Mr.  B.(  in  conclusion,  said,  be  waa  not  in  the  habit  of 
tU^^tsing  his  opinions.  He  never  thotild  regret  his  eu-ly 
impressions,  which  were  so  strongly  in  favor  of  fosterii^ 
and  ]irotecting  our  domestic  industry,  and  of  rendering 
us,  in  every  sense  of  the  term,  free  and  independent  of 
foreign  nauons.  But  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  whc- 
Uier,  in  adjusting  the  last  tariff,  we  had  not  strained  the 
matter  a  little  too  lar,  or  whether  tcnhe  injtistiee  bsid  not 
been  done  by  it  He  was,  therefore,  wiUug  to  enter  into 
are-eununationofthe  subject  and,  as  liuraa  Us  jo^- 
ment  went,  to  do  what  was  riglit  MidUpropct  for  tho  hctK 
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interetts  of  the  country.  While  he  was  actUKted  by  a 
strong- desire  to  conciliate  (he  conflictine' interests  which 
agitated  the  country,  and  inflitencetl  by  the  purest  patriot- 
ism, be  was  willine:  to  accord  the  same  motives  to  others 
who  tlifTered  with  him;  and  he  was  therefore  prepared  to 
enter  on  thedecirion  (KTtbe  question  in  a  spirit  oreoncei> 
aion,  cofnpromisei  harmony,  peace,  and  good  will. 

Mr.  SPKAGUE  said  he  would  make  but  a  single  re< 
mark  on  tbe  amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  It  was  held  that  tbe  inequality 
and  the  impracticability  of  adopting  a  home  valuation  was 
such,  tltat  any-  wisdom  in  Congren  could  not  meet  itt  and 
yet  it  was  proposed,  by  this  new  amendment,  to  confide 
that  whieli  the  coneentrated  wisdom  of  the  country  found 
impracticable  to  one  or  two  of  tbe  executive  officers. 
He  believed  that  tbe  question  was  one  of  great  difficulty, 
but  he  did  not  believe  it  impossible-  He  wotikl  not  un> 
dertake  to  say  but  that,  in  time,  the  difficulties  that  now 
presented  themselves  could  be  obviated.    Mr.  S.  saHl 


cisest  but  all  duties,  imposts,  and  excises  shall  be  uiu- 
form  throughout  the  United  States."  All  uniformity 
of  duties  and  imposts,  he  contended,  would  be  destroyed 
by  'this  amendment.  No  human  judgment  could  fix 
the  value  of  the  same  goods  at  tbe  same  rate,  in  all  the 
various  ports  of  tbe  United  States.  If  the  same  indivi- 
dual valued  the  gfooda  tn  ever^  port,  and  every  cargo 
in  every  port^  he  would  commit  mnumerable  errors  and 
mistakes  in  the  valuation;  and,  according  to  llie  direr- 
sity  of  these  errors  and  mistimes,  would  be  the  diver- 
sity in  the  amount  of  duties  and  imposts  laid  and  col- 
lected in  the  different  ports.  But  it  would  not  be  the 
jodgment  of  one  individual  that  wmild  make  all  tliese 
valuations,  but  the  judgments  of  hundreds  would  be 
required.  New  York  alone  would  require  acorest 
other  ports  a  number  proportionate  to  their  busineasi 
and  no  port  could  be  trusted  with  less  than  two,  how- 
ever inngiiificant  its  importations  might'  be.  Admit- 
ting every  appraiser  to  be  skilful,  diligent,  and  honest,  it 


Uierewatan  example  of  this  kind  in  his  own  section  of  would-be  impossible  but  that  the  grossest  variations,  in 


the  country.  A  controversy  there  arose,  which  had  iii^ 
reached  insurrection,  relative  to  tbe  new  dispontion  of 
the  lands  on  the  subject  of  their  new  boundancs.  Tbe 
difference  was  thought  Irremediable  for  years;  but  when 
the  parties  met  to  wbom  its  settlement  belonged,  it  was 
diacussedt  matured  in  timet  and,  finally,  a  law  was  fixed 
that  put  an  end  to  every  difficulty.  He  did  not  attach 
■uch  great  importance  to  this  question,,  at  present,  as 
other  Senators  seemed  to  do:  he  looked  upon  it  merely 
as  forming  a  part  of  the  compromise.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey, 
but  ill  tkvor  of  the  original  one. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  replied  to  the  objections  that  were 
urged:  he  was  against  the  recognition  of  the  principle  as 
itstood  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  From  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  did  not  consider  the  amendment  as  at 
all  an  abandonment  of  the  principle  uf  protection;  he 
Tiewed  It,  toi^  not  in  the  light  of  a  proposition,  but  a  law. 
He  would  not  ^re  tlie  power  of  regulating  tlie  valuation 
to  the  Present  and  his  Secretary;  for  if  they  should  be 
opposed  to  protection,  it  was  giving  them  too  much  power 
over  the  principle.  His  object  was.  not  to  raise  the  du- 
ties above  twenty  per  cent.,  but  to  have  an  actual  and  not 
s  nonnnal  duty  at  that  amount. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  sud,  that  on  many  articles  6ve  per 
cent,  is  as  much  protection  as  twenty  per  cent.  They 
could  impose  foreign  competition  as  well  umler  the  one 

the  other.  Ktber  mtist  produce  ruin  to  the  manufac- 
turers. 

Hr.  HOLMES  should  support  the  bill  onlv  because  it 
proposed  a  truce  for  eight  years,  and  provided  the  basis 
for  a  treaty  to  be  carried  into  effect  at  the  expiration  of 
ten  ^ears.  As  one  of  the  elements  of  the  treaty,  he  was 
anxious  that  the  original  amendment  should  prev^.  lite 
propontion  to  amend  was  alti^ether  useless. 

The  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  DicKsasos's  motion, 
which  was  lost  widiout  a  division. 

The  question  was  stated  on  Mr.  Clat's  amendment. 

Mr.  WILKINS  satd,  if  it  bad  been  his  Intention  to  have 
voted  against  the  amendment,  he  should  have  remained 
silent;  but,  after  the  explicit  declaration  of  the  lionora- 
ble  gentlenuui  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhouh]  of 
the  reason  of  his  vote,  and  believing  himself  that  the 
amendment  would  have  a  dilTerent  construction  from  that 
pven  it  by  the  gentleman,  he  (Mr.  W.)  would  as  ex- 
pressly state,  that  he  would  vote  on  the  question  with  tbe 
impression  that  it  would  not  hereafler  be  expountled  by 
the  declaration  of  any  Senator  on  this  Soor,  but  by  tlw 
plain  meaning  of  the  words  in  the  text. 

Mr.  BENTON  objected  to  the  home  valiutioiii  m  tend 
ing  to  a  nolation  ni  the  eonstitotioa  of  tbe  UnKed  States, 
and  cited  the  following  clause:  "Congress  shall  huve 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  impobis,  and  es- 


asscsnng  the  values  of  the  same  goods,  must  take  place 
in  the  different  porta  of  the  United  SUtes,  an'l  even  in 
the  same  ports  on  different  days  and  diflfcrent  carj;oes. 
But  it  would  be  impossil)le  that  all  the  appraisers  should 
be  skilful,  and  especially  that  they  should  be  skilled  in  the 
value  of  all  the  infinite  variety  of  commodities  which  the 
genius  of  the  artist  fabricates  in  the  four  quarters  of  the 
globe,  and  which  the  enterprise  of  the  merchant  brings 
into  the  United  States.  So  far  from  tiiis  universal,  and 
almost  miraculous  skill,  in  alt  the  appraisers,  it  would 
turn  out,  ill  practice,  tliat  many  of  them  would  be  mere 
ignoramuses,  worked  into  office  by  the  power  and  influ- 
ence of  friends,  and  totally  destitute  of  the  knowledge 
which  the  place  required.  Even  those  who  were  skil- 
fid  in  one  class  of  commodities  mi^it  be  ignorant  of  an- 
other; the  man  who  Was  a  judge  of  cotton  goods  mi^ht 
know  nothing  of  woollens;  he  that  was  acquainted  with 
brandies  might  know  nothing  of  wines;  the  nice  critic  in 
hncy  goods  might  be  wholly  ignorant  of  hardware;  and 
so  on  throughout  the  whole  list  uf  the  importations.  With 
or  without  skill,  it  would  be  impossible  that  every  ap- 
praiser, in  so  large  a  number,  should  be  diligent  and 
faithful.  Some  may  be  too  indolent  and  indifferent  to 
take  upon  themselves  the  laborious  exanunations  which 
are  indispensable  to  the  formation  (tf  correct  judgment; 
some  may  lack  principle,  and  take  a  thueeur  from  theim* 
porter  to  value  his  goods  low,  and  depress  tbe  duty;  or 
take  the  same  douceur  from  the  manufacturers,  to  value 
them  high,  and  enhance  the  duties.  Some  may  Ukeone 
rule,  and  some  another,  for  fixing  valuations;  some  may 
consult  invoices;  some  may  go  to  auctioneers;  some  to 
men  in  buuness;  others  to  men  out  of  buHncMj  and 
some  may  consult  nobody,  but  rely  upon  the  view  of 
their  own  eyes,  the  touch  of  their  own  fingers,  and  the 
taste  of  their  own  tongues,  for  the  quality  and  value  of 
every  thing  that  comes  in  their  way.  Such  must  be  the 
appraisers;  and  in  such  hands  an  infinite  diversity  of  values 
must  be  placed  upon  llie  same  goods  in  different  ports, 
and  a  corresponding  diversity  must  accrue  in  the  amount 
of  duties  and  imposts  levied  and  collected  upon  them. 

Hr.  B.  objected  to  the  home  valuation,  bceauae  it 
wmild  destroy  the  effect,  and  turn  into  a  mm  tlluaioo 
the  ultimate  reduction  to  twenty  per  cent.,  which  the  bill 
proposed,  and  which  was  the  only  inducement  with  anti* 
tariff  members  for  bearing  with  the  heavy  duties  which 
are  to  be  kept  up  for  the  first  seven  years  which  the  bill 
had  to  run.  He  did  not  believe  the  reduction  wouM 
ever  come  down  to  twenty  per  cent. ;  but  if  it  iluiuldt  tbe 
home  valuation  attached  immediately,  and  eouTerted  that 
twenty  into  about  thirty !  1'he  difference  of  the  hone  and 
the  foreign  value  would  be  about  one.tbirfl  in  tbe  north- 
ern porld,  and  one-half  in  Ihesmithern  ports;  consequent- 
ly, the  ba«s  uf  catcutatiun  would  b^nlargcd  uoe-Ui':id, 

Digitized  by  VjOOgLC 


715 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


716 


or  one-hkir;  but  the  difference,  in  &ct,  would  be  still 
miter.  It  h  openly,  publicly,  repeatedly,  and  oatenta- 
tKHldy  pTOcUmed  on  this  floor,  by  the  friends  of  the  bill, 
that  twenty  per  cent  upon  the  home  valuation  is  more 
than  thirty  per  cent,  on  the  value!  Asaume  it  at  thirty, 
and  what  will  be  the  result'  On  one  hundred  milliona  of 
importations,  the  Government  will  receive  thirty  millions 
of  revenue  instead  of  twenlyt  on  every  hundred  dollars' 
worth  of  Efoods,  the  consumer  will  pay  thirty  dollars  tax 
instead  of  twenty!  Both,  as  a  reduction  of  revenue  to 
the  Government,  and  ai  a  reduction  of  tax  to  the  con- 
sumer, the  valuation  contradicts  the  ultimate  point  and 
main  object  of  the  bill,  and  renders  it  wholly  deceptive 
and  illuBOfy. 

Mr.  B.  objected  to  the  home  valuation,  because  it  would 
be  injurious,  and  almost  fatal  to  the  southern  ports.  He 
confined  his  remarks  to  New  Orleans.  The  standard  of 
valoation  would  be  flfUen  or  twenty  per  cent,  hig^her  in 
New  Orieaiis  tharf  in  New  York,  and  other  northern  ports. 
All  importers  will  go  to  the  northeastern  cities,  to  evade 
high  duties  at  New  Orleans}  and  that  great  emporiam  of 
the  West  will  be  doomed  to  sink  into  a  mere  exporting 
city,  while  all  the  money  which  it  pays  fijr  exports  must 
be^  carried  off  and  expended  elsewhere  for  imports. 
Without  an  import  trade  no  city  can  flourish,  or  even 
furnish  a  good  market  fw  expivts.  It  will  be  drwned  of 
Hs  effective  cash,  and  deprWed  of  its  lentiroats  nins, 
and  must  languidi  far  in  the  rear  of  what  it  would  lie  if 
enriched  irith  the  profits  of  an  import  trade.  'As  an  ex 
porter,  it  will  buyi  as  an  importer,  tt  will  sell.  All  buy- 
ing and  no  selling  must  impoverish  cities  as  well  as  indi- 
viduals. New  Orleans  is  now  a  yreat  exporting  cit^t  she 
exports  more  domestic  productions  than  any  city  in  the 
Uniont  her  imports  have  been  increasing  for  some  years; 
and.  with  fair  play.  wouM  soon  become  next  to  New 
York,  and  fumiah  the  whole  valley  of  the  MlsMssippi  with 
its  immense  supplies  of  foreign  goods;  but,  under  the  in- 
fluence of  a  home  valuation,  it  must  lose  a  greater  part 
of  the  import  trade  which  it  now  poiKsses.  In  that  loss 
its  wealth  must  declinet  its  capacity  to  pur^ase  produce 
for  exportation  must  decline)  and  as  the  western  produce 
must  go  there  at  all  events,  every  western  farmer  will 
suffer  a  deidioe  in  the  value  of  his  own  productions  in 
proportion  to  the  decline  of  the  ability  of  New  Orleans  to 
purchase  it.  It  was  as  a  western  citizen  that  he  pleaded  the 
cause  of  New  Orleans,  and  objected  to  this  measure  of 
home  valuation,  which  was  to  liave  the  most  baleful  ef- 
fects upon  her  prosperity. 

Ur.  B.  further  objected  to  the  home  valua^on  on  ac- 
count <^  the  great  additional  expense  it  would  create  t 
the  amount  of  patronage  it  would  cmferi  the  rivaliy  it 
would  beget  betweeh  importing  eitiest  and  the  injury  it 
would  occasion  to  merchants  frtHn  the  detention  and  hand* 
Ui^  of  tlieir  goodsf  and  concluded  with  saying,  that  the 
home  valuation  was  the  moat  obnoxious  feature  ever  in- 
troduced into  the  tariff  acta;  that  it  was  itself  equivalent 
to  a  separate  tariff  of  ten  per  cent.;  that  it  hsd  always 
been  resisted,  and  succcasfiilly  resisted,  by  the  anti-tariff 
interest  in  the  highest  and  most  palmv  days  of  the  Ame- 
rican qntem.  and  ought  not  now  to  be  introduced  when 
that  qrstem  is  admitted  to  be  no>lding  to  iu  fidl|  when  ito 
deaUi  is  actually  fixed  for  the  SOth  day  of  June.  184^  and 
when  the  restoration  of  harmonious  feelings  is  pr6claimed 
to  be  the  whole  object  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  BOBBINS  then  offered  an  amendment,  which,  in 
substance.  j>rovided,  that  unless  this  regulation  (i.  e.  a 
home  valuation)  shall  not  be  est^lished  by  Coi^res%  on 
or  before  the  year  1843,  the  lull  should  cene  to  have  efr 
feet,  and  be  superseded  by  the  tariff  of  1833. 

This  amendment  was  also  rejected  without  a  divinon. 

The  question  being  then  about  to  betaken  on  Mr. 
Cut's  amendment. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  remarked,  that  the  question  being 


now  about  to  be  put  on  die  amendment  «rffcred  by  the 
Senator  fitm  Kentucky,  it  became  necwry  tvn  Um  to 
determine  whether  be  should  vote  for  or  agwnit  it  He 
must  be  permitted  again  to  express  his  regret  thst  tte 
Senator  had  thought  proper  to  move  it.    His  objection 
still  remained  strong  agwnst  it;  but  as  it  seemed  to  t>e  ad- 
mitted, on  all  bands,  that  the  liite  of  the  bill  depended 
on  the  fate  of  the  amendment,  feeling  as  he  did  a  sobd- 
tude  to  see  the  question  terminated,  he  hid  made  up  fab 
nund,  not,  however,  without  much  hesitation,  not  to  in- 
terpoae  his  vote  agunst  the  adoption  of  the  ■mendment; 
buC  in  voting  for  it.  he  wished  it  to  be  (tistinctly  under- 
stood, he  dia  it  upon  two  conditions:  first,  diat  no  valua- 
tion would  he  adopted  that  should  come  in  conflict  with 
the  provision  in  the  constitution  which  declares  that  du- 
ties, excises,  and  intposta  shall  be  uniform;  and  in  the 
next  place,  that  none  would  be  adopted  which  would 
make  the  duties  tbenneWesa  part  of  the  element  of  a 
home  valuation.    He  felt  himself  justified  in  conehidiiir 
that  none  such  would  be  adopted;  aa  it  bad  been  deelsred 
by  the  supporters  of  the  amendment  that  no  soefa  regula- 
tion was  contemplated;  and,  in  fact,  he  couU  not  iaagine 
that  any  such  could'be  contemplated,  whaterer  interpre- 
tation miglit  be  attempted  hereafter  to  be  given  to  the 
expresNon  of  the  home  market.    The  6nt  could  scaroe- 
ly  oe  contemplated,  as  it  would  be  inviolationof  tbeci»- 
stitution  itself;  nor-lhc  latter,  aa  it  would,  by  ncccssaiy 
consequence,  restore  the  very  ilutict  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  this  bill  to  reduce,  aira  would  involve  the  glari^ 
absurdity  of  imposing  duties  on  duties,  taxes  on  taxes, 
lie  wished  the  reporters  for  the  public  prem  to  notice 
particularly  what  lie  said,  as  be  intended  hia  dedaialioB 
to  be  part  of  the  proceedings. 

Believing,  then,  for  the  reasons  which  he  hnd  alalei 
that  it  was  not  contemplated  that  mv  reguhrtioo  of  the 
home  valuation  should  come  in  conwct  with  the  pran- 
sions  of  the  constitution  whicli  he  had  cited,  nw  HI  volte 
the  absurdity  oflaying  taxes  upon  taxes,  he  had  made  op 
his  mind  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  any  declaration  of  the  views  and  no- 
tives  under  which  any  individual  Senator  might  now  vole 
could  have  no  influence  m  1843|  they  wouIdM  forgotten 
long  before  that  time  bad  arrived.  The  law  nmt  fCit 
upon  the  interpretation  of  ito  wends  alone. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  he  could  not  help  thati  be  should 
endeavor  to  do  his  duty. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  there  was  certainly  no  am^guily 
whatever  in  the  phraseology  of  the  amendmenL  In  ad- 
vocating it,  he  had  denred  to  deceive  no  man;  he  nn- 
cerely  hoped  no  one  would  suffer  bitmdr  to  be  deceved 
by  it. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Clat.  fixiif  the  principle  of 
home'  valuation  as  a  part  of  the  bill,  was  then  adopted  by 
the  following  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Bbck,  Bibb,  CallMMn.  C\nin- 
bers,  Clay,  CUyton,  Bwing,  Foot,  Frelingfauysen.  U'dl. 
Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Miller,  Hook,  Nattdain. 
Pomdexter,  Prentiss,  Rives.  Bobbins.  Sprague,  Tombo- 
son,  Tyler.  WUkins.— 36. 

KAYS.— -Memn.  BenUm.  Buckner,  Dallas.  Oicketson, 
Dudley.  Forqrth,  Grundy.  Kane,  Robinson,  Seymow, 
SUsbee,  Smitli,  Waggaman,  Webster.  White,  Wiigfat- 
16. 

Mr.  TYLER  expressed  »  strong  denre  that  aocoe  gen- 
Uemen  would  move  toexpui^  that  part  of  the  billwtoch 
proposed  to  increase  the  duties  upon  plains  kerseys,  aad 
Kendal  cottons  from  five  per  cent,  to  fifty  per  cent.  He 
wu  not  inclined  to  make  the  motion  without  lean^  the 
sentiments  of  other  gentlemen  upon  tti  but  it  was  a  sub- 
ject in  which  the  pUnters  of  Virginia  had  a  deep  taterest. 

Mr.SHITH  moved  an  amendaMel»  to  effect  the 
of  the  Senator  from  Vtrginia,  [Mr.  Tsm.] 
Ur.  CLAY  rewkcd^  that  if  Mr.  &ii|n*e  Mneiidmriit 
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Fw.  23.  1833.]  Hu  Thriff.  [Sikati. 


um  idopted,  the  duty  would  not  be  twenty-ftve  per  cent., 
M  in  1833,  but  five  per  nt.,  u  it  was  established  at  the 
last  sesHOD  of  Congresf .  He  bad  received  a  letter  to- 
da^,  rektnre  to  •  Mfe  catabBrinnent^  ati^mf  that  ita  op^ 
ntiona  had  been  suspended  in  conaequencc  of  thii  re- 
duction. The  reduction  was  made  at  the  last  session,  to 
reconcile  the  South  to  the  tariff i  Soulhem  members  then 
appeared  to  think  it  of  little  consequence  to  the  South. 
He  hoped  gentlemen  would  not  persist  in  urging  it  now. 

[Hr.  SMITH  denounced  Mr.  Clay's  statement  of  the 
reduction,  and  Mr.  C.  then  read  a  portion  of  the  act.] 

Mr.  FOBSTTH  would  vote  for  Mr.  Smitb's  amend- 
ment, 'file  bill  had  been  made  by  the  advocates  of 
protectiiH),  as  the  beat,  in  their  view,  which  could  be 
made,  for  the  purpose  of  reconciliation ;  but  it  was  doubt- 
ful whether  it  was  the  best,  and  be  should  not  vote  for  it 
till  he  could  see  that  it  was.  It  had  been  called  a  con- 
cessioo,  to  reduce  the  duty  on  Kendal  cottons  to  five  per 
cent.]  why  is  it  now  to  be  laken  away?  [Mr.  CLAY  said, 
for  the  purpose  of  givinjgmne.]  Mr.F.  waaoppoaedto 
the  bill  in  its  preaent  form,  uw  should  not  only  TOte  to 
strike  out  the  second  sectkm,  but  he  would  move  to  strike 
out  all  the  sectiona  which  did  not  corre«iond  with  his 
views.  The  bill  was  a  bitter  pilli  but,  for  the  sake  of 
peace,  he  would  take  it{  but  not  if  he  could  help  it. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had  regarded  the  redaction  to  6re  per 
cent,  as  a  concession,  though  the  Senativ  from  South  Ca- 
rolina had  viewed  it  otherwise. 

Mr.  FOOT  aaid,  he  had  expected  the  bill  would  be  ac- 
cepted as  it  cane  from  the  coonnittce.  He  bad  hoped 
that  a  particular  section  of  the  country  would  not  be  wn- 

J|led  out  to  suffer  by  the  compromise.  He  bad  seen  a 
ormer  compromise  operate  auspiciously;  he  hoped 
this  would  do  so.  He  would  be  sorry  now  to  alter  his 
poution  with  regard  to  the  bill}  but  he  could  not  consent 
to  sacrifice  ao  gmtly  the  intereala  of  Ida  oonstttuents. 

Here  a  message  waa  recelTcd  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, announcing  the  death  of  the  honorable  Jaxks 
Lkht,  a  member  of  that  Houae  from  the  State  of  New 
York;  and  that  his  Mineral  would  tike  place  at  eleven 
o'clock  to-morrow;  whereupon, 

Mr.  DUDLEY  moved  that  the  bill  be  laid  on  the  table; 
which  mution  having  been  agreed  to^ 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DUDLEY, 

Rmahtdt  vamiimouafy.  That  the  Senate,  at  ekren 
o'clock,  attend  the  funeral  of  the  honorable  Jaxbb  Lmn. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WRIGHT, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned,  to  meet  at  one  o'clock, 
P.  M.  to-morrov. 

Satdbsat,  FiBSVAmr,  93. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  connderation  of  the  bill  to 
modify  the  tariff  lawa;  the  question  beini"  on  the  motion 
of  Mr.  SMrm,  to  change  the  second  section  so  as  to  per- 
mit the  duties  on  plains,  kerseys,  and  Kendal  cottons, 
coating  under  thirty  .five  cents  per  square  yard,  to  be  im- 
ported at  five  per  cent.,  as  fixed  by  tlie  act  of  1832,  in- 
stead of  iocreanng  the  duties  on  tiiose  manufactures  to 
fifty  per  cent.,  as  waa  proposed  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  WRIGHT- Bupporte<l  the  amendment  The  great 
and  leading  objects  for  which  this  measure  liad  been  sup- 
ported was  to  diminish' the  burdens  of  the  South,  and 
reduce  tlie  revenue.  How  nther  of  these  was  to  be 
accompliabed  by  increawng  the  duty  upon  an  article  of 
great  importance  to  that  section,  frcmi  five  to  fifly  per 
cent,  which  would  add  at  least  half  a  million  to  the  reve- 
nue, he  had  not  been  able  to  perceive.  On  the  other 
liand,  it  appeared  to  be  precisely  contrary  to  the  avowed 
object  of  the  friends  of  the  bill,  of  whom  heorofiuaed 
to  be  one.  When  the  duty  on  these  woollens  lisd  been 
reduced,  the  but  session,  to  five  per  ecnt.,  as  an  act  of 


conciliation  to  the  South,  the  whole  duty  was  tiken  from 
the  wooL  which  entered  into  that  description  of  manu- 
bcture,  by  way  of  counterptMse.  To  raise  this  duty  t» 
fifty  per  cent,  without  reinstating  the  corresponding  du^ 
on  tbe  raw  material,  be  regarded  as  altogether  impolitic. 
_  Hr.  F.OOT  said,  this  was  an  important  feature  (rf*  the 
bill,  in  which  his  constituents  had  a  great  interest.  Gen* 
tlemen  from  the  South  had  agreed  to  it;  and  they  were 
abundantly  capable  of  guarding  their  own  interests. 

Hr.  CLAY  said  the  whole  bill  was  based  upon  the 
principle  of  compromise.  I'he  proviuon  proposed  to  be 
struck  out  was  an  essential  part  of  this  ctHnpromise, 
which,  if  struck  out,  would  destroy  the  effect  of  the 
whole.  Mr.  C.  went  into  tbe  importance  of  this  manu- 
facture, and  read  a  letter  from  Boston  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  sorry  to  hear  from  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  that  he  regarded  this  in- 
crease of  the  bu^ens  of  (he  South  as  an  essential  feature 
of  this  scheme  nf  compromise.  The  Senate,  in  adojpting 
tbe  principle  of  home  valuation,  had  changed  the  onginal 
pUn,  in  his  opinion,  much  for  the  worse;  -he  now  hoped 
they  would  change  this  part  of  the  bill  for  the  better. 
He  regarded  it  as  his^ily  important  to  the  whole  South, 
with  the  exception  of  a  small  part  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  advocated  the  interests  of  the  West, 
which  he  said  had  been  entirely  overlooked  in  this  com- 
promise between  the  North  and  South.  After  explaining 
those  interests  at  large,  Mr.  B.  declared  his  intention  oi 
supporting  tbe  amendment. 

Mr.  B^L  opposed  the  amendment  The  pasawe  of 
the  bill  dependca  upiA)  it  If  it  was  adopted,  he  ^ould 
feel  compelled  to  vcrte  against  the  bill.  As  to  the  interests 
of  the  West,  he  believ^  that  lead  and  iron  were  more 
highly  protected,  at  least  until  1841,  than  woollens.  As 
to  what  woukl  take  place  hereafter,  no  one  could  now 
foresee.  No  pledge  could  now  be  given  to  bind  the  fii- 
ture  legislation  of  Confiress.  It  was  altogetiier  fiitile-to 
consider  any  measure  in  that  light.  We  muit  presume 
that  future  legislation  will  be  what  it  ought  to  be,  in  new 
of  tbe  great  interests  of  tbe  country . 

Mr.  HOLMES  was  also  opposed  to  the  amendment. 
He  supported  the  bill  only  on  the  ground  of  its  being  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  South.  If,  on  its  final  passage,  it  should 
fail  to  receive  the  votes  of  Senators  from  that  quarter,  be 
gave  notice  that  he  should  more  tbe  rccranderatian  of  the 
vote,  and  himself  rote  agamat  it. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  had  heard  nothing  in  support  of  this 
provision  of  the  bill,  wliicli  proposed  to  increase  the 
duties  from  five  to  fifty  per  cent.,  which  had  convinced 
him  that  it  was  conciliatory  to  the  South,  or  effectual  as  a 
means  of  reducing  the  revenue.  Upon  the  principles 
on  which  tbe  bill  had  been  placed,  it  certainly  would 
be  improved  by  atriking  out  this  provision. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied.  He  would  avow  that  he  lud  other 
(Ejects  which  be  regarded  as  no  less  important  than  con- 
ciliation ami  reduction.  I'hese  were  the  stability  and  ef- 
fectual protection  of  manufactures.  A  bill  had  been 
paued  by  the  Senate,  and  sent  to  the  House,  for  enforcing 
the  collection  of  the  revenue.  I'he  object  of  that  bill 
met  his  entire  approtutioiit  ami  had  he  been  present 
when  the  final  vote  was  Ukeu  on  its  passage,  he  wouM 
have  voted  in  iu  iavor.  But  he  was  anxious  that  the  bill 
which  had  passed  the  Senate  should  go  forth  to  the 
country  accompanied  by  this  measure  of  .specification. 
The  dangerous  conaequeoces  which  bad  been  predicted 
would  then  be  obviated.  He,  tlierefore,  implored  gen- 
tlemen, who  had  avowed  Uieir  determination  lo  support 
this  measure,  not  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  <rf  its  eon- 
summation. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  asid  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  vote 
for  Ute  bill,  as  a  measure  originating  in  the  Senate,  while 
it  cmitained  this  provision  for  increasing  the  daties.  By 
the  constitution,  the  Senate  could  oj^mUe  n&sueh  mea- 
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«ire.  If  tbiB  feature  were  struck  oat,  he  ahould  nratt 
cheerfully  mpport  the  bill. 

Mr.  BENTON  requested  that  Mr.  CALBOov/who  bad 
temporarily  Uft  hii  seat,  might  be  leat  for. 

Mr.  MOORE  inquired  if  the  gentleman  wished  to  im- 
peach Mr.  Calhocw? 

Mr.  BENTON  did  not.  He  only  wanted  the  benefit 
of  hia  testimony. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  hating  taken  bis  seat, 

Mr.  BENTON  atrnted,  that  some  years  past  he  had  in- 
troduced a  bill  which  provided  for  a  reduction  of  duties 
to  a  large  extent,  but  increased  the  rate  of  duty  upon 
some  particular  articles.  It  had  then  been  decided  by 
the  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate,  that,  being  a  bill  to 
nuse  rerenue,  it  could  not  constitutionally  originate  in  the 
Senate .  He  asked  fiir  the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  the 
gentleman  who  then  presided  oter  the  deliben^ons  of 
toe  Senate,  to  bear  bim  out  in  the  correctness  of  this 
statement. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said,  the  constitution  unquestionably 
provided  that  ^11  bills  for  rainng  revenue  shall  originate 
in  the  House  of  Representatives.  Whether  the  constitu- 
tional question  was  decided  in  the  case  referred  to,  or  the 
bill  went  off  upon  a  question  of  order,  he  did  not  dis- 
tiactljr  recolleet,  thoujrh  other  Senators  might.  Hia  im- 
pression WIS  that  no  uciaion  was  made  on  the  constitu* 
tional  question. 

Mr.  FOOT  recollected  the  ease,  and  was  confident  that 
only  a  question  of  order  was  raisedt  and  the  constitutional 
question  was  not  decided  by  the  Cliair. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  ezphined  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
to  which  he  referred,  and  compared  them  whh  the  prt- 
sent.  He  regarded  them  as  standing  on  the  same  ground. 
The  quMtion  of  order,  if  it  was  to  be  so  called,  was  de- 
cided against  that  bill,  upon  the  constitutional  objection 
that  it  was  not  competent  to  introduce  such  a  measure 
into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  the  bill  referred  to  proposed  the  com- 
mencement of  a  revenue  system,  which  bad  not  before 
existed,  and  clearly  came  within  the  constitutional  ob- 
jection. This  bill  is  not  intended  to  raise,  but  to  reduce 
the  revenue.  The  objection  did  not  appljr  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  SMfTH  aud,  gentlemen  seemed  melined  to  nuke 
the  conatitution  sap^Mt  whatever  might  ^free  with  their 
fancies. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said,  whether  the  rate  of  duty  was 
raised  or  lowered,  the  law  was  equally  one  for  raising 
revenue  within  the  constitution.  The  diatinetion  was  an 
absurdity* 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  regarded  the  constitutional  objec- 
tion as  inaarmoontable.  With  great  regret  he  should  be 
compelled  to  vote  wainst  die  bill  if  this  pnn^sion  remain- 
ed in  it.  The  bill  flioiild  have  oome  fitnn  the  House  of 
Reprcaentativet. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  bad  stated  this  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction  of  the  billt  but,  having  been  Overruled,  and  the 
bill  having  originated  in  the  Senate  notvlthatanding  the 
constitution,  he  could  perceive  no  prohibition  against  its 
passage. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  had  supposed  the  objection  against 
the  introduction  of  the  bill  to  have  been  waived,  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  its  provirions.  He  regarded 
the  present  as  the  proper  time  for  taking  the  <^jec- 
tion. 

Mr.  SILSBE^  could  not  vote  forihe  bill  in  the  face 
of 'the  constitution,  which  expressly  prohibited  its  origi- 
nating in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DUCKNER could  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  [Mr.  PoasrTH,]  that  the  introduction  of  tile  bill 
had  done  nway  the  objection.  For  this  reason,  if  no 
other,  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  couM  not  see  how  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion could  be  eettled.    If  the  Senate  passed  the  bill,  and 


the  House  concurred  ht  it,  there  was  an  end  the  ob- 
jection. The  origin  of  the  bill  could  never  be  Inquired 
into  hereafter. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUrSEN  regarded  die  constitutioul 
difficulty  as  altogether'  insupentble.  Having  taken  a  so- 
lemn oath  to  support  tlie  constKution,  he  could  not, 
however  agreeable  to  his  wishes,  give  his  assent  to  u 
measure  originating  in  the  Senate,  in  violation  of  its  ex- 
press provisions. 

Mr.  BIBB  considered  it  clear  that  a  bill  to  reduce  the 
revenue  might  originate  in  the  Senate.  Bucli  a  bill 
could  not  be  called  a  bill  to  rtuse  j^venue;  atidtbisdis- 
tinction  had  already  been  sanctioned  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  a  single  word  would  destroy  that 
distinction  in  the  present  case.  If  this  bill  passed,  un- 
der what  law  would  revenue  be  raised  after  1843,  ex- 
cepting the  pment,  which  provided  for  duties  of  twenty 
per  cent,  after  that  period? 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  an  adjouminent,  which  was]oat~ 
Yeas  14,  naygSl. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  modified  his  propoution  toamend,  by 
moving  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the  second  section  of 
the  bill,  which  reads  as  r»llowB: 

Sac.  2.  be  it  further  enacted,  Tliat  so  nuich  of  tihe 
second  setiion  of  the  act  of  the  14th  of  July  aforeMtid, 
as  fixes  the  rate  of  duty  on  all  milled  and  fidled  cloth, 
known  by  the  name  of  plains,  kerseys,  or  Kendal  cottony 
of  which  wool  is  the  only  material,  Uie  ralue  whereof 
does  not  exceed  thirty-five  cents  a  square  yard,  at  five 
per  Cent,  ad  valorem,  shall  be,  and  the  aune  is,  hereby  re- 
pealed. And  the  said  articles  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same' duty  of  fifW  percent,  as  b  provided  by  the  said 
second  section  far  other  manufactures  of  wool;  wludi 
duty  sliall  be  liable  to  the  same  deductions  as  are  pre* 
soribed  by  the  first  section  of  this  act. 

Mr.  BENTON  was  opposed  to  this  section,  and,  there- 
fore, in  favor  of  striking  it  out.  He  said  it  was  contrsr>' 
to  the  whole  tenor  and  policy  of  the  bill,  and  presented 
the  strange  contradiction  of  multiplying  duties  tenfbk^ 
upon  an  article  of  prime  necessity,  used  cxdunvely  by 
the  laboring  part  or  the  community,  while  reducing  du- 
ties, or  aboiiahing  them  mi  firfo,  upon  every  article  used 
by  the  rich  and  luxurious.  Silks  were  to  be  free;  cam- 
brics and  fine  linens  were  to  be  freej  mtislins,  and  cast- 
meres,  and  broad  cloths  were  to  be  reduced;  but  tlie 
coarse  woollens,  worn  by  the  laborers  of  every  color  and 
every  occupation,  6r  every  sex  and  of  every  age,  bond 
or  free — these  coarse  woollens,  necessary  to  shelterthein 
from  cold  and  damp,  are  to  be4>ut  up  tenfold  in  point  of 
tax,  and  the  cost  of  procuring  tliem  doubled  to  the 
wearer.  He  showed  the  annual  amount  of  the  tax  to  be 
imposed  by  this  section.  It  applied  to  the  woollen  goods 
costing  less  tlian  thirty-five  cents  tiie  square  yard;  the 
annual  importation  of  that  description  of  goods  wasriiown 
in  the  custom-house  returns  to  be  one  million  and  fifty 
thousand  dollars'  worth.  The  tax  on  that  amount  would 
be  fifly  thousand  dollars  by  the  bill  of  1833;  it  wUl  be 
five  hundred  thousand  dollars  if  this  section  is  retaiaed; 
with  tlie  chance  of  coming  down,  by  small  periodical  re- 
ductions, to  two  hundred  tibouaand  dolbo*  in  1843.  TlMi» 
a  tax  on  a  necessary  of  life — on  an  article  excluMvely  used 
by  the  poor  and  the  laborer — is  to  be  raised  tenfmd  ofT 
hand,  for  the  chance  of  coming  down  to  fourfold  in  nine 
years.  But  it  never  will  come  down  to  fburfiM.  Whe- 
ther the  act  goes  into  Aill  dfect,  and  works  tiirough  Hs 
destined  term  of  nine  yvtrs,  and  attains  its  provmed 
l^ory  in  1843;  or  whether  tt  w  broken  up  before  the  pe- 
riod of  gestation  is  half  out,  the  result,  in  either  evart, 
will  be  the  same  to  these  coarse  woollens.  If  the  act  i« 
broken,  the  duties,  in  their  descending  course,  will  be 
stopped  at  thirty-five  or  thirty-eight  per  cent. ;  if  Ae  net 
is  carried  out,  then  the  home  valuation,  provided  for  in 
this  bill,  will  attach  upon  these  wmMens  u  the  staaditrd 
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of  their  vbIuc.  The  American  value,  and  not  the  foreign 
cost,  wi)l  be  the  ba^  of  ctHnputation  for  the  twenty  per 
cent.  The  difFerenee,  vhertail  is  Giir,  is  about  thirty-fire 
per  cent,  in  the  value;  so  that  an  importation  of  coarse 
woollens,  costing  one  million  in  Europe,  and  nov  to  pay 
five  per  cent,  on  that  cost,  will  be  valued,  if  all  is  fair, 
at  one  million  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars; 
&nd  the  twenty  per  cent,  will  be  calculated  on  that  sum, 
and  will  vive  two  hundred  and  aeventy  thousand  dollara, 
instead  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollaT%  fer  the  quantum 
of  the  tax.  It  wifl  be  near  sixfcdd,  instead  of  fourfold, 
aiid  that  if  all  is  fair;  but  if  there  are  gross  errors  or 

fross  frauds  in  the  valuation,  as  every  human  being 
nows  there  must  be,  the  real  lax  may  be  far  above  aix- 
fc4d.  On'this  very  floor,  and  in  this  very  debate,  we  bear 
it  computed,  by  way  of  recommending  this  bill  to  the  ma- 
nufacturers, that  the  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  statute  hook 
will  exceed' thirty  in  the  custom-bouse. 

Mr-  B.  took  a  view  of  the  circumstances  which  bad  at- 
tended tlie  duties  on  these  coarse  woollens  since  he  had 
been  in  Congress.  Every  act  had  discriminated  in  &vor 
of  these  goods,  because  they,  were  used  by  the  poor  and 
the  laborer.  The  act  of  1824  fixed  the  duties  upon  them 
at  a  rate  one-tliird  less  than  on  other  woollenst  the  act  of 
183S  fixed  It  at  upwards  of  one^lflessf  theact  of  1833 
fixed  U  nine-tenths  less.  All  these  discriminations  in  ftvor 
of  coarse  woollens  were  made  upon  the  avowed  paineiple 
of  favoring  the  laborers,  bond  and  fi«e,  the  dave  which 
works  the  field  for  his  master,  the  mariner,  the  miner,  the 
steamboat  hand,  the  worker  in  stone  and  wood,  and  everj' 
out-door  occupation.  It  was  intended  by  the  framers  of 
all  these  acts,  and  especially  by  the  supporters  of  the  act 
of  1833,  that  this  class  of  our  population,  so  meritorious 
from  their  daily  labor,  so  much  overlooked  in  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Government,  because  of  their  little  weight  in 
the  political  scale,  Bhoiild  at  least  receive  one  boon  from 
Congress — they  should  re(;eive  their  working  clothes 
free  of  tax.  This  was  the  intention  of  succesuve  Con- 
gresses: it  was  the  perfortnance  of  this  Congress  in  its 
act  of  the  last  sessioni  and  now,  in  six  short  months  since 
this  boon  WAS  granted,  befbre  the  act  has  gone  into  effect, 
the  very  week  before  the  act  was  to  go  mto  effect,  the 
boon,  so  lately  granted,  is  to  he  snatched  away,  and  the 
day  laborer  taxed  higher  than  ever;  taxedfifly  per  cent, 
upon  his  workiiw  clothes!  while  gentlemen  and  ladies  arc 
to  have  silks  anocambrics,  and  fine  linen,  ftee  of  any  tax 
at  all! 

Mr.  B.  animadfi^rtcd  on  the  reason  which  was  alleged 
for  this  extraordinary  augmentation  of  duties  in  aliitl 
which  was  'to  reduce  duties.  The  reason  was  candidly 
expressed  on  this  floor.  There  were  a  few  small  manu- 
factories of  these  woollens  in  Connecticut;  and  unless 
these  manufactories  be  protected  by  an  increase  of  du- 
ties, certun  members  avow  their  determination  to  vote 
against  the  whole  bill!  This  is  the  secret — no!  not  a  se- 
cret, for  it  is  proclaimed.  Two  or  three  little  factories 
ill  Connecticut  must  be  protected;  and  that  by  imposing 
an  annual  tax  upon  the  wearers  of  these  coarse  woollens 
of  four  or  five  times  the  value  of  the  fec-nmplc  estate  of 
the  fiictories.  Better  far,  as  a  point  of  economy  and  jus- 
tice, to  purchase  them  and  burn  tliem.  The  whole  Ame- 
rican system  is  to  be  given  up  in  the  year  1842;  and  why 
impose  an  annual  tax  of  near  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, upon  the  laboring  community,  to  prolong,  for  a  few 
years,  a  few  small  branches  of  that  system,  when  the 
whole  bill  has  the  axe  to  the  root,  and  nods  to  its  fall? 
But,  said  Mr.  B.,  these  manufitctories  of  coarse  woollens, 
to  be  protected  by  this  bill,  are  not  even  American  ma- 
nufactories; they  are  rather  Asiatic  establishments  in 
Americai  for  they  get  their  wool  from  Asis,  and  not  from 
America.  The  importation  of  this  wool  is  one  million 
two  hundred  and  fiAy  thousand  pounds  weight;  it  comes 
<Aiefly  fivm  Smyrnii^  and  cotts  lest  than  «^t  eentf  a, 
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pound.  It  was  made  free  of  du^  at  the  last  senion  of 
Congress,  as  an  equivalent  to  these  very  manu&etoriea  fbr 
tlie  reduction  ofthe  duty  on  coarse  woolleni  to  fire  per 
cent.  The  two  measures  went  together,  and  were,  each, 
a  consideration  for  the  other.  Before  that  time,  and  by 
the  act  of  1828,  this  coarse  wool  was  heavily  dutied  for 
the  benefit  of  the  home  wool  growers.  It  was  subjected 
to  a  double  duty,  one  of  four  cents  on  the  pound,  and  the 
other  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  the  value.  As  a  neuore  of 
compromise,  this  double  duly  was  abolished  at  tiw  last 
session.  The  wool  for  these  ftctories  was  admitted  du^ 
free,  and,  as  an  equivalent  to  the  community,  the  woiu- 
lens  made  out  of  the  corresponding  kind  of  wool  were 
admitted  at  a  nominal  duty.  It  was  a  bargain,  entered  in< 
to  in  open  Congren,  and  sealed  with  all  the  forma  of  law. 
Now,  in  SIX  months  after  the  bargun  was  made,  it  is  to  be 
broken,  llie  manufacturers  are  to  have  the  duty  on 
woollens  run  up  to  fifty  per  cent,  for  protection,  and  are 
still  to  receive  the  foreign  wool  five  of  duty.  In  plain 
English,  they  are  to  retain  the  pay  which  was  given  them 
for  reducing  the  duties  on  fhesecointtwoollen%  and  tiiey 
are  to  have  the  duties  restored. 

Hr.  B.  considered  this  increase  of  duties  on  this  parti- 
cular article  as  the  most  offensive  part  of  the  bill.  It  not 
only  restored  the  dufyi  but  made  it  higher  than  it  ever 
was  before]  hi(^er.than*it  was  in  the  acts  of  1SS4-'S8) 
higher  than  it  ever  had  been  on  the  American  slatate 
book;  and  this  purely  and  simply  for  protection,  as  it  i« 
avowed  and  prochiimed  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  thought  the  House  would  not  regard  it 
in  the  light  referred  to.  This  was  not  a  bill  to  raise  re* 
venuet  that  wss  not  the  abject  of  the  seelion  now  propos- 
ed to  be  stricken  out ;  all  that  was  intended  by  ttiat  section 
was  to  increase  competition  among  manufocturers  by  af- 
fording them  adequate  protection.  The  Senate  had  re* 
peatedly  decided  that  bills  for  reducing  duties  m^t  ori- 
ginate here.  At  any  rate,  this  question  would  Bore  pro- 
perly arise  upon  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  the  constitutional  c^uestion  must 
be  regarded  as  importantt  but  it  was  one  which  could  not 
be  settled  by  the  Senate.    It  was  purely  a  question  of 

Eririlege,  and  the  dedrion  of  it  belonged  alone  to  the 
[ouse.  The  Senate,  by  the  constitution,  could  not  ori- 
ginate bills  for  raising  revenue.  It  was  of  no  consequence 
whether  the  rate  of  duty  were  increased  or  decreased;  if 
it  was  a  money  bill,  it  belonged  to  the  House  to  originate 
it.  In  the  House  there  was  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  organized  expressly  fbrsnch  objects.  There  was  no 
such  committee  ofthe  Senate.  The  constitutional  provision 
was  taken  IVom  the  practice  of  the  British  Parliament, 
whose  usages  were  well  known  to  the  framers  of  the  con- 
stitution, with  the  modification  that  the  Senate  might  alter 
and  amend  money  bills,  which  was  denied  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  that  of  Lords.  This  subject  belonged  ex* 
clusively  to  the^House  of  Itepresentatives.  The  attempt 
to  evade  the  question  by  conten^ng  that  the  present  bill 
was  intended  for  protection  and  not  revenue  afforded  no 
relief,  for  it  was  protection  by  means  of  revenue.  It  was 
not  the  less  a  money  bill  fbom  its  object  being  protection. 
After  1842  this  bill  would  raise  the  revenue,  or  it  would 
not  be  raised  by  existing  laws.  He  was  altogether 
posed  to  the  nrovinons  of  this  bill}  but  tbb  objcotionwaa 
one  which  it  belonged  to  the  House  to  make. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  the  question  had  been  dedded  again 
and  again  that  the  Senate  ndght  oriinnate  a  bill  of  such  a 
character.  The  nuun  object  in  theltill  was  not  revenue, 
but  protection.  He  hoped  on  this  occasion  the  Senate 
would  exertise  the  power  it  had  heretofore  done  in  &vor 
of  this  bill,  which  was  regarded  on  all  mdes  as  a  measure  ' 
of  conciliation  and  comprmiuse.  He  regretted  that  any 
objection  riiould  hare  aiuen  finm  any  qtnrter  to  the  be- 
niflcent  action  ofthe  Sciwte  upon  this  dMncting  Kibjeet. 
He  flattered  hinKlf  that  tbo  punge  of  tbii  Ml  wonU 
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agun  bring  the  dtizens  of  the  tuious  aectiona  of  the  coun- 
ty together  like  a  band  of  brothen.  Would  the  Senator 
from  MaasachuMtti  [Ur.  Wbbbtx*]  aend  his  bill  forth 
alone  without  this  measure  of  conciliation  f  He  hoped 
not.  He  ieared  lach  a  course  woiHd  not  calm  the  agita- 
tions whiph  now  convulse  the  nation  and  threaten  the  in- 
tegri^  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  an  adjournment. 

Mr.  CLAT  having  tnefiectually  appealed  to  the  mover 
to  withdraw  the  motion,  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays, which 
were  ordered,  and,  being  taken,  the  motion  was  negatived 
by  the  following  vote: 

Y£AS^Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Dallas, 
Diekeraon,  Dudley,  Hendricks,  Kane,  Kni^t,  Prentiss, 
B(4)inson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Webster,  Willdm— 16. 

NATS — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Freltngbuyqien,  Grundy, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Hangum,  Miller,  Hoore,  Nau- 
dain,  Foindexter,  Rives,  Robbins,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Troup,  T^ler,  White,  Wright— 28. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,,  the  Senator  fh>m  Kentucky  THr. 
Cut]  had  ^ken  of  the  bill  which  .had  been  reportedfrom 
the  Judioary  Committee  as  Us  bill.  It  was  no  more  his 
bill  than  it  was  that  gentleman's.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  expressed  himself  to  be  as  much  in  &vor  of  that 
bill  as  he  had  himself. .  The  only  difference  between  them 
in  this  particular  was,  that  he  happened  to  have  been  a 
member  of  the  committee  from  which  the  bill  had  been 
reported.  He  had  no  objection  to  conciliation,  which  had 
been  so  much  apoken  of.  He  objected  to  this  meanre, 
not  becaue  it  wu  a  measure  of  conoiliatiDii,  but  because 
it  wu  one  the  country  would  never  consent  to  see  carried 
out.  Upon  proper  prindplcs,  he  would  go  as  &r  in  &vor 
of  concdiation  as  any  man.  The  Senator  fi-om  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Clxt]  says  the  object  of  the  bill  is  protection,  and 
therefore  it  Is  not  a  bill  to  raise  revenue.  Can  such  con- 
sideratioos  be  gone  into  in  determining  the  constitutionaU 
ify  ofa  measure?  This  is  the  venr  doctrine  of  the  South 
Carolina  ordinance.  The  bill  belorv  us  illustrates  its  ab- 
surdity. The  gentleman  irom  Kentucky  supports  it  from 
one  motivet  others  from  another  motive.  One,  because  it 
secures  protection;  another,  because  it  destroys  protec- 
tion. One  halfof  its  friends  vote  for  it  with  the  sole  view 
to  protection;  the  other  half  because  it  only  ruses  reve- 
nue. It  is  imposuble  to  settle  grave  constitutional  ques- 
tions upon  principles  wliich  can  never  be  known  but  to 
the  Searcher  of  hearts. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had,  after  much  reflection,  brought 
forward  this  bill  as  a  propontion  which  would  give  peace 
to  the  country.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  oppos- 
ed this  proportion  of  peace  snd  bsrmony-,  snd  wiahea  to 
send  fivth  the  measure  of  force  alone. 

[Mr.  WEBSTERiud,  in  an  audible  tone,  the  genOeman 
has  no  aitfhOTity  for  making  that  assertion.] 

Mr.  C.  said  he  would  not  submit  to  interruption.  He 
avowed  that  his  object  in  fhuning  the  bill  wss  to  secure 
that  protection  to  manufacturers  which  every  one  fore- 
saw must  otherwise  be  soon  swept  away.  The  reduction 
of  protection  was  so  gradual,  that  before  it  was  essentially 
impured,  a  new  arrangement  would  probably  be  made. 
He  had  been  anxious  to  abolish  the  duties  on  raw  cotton, 
upon  the  ground  that  a  few  cargoes  from  abroad  would 
bring  the  South  here  to  ask  for  protection,  which  would 
be  cheerfully  accorded  by  their  consenting  to  a  ciHre- 
spondent  protection  upon  some  other  srtiele.  In  propos- 
ing and  advocating  this  measure,  be  stood  upon  ground 
from  which  he  defied  all  assailants.  It  was  the  same  ground 
of  proteotion  upon  whidi  be  had  heretofore  stood.  He 
eon^dered  the  motives  under  which  a  law  had  passed  as  a 
fit  subject  fyp  oooMenitimi.  No  law  eouM  be  eoirectiy 
interpreted  without  having  regard  to  them.  This  bill 
■right  be  constitutionally  passed  by  the  Senate,  because  it 
ms  MA  a  bill  for  revemwi  k  was  not  brouglA  forward 


with  tliat  motive.  His  purpose  was  protection,  and  pro- 
tection alone-  He  deeply  regretted  the  course  the  Se- 
nator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wibbtkr]  had  chosen  to 
adopt,  who  had  opposed  every  thing  and  proposed  nothing. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  would  inquire  whether  it  was  quito 
true  that  he  had  opposed  every  thing  and  proposed  no- 
thing? As  the  only  mode  in  which  he  could  place  befo« 
the  Senate  his  views  of  the  basis  upon  which  measures  of 
conciliation  could  be  safely  established,  he  had,  some 
time  past,  offered  a  series  of  resolutions.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  might  regard  them  as  nothin|;;^he  could 
only  say  that  they  expressed  his  views  on  this  important 
subject  in  his  own  feeble  way.  He  would  have  been 
most  happy  to  have  gone  fully  into  the  subirct  in  the  dis* 
charge  of  his  duty,  with  as  strong  a  desire  for  conciliation 
ss  any  gentleman,  had  it  so  pleased  the  Senate.  He 
could  not  give  his  countenance  to  the  present  messure, 
which  he  deemed  fraught  with  ruin  to  some  of  the  most 
important  interests  in  the  country. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike 
out  the  second  section  of  the  ImII,  which  Was  negatived 
by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,.  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dudler* 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Kane,  Kjng,  Robinson,  Sibbee,  Smitn* 
Webster,  White,  Wright — 14. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb.  Black,  Cslhoun,  Chy, 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freliiighuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,'  Mangum,  Miller* 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Kves,  Robbins, 
Smnour,  Sprague,  Upton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler, 
Wilkina.— 39. 

Mr.  KANE  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
ninth  section,  which  provided  that  nothing  contMned  in 
this  set  ^ould  be  construed  to  extend  to  the  present  du- 
ties on  lead  in  ptgs,  bars,  or  sheets,  leaden  shot,  red  or 
white  lead,  dry,  or  ground  in  oil,  sugar  of  lead,  lie.  &t.c- 

Hr.  SMITH  moved  to  amend  Uie  amendment  by  add- 
ing the  words  *'  bar  iron  and  eastings  of  iron,  gunpowder, 
cannon,  mortars,  howitxers,  cannon  balls,  shells  for  guns 
and  howitzers,"  8cc.  Mr.  S.  sud  this  proposition  wss  to 
cany  out  the  views  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in 
reference  to  the  protection  of  munitions  of  war. 

Afler  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CLAY  in  oppontion  to  the 
Ust  proposition,  and  in  favor  of  it  from  Mr.  SMITH  and 
Mr.  DICKERSON,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  question  being  taken,  was  decided  as  fidlows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Clsyton,  Dallas 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Hendricks,  Kane,  Robinson.  Smith, 
Tipton,  Webster,  Wilkins,  Wright.— 14. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell.  Bibb,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King, 
Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Rives,  Bobbnui,  Seymour,  Sprague,  TnidinBon,  Troup, 
White.— 35. 
So  Mr.  SMITH'S  motion  wss  negatived. 
I'he  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  KANE,  and  it  was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Hendricks,  Kane,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Upton,  Wil- 
kins, Wright.— 12.  - 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell.  Bibb,  BUck,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
CUyton,  Dallas.  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Gnmdy,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Hoore,  NaUr 
dun,  Pmndexter,  Rives,  Bobbins,  Snmour,  Bpragne, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Webster,  White.— 
So  the  motion  to  amend  was  rejected. 
Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  third  and 
sixth  sections  of  the  bill,  which  attempt  to  bind  all  foUire 
Congresses  until  the  year  1842. 
The  question  being  taken,  waa  decided  as  folhnn: 
YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dalla%  DickeraoB, 
Dudley,  Forsyth,  Kane,  Knight,  Bobiwof^  Sejnour. 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Webster  ^13. 
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NAYS.— UvBsrt.  Bell,  Bibb,  Black.  Culhoun,  CU7, 
CUyton,  Ewinp,  Foot,  Grundy,  HolmeB,  Jobnston,  King, 
Muigum,  Miller,  Moore,  Nwtiliin,  Poindezter,  Prentiu, 
Rivea,  Robbins,  Spra^e,  Tipttm,  Tomlitisan,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkins,  Wrirht.— 38. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected' 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding- 
a  new  section,  the  object  of  which  was  to  make  a  reduc* 
tion  of  the  drawbacks  allowed  on  tlie  exportation  of  arU- 
cles  manufactured  in  the  United  States  from  foreign  ma- 
terials subject  to  duty,  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  re- 
duction made  in  the  duties  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  this  motion  did  not  extend  to  the  g«- 
neral  system  of  drawbacks,  but  only  to  those  special  cases 
in  which  the  exporter  was  authorized  to  draw  from  the 
treasury  the  amount  of  money  which  he  had  pud  into 
it  on  the  importation  of  the  materiala  wUeh  he  had  manu- 
lectured.  The  amount  of  drawback  to  be  allowed  in 
every  case  had  been  adjusted  to  the  amount  of  du^  paid; 
and  as  all  these  duties  were  to  be  periodically  reduced  by 
the  bill,  it  would  follow,  as  a  natural  consequence,  that  the 
drawback  should  undergo  equal  reductions  at  the  same  time . 
Mr.  B.  would  illustrate  bis  motion  by  stating  a  unele  case— 
the  case  of  refined  sug:ar.  "Hie  drawback  payable  on  this 
sugar  was  five  cents  a  pound.  These  five  cents  rested 
upon  a  duty  of  three  cents,  now  payable  on  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  brown  sugar.  It  was  ascertained  that  it 
required  nearly  two  pounds  of  brown  sugar  to  make  a 
pound  of  refined  sugar,  and  five  cents  was  held  to  be  the 
amount  of  duty  paid  on  the  quantity  of  brown  sugar  which 
made  the  pound  of  refined  sugar.  It  was  simply  a  reim- 
bursement of  what  be  had  paid.  By  this  bill  the  duty  of 
foreign  brown  sugar  will  be  reduced  Immediately  to  two 
and  a  half  cents  a  pound,  and  afterwards  will  be  periodi- 
cally reduced  until  the  year  1843,  when  it  will  be  but  nx- 
tentha  of  a  cent,  very  little  more  than  one-sixth  orthe  duty 
when  five  cents  the  pound  were  allowed  for  a  drawback. 
Now,  if  the  drawback  is  not  reduced  in  proportion  to  the 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  the  raw  mgur,  two  ray  iijurious 
consequencet  will  resultto  the  pabuc:  UnL  that  a  Urge 
sum  of  money  will  be  annually  taken  out  of  the  treasury 
in  gratuitous  bounties  to  sugar  refiners;  and  next,  that 
the  consumers  of  refined  sugar  will  have  to  pay  more  for 
American  refined  sugar  than  foreigners  willt  tor  the  re- 
finers, getting  a  bounty  of  five  cents  a  pound  on  all  that  is 
exported,  wiU  export  all,  unless  the  American  consumer 
will  pay  th;  boun^  alto.  Mr.  B.  could  not  undertake  to 
say  how  much  money  would  be  drawn  from  the  treasury, 
as  a  mere  bounty,  if  this  amendment  did  not  prevail,  tt 
must,  however,  be  great.  The  drawback  was  now  fre- 
quently a  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  great 
frauds  were  committed  to  obtain  if.  Frauds  to  the  amount 
of  forty  thousand  dollars  a  year  had  been  detected,  and 
this  while  the  inducement  was  small  and  inconsiderable  ( 
but,  as  fast  as  that  inducement  swells  from  year  to  year, 
the  temptation  to  commit  f^ds  must  increaset  and  the 
amount  drawn  by  firaud,  added  to  that  drawn  by  the  let- 
ter of  the  law,  must  be  enormous.  Mr.  B.  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  illuatnte  his  motion  by  further  examples, 
but  said  there  were  other  cases  which  would  be  as  strong 
as  that  of  refined  sugari  and  justice  to  thepiU)lic  required 
•II  to  be  checked  at  once,  by  adopting  the  amendment  be 
had  offered. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CALHOUN*  Mr.  SMITH, 
Mr.  POINDEXTER,  Mr.  FOOT,  and  Mr.  HU4LEB,  the 
question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Hessn.  Benton,  Buckner,  Calhoun,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Johnston,  Kane,  King, 
RiVes,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White, 

Wilkins,  Wright  18.  . 

NATS.— Messn.  Bell,  Bibb.  Black,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Ewing,  Foo^  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Knight,  Uan- 
gum.  Miller,  Moore,  Naudvn,  P<nnd«zter,  PrenUi^ 


Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Troup,  Ty- 
ler.—24. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  add,  at  the  close  of  the  second 
section,  by  which  duties  upon  certain  coarse  woollens 
were  increased  from  five  to  fifty  per  cent.,  a  provimon  that 
upon  all  wool  costing  at  the  place  of  exportation  less  than 
eight  cents  per  pound,  the  same  duties  shall  be  imposed 
as  under  the  tariff  of  18S8.  Mr.  W.  said,  in  eonsequeaea 
of  the  reduction  of  the  duty  anon  these  manufactures  by 
the  tariff  of  1833,  the  duty  had  been  entirely  taken  fttnn 
the  raw  material;  as  it  was  now  proposed  to  place  the 
duty  on  the  manufrettire  bi^ier  tiiui  was  provided  by 
the  act  of  1838,  the  du^  on  tho  material  ought  to  bo  re- 
instated. 

The  qnestion  was  taken,  and  dedded  as  ftillovs: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Dudley.Hendricks,  Seymour,  gOibe^ 
Tipton,  Webster,  Wright.— 7. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Black.  Buckner,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot.  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Naudiun,  Ptnndexter.  Prentiss,  Rives,  "Rab- 
bint,  Robinson,  Snath,  Tomlinsoa,  TMop,'  Tyler,  WUte^ 
Wilkins.— 33. 

80  the  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  " 
from  this  side  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hopc^'*  in  reference 
to  the  discrimination  made  in  the  placee  from  irtiich  nlfcs 
are  imported.  • 

The  motion  was  negatived  without  a  ^rision. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  as  amended. 

All  the  amendments  were  concurred  in,  exeniting  that 
which  providestliat  after  1843  ych  duties  aball  be  Mvled 
"as  an  economical  expenditure  majr  require." 

Upon  the  propriety  of  this  provision  a  nroloiq^d  dis- 
cussion arose,  in  which  it  was  contended  oy  Mr.  WEB- 
STER. Mr.  DALLAS,  Mr.  DICKERSON,  and  Mr. 
BUCKNER,  that  these  words,  although  not  so  intended, 
might  be  comtnied.bjSouttieni  gentlemen,  in  tlie  year 
1843,  as  an  abandonment  of  the  protective  principle,  and 
a  dengn,  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  introduced  this 
bill,  to  make  revenue  alone  the  standard  of  all  filtutedti- 
ties  on  imports. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  and  Mr.  CLAY  regarded  the  Un- 
guage  as  authqrizing  no  such  construction,  and  demed 
thatany  one  would  be  justified  in  inferring  that  Aim  was 
to  be  an  abandonment  of  the  system  of  protection.  It 
waatnristed  by  Mr.  CLAYTON  that  the  Government  could 
not  be  kept  tmether  if  the  prinuple  of  protection  were 
to  be  discarded  in  our  policy,  and  declared  that  he  would 
pause  before  be  stdTenderea  tliat  principle,  even  to  saw 
the  Union . 

Mr.  FORSYTH  regarded  the  claose  as  an  absurdity, 
on  which  an  argument  either  Tor  or  against  proteotioa 
might  be  erected;  but  as  it  was  the  only  abaurm^  which 
was  i^reeable  to  him,  among  the  many  absurdities  coor 
tainedin  the  bill,  be  would  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  t<r  strike  out  the  words,  vrttieh 
was  negatived,  yeas  14,  nays  33  i  and  the  chuise  was 
agreed  to. 

The  question  then  being  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a  third 
reading, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  «id  he  widied  to  express  Us  news 
upon  some  of  the  prinaples  contiuned  in  the  bill.  He 
had  no  desire  to  give  occanon  for  unnecessary  delay.  If 
it  was  the  plessure  of  gentlemen  to  order  the  bUl  now  to 
be  engrossed  without  a  division,  he  should  not  object,  and 
would  exprea  his  o^ons  upon  the  third  reading  of  th* 
bUl  t  otherwise,  be  would  now  proceed . 

The  question  wss  then  acoorwnriy  put  on  the  tbird 
reading  of  the  biD,  and  carried,  without  a  £vi^ 
called. 

The  Senate,  then,  tt  nine  o^do^  •^}ounMd. 
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THE  TARIFF. 

The  bill  to  modify  the  act  of  the  14th  day  of  July,  1833, 
and  all  other  acta  imponiw  duties  on  imports,  hetng  read 
a  third  time,  and  the  queation  beinBT  on  its  passage — 

lir.  WEBSTER  rose  to  express  bis  sentiments  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  bill.  He  pud,  in  the  commencement,  a  tri- 
bute to  the  purity,  zeal,  and  ability  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  for  whom  he  had  so  long  entertained  a  high 
respect,  and  to  elevate  whom  to  a  situation  where  hw  ta- 
leata  m^t  be  HSII  more  beneficial  to  bia  eouatiT  he  had 
aealouily  labored.  He  also  complimented  the  tatenta  and 
•CTrieea  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  with  whom 
he  had  ao  oflen  acted,  and  for  whom  he  had  always  felt  a 
sincere  reeard.  He  briefiy  reviewed  his  own  course, 
when  the  lormer  bills  on  the  subject  ofthe  tariff  were  un- 
der eoonderation,  and  the  conviction  which  was  forced  on 
the  East,  and  other  portions  of  the  country,  that  the  pro- 
tective system  was  to  be  the  settled  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. New  Eng-land  had  rensted*  in  the  first  instance, 
the  establidiment  of  a  lugb  protectire  polieyt  but  when 
that  was  determined  on,  the  Eastern  States  turned  all 
their  natural  advantages,  and  their  capital  of  wealth  and 
industry,  into  the  new  channel  thus  marked  out  for  them. 
Tha  bul  of  1836  was  to  carry  out  the  promises  made  by 
the  bill  of  1834.  He  disliked  the  bill  of  1838,  yet  he 
had  voted  ibr  it  on  account  of  that  linture  in  it  which 

Sve  the  wo«dlens  the  protection  which  the  Government 
d  pledged  itself  to  give  by  the  kw  of  1834.  That  bill 
decided  the  policy  of  the  country,  unless  it  was  to  be 
kept  in  a  state  of  perpetual  fluctuation  and  uncertunty. 

AfUr  pasnng  the  law  of  last  sesnon,  a  law  containing 
some  features  of  conceapon  and  compromise,  when  the 
country  was  not  prepared  lor  any  change,  the  present 
bill,  prolisssing  to  be  a  bill  of  peace,  of  arrangement,  and 
of  compromise,  is  brought  forward  by  tlie  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  professes  to  have  renounced 
nime  of  his  former  opmionsas  to  the  constitutionality  and 
expediency  of  protection.  The  bill  is  also  supported  by 
a  gentleman  whose  opinions  are  directly  the  reverse  of 
those  entertained  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  Wlien 
it  was  supported  by  such  oppoHte  feelings,  it  was  impor- 
tant to  look  into  the  proviuona  of  the  IhII.  He  stated  the 
varioua  considerations  which  ou^t  to  weigh  with  those 
who,  as  friends  of  the  protective  system,  voted  for  this 
bUI. 

He  did  not  object  to  tlie  prospective  and  biennial  re- 
ductions made  by  the  bill  up  to  1841,  but  he  objected  to 
the  clauses  which  did,  in  effect,  prohibit  the  repealing 
aetioa  of  any,  subsequent  Congress  upon  this  lull,  until 
1B43.  He  also  objected  to  the  proviso  in  the  flfUi  sec. 
tion,  which  was  a  restriction  on  the  power  of  Congress. 
He  put  it  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Grukot,] 
who  had  introduced  the  clause,  to  say  if  he  ^d  not  intend 
that  it  should  show  that  Congress  was  to  be  considered 
as  bound  by  the  bill,  as  ftr  as  this  Cong^ress  could  bind 
the4uture  legation  c^the  country. 

The  protected  articles  may,  by  this  bill,  be  reduced 
below  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  but  cannot  be  raised 
above  twenty  per  cent. 

He  opposed  the  bill  because  it  imposed  a  restriction  on 
the  future  legislation  of  Congress.  He  also  opposed  it 
because  it  seemed  to  yield  ~  the  constitutional  power  of 
protection.  Various  arguments  were  advanced  by  him  to 
show  that  the  Southern  politicians  would,  if  thu  bill  were 
psaied,  teUoTCiy  one  of  their  conMituenti  that  they  had 
gi^aed  aome  concession  to  the  opinions  of  the  South. 
He  said  that  he  approved  thtf  sagacious  silence  of  tl|e 
SouAera  gentlemen.  They  would  not  suffer  themselves 
to  be  provoked  by  friend  or  cnemj  to  speak  before  the 
time  should  come  when  they  ou^t  to  speak.  They 
were  nmtm  of  the  g«ne,  and  they  knew  it.   He  com- 


mended their  policy,  but  he  wished  them  to  see  tbsl  be 
understood  it.  In  Jj^ving  up  specific  duties,  and  wbsti- 
tuting  ad  valorem,  the  bill  had  abandoned  the  polic;  oTill 
wise  Governments,  and  the  policy  of  our  own  (Govern- 
ment, and  the  poUqr  always  advocated  by  the  Sea^tor 
from  Kentucky.  He  viewed  the  bill  as  a  surrender  of  iS 
the  interests  of  the  smaller  capitafists,  and  a  concesaoa  in 
favor  of  overgrown  monoponsts.  He  pointed  out  the 
effects  of  this  surrender  on  our  own  condition,  and  the 
handle  which  it  would  give  to  satirists,  and  foreign  writer*, 
and  the  puets  laureate  of  all  the  mooarchte*  m  Europe, 
to  turn  our  institutiona  and  our  pretennraa  into  nfr 
cule.  If  this  principle  were  canied  into  oar  nangaliiN^ 
he  stated  that  it  would  he  immediately  eountervaiied  by 
Great  Britain,  iiy  limiting  our  countervailing  power, 
and  leaving  the  countervailing  power  of  Europe  free,  we 
put  in  her  hands  weapons  to  destroy  us,  and  cast  our 
weapons  of  defence  at  her  feet.  Under  a  colonic  ^eo, 
our  manufacturers  would  not  be  more  completely  tt»e- 
klcd  than  they  will  be  by  this  bill.  . 

He  referred  to  the/ourezpedientsby  which  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  had  aud  that  our  protective  syrtem  could 
be  preserved:  1st,  Prohibition;  3dly,  The  freelirti  3dly, 
Incidental  protection;  all  of  which  would  be  found  insde* 
quatet  and  the  4th,  Discrimination,  or  apecific  duties, 
was  the  only  one  wluch  would  avail.  Diacrinunating  snd 
specific  duties  were  the  last  resource,  and  if  that  were  to 
M  pven  up,  there  could  be  no  longer  any  hope  for  the 
protective  system,  in  war  or  in  peace.  He  ioiistcd,  lint 
not  being  owners  of  the  property,  but  merelv  agents  or 
administrators,  we  had  no  right  to  fetter  a  future  Con- 
gress. He  regarded  this  bill  as  the  last  wUl  and  tetfi- 
ment  of  this  Congress,  which  would  be  set  aude  bv  the 
people,  but  not  on  the  ground  of  want  of  suuty  in  tbow 
princi}nlly  engaged  in  making  i^  for  be  never  «w  geo- 
tiemen  more  fully  in  possession  of  that  sagacity;  nor  oa 
account  of  any  undue  influence,  although  he  could  w>t 
help  thinking  that  panic  had  something  to  do  with  it, 
and  that  if  the  South  Carolina  wlinance  and  repferia 
law  had  not  appeared,  this  bill  wonM  nerer  have  ^pcs^ 
ed  in  the  Senate. 

In  reference  to  the  practical  effect  of  the  bill,  he  thita 
tliat  he  saw  t^staclea  to  the  carrying  tliis  bill  into  effect, 
wliich  appeared  to  him  to  be  insurmountoble.  He 
thought  tliat  it  would  be  difficult  to  ascertain  the  Icgsl 
value  of  cotton.  He  took  a  view  of  the  different  vslues 
attached  to  cotton,  and  of  the  professional  coosInictioDS 
to  wliich  the  clause  concerning  cotton  would  be  subje^- 
ed.  In  relation  to  iron,  also,  he  thought  that  the  diffi- 
culties in  ascertaining  the  value  would  be  such  as  W  ren- 
der the  provision  concerning  that  artide  inopetative. 
The  duties  on  iron  havii^  hitherto  been  speo'fie,  no  P'^ 
ciple  of  valuation  hi^  been  It^  down.  He  considerea 
that  there  was  no  legisbtive  provision  by  which  the  va- 
lue of  iron  could  be  assessed.  The  same  tetnarki  were 
applicable  to  su^r;  and  he  stated  a  case  to  show  the  ait- 
ficulty  which  exists  in  reaching  a  proper  snd  fixed  v^ 
lue  as  a  basis  for  duty,  lie  supposed  the  answer  woiud 
be,  that  if  difficulties  arise,  the  Secretary  muit  get  tbrou{n 
them  as  well  as  he  can;  and  if  he  cannot,  he  must  come  to 
Congress. 

As  a  measure  of  finance,  he  had  no  idea  that  the  biH 
would  be  an  efficient  measure.  He  had  not  heard  the 
Buertion  that  the  bill  would  at  all  reduce  the  revenue- 
He  denied  that  the  reduction  of  duties  on  boots,  and  ihor^ 
and  clothing  would  reduce  the  revenue.  The  bill  wouM. 
in  these  branchei^  reduce  thousands  of  mechankato  nm 
and  by  this  operation  would  increase  the  rereBoe.  Is 
this  point,  the  bill  alms  a  deadly  blow  on  Ihe  poor,  tbe 
young,  the  enterprising— on  the  labor  and  tbe  ingenuity 
of  the  country.  By  tbe  introduction  of  foreign  akobA 
at  a  reduced  rate  of  duty,  the  revenue  would  be  inereaiMi 
but  be  thought  gentlemen  should  pauM  before  thff  mc* 
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Uoned  thia  change.  *Tbe  entire  breakiitf;  up  of  the  print- 
ing establishments  for  printing  calicoes  would  be  one  of 
the  consequences  of  the  passage  of  the  bill;  and  in  proof 
he  read  some  eztracta  from  a  memorial  of  the  LoweU  ma- 
nufiteturen.  Theie  inaUlntioiis  might  lurvive  the 'three 
lint  reductions,  but  the  fourth  would  be  fiital  to  them. 
On  the  spinning  and  weaving,  the  effect,  if  not  ao  disas- 
troust  would  scarcely  be  less  objectionable.  The  larve 
capitalists  in  that  branch  would  be  able  to  make  money  by 
breaking  down  all  young  and  enterprising  establisliments. 
In  reference  to  woollens,  with  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent, 
on  wodlenB,  and  twenty  per  cent,  on  wool,  it  is  imposMble 
that  they  can  stand.  'Vtit  depreciation  of  property  would 
be  the  first  consequence,  and  the  depreciation  of  credit 
the  next;  and,  by  the  surrender  of  their  interests,  long 
before  this  benencent  home  valuation  can  come  to  their 
relief,  their  eyes  will  be  sealed  in  death.  As  to  iron,  Eng- 
lish or  Welch  iron  costs  twenty-six  dollars  a  ton,  and  the 
supply  is  inexhaustible.  Iron  in  Rus^  and  Sweden  costs 
foKy  dollars  a  ton.  English  iron  has  been  taxed  thirty 
dollars,  and  Baltic  iron  eighteen  dollars  a  ton.  The 
change  from  specific  to  ad  valorem  duty  will  work  an  in- 
jurious change.  He  believed  ttiat  this  eurrender  once 
made,  we  could  never  return  to  tlie  present  state  of 
things,  without  such  a  struggle  as  would  shake  the  coun- 
try much  more  than  any  thing  has  yet  shaken  it. 

He  ini^bt  be  wrong.  There  might  be  no  pledge,  no 
constitutional  objection!  but,  if  so,  why  this  bill?  The 
people  will  not  expect  the  passage  of  this  bill.  There 
was  no  expectation  at  the  commencement  of  this  short 
seasion  that  such  a  bill  would  be  passed.  The  Senate  had 
not  had  time  to  know  the  pleasure  of  their  masters.  No 
opportunity  had  been  ofTered  for  obtaining  a  knowledge 
either  of  the  course  of  public  opinion,  or  the  effect  of  this 
measure  on  the  public  interests.  It  was  laid  the  next 
Congreu  would  pam  this  bill  if  it  were  nut  passed  now. 
H  e  did  not  fear  the  next  Congress;  but  if  that  bo^  should 
choose  to  undo  what  was  now  done,  H  would  hare  the 
power  so  to  do. 

If  it  was  true,  aa  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  believed, 
that, the  intention  of  South  Carolina  was  merely  to  enter 
into  a  lawsuit  with  the  United  States,  then  there  was  no 
necessity  for  thta  sacrifice  of  great  interests.  He  believed 
tiiat  if  this  bill  should  become  a  law,  there  will  be  an  ac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  people  at  the  next  session  to  over- 
throw it.  it  will  not  be  all  requiem  and  liilUby  when  this 
bill  shall  be  passed.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed  there 
would  be  discord  and  discontent.    He  had  already  ex- 

gressed  his  views  as  to  reduction  in  his  resolutions.  He 
elieved  there  ought  to  be  a  reduction  to  the  point  of  ne- 
cesaary  revenue;  and  that,  as  aoon  as  that  point  could  be 
ascertained,  any  Congreaa  would  be  able  to  make  a  tarifT 
which  would  suit  the  country.  The  estimates  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury,  as  to  the  point  of  revenue,  vary 
materially  from  those-of  others;  but  if  the  true  point 
could  be  ascertaiocd,  he  thought  Conrress  might  at  once 
proceed  to  an  adjuslipent  of  the  tariff  with  a  prospect  of 
succen. 

Aa  he  had  commenced  with  dnng  justice  to  the  motives 
of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  aide,  he  asked  that  equal 
justice  jtDight  be  done  to  him  In  the  opposition  which  he 
was  cooipelled  to  make  to  a  measure  which  had  been 
ushered  in  with  so  much  profession  ofpeace  and  harmony. 
He  would  do  as  much  to  satisfy  South  Carolina  as  any 
nun.  He  would  take  this  tariff,  and  cut  it  down  to  the 
bone:  but  he  did  not  wish  to  T)ish  into  untried  systems- 
He  believed  that  his  constituents  would  excuse  him  for 
surrendering  their  interests,  but  they  would  not  forgive 
him  for  a  violation  oflhe  constitution. 

Mr.  CL AT  rose,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Wkbstbb,  and  said: 
Being  anxious,  Mr.  President,  that  this  bill  should  pass, 
and  pass  this  day,  I  will  abridge  as  much  as  I  can  the  ob- 
servations which  I  am  called  upon  to  make.   I  have  long. 


[Skbatx - 


with  pleasure  and  pride,  co-operated  in  the  public  service 
with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts;  and  I  have  found 
him  faithful,  enlightened,  and  patriotic.  I  have  not  a 
particle  of  doubt  as  to  the  pure  and  elevated  motives 
which  actuate  him.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  givei 
me  deep  and  lasdng  regret  to  find  mjrself  compelled  to 
differ  from  him  as  to  a  measure  involving  vital  interest^ 
and  perhaps  the  safety  of  the  Union.  On  the  other  hand, 
1  derive  great  consolation  from  finding  myself,  on  this  oc- 
casion, in  the  midst  of  friends  with  whom  I  have  long  act- 
ed, in  peace  and  in  war,  and  especially  with  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  HoLHis,]_with  whom  I  had 
the  happiness  to  unite  in  a  memorable  instance.  It  was 
in  this  very  chamber,  that  Senator  presiding  in  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  and  I  in  the  committee  of  twen^- 
four  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  a  Sabbath  day, 
that  the  terms  were  adjusted,  by  which  the  compromise 
was  effected  of  the  Missouri  question  T  Then  the  dark 
clouds  that  hung  over  our  beloved  country  were  dispers- 
ed t  and  now  the  thunders  from  others  not  less  threaten- 
ing, and  which  have  been  longer  accumulating,  will,  I 
hope,  roll  over  ua  harmless  and  without  injury. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  objects  to  the  bill  un-- 
der  consideration  on  various  grounds.  He  argues  th^t  it 
imposes  unjustifiable  restraints  on  the  power  of  future  le- 
gislation; tiiat  it  abandons  the  protective  policy;  and  that 
the  details  ofthe  bill  are  practicall}^  defective.  He  does 
not  object  to  the  gradual,  but  very  inconaider^le,  reduc- 
tion of  duties  which  is  miade  prior  to  1843.  To  that  he 
could  not  object;  because  it  is  a  species  of  prospective 
provision,  as  be  admits,  in  conformity  with  numerous  pre- 
cedents on  our  statute  book.  lie  does  not  object  so  much 
to  the  state  of  the  proposed  law  prior  to  1843,  during  a 
period  of  nine  years;  but,  throwing  himself  forward  to 
the  termination  of  that  pet4od,  he  contends  tlut  Con- 
gress will  then  find  itself  under  inconvenient  shackles,  im- 
posed by  our  indiscretion.  In  the  first  place,  I  would  re- 
mark,  that  the  bill  contuns  no  obligatory  pledgest  it 
could  make  none;  none  are  attempted.  The  power  over 
the  subject  is  in  the  constitution;  put  there  by  those  who 
formed  it,  and  liable  to  be  taken  out  only  by  an  amend- 
ment of  the  instrument.  The  next  Confess,  and  every 
succeeding  Congress,  will  undoubtedly  have  the  power  to 
repeal  the  law  wlienever  they  may  think  proper-  Whether 
they  will  exercise  it  or  not,  will  depend  upon  a  sound  dis. 
cretion,  applied  to  the  state  ofthe  whole  country,  and  es- 
timating fairly  the  consequences  of  the  repeal,  both  upon 
the  general  harmony  and  the  common  interests.  7'hcn  the 
bill  IS  fminded  in  a  spirit  of  compromise.  Now,  in  all 
compromises  there  must  be  mutual  concessions.  The 
friends  of  Ave  trade  inust  that  duties  should  be  laid  in  re- 
ference to  revenue  alone.  Tht  friends  of  American  in- 
dustry say  that  another,  if  not  nsramouiil,  object  in  lading 
them,  should  be  to  diminish  the  consumption  of  foreign, 
and  increase  that  of  domestic  products.  On  this  point  the 
parties  divide,  and,  between  these  two  oppowte  opinions, 
a  reconciliation  is  to  beeflcfted,  if  itcanbuaccompliahed. 
The  bill  assumes,  as  a  baaii^  adequate  protection  for  nine 
years,  and  less  beyond  that  term.  The  fnends  of  protec- 
tion say  to  their  opponents,  we  are  willing  to  take  a  lease 
of  nine  ^ears,  with  the  long  eliapter  of  accidents  beyond 
that  penod,  including  the  chance  of  war,  the  restoration 
of  concord,  and  along  with  it  a  conviction,  conimoii  to  all, 
of  the  utility  of  protection;  and,  in  consideration  of  it,  if, 
in  1842,  none  of  these  contingencies  shall  have  been  reaj. 
ized,  we  are  willing  to  submit,  as  long  as  Congress  may 
think  proper,  to  a  maximum  rate  of  twenty  per  cent,  with 
a  powcf  of  discrimination  below  it,  cash  duties,  home  va^ 
luations,  and  a  liberal  list  of  free  articles,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  manufacturing  interest.  To  these  conditions  the 
opponents  of  protection  are  ready  to  accede.  The  mea- 
sure Is  what  it  professes  to  be — a  compromise;  but  it  im- 
poses, and  could  impose,  no  restriction  upon  the  will  or 
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power  or  B  Tuture  Congress.  Doubtless  ^at  respect  will 
be  paid>  is  it  oug^lit  to  be  paid,  to  the  serious  condition  of 
the  country  that  has  pipmpted  the  passage  of 'this  bill. 
Any  Tuture  Congress  that  might  disturb  this  adjustment 
voutd  act  under  a  high  respomiibility;  but  it  would  be 
entirely  within  ita  competency  to  repeal,  IT  it  thought 
proper,  the  whole  bill. 

It  is  far  from  the  object  of  those  who  support  this  bill 
to  ^andon  or  aurrenaer  the  policy  of  protecting  Ameri- 
can industry.  Its  protection  or  encouragement  may  be 
accomplished  in  nrious  ways.  Ist.  By  bounties,  as  hr 
H  they  are  within  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to 
offer  them.  3d.  By  prohibitions,  totally  excluding  the 
fbreigo  mal  article.  Sd.  By  high  duties,  without  regard 
to  the  i^gregate  amount  of  revenue  which  they  produce. 
4th.  By  discriminating  duties,  so  adjusted  as  to  limit  the 
revenue  to  the  economical  wants  of  Government.  And 
5th.  By  the  admission  of  the  raw  material,  and  articles 
essential  to  manufactures,  free  of  duty.  To  which  may  be 
added  cash  duties,  home  valuations,  and  the  regulations  of 
auctioni.  A  perfect  system  of  protection  would  compre- 
hend most,  if  notftll,  ofthese  modes  of  afTordinpit.  There 
might  be,  at  this  time,  a  prohibition  of  certain  articles, 
(ardent  spirits  and  coarse  cottons,  for  example,)  to  pub- 
lie  advantage.  If  there  were  not  inveterate  prejudices 
and  conflicting  opinions  prevailing,  (and  what  statesman 
can  totally  disregard  impediments  of  that  character?)  aucb 
B  compound  ^stem  might  be  ettabSshed. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  before  the  assertion  is  made  that 
the  bill  surrenders  ttie  protective  poUcy,  gentlemen 
should  understand  perfectly  what  it  aoei  not^  as  well  as 
what  it  does  propose.  It  impairs  no  power  of  Congress 
over  the  whole  subject;  it  contains  no  promise  or  pledge 
whatever,  express  or  implied,  as  to  bounties,  prohibitions, 
or  auctions)  it  does  not  touch  the  power  of  Congress  in 
regard  to  them,  and  Congress  is  perfectly  free  to  exercise 
that  power  at  an^  time;  it  ezpreaaly  recogtuiea  discrimi- 
nating duties  within  a  prescribed  limiti  it  provides  for 
cash  duties  and  home  valuations)  and  it  secures  a  free  list, 
emhracinr  numerous  articles,  some  of  high  Importance  to 
the  manufacturing  arts.  Of  all  the  modes  of  protection 
which  I  have  enumerated,  it  affects  only  the  third;  that  Is 
to  aay,  the  imposition  of  high  duties,  producing  a  revenue 
bey<md  the  wants  of  Government.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  eontendi  that  the  policy  of  protection  was 
settled  in  1816,  and  that  it  has  ever  .since  been  maintained. 
Sir,  it  was  settled  lung  before  1816.  It  is  coeval  with 
the  present  constitution,  and  it  will  continue,  under  some 
of  its  various  aspects,  during  the  existence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. No  nation  can  exitt,  no  nation,  perhaps,  ever  ex- 
isted, without  protection,  in  some  form,  ftnd  to  some  ex- 
tent, being  applied  to  Its  own  industry.  The  direct  and 
necessary  consequence  of  abandoning  the  protection  of 
its  own  industry,  would  be  to  subject  it  to  the  restrictions 
and  prohibitions  of  foreign  Powers;  and  no  nation,  for 
any  length  of  time,  caA  endure  an  alien  legislation,  in 
which  it  has  no  will.  The  discontents  which  prevail, 
and  the  safety  of  the  republic,  may  require  the  modifica- 
tion of  a  specific  mode  of  protection;  but  it  must  be  pre- 
served in  some  other  more  acceptable  shape. 

All  that  was  settled  in  1816,  in  1834,  and  in  1838,  was, 
that  protection  should  be  sfTord^  by  high  duties,  without 
regard  to  the  amount  of  the  revenue  which  they  might 
yield.  During  that  whole  period,  we  had  a  public  debt 
which  absorbed  all  the  surpluses  beyond  the  ordinary 
wants  of  Governipent  Between  1816  and  1834  the  re- 
Venue  was  liable  to  great  fluctuations,  vibrating  between 
the  extremes  of  about  nineteen  and  thirty-s'^  millions 
dollars.  If  there  were  more  revenue,  more  debt  was 
paid)  if  leu.  a  smaller  amount  was  reimbursed.  Such 
was  sometimes  the  deficiency  of  the  revenue,  that  it  be- 
came necessary,  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  Government, 
to  trench  upon  the  ten  ndllions  annually  set  apart  as  a 


sinking  fund  to  extinguish  the  public  debt.  If  tfte  pub- 
lic debt  remained  undischaived,  or  we  bad  any  other 
proper  and  practical  mode  or  appropriating  the  lorplas 
revenue,  the  form  of  protection,  by  1^^  duties,  m*^dbe 
continued- without  public  detriment  It  is  the  payawiit 
of  the  public  debt,  then,  and  the  arreat  of  internal  im- 
provements by  the  exercise  of  the  veto,  tliat  unsettle  that 
specific  form  of  protection.  Nobody  suppfwes,  or  pro- 
poses, that  we  should  continue  to  levy,  by  means  of  high 
duties,  a  large  annual  surplus,  of  which  no  practical  use 
can  be  made,  for  the  sake  <^  the  incidentid  protectton 
which  they  afford.  The  Secretaiy  of  the  Treaswy  ertt 
mates  that  surplus,  on  the  existing  scale  oT  duties^  uA 
with  the  other  sources  of  revenue,  at  six  millions  annually. 
An  annual  accumulation,  at  that  rate,  would,  in  a  Eev 
years,  bring  into  tiie  treasury  the  whole  currency  of  tbe 
country,  to  lie  there  inactive  and  dormant. 

This  view  of  the  condition  of  the  country  has  impresi- 
ed  every  public  man  with  the  necessity  of  some  modifica- 
tion of  the  principle  of  protection,  so  far  as  it  depends 
upon  higli  aulies.  The  Senator  from  IbanarhnseHs  feels 
it)  and  nence,  in  the  resolutions  whieh  be  aabnuttcd,  be 
proposes  to  reduce  the  duties,  so  as  to  linut  tbe  amount  nS 
the  revenue  to  tbe  wants  of  the  Government.  Withbim, 
revenue  is  the  principal,  protection  the  subordinate  <^ 
ject.  If  protection  cannot  be  enjoyedafler  aucharedac- 
tion  of  duties  as  he  thinks  ought  to  be  made*  it  is  not  to  be 
extended.  He  says  specific  dutiei^  and  the  power  of  dis- 
crimination, are  preserved  by  his  resolutions.  So  they 
may  he  under  the  operation  of  the  bill.  Tbe  on*^  differ- 
ence between  the  two  schemes  is,  that  the  hill,  in  the 
maximum  which  it  provides,  suggests  a  certain  liDHi 
whilst  his  resolutions  lay  down  none.  Below  that  va^ 
mum,  the  principle  of  discrimination  and  spedfic  dutia 
may  be  applied.  Tbe  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Kr. 
Dalus,]  who,  equally  with  the  Senator  from  Hassacha- 
setts,  is  opposed  to  this  bill,  would  have  agreed  to  tbdnll 
if  it  had  fixed  thir^  instead  of  twenU*  per  cent.;  and  be 
would  have  (Uspensed  with  home  viduation,  and  com 
down  to  tbe  revenue  standard  in  five  or  six  years.  No', 
Mr.  President,  I  prefer,  and  I  think  the  manu&ctiuio^  in- 
terest will  prefer,  nine  years  of  adequate  protectioD, 
home  valuations,  and  twenty  per  cent.,  to  the  plan  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  President,  1  want  to  be  perfectly  understood  as  to 
the  motives  which  have  prompted  me  to  oflTcr  this  im»- 
sure.    I  repeat  what  I  said  on  the  introduction  of  it,  Aat 
they  are,  first,  to  preserve  the  manufacturing  iDtcrest; 
and,  secondly,  to  quiet  the  country.    I  believe  the  Ame- 
rican system  to  be  in  the  greatest  danger;  and  I  believe  it 
can  he  placed  on  a  better  and  safer  foundation  at  this  ses- 
sion than  at  the  next.    I  heard,  witii  surprise  toy  hiead 
from  Hasaachusetu  sa^  that  nothing  had  oecuifcd  within 
the  last  six  months  to  increase  ita  hazatd.   I  entreat  biin 
to  review  that  opinion.    Is  it  correct*  la  ft>e  *^ 
numerous  elections,  including  that  of  the  tughaL  officer 
of  the  Government,  nothing?   Is  the  explicit  recommni- 
dation'of  that  officer,  in  his  message  at  tbe  opening  of^^o* 
session,  sustained,  as  he  is,  by  a  recent  triumphi^ 
tion,  nothing^  Is  his  declaration  in  his  proclamalioa*  tut 
the  burdens  of  the  South  ought  to  he  relieved,  nrthiaff' 
Is  the  introduction  of  the  bill  in  tbe  House  of  Reprcseoa> 
tives  during  this  session,  sanctioned  by  the  head  of  IK 
Treasury  and  the  administration,  prostrating  the  greater 
part  of  the  manufactures  of  the  country,  nothing?  Are 
the  increanng  discontents,  nothing?   Is  the  tcDWDCj  <■ 
recent  events  to  unite  the. whole  South,  notbingf  'Wh'^ 
have  we  not  witnessed  in  this  chamber?   Fiiends  of  u* 
administration  bunting  all  the  ties  which  aeeiaed  iuXatmr 
biy  to  unite  them  to  ita  chie(  and,  iritSi  ftw  exceptioH 
south  of  the  Potomac,  oppoung,  and  vehemeMl^  'VP**' 
ing,  a  favorite  measure  of  that  i^miniatration.  vbicblh'*^ 
short  months  ago  they  contributed  to  catubiiihl   Lt>  ^ 
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not  deceive  ounelvce.  Now  is  the  time  to  adjust  the 
question  in  a  manner  satia&ctory  to  both  parties.  Put  it 
off  until  the  next  session,  and  the  alternative  mart  and 
probably  then  would  be,  a  i|}eedy  and  ruinous  reduction 
of  the  tarifP.  or  a  m-U  war  with  the  entire  South. 

It  is  well  known  that  the  majority  of  the  dominant  party 
is  adverse  to  the  tariflT.  There  are  many  honorable  ex- 
ceptions, die  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Dickxbsok] 
among  them.  But  for  the  exertions  of  the  other  party, 
the  tariff  would  have  been  long^  sinci  sacrificed.  Now 
let  us  look  at  the  composition  of  the  two  branches  of 
Congress  at  the  next  session.  In  this  body  we  lose  three' 
friends  of  the  protective  policy,  without  being  sure  of 
gaining  one.  Here,  judging  from  the  present  appear- 
ances, we  shall,  at  the  next  session,  be  in  the  minori^. 
In  the  House  it  is  notorious  that  there  is  a  considerable  ac- 
cession to  the  number  of  the  dominant  party.  How.  then. 
I  ask.  is  the  system  to  be  sustained  agwnst  numbers, 
against  the  whole  weight  of  the  administration,  against 
the  united  South,  ana  against  the  increased  impend- 
ing  danger  of  civil  war?  There  is.  indeed,  one  con- 
tingency that  might  save  it,  but  that  ik  too  uncertsin 
to  rely  upon.  A  certain  class  of  Northern  politicians,  pro- 
cessing friendship  to  tlie  tariff,  have  been  charged  with 
being  secretly  inimical  to  it,  for  political  purposes.  They 
may  change  their  ground,  and  come  out  open  and  undis- 
iniiscd  supporters  of  the  system.  They  may  even  find  in 
the  measure  which  I  have  brought  forward  a  motive  for 
their  convertion.  -Sir,  I  shall  rejtnce  in  it,  fran  whatever 
cause  it  may  proceed.  And  if  they  can  nve  greater 
strength  and  durability  to  the  system,  and  at  the  same  time 
quiet  the  discontents  of  its  opponents,  I  shall  rejoice  still 
more.  They  shall  not  find  me  disposed  to  abandon  it. 
because  it  has  drawn  succor  from  an  unexpected  quarter. 

No.  Mr.  President;  it  is  not  destruction  but  preserva- 
tion of  the  system  at  which  we  um.  If  dangers  now  as- 
sail it.  we  have  not  created  them.  I  luivc  sustained  it 
upon  the  strongest  and  clearest  convictions  of  its  expe- 
diency. They  are  entirely  unaltered.  Had  others,  who 
avow  attachment  to  it,  supported  it  with  equal  zei^  and 
straightforwardnen,  it  would  be  now  free  from  embar- 
rassment; but  with  them  it  has  been  a  secondary  interest. 
I  utter  no  c<anplaints— I  make  no  reproaches.  I  wish 
only  to  defend  myself  now,  as  heretofore,  against  uiyust 
aaaaults.  I  have  been  represented  as  the  Cither  of  this 
system,  and  1  am  charq^  with  an  unnatural  abandon- 
ment of  my  own  offspring.  I  have  never  arrogated  to 
myself  any  such  Intimate  relation  to  it.  I  have,  indeed, 
cber'ished  it  with  parental  Tondness,  and  my  affection  is 
undiminished.  But  in  what  condition  do  I  find  this  child? 
It  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Philistines,  who  would  strangle 
it.  I  fly  to  its  rescue,  to  snatch  It  from  their  custody, 
and  to  place  It  on  a  bed  of  security  and  repose  for  nine 
years,  where  it  may  grow  and  strengthen,  and  become 
acceptable  to  the  whole  people.  I  behold  a  torch  about 
being  applied  to  a  frvorite  edifice,  and  I  would  save  it,  if 
poswble,  before  it  was  wrapt  in  flames,  or  at  least  pre- 
serve the  precious  furniture  which  it  contains.  I  wish  to 
see  the  tariff  separated  from  the  politics  of  the  country, 
that  business  men  may  go  to  work  in  security,  with  some 
prospect  of  stability  in  our  laws,  and  witliout  every  thing 
being  staked  on  the  issue  of  elections,  as  it  were  on  the 
hazards  of  the  die. 

And  the  other  leading  object  which  lias  prompted  the 
introduction  of  this  measure,  the  tranquillizing  of  the 
country,  is  no  less  important.  All  wise,  human  legisla- 
tion must  consult,  in  some  degree,  the  passions,  and  preju- 
dices^ and  feelings,  as  well  as  the  interests  of  the  people. 
It  would  be  vijn  and  fooUsh  to  proceed,  at  all  limes,  and 
under  all  circumstances,  upon  the  notion  of  abaolute  certain- 
ty in  any  system,  or  inMlhbillty  in  any  dogma,  and  to  push 
these  out  without  regard  to  any  consequences.  With  us, 
who  eotertain  the  opinion  that  CongreM  it  comtitatioiud* 


ly  invested  with  power  to  protect  domestic  industry,  it  is 
a  question  of  mere  expe^ency  as  to  the  form,  the  degree, 
and  the  time  that  the  protection  shall  be  aflfbrded.  In 
weighing  all  the  considerations  which  diould  control  and 
regulate  the  exercise  of  that  power,  we  ought  not  to  over- 
look what  is  due  to  tiiese  who  honestly  entertwn  opposite 
opinions  to  large  masses  of  the  community,  and  to  deep, 
long-cherished,  and  growing  prejudices.  Perceiving, 
ourselves,  no  constitutional  impediment,  we  have  less  dif* 
ficulty  in  accommodating  ourselves  to  the  sense  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  upon  this  interesting  subject. 
I  do  believe  that  a  majority  of  them  are  in  favor  of  this  po> 
licy;  but  I  am  induced  to  beVeve  this  almost  against  evi- 
dence. Two  States  in  New  England,  which  had  been  in 
&vor  of  the  system,  have  recently  come  out  agunrt  it 
Other  States  of  the  North  and  the  East  have  shown  a  re- 
maikable  indifference  to  its  preservation^  If.  indeed, 
they  have  wished  to  preserve  it,  they  have  nevertheless 
placed  the  powers  of  Government  in  hands  which  ordina- 
17  information  must  have  assured  them  were  rather  a  ha- 
zardous depository.  With  us  in  the  West,  idthough  we 
ate  not  witnout  some  direct,  and  coniiderable  indirect,  in- 
terest  in  the  system,  we  bsve  supported  it  more  upon  na- 
tional than  sectional  grounds. 

Meantime,  the  opposition  of  a  large  and  respectable 
section  of  the  Union,  stimulated  by  political  success,  has 
increased,  and  is  increanng.  Discontents  are  multiplying, 
and  assuming  new  and  dangerous  aspects.   They  have 
been  cherished  by  the  course  and  hopes  inspired  during 
this  administration,  which,  at  the  very  moment  that  A 
threatens  uid  recommends  the  use  of  the  power  of  the 
whole  Union,  proclaims  aloud  the  injustice  of  the  qratem 
which  it  would  enforce.    These  discontents  are  not  limit- 
ed to  those  who  msint«n  the  extravagant  theory  of  nuUi- 
fioation;  they  are  not  confined  to  one  Statet  they  are  co- 
extennve  with  the  enUre  South,  and  extend  even  to 
Northern  States.   It  lias  been  intimated  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  that,  if  we  legislate  at  this  session  on 
the  tariff,  we  would  seem  to  legislate  under  the  influence 
ofa  panic.   I  believe,  Mr.  Preudent,  1  am  not  more  sen- 
siMe  to  danger  of  any  kind  than  my  fellow-men  are  gene- 
rally.   It,  perhaps,  requires  as  much  moral  courage  to  le- 
gislate under  the  imputation  ofa  panic,  as  to  refrain  from 
U  lest  such  an  imputation  diould  be  made.   Bat  he  who 
regards  the  present  question  as  being  fimited  to  South  C»- 
nwna  alone,  takes  a  view  of  it  much  too  contracted. 
There  is  a  sympathy  of  feeling  and  interest  throughout 
the  whole  South.    Other  Southern  States  may  differ  from 
that  as  to  the  remedy  to  be  now  used,  but  all  agree  (great 
as  In  my  humble  judgment  is  their  error)  in  the  substantial 
justice  of  the  caiise.    Can  there  be  a  doubt  that  those  who 
think  in  common  will  sooner  or  later  act  in  concert? 
Events  are  on  the  wing,  and  hastening  this  coi^peration. 
Since  the  commencement  of  this  session,  the  most  powe^ 
fill  Southern  member  of  the  Union  has  taken  a  measure 
which  canitot  fail  to  lead  to  important  consequences.  She 
haadeputedoneofhermost  distinguished  citizens  to  request 
a  suspension  of  measures  of  resistance.    No  attentive  ob- 
server can  doubt  that  the  suspension  will  be  imde.  Well, 
sir,  suppose  it  takes  place,  and  Coneress  should  fiul  at  the 
next  session  to  afford  the  redress  which  will  be  soHeitedt 
what  course  would  every  principle  of  honor,  and  every 
consideration  of  the  interests  of  Virginia,  a^  she  under- 
stands them,  exact  from  her.'   Would  she  not  make  com- 
mon  cause  with  South  Carolina;  and,  if  she  did,  would 
not  the  entire  South  eventually  become  parties  to  the  con- 
test?  The  rest  of  the  Union  might  put  down  the  Soutb. 
and  reduce  it  to  submisaon;  but,  to  say  nothing  of  the  un- 
certainty and  hazards  of  all  war,  is  that  a  desirable  state 
of  things?'  Oiigbt  it  not  to  be  avoided  if  it  , can  be  htmoiv 
ably  prevented?   1  am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  we 
must  rely  ezcluMvely  upon  moral  power,  and  never  resort 
to  physical  force.   I  know  too  well  tlie  fiwlties  and  folUes 
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of  man,  in  his  collective  aa  well  as  imlividual  character,  to 
reject,  in  all  possible  cases,  the  employment  of  for6e;  but 
I  do  think,  that,  when  resorted  to,  especially  amon^  the 
members  of  a  confederacy,  it-should  manifcatly  appear  to 
be  the  only  remaining  appeal. 

Bui,  suppose  the  present  Congress  terminate  without 
any  adjustment  of  the  tariff,  let  us  see  in  what  condition 
its  friends  will  find  themselves  at  the  next  session.  South 
Carolina  will  have  postponed  Uie  execution  of  the  law 
passed  to  carry  into  effect  her  ordinance  until  the  end  of 
that  aesaton.  All  mil  be  quiet  in  the  South  for  the  pre- 
sent. The  Preaident,  in  his  opening  message,  will  urge 
that  justice,  as  he  terms  it,  be  done  to  the  South,  and  that 
the  burdens  imposed  upon  it  by  the  tariff  be  removed. 
,  The  whole  weight  of  the  administration,  the  united  South, 
and  majorities  of  Uie  dominant  party  in  both  branches  of 
Congress,  will  be  found  in  active  co-operation.  Will  the 
eenUeman  from  Massachusetts  tell  me  how  we  are  to  save 
the  tariff  against  tliis  united  and  irresistible  force?  They 
will  accuse  us  of  indifference  to  the  preservation  of  the 
Union,  and  of  being  willing  to  expose  the  country  to  the 
dan^rs  of  civil  war.  I'he  feet  of  South  Carolina  post- 
poning her  ordinance,  at  the  instance  of  Virginia,  and  once 
more  appealing  to  the  justice  of  Congress,  will  be  pressed 
with  great  emphasis  and  effect.  It  does  appear  to  me 
imposuble  that  we  can  prevent  a  most  injurious  modifica- 
tion of  the  tariff  at  the  next  sessiont  and  that  this  is  the 
favomble  nunnent  for  an  equitable  arrangement  of  it.  I 
))ave  been  subjected  to  animadversion  for  the  admission  of 
the  fact,  that  at  the  next  session  our  opponents  will  be 
stronger,  and  the  friends  of  the  American  system  weaker 
than  they  are  in  this  Congress.  But  is  it  not  so?.  And  is 
it  not  the  duty  of  every  man  who  aspires  to  be  a  states- 
nian  to  look  at  naked  facts  as  they  really  are?  Must  he 
suppress  them?  Ought  he,  like  children,  to  throw  the 
counterpane  over  his  eyes,  and  persuade  himself  that  he 
is  secure  from  danger?  Are  not  our  opponents  as  well 
informed  as  we  are  about  their  own  strength? 

If  we  adjourn,  without  any  permanent  settlement  of  the 
tariff,  in  what  painful  suspense  and  terrible  uncertainty 
shall  we  not  leave  the  manufacturers  and  business  men 
of  the  country?  All  eyes  will  be  turned,  with  trembling 
and  fear,  to  the  next  sesuon.  Operations  will  be  circum- 
scribed, and  new  enterprises  chcckedj  or,  if  otherwise, 
ruin  and  bankruptcy  may  be  the  consequence.  1  believe, 
sir,  this  measure,  which  offers  a  reasonable  guaranty  for 
permanency  and  stability,  will  be  hailed  by  practical  men 
with  pleasure.  The  political  manufacturers  may  be  against 
it,  but  it  will  command  the  approbation  of  a  large  majori- 
ty of  th«  business  manufacturers  of  the  country. 

But  the  objections  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Has- 
aachusetts  are  principally  directed  to  the  period  beyond 
1843.  During  the  intermediate  time,  tliere  is  every  rea- 
son to  hope  and  believe  that  the  bill  secures  adequate  pro- 
tection. All  my  information  assures  me  of  thisj  and  it  is 
demonstrated  by  the  fact,  that,  if  the  measure  of  protec- 
tion, secured  prior  to  the  31st  of  December,  1841,  were 
permanent,  or  if  the  bill  were  even  silent  beyond  that 
period,  it  would  command  the  cordial  and  unanimous  con- 
currence of  the  friends  of  the  policy.  What,  then,  di- 
vides, what  alarms  us?  It  is  what  may  possibly  be  the 
state  of  things  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty>two,  or  subsequently !  Now,  sir,  even  if  that 
should  be  as  bad  as  Uic  roost  vivid  imagination  or  the  must 
eloquent  tongue  could  depict  it,  if  we  liave  intermediate 
safely  and  security,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  wise  to  rush 
upon  certain  and  present  evils,  because  of  those, which, 
admitting  tlieir  possibility,  are  very  remote  and  contin- 

fent.    WhatJ  Shall  we  not  extlnguisli  the  flame  which  is 
ursting  through  the  roof  that  covers  us,  because,  at  some 
future  and  distant  day,  we  may  be  again  threatened  witli 
conH^ration? 
1  do  not  admit  that  thia  bill  abandons,  or  fiuls  by  Hs 


provisions  to  secure,  reasonable  protection  bcyoad  1842. 
I  cannot  know,  1  pretend  not  to  know,  what  wiU  tkeo  be 
the  actual  condition  of  thia  countiy,  and  of  the  muui&c. 
turinr  arti^  and  their  relative  conution  to  the  lest  of  llw 
vofld.   I  would  as  soon  conBde  in  the  forecart  of  dielio- 
norable  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  as  in  that  of  say 
other  man  in  this  Senate,  or  in  this  country}  but  be,  nor 
any  one  else,  can  tell  what  that  condition  will  then  be. 
The  degree  of  protection  which  will  be  required  (at  do- 
mestic industry  beyond  1843  depends  upon  the  reductioa 
of  wages,  ttie  accumulation  of  capital,  the  improveomt 
in  skiU,  the  perfection  ofmaehinery,  and  the  cheapeniig 
of  the  price,  at  home,  of  essential  articles,  such  as  fitd, 
iron,  &c.    1  do  not  think  that  the  honorable  Senator  <u 
throw  himself  forward  to  1843,  and  tell  us  what,  in  all 
these  particulars,  will  be  the  state  of  thia  countiy,  and  it) 
relative  state  to  other  countriu.    We  know  that,  in  all 
human  probabili^,  our  numbers  will  be  increased  by  an 
addition  of  one-third,  at  least,  to  their  present.amounti 
and  that  may  materiiUty  reduce  vi^fea.    Wt  have  reason 
to  believe  that  our  capital  will  be  augmented,  or  skill  im- 
provedf  and  we  know  that  great  pro^resa  has  been  nude, 
andismaking,  ui  machinery.    There  is  a  constant  tenden- 
cy to  decrease  in  the  price  of  iron  and  coal.   Hie  open- 
ing of  new  mines  and  new  channels  of  coosimiiica. 
tion  must  continue  to  lower  it.   The  successful  inlndnc- 
tion  of  the  process  of  coking  would  hare  great  efieet 
The  price  of  these  articles,  one  of  the  most  opulent  and 
intelligent  manubcturing  houses  in  this  country  asnirci 
me,  is  a  principal  cause  of  the  present  necessity  of  pro- 
tection to  the  cotton  interest;  and  that  house  is  strong; 
inclined  to  think  that  twenty  per  cent.,  with  the  otticr  id- 
vantages  secured  in  thia  bill,  may  do  beyond  18ti.  TbeB, 
sir,  what  effect  may  not  convulsions  and  revirfulioai  in 
Europe,  if  any  should  arise,  produce?   I  am  far  fron  de- 
uring  them,  that  our  country  may  profit  by  their  occur- 
rence.   Her  greatness  and  glory  rest,  I  hope,  upon  a 
more  solid  and  more  generous  basis.    But  we  cannot  sbtit 
our  eyes  to  the  fact,  that  our  greatest  manufacturii^  ** 
well  as  commercial  competitor  is  undergoing  a  ntomen- 
tous  political  experiment,  the  issue  of  which  »  far  fram 
being  absolutely  certain.    Who  can  raise  the  veil  of  the 
succeeding  nine  years,  and  show  what,  at  their  temisa- 
tlon,  will  be  the  degree  of  competition  which  Givat  Bri- 
tain  can  exerc&e  towards  us  in  the  manu&cturing  arts? 

Suppose,  in  the  progress  of  gradual  descent  ton'ards 
the  revenue  standard,  for  which  this  bill  providrs,  it 
should,  some  years  hence,  become  evident  that  fiirthcr 
protection,  beyond  1843,  than  that  which  it  cootemplatea, 
may  be  necesaary;  can  it  be  doubted  that,  inaomefotmor 
other,  it  will  be  applied?  Our  misfortune  has  been,  and 
yet  is,  that  tlie  public  mind  has  been  eoostaiitfy  kept  in  i 


state  of  feverish  excitement  in  respect  to  this  system  of 
policy.  Conventions,  elections,  Coi^vess,  the  public 
press,  have  been  for  years  all  acting  upon  the  taniF,  and 
the  tariff  acting  upon  them  all.  I'rejudices  have  been 
excited,  passions  kmdied,  and  mutual  irritations  carried 
to  the  highest  pitch  of  exasperation,  insomuch  that  good 
feelings  bare  been  almost  eztinguislied,  and  the  ToiGe  of 
reason  and  experience  silence^  among  the  members  of 
the  confederacy.  Let  us  separate  the  tariff  from  the  i^- 
fating  politics  of  the  country,  place  it  upon  a  stable  sod 
firm  foundation,  and  allow  our  enterprising  countiroKn 
to  demonstrate  to  the  whole  Union,  by  their  ricilfiil  and 
successful  labors,  the  inappreciable  value  of  the  arts.  If 
they  can  have,  what  they  have  never  yet  enjoj^ed,  some 
years  of  repose  and  tranquillity,  they  will  make,  vlcntlv, 
more  converts  to  ttie  pohqr  than  wotild  be  in»de  during 
a  long  period  of  anxious  struggle  and  boisteroua  cootot* 
tion.  Abo>-e  all,  I  count  upon  the  good  effects  resulting 
from  a  restoration  of  the  harmony  ofmis  divided  people — 
upon  their  good  sense  and  their  lore  of JiHtioe.  Vfhocan 
doub^  that  when  pasinons  bare  Bubaded.  and  moon  tus 
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rewiDeci  her  empire,  Uut  there  will  be  a  dispoBttion 
througbout  the  whole  Union  to  render  ample  jurtice  to 
all  lU  parts?  Who  will  believe  that  an^  aectioa  of  this 
great  confederacy  would  look  with  indifference  to  the 
prostration  of  the  intereita  of  another  section,  by  distant 
and  selfish  fore«n  n^oni^  regardless  alike  of  the  wellkf« 
of  us  all?  No^  iin  I  bare  no  fiean  beyimd  1843.  The 
peot^e  of  the  United  States  are  brethren,  made  to  lore 
and  reaped  each  other.  Momentary  causes  may  seem  to 
alienate  them,  bu^  Uke  ftmily  differencet,  they  will  ter- 
minate in  a  closer  and  more  affectionate  union  than  erer. 
And  how  much  more  estimable  will  be  a  system  of  pro- 
tection, baaed  on  common  conviction  and  common  con- 
sent, and  planted  in  the  boaomsofall,  than  one  wrench- 
ed by  power  Snm  reluctant  and  protesting  weakness} 

That  such  a  system  will  be  adopted,  if  it  should  be  ne- 
cessary,  for  the  period  of  time  subsequent  to  1842, 1  will 
not  doubt.  Rut,  in  the  scheme  which  I  originally  propos- 
ed, I  did  not  rely  exclusiTcly,  great  as  my  reliance  is, 
upon  the  operation  of  fralernaJ  feelings,-  the  return  of  rea- 
son, and  a  sense  of  justice.  That  scheme  contained  an 
appeal  to  the  interests  of  the  South.  Acciwding  to  it,  un- 
manufactured cotton  was  to  be  a  free  article  aner  1842. 
Gentlemen  from  that  quarter  have  again  and  ag^n  assert- 
ed that  they  were  indifferent  to  the  duty  of  tiiree  cents 
per  pound  on  cotton,  and  that  they  feared  no  foreign 
competition.  I  have  thought  otherwise;  but  I  was  willing, 
by  way  of  experiment,  to  take  them  at  their  word;  not 
that  I  was  opposed  to  the  protection  of  cotton,'  but  be- 
lieving that  a  few  cargoes  of  foreign  cotton  introduced 
into  our  Northern  ports^  fiee  of  duty,  would  hasten  our 
Southern  fHends  to  come  here  and  ask  that  protection  for 
tbeir  great  staple,  which  is  wanted  in  other  sectimis  for 
their  mtcrests.  That  feature  in  the  scheme  was  stricken 
out  in  the  select  committee,  but  not  by  the  (x>naent  of  my 
friend  &om  Delaware,  [Mr.  Clattof,]  or  myself.  StilC 
nfter  1842,  the  South  may  want  protection  for  sugar,  for 
tobacco,  for  Virginia  co^  perhaps  for  cotton  and  other 
articlest  whilst  crther  quarters  may  need  it  for  wool,  wool- 
lens, iron,  and  cotton  fabricsj  and  these  mutual  wants,  if 
they  should  exist,  will'lead,  1  hope,  to  some  amicable  ad- 
juMment  of  a  tariff  for  that  ^stant  period,  aatisfiurtory  to 
all.  The  tiieory  of  protection  sup|xmei,  too,  that,  after  a 
certain  time,  the  protected  arti  wiU  have  acquired  such 
strength  and  perfection  as  will  enable  them  subsequently, 
unaided,  to  stand  up  against  foreign  competition.  If,  as  1 
have  no  doubt,  this  should  prove  to  be  correct,  it  will,  on 
the  arrival  of  18ti,  encoura^  all  parts  of  the  Union  to 
consent  to  the  continuance  oflonger  protection  to  the  few 
article*  which  may  then  require  it 

The  bill  before  us  strongly  recommends  itself  by  its 
equity  and  impartiality.  It  favors  no  one  interest,  anid  no 
one  State,  by  an  ui^ust  sacrifice  of  others.  It  deals  equal- 
ly by  all.  Ito  basis  is  the  act  of  July  but.  That  act  was 
paved  after  careful  uul  thorourii  investigation,  and  long 
deliberation,  continued  through  several  months.  Al- 
though it  may  not  have  been  pmect  in  its  adjustment  of 
the  proper  measure  of  protection  to  each  article  which 
was  supposed  to  merit  it,  it  is  not  likely  that,  even  with 
the  same  length  of  time  before  u%  we  could  make  one 
moreperftet.  Assuiung  the  justness  of  that  act,  the  bill 
preierret  the  respective  proportions  for  which  the  act 
provides,  and  subjects  them  all  to  the  same  equal  but  mo- 
derate reduction,  spread  over  the  long  space  of  nine  years. 
The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  contends  that  a  great 
paK  of  the  value  of  all  protection  is  given  up  by  dispense 
mg  with  specific  duties  and  the  priotiple  of  £serimina- 
tion.  But  much  the  most  valuable  articles  of  our  domestic 
manafiwtures  (cotton  and  woollens,  for  example,)  have 
never  enj<^ed  the  advantage  of  spedfic  duties.  They 
have  always  been  liable  to  ad  valorem  duties,  with  a  very 
limited  application  of  the  minimum  prindple.  The  biU 
docanot,  however,  even  after  1843,  surrender  eithw  mode 

vm.  ix-4r 


of  laying  duties.  Diseriminationi  are  expressly  recognised 
below  the  maximum,  and  specific  duties  may  also  be  im- 
posed, provided  they  do  not  exceed  it. 

The  honorable  Senator  also  contends  that  the  bill  b  im- 
perfect, and  that  the  execution  of  It  will  be  impracticable. 
He  asln,  how  is  the  excess  above  twenty  per  cent,  to  be 
nscertained  on  coane  and  printed  cottons,  liable  to  mini- 
mums  of  thirty  mnd  thirty>five  cents,  and  subject  to  a  duty 
of  twenty  five  per  cent,  ad  vdorcmt  and  how  ia  it  to  Iw 
estimated  in  the  case  of  specific  duties?  Sir,  it  la  vcqr 
Ifrobable  that  the  bill  is  not  perfect,  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  any  thing  impracticable  in  iu  execution. 
Much  will,  however,  depend  upm  the  h^d  of  the  Trea- 
sury Department  In  the  instance  of  the  cotton  nuni- 
mums,  the  statute  hanng,  by  way  of  exception  to  the  ge- 
neral ad  valorem  role,  dechved,  in  cotidn  caies,  how  the 
value  sliall  be  estimated,  that  sUtutory  value  ought  to 
govern;  and,  consequently,  the  twenty  per  cent,  should  be 
excluuvely  deducted  from  the  twenty-five  per  cent,  be- 
ing the  rate  of  duties  to  which  cottonsgenerally  are  liable; 
and  the  biennial  tenths  should  be  subtracted  from  the  ex- 
cess of  five  per  cent  With  r^ard  to  spedfic  duties,  it 
will,  perhaps  he  cmnpctent  to  the  Seeretaty  crf'the  TrtUKk- 
ry,  in  the  execution  ofthe  law,  fbr  the  sake  of  eertdnty, 
to  adopt  some  average  value  founded  upon  importntiona 
of  a  previous  year.  But  if  the  value  oT each  cargoy  and 
every  part  of  ^t,  is  to  be  ascertained,  it  would  be  no  more 
than  what  now  ia  the  operation  in  the  case  of  wotdlens^ 
nlks,  cottons  above  thirty  and  thirty.five  oent^  and  a  va- 
riety of  other  articles;  and,  comequeBtly,  then  would  be 
no  impracticabilitv  in  the  law. 

To  all  defects^  however,  real  or  imaginary,  which  may 
be  supposed  will  arise  in  the  execution  of  the  principlea 
of  the  bill,  !  oppose  one  condusire,  and,  1  hope,  satis&c- 
tory  answer.  Congrem  will  be  in  semion  one  whole 
month  before  the  commencement  of  the  law;  and  if,  in 
the  mean  time,  omisHoos  calling  for  fiirtber  legislation 
shall  he  discovered,  thm  wiU  be  more  time  then  than 
we  have  now  to  supply  them.  Let  us,  on  this  ocearion 
of  compromise,  pursue  the  example  of  our  fathers,  who» 
under  the  influence  of  the  same  spirit,  in  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution  ofthe  United  SUtea,  detontined  to  rrtify 
it,  and  go  for  amendments  afterwards. 

To  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
that  this  interest,  and  that  and  the  other  cannot  be  sua- 
tained  under  the  protection  beyond  1842, 1  repeat  the 
answer,  that  no  one  can  now  tell  what  may  then  be  neeet- 
sary.  That  period  will  provide  for  itself.  But  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  my  friend  singling  out  iron  as  an  article 
that  would  be  most  mjuriously  affected  by  the  operation 
of  this  bill.  If  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken  in  my  recol* 
lection,  be  (mposed  and  voted  against  the  act  of  1834^ 
because  of  the  high  duty  imposed  tm  iron.  But  for  that 
duty,  (and  perbapa  the  duty  on  hemp.)  whidi  he  then 
conridered  threw  an  unreasonable  burden  upon  the  navi- 
gation of  the  country,  he  would  have  supported  that  act 
Of  all  the  articles  to  which  protecting  duties  are  applied,  - 
iron,  and  the  manufactures  of  iron,  enjoy  the  hi|^est 
I>roteetion.  During  the  term  of  nine  year%  the  dedu^- 
tions  from  the  duty  are  not  Muh  aa  aerioody  to  tmatSt 
tixote  great  interests,  ooksa  all  my  luformation  deedven 
me;  and  beyond  that  period  the  remedy  has  been  alrca^ 
indicated.  Let  me  suppose  that  the  antidpationa  •mtaoa. 
I  form  upon  the  restoration  of  concord  and  confidence 
shall  be  all  Alstfied;  that  ndther  the  sense  of  fraternal 
affection  nor  common  justice,  nor  evencommon  intercsti^ 
will  lead  to  an  anucable  a4justment  of  the  tariff  b^ond 
1843.  Let  me  suppoae  that  period  baa  arrived,  and  that, 
the  provinons  the  bill  shsJl  be  interpreted  as  an  obU> 
gatory  pledge  upon  tiie  Congress  of  that  day;  and  let  dm 
suppose,  alM,  that  a  greater  amoout  of  protectimi  than  the 
bill  provides  is  absolutety  necessary  to  some  Interests} 
what  is  to  be  dooef   Regaided  aa  *  pledge  it  doce  not 
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bind  CongreH  forever  to  adhere  to  the  specific  rate  of 
duly  contained  in  the  bill.  The  most,  in  that  view,  tfaat 
it  exacts  ti,  to  make  a  fair  experiment.  If,  after  such 
czperiraen^  it  should  be  demonstrated  that,  under  such 
u  arranKement  of  the  tariff;  the  intereita  of  lai^  por- 
tions of  the  Voion  would  be  sacrificed,  and  they  exposed 
to  ruin.  Congress  will  be  competent  to  apply  some  rente- 
dy  that  will  be  effectua);  and  I  heme  and  Delicre  that,  in 
such  a  contingency,  some  will  be  deriaed  that  ^y  pre- 
aerve  the  harmony  mad  perpetuate  the  bleasings  of  the 
Union. 

It  hai  been  alleged  that  there  will  be  an  augnftnlation, 
instead  of  a  diminution  of  revenue,  under  the  operation 
of  this  bill.  I  feel  quite  confident  of  the  reverse)  but  it 
ia  Buffident  to  say  that  both  contingencies  are  carefully 
provided  for  in  the  bill,  without  affecting  the  protected 
articles. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  dislikes  the  measure, 
because  it  commands  the  concurrence  of  those  who  have 
been  hitherto  opposed,  in  regard  to  the  tariff,  and  is  ap- 
proved by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [I4r. 
Cauodit]  as  welt  aa  by  myself.  Why,  sir,  the  gentleman 
haa  told  us  that  he  is  not  opposed  to  any  compromise. 
Will  he  be  pleased  to  say  how  any  compromise  can  be 
effected,  without  a  concurrence  between  those  who  had 
been  previously  divided,  and  taking  some  medium  be- 
tween the  two  extremes?  The  wider  the  division  may 
have  been,  to  much  the  better  for  the  compromiae,  which 
oiight  to  be  Judged  of  by  its  nature  and  by  its  terms,  and 
not  solely  by  those  who  happen  to  vote  for  it.  It  is  an 
adjustment  to  which  both  the  great  interests  in  this  coun- 
trjr  may  acMde,  without  either  being  dishonored.  The 
triumph  of  neither  is  complete.  Each,  for  the  sake  of 
Mace,  harmony,  and  union,  ntakea  some  concesnons. 
The  South  has  contended  that  every  vestige  of  protec- 
tion diould  be  eradicated  from  the  statute  book,  and  the 
revenue  standard  forthwith  adopted.  In  assenting  to  Ibis 
bin,  it  waives  that  pretension)  yields  to  reasonable  pro- 
tection for  nine  years;  and  consents,  in  consideration  of 
the  maximum  of  twenty  per  cent,  to  be  subsequently  ap- 
plied, to  discriminations  below  it,  cash  duties,  home  valu- 
ations, and  a  long  list  of  free  articles.  The  NorA  and 
West  have  contended  for  tlie  practical  application  of  the 
principle  of  protection,  regulated  by  no  other  limit  than 
the  necessaty  wants  of  the  country.  If  they  accede  to 
this  adjustment,  they  agree,  in  consideration  of  the  stabi- 
lity and  certainty  which  nine  years'  duration  of  a  favorite 
system  of  policy  affords,  and  of  the  other  advantages 
which  have  been  enumerated,  to  come  down  in  1843  to 
a  limit  not  exceeding  twenty  per  cent.  Both  parties, 
aiUmated  by  a  deure  to  avert  the  evils  wbleh  might  flow 
fivm  carrying  out  into  all  their  conaequeneef  the  cherish, 
ed  system  M  either,  have  met  upon  common  ground, 
made  mutual  and  friendly  concessions,  and  1  trust,  and 
sincerely  believe,  that  neither  will  have  hereafter  occasion 
to  regret,  as  neither  can  juatly  reproach  tbe-other  with 
wlnt  may  be  now  done. 

Tbi^  or  some  other  measure  of  conciliation,  is  now 
Bore  than  ever  necessary,  nnee  the  passage,  through 
the  Senafe,  of  the  enforcing  bill.  To  that  bill,  if  I  had 
been  i»esent  on  the  final  vote,  I  should  have  ^ven  my 
aaent,  although  with  great  reluctance.  I  believe  this 
Government  not  only  possessed  of  the  <;Qn8titutional 
power,  but  to  be  bound,  bv  every  conrideration,  to  main- 
tain the  authority  of  the  laws.  But  I  deeply  regretted 
the  neceaaite  which  seemed  to  me  to  require  the  passage 
ef  such  a  IriU.  And  I  waa  far  from  being  without  seribua 
mprdienritwa  as  to  the  consequences  to  which  it  might 
Mad.  I  fi^lt  no  new  bom  zeaJ  in  favor  of  the  present 
administration,  of  wbich  I  now  tliink  as  I  hare  always 
thought.  I  could  not  vote  against  the  meaaurei  I  would 
not  speak  in  iu  behalf.  I  ttoughtit  most  proper  in  -  me 
ta  leave  to  the  friends  of  the  adninistratiim,  and  to  others 


who  might  feel  themselves  particularly  called  upon,  to 
defend  and  sustain  a  strong  measure  of  the  administra- 
tion. Witli  respect  to  the  series  of  acta  to  which  tbe 
Executive  haa  resorted,  in  relation  to  our  Southern  dt*' 
lurbanee,  thk  ia  note  fit  occasion  to  enter  upon  a  fuH 
consideration  of  tfiemi  but  I  will  briefly  say,  that,  al- 
though the  proclamation  is  a  paper  of  uncommon  abiSty 
and  eloquence,  doing  great  credit,  aa  a  composition,  to 
lum  who  prepared  it,  and  to  him  who  signed  it,  I  think 
it  contains  some  ultra  doctrines,  which  no  party  in  this 
country  had' ventured  to  assert.  With  these  are  mixed 
up  many  sound  principles  and  just  .views  of  our  politiol 
systems.  If  it  is  to  be  judged  by  its  effects  upon  those 
to  whom  it  was  more  immraiately  addressed,  it  must  be 
admitted  to  have  been  ill-timed*and  unfortunate.  Instead 
of  allaying  the  excitement  which  prevailed,  it  increased 
the  exasperation  in  the  infected  district,  and  afforded 
new  and  unnecessatr  causes  of  discontent  and  dissatia- 
faction  in  the  South  generally.  The  message,  subse- 
quently transmitted  to  Congress,  communicating  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  Sauth  Carolina*  and  calling  for  coanteiwl- 
ing  enactments,  was  characterized  with  more  pmdenca 
and  moderation.  And,  if  this  unhappy  contestia  to  eon- 
tinue,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  future  conduct  of  the 
administration  may  be  governed  by  wise  and  cautioua 
counsels,  and  ^  parenUl  forbearance.  But  when  tli* 
highest  degree  of  antmonty  eziatsf  when  both  partiesa 
however  unequal,  have  amyed  themselves  for  the  oo»- 
fliet,  who  can  teU  when,  by  the  indscretion  of  subordi- 
nates, -or  other  unforeseen  causes,  the  bloody  struggle 
may  commenced  In  the  midst  of  magazines,  who  known 
when  the  fatal  spark  may  produce  a  terrible  explononf 
And  the  battle  once  begun,  where  ia  its  limits  What 
latitude  will  circumscribe  ita  rage?  Who  is  to  command 
our  armies?  Wheif,  and  where,  and  how  la  the  war  to 
ceaaef  In  what  eondition  will  the  peace  leave  the  Ame- 
rican system,  the  American  Union,  and,  what  ia  more 
than  all,  American  liberty?  I  cannot  profess  to  have  m 
confidence,  which  I  have  not,  in  this  administration;  but 
if  I  had  all  confidence  in  it,  I  should  still  nish  to  pause, 
and,  if  possible,  by  any  honorable  adjustment,  to  pre- 
vent awful  consequencei^  the  extent  ta  whidi  no  hnnsn 
wisdom  can  foresee. 

It  appears  to  me,  then,  Mr.  Preset,  that  we  ought 
not  to  content  ourselves  with  passing  the  enfen^ng  Mil 
only.  Both  that  and  the  bill  of  peace  seem  to  me  to  be 
required  for  the  good  of  our  country.  Tbe  first  will 
satisfy  all  who  love  order  and  la»*,  and  diaapprove  tbe 
inadmissible  doctrine  of  nullification.  The  last  will  sooth 
those  who  love  peace  and  concord,  harmony  and  union. 
One  demonstrates  the  power  and  the  disposition  to  vindi- 
cate the  authority  and  supremacy  of  the  hwi  of  tbe 
Union;  the  other  offers  that  which,  if  it  be  accepted  in 
the  fraternal  spirit  in  which  it  ia  tendered,  will  supersede 
the  necessi^  of  the  employment  of  idl  force. 

There  are  some  who  say,  let  the  tariff  go  down;  let 
our  manufactures  be  prostrated,  if  such  be  the  pleasure, 
at  another  aesrion,  of  those  to  whoae  banda  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  is  cwifided;  let  bankruptcy  and  ruin 
be  spread  over  the  land;  and  letVeaistance  to  the  kwi^  at 
all  hazards,  be  aubdued.    Sir,  they  take  counsel  hom 
their  passions.    They  anticipate  a  terrible  reaction  from 
the  downfall  of  the  tariff,  wbich  would  ultimately  re- 
establish it  upon  a  firmer  ba»s  than  ever.    But  it  ia  these 
very  agitations,  these  mutual  irritations  between  brethren 
of  the  aame  family,  it  is  the  individual  distress  and  gene- 
ral ruin  that  wouhl  necessarily  follow  the  overthrow  of 
the  Uriff,  that  ought,  if  possible,  to  be  prevented.  Be- 
sides, are  we  certain  of  this  reaction?  Have  we  not  been 
disappointed  in  it  aa  to  oUier  measures  hereloforc  >  But 
suppose,  after  a  long  and  embittered  struggle,  it  riioold 
come;  in  what  rehtive  condition  wotild  it  fim  the  parts  or 
tins  coiifbderacy  ?  In  what  state  our  ruined  manuftetweu? 
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Whenth^  flhould  be  lud  low, who,  amidst  the  fragrments 
of  the  general  wreck,  scattered  over  the  Tace  of  the  land, 
would  have  courwe  to  engage  in  fresh  enterprises,  under 
a  new  pledge  of  the  violated  fiiith  of  the  Government^  If 
we  adtourn,  then,  without  pMring  this  bill,  having  in- 
tmstea  the  Ezecative  with  vast  powers  to  maiot^n  the 
laws,  stuuld  he  be  able  by  the  next  session  to  put  down 
all  opporition  to  tbem,  wilt  he  not,  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence of  success,  have  more  power  than  ever  to  put 
down  the  tariff  also?  Has  he  not  said  that  the  South  is 
opprecttd,  and  its  burdens  ought  to  be  relieved?  And 
wiu  be  not  feel  himself  bound,  after  he  shall  have 
trliundhed,(if  triumph  he  mav  in  a  civil  war,)  to  appease 
the  discontents  of  the  South  by  a  modification  of  the 
tariff,  in  conferndty  with  its  wishes  and  demands?  No, 
sirt  no,  nri  let  us  save  the  country  from  the  most  dreadful 
of  all  calamittes,  and  let  us  save  its  industry,  too,  from 
threatened  destnicUon.  Statesmen  should  regulate  their 
conduct  and  adapt  their  measures  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
times  in  which  they  live.  They  cannot,  indeed,  transcend 
the  limits  of  the  constitutional  nilet  but,  with  respect  to 
those  systems  of  policy  which  ftll  within  its  scope,  tbey 
should  arrange  tnem  according  to  the  interests,  the 
wants,  and  the  prejudices  of  the  people.  Two  great 
dangers  threaten  the  public  safety.  The  true  patriot  will 
not  atop  to  inquire  how  they  have  been  brought  about, 
but  will  fly  to  the  deliverance  of  lua  country. 

The  diffurenee  between  ^e  friends  and  the  foes  of  the 
compronuie  under  conuderation  is,  that  they  would,  in 
the  en^rcing  act,  send  forth  alone  a  fiaming  swordi  we 
would  send  out  that  also,  but  along  with  it  the  olive 
branch,  as  a  messenger  of  peace.  They  cry  out,  the 
kw!  the  law!  the  law!  Power!  power!  power!  We, 
too,  reverence  the  law*  and  bow  to  the  supremacy  of  its 
oblintioat  but  we  are  in  &vor  of  the  law  executed  in 
iiuliuie«»  and  of  power  tempeved  with  mercy.  They,  at 
we  think,  would  hazard  a  civil  commotion,  oeginning  in 
Sou^  Carolina,  and  extending  God  only  knows  where. 
IVhile  we  would  vindicate  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
Government,  we  are  for  peace,  if  posuble,  union  and 
liberty.  We  want  no  war{  above  all,  no  civil  war,  no 
fWeily  strife.  We  want  to  see  no  sacked  (dtie^  no  den- 
lated  fields,  no  lunoking  ruins,  no  streams  uf  American 
blood,  abed  by  American  arms. 

I  bave  been  accused  of  ambiUon  in  presenting  this 
measure.  Ambition!  inordinate  ambition!  If  Ihadthought 
of  myself  only,  1  ^ould  never  have  brought  it  forwaird. 
1  know  well  the  perils  to  which  I  expose  mjrself;  the  risk 
of  alienating  fiuthful  and  valued  friends,  with  but  little 
prospect  of  making  new  ones,  if  any  new  ones  could 
compensate  fer  the  loss  of  those  whom  we  have  long 
tried  and  lovedf  and  the  honest  nrisconcq>tiona  both  of 
friendsand  foes.  Ambition!  If  I  had  listened  to  its  soft 
and  seducing  whispers(  if  I  had  yielded  myself  to  the 
dictates  of  a  cold,  calculating,  and  prudential  policy,  I 
would  have  stood  still  and  unmoved.  I  ought  even  liave 
silently  gazed  on  the  n^ng  storm,  enjoyed  iu  loudest 
thundens  and  left  those  who  are  eharged  with  the  eare 
<^  the' vessel  of  State  to  conduct  Ha*  tiler  could.  I  have 
been  heretofore  often  unjustly  accused  of  ambition. 
Low,  grovelling  souls,  who  are  utterly  incapable  of  cle> 
vating  themselves  to  tlie  higher  and  nobler  duties  of  pure 
patriotismt  beings,  who,  forever  keeping  their  own 
selfish  aims  in  view,  decide  all  public  meaaura  by  their 

Eiresumed  inflitenee  on  thrir  aggranAzemen^  jud^  me 
y  the  venal  rule  whicfa  they  prescribe  to  themselves.  1 
liave  given  to  the  irinds  these  &lse  accusations,  as  I 
con^gn  that  which  now  impeacbea  my  motives.  I  have 
no  deurt  for  office,  not  even  the  lughest.  The  most  ex- 
alted is  but  a  prison,  in  wbich  the  incarcerated  incumbent 
daily  receives  hit  cold,  heartless  visitants,  marks  hit 
weary  hours,  and  is  cut  off  from  the  practical  enjoyment 
of  all  the  blessingaof  gentune  freedom.   I  am  no  candi< 


date  for  any  office  in  the  gift  of  the  people  of  these 
States,  united  or  separatedt  I  never  wish— never  expect 
to  be.  Pass  this  bill,  tranquilize  the  country,  restore 
confidence  and  affection  in  the  Union,  and  I  am  willingto 
go  home  to  Ashland,  and  renounce  public  service  for- 
ever. I  should  there  ftnd,  in  its  groves,  under  its  shades, 
on  its  lawns,  amidst  my  fiocks  and  herds,  in  the  bosom  of 
my  family,  sincerity  and  truth,  attachment  and  fidelity, 
ariid  gratitude,  which  X  have  not  always  found  in  the  walks 
of  public  life.  Yes,  I  have  arabitioni  but  it  ia  the  ambi- 
tion o(  being  the  humble  instrument,  in  the  hands  of 
Providence,  to  reconcile  a  diiided  people,  otiee  mm 
to  revive  concord  and  hannooy  in  a  Mtraeted  ludi 
the  plearing  ambition  of  eoat«mpfaitin|r  ttw  rioriou 
^Kctaele  of  a  ft«e,  umted,  proq>erou%  and  mtemd 
people. 

[NoTx. — This  speech  embraces  not  only  what  Mr.  C 
said  in  reply  to  Mr.  WiBSTtB,  but  several  obeervationB 
made  by  him  on  other  occasions,  during  the  pnigKst  of 

the  biu:] 

Hr.  SMITH  said  this  biU  did  not  reduce  the  revenue 
one  dollar.  There  would  be  no  reduction,  bat  Uie  im- 
portations would  be  restricted. 

After  speaking  for  a  few  minute%  Mr.  B.  gave  way 
at  half  past  four,  and 

Mr.  8ILSBEB  moved  that  the  Senate  take  areoeti 
until  6  o'clock— Yeas  17,  nays  19. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  resumed,  and  went  into  a  review  ct 
the  various  sectiona  of  the  bill.  He  agreed  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  that  this  bill  repealed  the  whtrie 
of  the  ground  on  which  our  reyenue  system  was  built. 

Mr.  ROBBINS  now  moved  that  the  Senate  take  a  re. 
cess  until  6  o'clock — Ycaa  17,  nays  17. 

I'be  CHAIR  voting  in  the  a^mative,  it  was  ordered 
that  the  Senate  take  a  recc«  until  6  o'doefc. 

On  reassembUng  at  6  o'clock,  the  Senate  remmed  the 
coiinderation  of  the  tariff  biU. 

Mr.  BELL,  of  New  Hampshire,  said  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  this  bill  beyond 
what  was  necessary  to  explun  the  reasons  which  indueed 
him  to  g^ve  it  lu  support.  I  am  not,  said  Mr.  B:,  a  new 
convert  to  the  protective  qntem,  but  have  riwajrs  been 
its  advocate.  The  eariieat  0|nnions  which  1  fbmed  cm 
that  subject  are  the  same  which  I  now  bold.  I  have  ever 
believed  that  it  was  esaentially  necessary  to  the  proapcri^ 
of  our  country,  that  its  legisbtion  should  protect  iU  own 
labor  and  industry  against  the  products  or  the  labor  and 
industry  of  foreign  countries,  coming  into  competition 
with  them  in  our  own  markets.  This  protection  is  given 
by  every  enlightened  country  to  its  own  cituens,  and  no 
country  can  now  adopt. a  difl^nt  nrstem  without  sub- 
jecting its  own  people  and  its  own  industry  to  an  oppres- 
nve  taxation  from  tne  foreign  countries  with  which  it  has 
commercial  intercourse. 

I  am  not,  said  he,  influenced,  in  giving  a  support  to 
this  bill,  by  the  threatening  altitude  which  one  the 
States  has  assumed  in  relation  to  ttus  question.  I  yield 
to  no  such  motive  iti  the  diidw^  of  public  duly.  I  see 
nothing  in  the  present  istnatimi  of  our  coontty  to  excite 
alarm.  But  I  am  fi«e  to  acknowledge  that  the  restore* 
tion  of  peace  and  quiet  to  an  excited  and  distracted  sec- 
tion of  our  country  is  one  of  the  motives  wbich  induoas 
me  to  conaent  to  the  modification  of  the  tariff  proposed 
by  this  bill.  Much  as  I  desire  to  see  harmony  and  frator. 
nal  feelings  between  the  different  sections  of  our  country 
restored,  I  would  not  purchase  it  by  a  surrender  of  the 
principle  of  proteotion,  or  by  the  prostration  of  any  one 
of  the  important  interests  of  our  country.  Z  do  not  ho> 
lieve  that  either  can  result  from  the  passage  of  this  bill. 
If  I  apprehended  that  ito  passage  would  endanger  the 
protecUve  system,  it  would  not  receive  my  support,  as  I 
firmly  believe  that  the  destruotion  of  this  system  would 
bring  general  an4  •overe  <Uitre«  upon  a  great  mijori^  of 
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Um  citiseni  of  our  countty,  and  would  eventually  pro- 
duce a  4&K)lution  of  the  Union.  Several  of  the  provi- 
siooaof  the  tarilTlawoflSSSneverhad  my  approbation. 
I  opposed  iu  passaffe,  because  I  thoiiKht  it  pattisl  in  the 
dirtnbution  of  the  protection  it  afforded  to  the  interests 
irf  the  different  sections  of  the  Union.  Tliis  bill  reduces 
the  duties  imposed  by  the  act  of  1833  for  the  protection 
of  Uw  products  oX  our  industry,  but  not  to  an  extent 
which  will  materially  injure  them.  Many  of  ita  provi- 
aiOM  are  favorable  to  the  interata  of  the  manufiunturen, 
and  aueb  as  they  have  been  amdous  to  obtain.  One  of 
the  evils  from  which  they  have  suffiered  has  been  the 
frequent  ehaD8:es  made  in  the  laws  afiiecting  tlieir  pur- 
auiu.  Th^  have  often  told  us  that  the  instabifity  and 
inocasant  cbangea  in  our  legislation  were  ruinous  to  their 
iliterests,  and  have  entreated  ua  to  adopt  a  permanent 
system  of  legialatioa  in  reference  to  them.  This  bill 
omtenpbtea  a  moderate  but  permanent  system  of  pro- 
tection to  all  the  imporUnt  interests  of  the  country. 
From  its  character,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
will  pass,  we  may  safely  rely  upon  its  permanency.  It 
has  been  truly  termed  a  compromise,  wiice  it  has  the 
assent  of  those  who  have  heretofore  been  opposed  to 
proteetite  legisUtion,  and  the  approbation  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  tboae  who  have  been  the  eariiest  and  firmest 
■upportenof  theproteethreqntem.  It  eontaina  no  pledge 
which  can  restrain  a  future  CongrcM  from  making  luch 
Air(b«>  modification  in  favor  of  the  protected  articles  as 
experience  may  show  to  be  necessary  to  sustain  them 
against  foreign  competition.  Most  of  them  wiU  require 
no  additional  proteeUon.  After  1840  it  is  probable  that 
aome  further  protection  may  be  neceawy  to  sustain  iron, 
lead,  coal,  sugar,  raw  cotton,  and  pOTiaps  woollen^ 
•ffaimt  fore^  connietitioB.  The  ioteresta  of  an  sections 
of  the  country  will  be  promoted  by  giving  additional 
proteirtion  to  tbeae  important  articles  when  it  shall  be 
aeen  that  they  require  it|  and  we  may  aafely  rely  upon  its 

No  section  of  the  country  will  hereafter  feel  the  ne- 
Miii^  of  protecdon  to  its  staple  producta  more  than  the 
Bouttoem  States.  One  half  of  the  babiuble  globe  ia  fitted 
by  atril  and  elioiate  fiw  the  production  of  their  great 
ataple— cottOQ)  and  ita  cultivation  b  rapidly  exten^ng  in 
other  countriea  as  well  as  in  our  own.  The  East  Indies 
alone  could  supply  the  marketa  of  the  wwld.  The  cotton 
of  those  fsountnes  has  not  been  brought  into  general  use, 
in  eoDiequeoce  of  tbe  ignorance  of  uie  producers  of  the 
nwaoa  neceaaary  to  prepare  it  for  our  machinery.  Tbe 
cotton  gin  has  recently  been  introduced  into  thoae  ooun- 
trieai  imd  when  it  shall  be  brought  into  general  use,  it 
will  be  imposrible  for  the  Southern  States  to  cMnpete 
with  a  country  so  well  adapted  by  aoil  and  climate  to 
the  production  of  cotton,  and  where  tbe  common  price 
flriT  labor  does  nut  exceed  nx  cents  per  day,  without  a 
'  du^  higher  than  wUl  be  Mquired  for  any  of 


Our  mam&eturen  haTe  auftred  frequenUr  and  ae- 
rady  from  the  excesrive  importotioa  «  Ibreign  manu- 
Aetures  beyond  what  the  hnmediate  wanta  of  the  country 
required.  T\»  gluts  ui  the  jnarket  oceaaioned  by  such 
importationa  have  Iwpt  pricea  unsteady,  and  brought  em- 
barraMDient  and  ruin  upon  out  domestic  manufacturers 
epenrting  UPOD  mall  capitals.  The  gradual  reduction  of 
dutiea^  catopliahed  by  tbia  bill,  will  put  a  stop  to  these  ex- 
eeasive  inportations.  The  mmbant  will  see  that  his 
iotereat  require*  that  he  should  proportion  bis  imports  to 
tbe  immediate  wanta  of  the  country,  and  will  not  import 
with  a  view  to  a  distant  sale,  when  he  knows  that  such 
sale  must  be  made  at  a  reduced  price.  Beduction  of 
price  would  be  inevitable  when  he  has  to  compete  in  the 
market  with  goods  imported  on  a  lower  duty.  The  effect 
of  tbe^fionaderable  and  Hidden  reduetion  in  1841  and 
1843  muit  aofivcheckandpieTeBtinportatioDi^aauta 


^reat  dc«ree  to  confine  the  lupply  to  the  home  produc- 
tion, ana  save  the  home  maoufiu^r^  during  that  period, 
from  any  con^erable  reduction  in  price.  Tbe  ostennbly 
conuderable  reduction  of  duties  winch  will  take  pjscc  in 
1842,  will  be  countervailed  by  the  advantages  whkhtkc 
domestic  manu&cturer  will  derive  from  tbe  cash  dutiu 
and  the  home  valuation,  which-  will  then  take  place.  By 
the  bomevaluatioo,  I  understand  what  (be  words  imptft— 
tbe  price  which  the  imported  goods  would  sell  for  in 
oidi,  in  open  market*  at  the  port  where.tiiey  are  entered. 
Thn  market  price  ia  ordinarily  made  up  of  the  price  pud 
for  the  goods  in  the  foreign  market,  commiasions,  frei^t, 
insurance,  importer's  profits,  and  some,  although  a  Tur- 
ing and  uncertain,  part  of  tbe  duty.  These  several  iteiiH, 
added  to  the  twenty  per  cent,  duty,  will  increase  Itut 
duty,  according  to  calculatiuns  which  I  have  made,  and 
which  I  believe  to  be  correct  to  twenty-five  per  cent,  in 
all  cases,  and  in  some  to  upwarda  of  thirty  per  cent. 
~L'he  reduction  of  the  protecting  duties  propoaml  by  this 
bill  is  ao  moderate  and  gradual,  thSit  tite  advances  we  are 
making  in  skill  and  improvement  in  ma€:biner7,  the  se- 
curity against  glutted  markets,  the  benefit  which  tbe 
manufacturer  will  ckrive  from  tbe  reduction  of  (bilks 
upon  many  of  the  imported  arttclea  which  he  nics  or 
eonsume8,with  the  advantagca  reaulting  from  cash  dutiei, 
and  the  home  valuation, will,' when  the  bill  come*  intofiill 
operation  in  1842,  leave  the  manufacturers,  genenOy, 
with  a  protection  equal  to  that  afforded  them  by  the  Kt 
of  1832.  The  manufacturers  of  cotton,  aad  cspcdaDytf 
woollen  goods,  have  always  asserted  that  they  were  de- 
prived of  a  large  proportion  of  the  protection  iDtendcd 
ibr  their  benefit  by  fraudulent  foreign  invoices^  sutfained 
by  peijury. 

I'bey  have  estimated  the  loM  of  protection  Inns  tUs 
cause  at  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
amount  of  the  dutiea  on-the  latter  article.  The  hoiae 
valuation,  if  rigidly  enforced,  will  put  an  end  to  Ibew 
frauds.  When  we  take  into  view  all  the  adnotsges 
which  this  bill  affords  to  tbe  wooUen  manufitctare,  wc 
cannot  estimate  itsproteetion  at  less  than  thirty  perent.: 
and  tbia,  aecured  as  it  will  be  against  frauds,  it  m  beBev< 
ed  will  be  equal  to  any  protection  ever  afforded  it  ut 
ad  valorem  duty.  It  is  an  interest  of  too  much  inqM*- 
tance  to  the  agriculturist,  as  well  aa  the  manufrcturer, 
to  be  suffered  to  declinet  and  ahould  it  be  found  bere- 
after  to  require  additional  protection,  it  will  doubtlcA 
receive  it. 

Our  coarae  cottons  require  no  protection.  We  msmi' 
facture  them  now  aa  dieaply  u  they  are  manufikctnred  in 
any  country  in  Europe.  We  have  exported  tkem  for 
several  years,  to  more  than  the  amount  of  a  ouUioB  of 
dollars  annually,  at  a  fiiir  profit.  The  finer  descriptioos 
of  cotton  goo(U  will  be  protected  by  a  duly  of  mof«  than 
twenty-five  per  cent,  an  amount  equal  to  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  tbe  lat>or  required  to  roanunctaie^enL  When 
we  recdket  that  the  water  power  wUtih  «e  uae  coda 
■nudileaathan  the  ateam  power  used  in  Great  BiiKain  m 
this  manu&cture,  that  our  establiabmenU  are  wbjc^cd 
to  a  much  smaller  amount  in  the  burden  <rf  taxes,  and  w 
excises  upon  articles  required  for  canying  on  the  maatt' 
facture,  we  cannot  doubt  that  all  descriptiooa  of  cottoe 
goods  will  receive  a  aufficient  protection  by  the  pnmMU 
ofthiabill. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  mechaniea  and  arliiaM  ttva 
country  will  be  materially  injured  by  the  operation  « 
this  biU.  An  attention  to  its  proviMons  will  show  that  tUt 
assertion  cannot  be  sustuned.  The  law  of  1633  afferii 
a  protection  of  only  twenfy-five  percent,  to  the  piodoct 
of  the  l^r  of  by  far  tbe  greater  part  of  onr  artiwn 
and  medunica.  The  whole  amount  of  rcductim  oade 
by  this  bill  is  oneJialf  of  <me  per  cent.*  biennially.  M 
tbe  lowest  point  of  reduetion  it  will  lanvn  tbem  n  protec- 
tion of  twen^-two  and  a  half  per  cent,   nik  <^ 
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duction  of  two  and  a  bidf  per  cent,  will,  during  the  time 
in  which  it  exists,  be  more  than  counterbalanced  bjr  the 
advantage  which  they  will  derire  from  a  ■eeiuity  agwnat 
glutted  market^  and  from  the  reduction  of  dutiea  upon 
Uie  arliclea  which  Uiey  we  or  conaame.  When  the  bill 
comcB  into  full  operation  in  1843,  they  wiO  eiijor  a  better 
protection  than  was  g^ren  them  by  the  act  of  1833.  In 
addition  to  the  duty  of  twenty  per  cent.,  given  by  the 
bill,  tbey  will  deriTe  a  benefit  ay  the  cub  duties  and 
home  valoation,  equal,  at  the  most  moderate  calculation, 
to  fire  per  cent.  This  will  make  their  protection  equal  to 
that  given  b^  act  ctf  1833.  They  will  derive  a  conM- 
derable  additional  protection  from  the  redncdon  ot  duties 
on  other  importea  articles  which  they  use  or  consume. 
It  will  be  seen,  by  recurring  to  the  law  of  1833,  that  the 
class  of  manu&ctures  protected  by  a  duty  of  twenty-Bve 
per  cent,  is  very  extenuve. 

It  embraces  manufactures  of  iron,  with  a  few  excep- 
tions, manu&ctures  of  steel,  brass,  copper,  lead,  tin, 
pewter,  pit  wares,  japanned  wares,  leatiier,  shoes,  car- 
riages, printing  types,  with  a  long  list  of  less  important 
manunctnres,  all  of  which  are  amply  and  permanently 
protected  by  this  bill.  I  believe  that  the  bill  will,  during 
the  next  seven  years,  give  adequate  protectkm  to  all  th« 
existing  manufactures  of  the  country. 

It  wul  give  an  adequate  pennment  protection  to  all, 
vith  perhaps  one  or  two  exeeptiona.  It  wUl  relieve  the 
manufacturers  from  Uie  dread,  danger,  and  injuries  which 
would  continue  to  result  from  an  incessant  aptation  of 
this  question.  It  will  restore  quiet  and  harmony  to  those ! 
secrtons  of  the  country  which  have  been  ^sturbed  and 
agitated  by  it.  It  is  obvious  that  we  must  legislate  on  this 
subject  either  at  this  or  the  next  sesuon.  The  President 
haa  strongly  recommended  such  a  reduction  of  duties  as 
will  bring  them  to  the  reremie  standard.  The  influence 
of  his  recommendation  will  not  b«  liM  at^tiienext  ■es-! 
sion  than  at  the  present. 

1  do  not  believe  that  a  law         favorable  to  the  pro- 
tection of  domestic  industry  can  be  obtained  at  the  next , 
aesMont  and  there  are  reasons,  which  need  not  he  stated, , 
that  induce  a  belief,  that  if  tbia  bill  do  not  pass,  one  more 
unbTorable  to  Una  intereit  wiU  probably  be  passed  at ' 

thatNSMO.  I 
These,  sud  Hr.  D.,  are  to  my  mind  justifWile  reasons 
for  voting  in  &vor  of  ttuslnll,  as  a  nieaaure  Ukely  to  pro- ; 
mote  the  best  interests  of  our  country.  I 
Hr.  DICKEfiSON  made  some  remarks  in  oppontion  to 
the  bill,  and  concluded  by  movii^  that  it  be  recomnritted 
to  the  select  comnittee,  with  instrtietlons  eo  to  amend  it  ] 
that  the  gradual  rednctiona  ^  duties  shall  not  be  more . 
un&vorable  to  tboae  artidei  irttich  are  subjeet  to  a 
specific  duty  than  to  luch  as  ire  subject  to  ad  valorem , 
duties. 

Mr.  SPHAGUK  ssid,  as  Senators,  we  act  not  in  our 
own  right,  but  aa  public  agents.  Tlua  acknowledged 
truth  ia  one  of  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  give  this 
measure  my  support,  confident  that  in  so  dcnng  I  ^lall 
accord  irith  the  wishes  of  my  constituents,  the  people  of 
Maine,  whose  views  and  opinions  it  Is  my  duty  and  my 
pleasure  to  consult.  In  the  Mme  truth,  also,  is  found  an 
answer  to  the  so^aation  that,  in  sustaining  (this  bill,  we 
bind  ourselves  by  pledgee,  which  must  control  our  future 
course  of  leg^sUtive  action. 

We  are  agents;  the  extent  of  oar  authiwity  is  known 
to  alli  it  ia  expresdy  defined  in  the  eonatitutiooi  we 
cannot  go  byroad  itt  we  cannot  bind  the  piHiple,  our 
successors^  nor  even  ourselves,  in  our  representative 
f^haracter,  by  this  act,  further  than  by  all  other  acts  of 
legisbtion.  While  in  force  it  will  be  law,  butat  all  times 
subject  to  revision,  modification,  or  repeal.  If  the  peo- 
ple shall  acquieaoe  in  and  mmfirm  it|  if  public  sentiment 
shall  be  adverae  to  renewed  and  eontinued  aptatkms  of 
the  subjecti  if  the  nrioiM  KctioDi  of  the  couitiy  ahdl. 


on  the  whole,  prefer  to  settle  down  in  peace  and  tran- 
quUli^  upon  this  bsris,  agreeable  and  disagfeeable,  in 
some  respects,  to  all — ^then,  indeed,  it  will  be  permanent 
and  enduring.  But  if  it  ^lall  be  the  deliberate  will  of 
our  constituents  to  change  or  aboUdi  i^  tbey  will  de  so^ 
and  that  too  by  the  instramentali^  of  ouraehrea  or  oor 
successors,  tiieir  servanta  here.  I  wish,  therefore,  to  be 
diatinctiy  understood,  that  if,  from  knowledge  hereafter 
acquired,  or  events  which  diall  hereafter  transpire,  I 
sbaU  be  convinced  that  the  wishes  and  interests  of  my 
constituents,  and  of  the  country,  shall  require  a  reririmi 
or  entire  repeal  itf  this  act,  I  shall  hcdd  myself  not  only 
St  liberty,  hut  eonstruned  by  public  du^,  to  attenmt  it 
But,  at  the  ssme  time,  I  must  declare  my  confident  Defiaf 
that  the  period  will  not  soon  arrive  when  publie  sentiment 
will  tolerate  any  material  attention  of  its  provinons,  qr 
in  effect  to  disturb  the  compromise  which  it  embraces. 
The  circumstances  under  which  this  law  is  adoptedi  the 
agitations  whieh  it  qi^etattiie  oonvulnonswUch  it  arrestsj 
the  dangers  and  nuserieawlikhU  averts,  and  the  bannony 
Slid  tranquillity  which  it  restorcsi  the  magnitude  and 
difficult  of  the  subject  itselTt  the  conflicting  opinions  and 
hostile  paanons  which  it  haa  generated;  and  the  manifest 
importance  to  every  branch  of  domestic  industry,  that 
the  incalculable  miaobieft'of  fluctuating  legislation  should 
ceaae,  and  protectiwi,  even  if  more  moderate  in  degree, 
be  estt^fished  by  a  permanent  and  enduring  system;  and 
the  evident  necessity,  with  reference  to  the  peace  and 
safety  of  the  country,  that  violent  sectionu  conflicts 
should  not  be  renewed,  are  the  hi^iest  and  strongest 
guaranties  for  its  future  immunity  frcmi  successful  attack. 

The  alleged  pledgee  which  have  been  so  strenuously 
objected  to  are  supposed  to  be  contained  in  thoae  clauses 
w&ch  declare  that  certain  things  may,  and  othera  may 
not,  be  hereafter  provided  for  by  law.  Such  proviriona 
are  not  unpreeedented.  In  a  bill  .which  has  passed  tlua 
body  at  the  preaent  sesuon,  disponng,  for  a  limited  time, 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  1an<u,  will  be  fiound  de- 
clarations equally  mandatory  aad  restrictive  upon  future 
legislation.  The  second  section  provides  that  Congress 
may,  notwithstanding  that  act,  hereafter  reduce  the  price 
oi  tiie  public  lands,  or  transfer  them  tu  the  States.  In 
the  fourth  section,  "the power  is  reserved  of  assigninr, 
by  faiw,"  to  new  States,  their  proportion  of  the  proceeds. 
.  The  fifUi  section  requiresCongress,  hereafter,  annually  to 
I  appropriate  at  least  eighty  thousand'  dolbirs  for  surveys, 
and  prohibits  the  increase  of  the  minimum  price  of  the 
public  lands.  And  yet  no  one  objectied  to  that  bill  as 
!  containii^  pledges  cMHtruniiw  oor  fiitnre  setiont  noone 
doubted,  or  can  doubt,  that  if  it  shall  become  a  law,  it 
will  at  all  times  be  subject,  ia  all  its  parts,  to  revimm  or 
repeal,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Legislature. 

It  has  been  vehemently  ui^ed  that  this  bill  abandons 
the  principle  of  protection,  and  impurs  the  constitutional 
powers  of  the  Oovemioent.  So  fiu*  from  .an  abandmi- 
ment  of  that  prindple,  it  is  preserved  throu|^Miut,  and 
in  every  section.  The  first  preserves  a  proportional  pro- 
tection, upon  the  basis  of  the  act  of  last  session,  until  the 
year  1643.  The  second  section  is  introduced  avowedly 
and  palpably  for.the  sole  purpose  of  protecting  a  certain 
ckss  of  woollens,  not  only  until  1843,  but  after  that 
period.  The  third  provides  for  cash  duties  and  home 
valuations,  with  a  view  to  protection.  The  fourth  adda 
to  the  existing  list  of  free  articles  until  18^i  sod  the 
fiftti  makea'  fiirtber  additions  after  that  period,  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  tnanuncture^  by  fiirnirtung  commo- 
dities necessary  for  their  successful  prosecution  at  the 
cheapest  rate,  or  to  make  the  necessary  reduction  of  the 
revenue,  by  removing  imposts  from  non-protected  arti- 
cles, which  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  our  own 
prodoetions,  and  reserving  expreerfy  the  right  of  discri- 
mination in  the  laying  of  dutiea.  The  sixth  aection  pro- 
Tidet  a  ruudy  nw  any  dcAuew?  or  excess  of  revenue 
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ptior  to  1843|  aiao  preserving  the  discrimiutiag  powef* 
With  whKt  JuiUce  or  propriety,  then,  can  it  be  Hud  that 
the  bill  mbandona  the  principle  of  protection?  Those 
who  seriously  instated  upon  thm  must  have  mistaken  the 

a rinciple  Tor  the  degree.  The  amount  of  protection  is 
iminisbed.  The  manner  in  which  this  is  accomplished 
has  also  been  the  subject  of  animtdversion.  For  eight 
years  to  come  it  it  agreed  that  it  is  ample,  and  receives 
all  tluU  the  friends  of  domestic  industry  could  reasonably 
desre.  But  beyond  that  period  the  reduction  is  alleffed 
to  be  too  great,  and  accomplished  by  a  vet^  objectionable 
process  of  e^ual  diminution.  In  conMdenn^  tliis  part  of 
the  subject,  it  is  to  be  constantly  borne  in  mind,  that  it  is 
agreed,  on  all  hands,  that  some  reduction  must  be  made 
in  order  to  bring  down  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the 
Government.  The  payment  of  the  public  debt  has  leA 
a  ooniiderable  annual  surplus,  which  all  concede  cannot 
be  uaefully  expended,  *anid  must  not  be  permitted  to  ac- 
cumulate. Resolutions  declaring  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  necesuties  of  the  Gov- 
ernment have  been  offered  by  several  of  the  ftst  friends 
of  the  American  system,  particuUrly  by  the  gentlemen 
from  Fenn^lvania  and  Hsissachusetts,  [Mr.  Wiutiaa  and 
Mr.  WiBaTia*]  and  acquieaced  in  by  all.  The  manner 
■eems  now  to  be  the  only  debatable  quatkm.  llieoret- 
Ically,  the  beat  mode  would  doubtless  be  to  take  each 
aitiue  by  itself,  and  decide  solely  with  reference  to  its 
intrinsic  merits,  and  with  an  impartial  and  disinterested 
view  to  the  best  interests  of  the  whole  country.  But  who 
ia  tliere  so  halludnated  as  to  imagine  that  such  a  course 
will  be  actually  adapted  in  practice?  Do  we  not  know 
tiuX  each  and  every  item  will  have  its  peculiar  friend% 
who,  frtKH  local  interests,  will  strenuously  exert  thera- 
•elves  to  rescue  it  from  the  threatened  reduction,  to  ex- 
cept it  from  the  general  system,  and  throw  the  depression 
and  loss  upon  others?  Hence  inevitably  must  result  a 
conflict  between  the  various  subjects  of^ protection!  the 
frienda  «f  each  itrugriing  to  keep^  up  thdr  own  objects 
of  pecuUar  &Tor  as  high  as  possible,  leaving  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  revenue  to  operate  the -prostration  of  others. 
In  such  a  contest  I  have  good  reason  to  apprehend  that 
the  woollens  interest,  that  in  which  my  constituents^  the 
farmers  of  Maine,  and  indeed  of  all  New  Bnj^andj  have 
the  greatest  stake — which,  indeed,  may  be  considendthe 
neat  New  England  interest  in  the  pr-jtectlve  qrstem — will 
be  overwhelmed  and  sacrificed.  I  have  for  years  anx- 
iously watched  the  process  of  building  up  and  breaking 
down  tariflst  of  increasing  and  diminisliing  protecttoni 
and  have  observed  that  there  is  one  interest  which  seems 
to  have  ruled  over  others,  literally  as  well  as  metapho- 
rically, with  a  rod  of  iron.  I  well  remember  that  in  the 
year  1836  or  '7,  when  a  bill  was  before  the  other  House 
to  give  to  the  woollens  manufiwturea  the  protection 
whioi  had  been  intended  to  be  raised  by  the  act  of  1634, 
but  which  had  been  impaired  by  the  counteracting  legis- 
latioa  of  Great  Britain,  all  that  was  contemplated,  all  that 
waa  asked,  was  a  restoration  of  actual  protection,  which 
former  laws  had  designed.  The  comparative  justice  of 
the  measure  was  so  plain  and  palpable,  that  it  seemed  to 
command  general  favor,  until  a  distingui^ed  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  now  our  minister  at  the  court  of  St. 
Petersburg,  rose  and  denosunated  it  a  New  England 
billi  a  Boston  and  Salem  billi  declaring  that,  as  it  pro- 
posed no  increase  of  protection  for  Pennsylvania  inter- 
estN  it  ought  not  to  be  ado]^ted.  From  that  moment 
opposition  became  formidable,  and  continued  to  strength- 
en, Until  the  measure  was  finally  defeated.  This  gave  rise 
to  the  celebrated  Harrisburg  convention,  and  the  tariff  of 
1828,  the  formation  and  progress  of  which,  in  the  House 
of  RepresenUtive%  is  well  known,  in  which  Uberal  and 
cxcesnve  &Tor  waa  extended  to  iron,  and  comparatively 
•canty  and  meagre  protection  doled  out  to  the  woollens. 
The  Senate  made  some  material  currcctiona.   This  net 


carried  the  protective  tariff  to  ita  zenith.  Xte  deeiension 
commenced*  Hid  we  all  well  remember  the  diaraeler  and 
progress  of  the  reducing  act  of  1833.  Uiactrntent  tn  om 
section  of  our  country  E«d  become  load  and  vehcnmlt 
petitions  and  remonstrances,  persuanon  and  denundaltBD, 
thickened  upon  ustconcesuon — concewon  waa  the  word; 
compromise  and  conciliation  were  in  the  moutha  of  gen* 
tlemen  on  both  udes,  among  whom  the  Seutar  iraai 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.Wiuciirs]  waa  not  the  least  proi^Mat. 
A  sacrifice  was  to  be  made  to  cajm  the  aCorm  of  cectional 
discontent!  and  what  waa  the  offering?  Was  it  'mn, 
which  is  of  such  universal  demand  not  only  at  the  Sooth, 
but  in  every  ci^,  village,  and  cottage,  within  the  broad 
borders  of  these  United  States?  Oh,  bo;  that  interest 
was  too  strong;  the  great  central  political  power  of 
Pennsylvuiia  sustained  it)  hut  the  woollena,  the  devoted 
wooUenSi  were  the  aelected  victim.  The  coane  fabrics — 
negro  cloths,  as  they  are  sometintes  designated— were 
aMolutejy,  at  one  fell  swoop,  brought  down  to  the  nominal 
duty  of  nve  percent.*  and  sill  the  valuable  establishments 
and  meritorious  manufacturers  engaged  in  their  produc- 
tion immolated  to  appease  the  angry  and  threatening 
spirit  of  Southern  duconuot.  Nor  was  this  allt  wbilc 
there  waa  acarcely  more  than  a  fiUng  taken  off  the  iroo, 
wool,  and  the  other  bhrica  of  that  material,  were  easea- 
tially  reduced.  The  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  other 
House,  was,  in  this  respect,  amended  in  the  Senate,  to 
give  additional  ud  to  that  interest.  The  other  btMic^ 
disagreed  to  these  amendmentsi  a  committee  of  confer- 
ence waa  appmnted,  and  the  gentleman  from  New  itnej, 
[Mr.  DiCKxaaov,]  who  haa  so  hmg  and  so  ab^  picrided 
over  the  Comnuttee  on  Manubcture^  and  wbo,  frooi 
interest  and  Ideal  position,  las  always  had  a  peculiar  de- 
votion to  iron;  and  the  gentleman  from  Pennayhanta, 
[Mr.  WiLKivB,]  whose  eye  never  winks  when  thai  pre- 
ponderating production  of  his  State  ta  in  question;  and  a 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatbb,]  who  was 
the  uncomprominng  enemy  of  sill  protcctioD,  constituted 
that  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  These  were 
the  championi^  sent  forth  by  tliis  body,  to  be  tfaegvar> 
dians  and  d^endera  ot  the  woidlens  interest  in  a  contest 
with  the  House.  And  how  did  -they  bear  themseWea  in 
the  field?  Two  surrendered  at  oncei  and  the  other, 
having  predetermined  to  submit,  held  out  but  for  a  fo- 
ment, and  then  claimed  the  merit  of  having  *<^ed  bard." 
Every  amendment  of  the  Senate,  in  ftvor  of  the  woot 
lens,  waa  abandonedt  and  our  own  conarittee  joined  with 
their  opponents  in  recomiDeoding  that  die  Hnoae  ibauld 
insist,  and  the  Senate  recede,  in  every  particohr.  Tbeir 
report  was  adopted.  During  the  present  seanon  we  hav« 
had  further  developments.  If  1  may  be  pertuucd  to 
allude  to  the  proceedings  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
National  Legislature,  we  oave  there  seen  a  tnli  nqtorted 
by  tba  standing  Commitlee  on  Finance,  and  well  under- 
stood to  be  in  accordance  with  the  ricwi  of  tba  Execu- 
tive, by  which  the  general  system  of  domelbc  pnteetioii 
is  cut  down  to  the  bone;  while  this  &vored  ttemof  iron 
is  exempted  from  the  general  demolition,  and  touched  to 
lightly  as  to  be  but  little  affected.  The  report,  wtuch 
ushered  in  the  bill,  states  that  the  duties  are  therc^ 
arranged  "at  rates  of  from  ten  to  twenty  per  ecaL»** 
varying  from  tbes^  however,  in  the  case  of  iron.  TlUt 
waa  to  be  still  Icfl  a  monument  of  sparing  tatrty.  The 
spirit  of  destruction  passes  it  by.  Ihe  ligbtainf,  wU^ 
bUsts  almost  evety  other  prominent  object,  kavca  tlsa 
unscathed,  glancmg  lightly  over  the  great  central  poUlical 
power. 

The  measure  before  ushw  the  merit  of  impartiali^- 
My  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cus]  ia  the 
first  who  haa  had  the  Justice  and  the  oouiage  to  pre— nt  a 
scheme  of  equal  reduction.  And  this  ftatavc^  which  hM 
been  made  the  ground  of  vabement  objectioi^  ia  tv  M 
one  of  its  recoiDiiieiidition%  becMisa  it  ta  tlw  dcmmM  ap- 
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proximitlon  to  jiiitice  to  the  wool  and  woollens  of  any 
cyttera  which  I  have  aeen,  or  expect  to  see  proposed, 
from  any  quarter  capable  of  insuring  its  adoption.  The 
loudest  cooiplunta  against  this  bill  are  heard  from  the 
gentlemen  frcnn  PenniiylTanta  and  New  Jersey,  the  de- 
voted advocatet  of  iron,  which  they  assure  us  will  be 
more  reduced  than  other  articles.  That,  sir,  it  because 
its  protection  is  now  higher  than  others,  beyond  all  just 
and  due  proportion .  It  amounts  to  seven^  or  eighty  per 
cent.,  or  even  more.  constituents  are  great  eonsumers 
of  that  article.  Our  shipping  requires  an  immense  quan- 
tity) our  mills  demand  much)  every  mechanic,  farmer, 
and  laborer,  is  a  purchaser.  There  is  not  a  man  who 
drives  a  plough,  or  wields  a  hoe,  axe,  or  a  hammer,  who 
TtoKB  ft  hill  of  potatoes,  drives  a  nail,  saws  a  board,  sails  a 
boat,  or  casts  a  hook  into  the  fftSL,  who  is  not  in  some  de- 
gree interested  in  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  iron. 
Ever  unce  1  have  had  a  seat  in  Congress,  I  have  protested 
and  struggled  against  this  heavy  duty.  It  was  one  of  my 
strongest  objections  to  the  tariff  of  1838|  and  I  have  ever 
unce  sought  its  material  reduction)  but  it  has  been  hope- 
less, until  the  introduction  of  tluabiU.  I  tra  willing  to 
extend  reasonable  protection  to  that  article)  I  would  by 
no  meana  prostrate  it{  but  I  would  set  bounds  to  its  exor- 
bitant demands,  and  terminate  its  controlling  dominion 
over  others.  I  agree,  rir,  that  a  better  theoretical  mode 
of  reduang  the  tariff  may  easily  be  prepared,  and  argu- 
ments of  much  force,  in  the  abstract,  may  be  urged 
against  it)  but  1  have  no  hopes  of  seeing  any  better  ear- 
ned into  practice.  Who  that  knows  any  thing  of  the 
condition  of  our  country,  the  conflicting  opinions,  the  dp- 
posing  interests,  the  warring  prejudices,  the  raging  pas- 
■ions  of  different  sections;  who  that  sees  that  the  various 
and  immense  local  interests  involved  in  the  tariff  ms^  be 
made  the  elements  of  political  combinations,  appropriated 
as  the  trading  capital  of  bargaining  politicians,  can  expect 
a  system  of  reduction  by  tiie  selection  of  items  for  specific 
duties,  either  by  the  presenter  nextCongress,  which  will 
be  theoreticslly  correct  or  practically  just?  As  well  mi^t 
you  expect  a  snip  to  cross  the  Atlantic,  amid  varying  cur- 
rents and  conflicting  storms,  upon  a  strught  line,  laid 
down  with  mathematical  correctness  in  the  calmness  of 
the  closet.  No,  sir;  since  this  diflicuh  and  arduous  voy- 
age must  be  made,  let  us  apply  all  our  sagacity  to  adapt 
our  course  wisely  and  prudently  to  the  state  of  the  ele- 
ments by  which  we  must  be  borne  along,  and  which  cannot 
be  subjected  to  our  control.  But  the  greatest  of  all  re- 
commendations of  this  measure  is,  that  it  promises  peace, 
harmony,  and  tranquillity  to  thisa^taten  and  distracted 
country,  the  preservation  of  this  mvaluable  Union,  this 
great  temple  of  human  liber^,  the  citadel  of  the  rights 
of  mankind.  It  Is  the  bow  of  promise  in  the  troubled  sky  i 
the  darkening  and  lowering  clouds  will  be  diapersed;  the 
murmurings  of  the  coming  tempest  will  cease;  and  Ve 
may  hope  that  halcyon  days. of  calmness  and  peace,  of 
mutual  confidence  and  paternal  regard,  will  again  return, 
and  the  star-spangled  banner,  the  glorious  ensufn  of  our 
glorious  Union,  Forever  wave  over  a  united,  me,  pros- 
perous, and  happy  people. 

Mr.  H0LH£9  next  took  the  floor  on  the  same  nde  of 
the  question,  and,  after  a  speech  of  about  fifteen  minute% 
was  succeeded  by 

Mr.  DICKEHSON,  who  again  expkuhed  his  views  in 
oppontion  to  the  psswe  of  the  bill.  He  continued  his 
argument  fbrabout  half  an  hour;  when 

Mr.  CLAT  rose  and  stated,  that  inasmuch  as  it  vaa  re- 
presented  that  the  House  of  Representatives  had  just  now 
passed  a  bill,  similar,  if  not  identical,  in  its  provisions  tcf 
the  one  before  the  Senate,  and  it  was  believed  it  would, 
to-morrow,  be  presented  to  the  Senate  to  aanction,  it 
would  obviate  the  reasons  for  a  longer  continuance  ofa 
Umrioua  day's  seanon  of  this  body,  and  also  supersede 
Ibc  objections  of  some  Senators,  who  believed  the  Senate 


was  not  the  proper  place  for  the  origin  of  this  bill.  He^ 
therefore,  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn. 
The  motion  irai  etnied,  and  the  Senate  adjooned. 

ToBssAT,  FiaaoAST  36. 
UR.  OALHOUN'S  RESOLUTIONS. 

The  resolutions  beretoftve  introduced  by  Mr.  Cauatrir, 
declaratory  of  the  nature  and  power  of  this  Government, 
being  the  special  order  of  the  day,  were  taken  up. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  rose  in  their  support  When,  said 
he,  the  bill,  with  which  the  retolntiona  are  connected  wis 
under  discussion,  the  Senator  from  Mataachosetts  tbou^t 
proper  to  give  his  remarks  a  personal  bearing  in  reference 
to  myself.  I  had  said  nothing  to  justify  this  course  on 
the  part  of  that  gentleman.  I  had,  it  is  true,  denounced 
the  bill  in  strong  language,  but  not  stronger  than  the  rules 
which  govern  parliamentary  proceedings  pemut)  nor 
stronger  than  tiie  character  of  the  bill,  and  ita  bearing  on 
the  State  which  It  is  my  honortorepresent,  justified.  lam 
at  a  loss  to  understand  what  motive  goremed  the  Senator, 
in  pvlng  a  personal  character  to  his  remarks.  If  he  in* 
tended  any  thing  unkind — [Here  Mr.  WzasTsmsaid,  audi- 
bhr.  Certainly  not)  and  Mr-  C  replied,]  1  will  not  then  say 
what  I  intended,  if  such  had  been  his  motives)  but  stiH 
I  must  be  permitted  to  ask,  if  he  intended  nothing  un- 
kind, what  was  the  <^ject  of  the  Senator?  Waa  his  mo- 
tive to  strengthen  a  cause  whidi  he  feels  to  be  weak, 
by  giving  the  discusrion  a  personal  direction?  If  such 
waa  his  motive,  his  experience  as  a  debater  ought  to  have 
taus^t  him  that  it  was  one  of  those  weak  devices  which 
seldom  fails  to  react  on  those  who  resort  to  it.  If  his 
motive  was  to  acquire  popularity,  by  attacking  one  who 
voluntarily,  and  nom  a  sense  of  duty — from  a  deep  con- 
viction that  liberty  and  the  constitution  were  at  suke — had 
identified  himself  with  an  unpopular  question,  1  would 
say  to  him,  that  a  true  senie  of  dignity  would  have  im- 
pelled bim  in  an  opposite  direction.  Among  the  posMblo 
motives  which  might  have  influenced  him,  there  is  ano- 
ther, to  the  imputation  of  which  he  is  exposed,  but  which 
certainly  I  will  not  attribute  to  bim— that  his  motive  was 
to  prt^tiate  in  a  certain  high  quarter)  a  quarter  in  which 
he  must  know  that  no  offering  could  be  more  acceptable 
than  the  immolation  of  the  character  of  him  who  now  ad- 
dresses you.  But  whatever  may  have  been  the  motive 
of  the  Senator,  I  can  assure  him  that  I  will  not  follow  hia 
example.  I  never  bad  any  inclination  to  gladiatorial  ex- 
hibitions in  the  halls  of  legislation;  and  if  I  now  had,  I 
certainly  would  not  indulffe  them  on  ao  solemn  a  ques- 
tion; a  querton,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator 
from  Hassacbusetta,  as  expressed  in  debate,  involves  the 
Union  of  these  Butes;  and,  in  mine,  the  liberty  and  the 
constitution  of  the  country.  Before,  however,  I  con- 
clude the  prefttory  observations,  I  must  allude  to  the  re- 
mark which  the  Senator  made  at  tlie  termination  of  the 
argument  of  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Poihbbx* 
Txa.]  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that,  if  I  chose 
to  put  at  issue  bis  character  for  consistency,  he  stood  pre- 
paredto  vindicate  his  course.  I  assure  .the  Senator  that 
1  have  no  idea  of  calling  in  question  his  connstency,  or 
that  of  any  other  member  of  this  body.  It  is  a  subject 
in  which  t  feel  no  concern;  but  if  I  am  to  understand  the 
remark  of  the  Senator  as  intended  incUrectly  as  a  chal^ 
lenge  to  put  in  iasue  the  conftstency  of  my  course  as 
compared  to  his  own,  I  have  to  say  uiat,  although  I  do 
not  accept  of  his  challenge,  yet,  ifhe  should  think  proper 
to  make  a  trial  of  character  on  that  or  any  other  point 
connected  with  our  public  conduct,  and  wiu  select  a  suit- 
able occauon,  I  stand  prepared  to  vindicate  my  course,  aa 
compared  with  his,  or  that  of  any  other  member  of  thia 
body,  for  consistency  of  conduct,  purity  of  motive,  and 
devoted  attachment  to  the  country  and  ita  institutions. 

Having  made  these  remarks,  which  have  been  forced 
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upon  me,  I  itull  now  proceed  directly  to  the  nibject  be- 
fore theSenatet  tndin  order  that  it  rtay,  with  all  tta  bear- 
ings, be  ft^ly  uoderttood,  I  muit  go  back  to  the  period 
St  which  I  introduced  the  resolutions.  They  were  intro- 
duced in  connexion  with  die  bill  which  hu  passed  this 
Boute»  and  if  now  pending  before  the  other.  That  bill 
was  couched  in  general  terms,  without  naming  South  Ca- 
rolina or  any  other  State,  though  it  was  understood,  and 
wowed  by  the  committee,  as  intended  to  act  directly  on 
her. 

Believing  that  the  Government  had  no  right  to  use. 
Ibree  in  the  controversy,  and  that  the  ftttemi^  to  intro- 
daee  it  rested  upon  principles  utterly  subverwvc  of  the 
constitution  and  jthe  lovereignty  of  the  Stately  I  drew  up 
the  resolutions,  and  introduced  them  expressly  with  the 
view  to  teat  those  principles,  *  with  a  desire  that  they 
should  be  dtscuned  and  voted  on  before  the  bill  came  up 
for  conrideration.  The  nujorihr  ordered  othennse.  The 
revolutiona  were  laid  on  the  table,  and  the  bill  taken  up 
fbr  ^Escuadon.  Under  this  arrangement,  which  It  was  un- 
derstood originated  with  the  committee  that  reported  the 
bill,  I,  of  course,  concluded  that  its  members  would  pro- 
ce«i  in  the  discussion,  and  explain  the  principles,  and 
tiie  necevity  for  the  bill,  before  the  other  Senators  would 
enter  into  the  discussion,  and  particularly  those  from 
South  Carolina.  Understandinff,  nowever,  that  by  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  committee,  it  wsa  allotted  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  to  close  the  discussion  on  the  bill,  I 
waited  to  the  last  moment  in  expectation  of  hearing  from 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  He  is  a  member  of  the 
committee.  But,  not  hearing  from  him,  I  rose  to  speak 
to  tile  bill,  and,  as  soon  as  I  had  concluded,  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  rose — 1  will  not  say  to  reply  to  me, 
and  certainly  not  to  discuss  the  bill,  but  the  resolutions 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Ubie,  as  I  have  stated.  I  do 
not  itf  te  these  ftcti  in  the  way  of  complaint,  hut  in  order 
to  explain  my  own  course.  The  Senator  having  directed 
his  argument  against  my  resolution^  I  felt  myself  com- 
pelled to  seize  the  first  opportunity  to  call  them  up  from 
the  table,  and  to  assign  a  day  for  their  discussion,  in  the 
hope  not  only  that  the  Senate  would  hear  me  in  their  vin- 
dication! but  would  also  afford  me  an  opportunity  of  tak- 
ing the  sense  of  this  body  on  tbe  great  prinoples  on  wUch 
thnrare  based. 

The  Senator  fVom  Massachusetts,  in  bis  argument 
against  the  resolutions,  directed  his  attack  almost  exclu- 
sively against  the  first,  on  the  ground,  I  suppose,  that 
it  was  the  basis  of  the  other  two,  and  that,  unless  the  first 
could  be  demolished,  the  others  would  follow  course. 
In  thia  he  was  rirtt.  '  As  plain  and  as  simple  aa  the  &cts 
contained  in  the  first  are,  they  cannot  be  admitted  to  be 
true,  without  adnutting  the  doctrines  foi:  which  I,  and  the 
State  I  represent,  contend.  He  [Mr.  W-]  commenced 
his  attack  with  a  verbal  criticism  on  the  resolution,  in  the 
course  of  which  he  objected  stroi^ly  to  two  words,  *■  con- 
■titutional**  and  ■^accede."  To  the  nmner,  on  the  ground 
that  the  word,  aa  used,  (constitutional  compact,)  waa  ob- 
acurei  tiiat  it  conveyed  no  definite  meaning;  and  that  the 
constitution  waa  a  noun  aubstantive,  and  not  an  adjective. 
I  regret  that  1  have  exposed  myself  to  the  criticism  of  the 
Senator.  I  certainly  did  not  intend  to  use  any  expresnon 
of  a  doubtful  sense]  and  if  I  have  done  so,  the  Senator 
must  attribute  it  to  the  poverty  of  my  Unguage,  and  not 
to  dengn.  I  trust,  however,  that  the  Senator  will  ex- 
cuse me,  when  he  comet  to  hear  my  apology.  In  matters 
of  ertticism,  autbori^  b  of  the  highest  ioiportancei  and  I 
have  an  auUiority^  of  so  high  a  character,  in  this  case,  for 
using  the  expresuon  which  he  considers  so  obscure  and  so 
unconstitutional,  aa  will  justify  me  even  in  bis  eyes.  It  b 
no  leas  than  tbe  authority  of'^ tbe  Senator  himself— given 
on  a  ademn  occanon,  (the  discussion  on  Mr.  Foot's  reao- 
hition,^  and  doubtleaa  with  great  deliberation,  after  hav- 
ing duly  weired  the  fuve  ^the  expresrion. 


[Here  Mr.  C.  read  from  Waasrxa's  speech  tn  reply  to 
Mr  Hatms,  in  the  Senate  of  the  Uiuted  States  delivmd 
January  36,  1830,  as  followa: 

■'The  domestic  slave^r  of  the  Sootti  I  leave  where  I 
find  it — in  the  hands  of^thur  own  Govermnenta.  U  is 
their  afTuTi  mine.  Nor  do  I  complain  of  the  pecu- 
liar effect  which  the  magnitude  of  that  population  has 
had  in  the  distribution  of^ power  under  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. We  know,  nr,  that  the  representation  of  the 
States  in  the  other  House  b  not  equal.    We  know  that 

great  advantage,  in  that  req>ec^  u  ei^oyed  by  the  slave- 
olditw  Stiteai  and  we  know*  too»  that  the  intended 
equivalent  for  that  advantage,  tiiat  u  to  my,  the  iayoa* 
tion  of  ^reet  taxea  In  the  same  ratio,  has  become  naet^ 
nominal)  the  habit  of  tbe  Government  beii^  almost  inva> 
riably  to  collect  ita  revenues  from  other  sources  smd  in 
other  modes.  Nevertheless,  I  do  not  compUint  dot 
would  I  countenance  any  movement  to  alter  tlus  arrange- 
ment of  representation.  It  b  the  original  bargain — uie 
e«npact|  let  it  standi  let  the  advantage  of  it  be  fiiliy  en- 
joyed. The  Union  itself  b  too  full  at  benefits  to  be  ha- 
zarded in  propositions  for  changing  its  original  baaa.  1 
go  for  the  constitution  as  it  is,  and  ror  the  Union  aa  it  is. 
But  I  am  rest^ved  not  to  aabmit,  in  silence,  to  accuaa* 
tions,  either  against  myself  individually,  or  agvsut  tbe 
North,  wholly  unfounded  and  mnast— aecumtions  which 
impute  to  ua  a  dispontton  to  tmm  the  comTraimovjLS 
coKPACT,  and  to  extend  the  power  of  the  GoTcnneat 
over  tbe  internal  bws  and  domcstie  conation  of  the 
States,"] 

It  will  be  seen,  by  this  extract,  that  the  Senator  not  only 
uses  the  phrase  '*  constitutional  compact,"  which  he  imw 
so  much  condemns,  but,  what  is  still  more  important,  he 
calb  tbe  constitution  itself  a  compact — a  bar^^ini  which 
eont^ns  important  admtadona,  bannga  £reet  and  power* 
ful  bearing  on  the  mun  bsoe  hivolTCd  tn  the  discnswon, 
as  will  appear  in  the  course  of  hb  remarks.  But,  as 
strong  as  his  objection  is  to  the  word  "  constitutional,"  it 
b  stilTstronger  to  the  word  "accede,"  wluch,  be  thinks 
has  been  introduced  into  the  resdution  witii  some  deep 
dengn — as,  I  suppose,  to  entrap  the  Senate  intoan  sdinis- 
sion  of  the  Soctnne  criT  State  rights.  Here,  again,  I  moat 
shelter  myself  under  aatbori^.  But  I  suspect  that  the 
Senator,  by  a  sort  of  instinct,  (for  oar  instincts  ofta 
strangely  run  before  our  knowled^)  had  a  prescience, 
which  would  account  for  bU  aversion  to  the  word,  that 
this  authori^  waa  no  less  than  Thomas  jefTeraon  himself 
the  great  aposUe  of  the  doctrine  of  State  rights.  Tlie 
word  was  borrowed  from  him.  It  was  taken  fran  ^ 
Kentucky  resolution,  as  well  as  tbe  sobstaoce  of  Uie  reso- 
lution itself.  But  I  trust  that  1  may  neutralize  whatever 
aversion  the  authorship  of  thb  word  may  have  excited  in 
the  mind  of  the  Senator,  by  tbe  introduction  of  soother 
authority— that  of  Wa^ington  himself— who,  ui  tusqyeecfa 
to  Congress,  speaking  of  the  admisrion  of  North  Carolina 
into  the  Union,  uses  this  vefy  term,  which  was  repcaked 
by  the  Senate  in  their  reply.  Ye^  in  order  to  narrow  tbe 
ground  between  Uie  Senator  and  myself  aa  much  as  poMi* 
ble,  I  will  accommodate  myself  to  hb  strange  andpatl^ 
against  the  two  unfortunate  words,  by  striking  them  cot 
Oi  the  resolution,  and  substituting  in  their  place  those 
very  words  which  the  Senator  himself  has  dengnated  as 
constitutional  phrases.  In  tbe  place  of  that  abhortcd  sd* 
jective  "constitutional,"  I  will  insert  Uie  Terr  noiui"^ 
sUntive  "constitution!^  and  in  the  place  or  tiie  wnd 
"aceede,"  I  will inaert  the  word  "ratify,"  wliidi  bede- 
signates  as  the  proper  term  to  be  used. 

Let  us  now  see  how  the  resolution  stands^  and  bow  it 
Will  read  after  these  amendmenta.  Here,  Mr.  C.  said  the 
resolution,  aa  introduced,  reads: 

Jbtohed,  That  tbe  people  of  the  several  State*  cciBpos- 
ing  theae  United  States  are  united  as  parties  to  a  ooMti- 
tutional  compact,  to  which  the  people  of  ea^  MRc  ne- 
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ceded  «»  •  sepwate  and  torereign  community,  each  bind- 
ing hielf  by  iti  own  ^ftrtieular  ntifiettion;  ud  that  the 
union,  ofwhichtlieaud  compact  u  the  bond,  !i  a  union 
between  the  States  ratifyinr  tlie  aame. 
As  proposed  to  be  amended; 

Raoited,  That  the  people  of  the  several  States  compos- 
\ng  these  United  States  are  united  as  parties  to  a  com- 
pact, under  the  title  ofthe  coitaUtution  ofllie  United  States, 
which  the  people  of  each  State  iftttfled  as  a  aepirate  and 
«overeiB>n  community,  each  bindinr  itself  by  iti  own  par- 
ticular raUficationt  utd  that  the  union,  ofmiieh  the  iiud 
compact  b  the  bond,  it  a  uiuon  between  the  States  rati- 
fying the  same. 

Where,  ^r,  I  Mk,  is  that  plun  case  of  revolution' 
Wliere  that  hiatus,  as  wide  as  the  globe,  between  the 
premises  and  conclusion,  whicli  the  Senator  proclaimed 
would  be  apparent,  if  tlie  resolution  was  reduced  into 
constitutional  lanj[uage.'  For  my  part,  with  my  poor 
powers  of  conception,  1  cannot  perceive  the  aligfateat  dif* 
ference  between  the  resolution  as  first  introduced,  and  as 
it  is  proposed  to  be  amended  in  conformity  to  the  inews 
of  the  Senator.  And,  instead  of  tliat  liiatus  between  the 
premises  and  conclusion,  which  seems  to  startle  the  ima- 
ginatitni  of  the  Senator,  I  can  perceive  nothing  but  a  con- 
tinuous and  solid  Burftios  suffldent  to  sustain  the  magnifi- 
cent superstructure  of  State  riglits.  Indeed,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Senator's  vision  is  distorted  by  the  medium 
through  which  he  views  every  thing  connected  with  the 
subject;  and  that  the  same  distortion  wliich  lias  presented 
to  his  imagination  this  hiatus,  as  wide  as  the  globe,  where 
not  even  a  fissure  exists,  also  presented  (hat  beautiful  and 
classical  image  of  a  strong  man  struggling  in  a  bog,  with- 
out the  power  of  extricating  himself,  and  Incapable  of 
being  ude<l  by  any  friendly  hand;  while,  instead  of strng^ 
gling  in  a  bog,  he  stands  on  the  everlasting  rock  of  truth. 

Having  now  noticed  the  criticism  of  thn  Senator,  1 
shall  proceed  to  meet  and  repel  the  main  assault  on  the 
resolution.  He  directed  his  attack  agunst  the  strong 
point,  the  veiv  horn  of  the  citadel  of  State  rights.  The 
Senator  clearly  perceived  that  if  the  con^tution  be  a 
compact,  it  woa  impotrible  to  denv  the  aascrtions  confin- 
ed in  the  resdutions,  or  to  renst  tne  eoniequenees  which 
I  had  drawn  from  them;  and,  accordingly,  he  directed  his 
whole  fire  against  that  point(  but,  after  so  vast  an  expen- 
diture of  ammunition,  not  the  slightest  impression,  so  fur 
as  1  can  perceive,  has  been  made.  At  least,' the  work  is 
not  reduced  to  that  heap  of  ruins  to  which  the  fire  of  the 
French  artillery  reduced  the  citadel  Antwerp.  I  will 
not,  however,  pretend  to  detide  whether  this  is  owing  to 
tlie  difference  m  the  skill  and  force  of  the  anault,  or  in 
the  difference  ofthe  strength  ofthe  works.  But,  to  drop 
the  simile,  after  a  careful  examination  ofthe  notes  whicn 
I  took  of  what'the  Senator  said,  I  am  now  at  a  loss  to  know 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  tlie  Senator,  our  constitution  is 
a  compact  or  not,  though  the  almost  entire  argument  of 
the  Senator  waa  directed  to  that  p<nnt.  At  one  time  be 
would  accm  to  deny  directly  and  positively  that  it  was  a 
compacti  while  at  tnottier  he  would  appear,  in  Iwguage 
nqt  less  strong,  to  admit  that  it  was. 

]  have  collated  all  that  the  Senator  has  said  upon  this 
point)  and  that  what  I  have  stated  may  not  appear  exag- 
gerated, I  iriU  read  hii  remarka  in  juxtaposition.  He 
said  that 

**  The  constitution  means  a  government,  not  a  compact. 
Nut  a  constitutional  compact,  but  a  government.  If  com- 
pact, it  rests  on  plighted  ftith,  and  the  mode  of  redress 
would  be  to  deebre  the  whole  vtAd.  SUtes  may  secede, 
if  a  league  or  compact." 

I  thank  tlie  Senativ  (br  these  admisnons,  which  I  in* 
tend  to  use  hereafter- 

Here  Mr.  C.  proceeded  to  read  from  his  notes: 

I'he  States  agreed  that  each  shutihl  participate  in  the 
sovereignty  ofthe  other."  . 
Vol.  IK— 48. 


[SaiTATS. 


Certainly,  a  very  correct  conception  of  the  constitu* 
tiont  but  when  did  they  make  that  agreement  but  by 
the  constitution?  and  how  could  they  agree  but  by  com- 
pact? 

**  The  system,  not  a  compact  between  States,  in  their 
sovereign  capacity,  but  a  government  pn^wr,  fhunded  ob 
the  adoption  of  the  people,  and  creating  individaal  rela- 
tions between  itself  and  the  dtizens." 

This  the  Senator  lays  down  as  a  leaifii^  lundsmental 
principle  to  sustain  his  doctrine,  and  I  must  say,  hf  a 
stranfps  confiision  and  uncertainty  of  languaget  mrt,  cer- 
tainly, to  be  explained  by  any  want  of  command  of  the 
most  appropriate  words  on  his  part. 

**  n  does  not  call  itself  a  compact,  but  a  constitution. 
The  constitution  rests  on  compact,  liut  it  is  no  longer  a 
compact."  ■■    "  ■ 

I  would  ask  to  what  cenipaet  does  the  Senator  refer,  as 
that  on  whi^  the  conslitHtifm  rests?  Before  the  adoption 
of  the  present  oonstitutidn,  the  States  bad  formed  but  one 
compact,  and  diat  was  the  old  eonfederationt  and  certain- 
ly the  gentleman  does  not  intend  to  anert  that  the  pre- 
sent constitution  rests  upon  that.  What,  then,  isliismean- 
ing?  What  can  it  be,  but  that  the  constitution  itself  is  a 
compact?  and  how  will  his  language  read  when  fiurly  in- 
terpreted, h(ft  that  the  constitution  was  a  compact,  hut  is 
no  longer  a  compact?  It  had,  by  some  means  or  other, 
changed  its  nature,  or  become  defunct. 

He  next  states  that 

**  A  man  is  almost  untrue  to  his  country  who  cafls  the 
constitution  a  compact." 

I  fear  that  tlic  Senator,  in  calling  it  a  cpmpact,  a  bargain, 
has  called  down  this  heavy  deouneiation  on  lusown  head. 
He  finally  states  tint 

"It  is  founded  on  compact,  but  not  a  compact  results 
from  it." 

To  what  are  we  to  attribute  this  strange  confltNon  of 
words?  The  Senator  has  a  mind  of  high  order,  and  per- 
fectly trained  to  the  most  exact  use  of  limguage.  No  man 
knows  better  the  precise  import  of  the  words  he  uses. 
The  difficulty  is  not  in  him,  hut  in  bis  nibject.  He  who 
undertakes  to  prove  that  this  constitution  is  not  a  com- 
pact, undertakes  a  task  which,  be  his  strength  ever  so 
great,  he  most  be  oppressed  by  its  wright.  Taking  the 
whole  of  die  argument  of  the  Senator  ti^ther,  I  would 
say  that  it  is  his  impreswon  that  the  constitution  is  not  a 
compact,  and  will  now  proceed  to  consider  the  reason 
which  he  has  asngned  for  this  opinion. 

He  thinks  there  is  an  incompatibility  between  mmtUu- 
Hon  and  ampad.  To  prove  this,  he  adduces  the  words 
"ordun  and  establi^,"  contained  in  the  preamble  ofthe 
constitution.  I  confess  I  am  not^pable  of  perceiving  in 
what  tnanner  these  words  are  incompatible  »*ith  the  idea 
that  the  constitution  is  a  compact.  The  Senator  will  ad- 
mit that  a  single  State  may  ordain  a  compact;  and  where 
is  the  ^fficulty,  where  the  incompatibility  of  two  States 
concurring  m  ordaining  and  esUblishing  a  constitution? 
As  between  the  States  themselves,  the  instmment  would 
be  a  compust;  but  in  reference  to  the  Government,  and 
those  on  whom  it  operates,  it  would  be  ordained  and  estab- 
lished— orduned  and  established  by  the  jmnt  autbori^ 
of  two,  instead  of  the  single  authority  of  one. 

The  next  argument  which  the  Senator  advances  to 
show  that  the  language  of  the  constitution  is  irreconcil- 
able with  the  idea  orbits  beii^  a  compact,  is  taken  ftwn 
that  portion  ofthe  instrument  which  imposes  prohibitions 
ontiie  uitbority  ofthe  States.  He  said  that  the  language 
osed  in  imponng  the  prohibitions  is  the  language  of  a  su- 

Eerior  to  an  inleriort  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  not  the 
inguage  of  a  compact,  which  implies  the  equality  of  the 
parlies.  As  a  proof,  the  Senator  cited  the  several  provi- 
sions ofthe  constitution  which  provide  tiiat  no  State  sbaU 
enter  into  treaties  of  alliance  and  confiederation,  lay  im- 
posts, be.  without  the  assent  of  Congress.   If  he  had 
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turned  to  the  uticleB  of  the  old  confederation,  which  he 
acknowledges  to  have  been  a  compact,  he  would  find  that 
thow  very  prohibUoty  articlea  or  the  constitution  are  bor- 
rowed  from  that  inatrument;  that  the  language  which 
he  now  conatdera  u  implying  superiority,  waa  taken  ver- 
iafun  from  it  If  he  had  extended  his  reaearches  atill 
ArAer,  he  would  find  that  it  ia  the  habitual  language  uaed 
in  tre«tie%  whenever  »  atipulatlon  ia  nwde  ag»nit  ute  per- 
fbrmance  of  any  aet.  Among  many  inatances  which  T 
could  citCt  if  it  were  neceasaiy,  I  refer  the  Senator  to  the 
celebrated  treaty  negotiated  hy  Mr.  Jay  with  Great  B^i- 
tain.in  1793i  and  in  which  the  very  langui^  uied  in  the 
comtitution  ia  employed. 

1^  proTC  that  ne  eonititution  ii  not  a  compact^  the  Se- 
nator ^ext  observe^  that  it  atipuiatea  nothingt  and  aaki, 
with  an  air  of  triumph,  where  are  the  evidences  of  the 
atipulationt  lietween  the  States?  I  must  express  my  sur- 
prise at  this  interrdgatoryi  coming  from  ao  intelligent  a 
source.  Haa  the  Senator  never  seen  the  ratification  of 
the  conatitution  by  the  several  Statea>  DUl  be  not  cite 
then  on  tidi  very  oceaaionf  Do  tber  contun  no  evi- 
dence of  ttiia  stipulattan  on  the  part  of  toe  States?  Nor  ia 
the  aaaertion  leas  strange,  that  the  constitution  contains  no 
■tipulation.  So  far  from  regarding  it  in  the  light  in  which 
the  Senator  reg^ards  it,  I  cooMder  the  whole  instrument 
hut  a  mass  of  stipuUtion.  What  is  tliat  but  a  stipulation  to 
which  the  Senator  refers,  when  he  atatea,  in  the  course  of 
his  ailment,  that  each  State  bad  agreed  to  participate  in 
the  Bovereignty  of  the  others? 

But  the  ptincipal  argument  on  wluch  the  Senator  re- 
lied, to  show  that  the  constitution  is  not  a  eompact,  rests 
on  tiie  provision  in  that  instrument  which  declares  that 
'*  thia  constitution,  and  the  laws  made  in  pursuance  there- 
of, and  treaties  made  under  their  authority,  are  the  su- 
preme law  of-the  land."  He  asked,  with  marked  em- 
phasis can  a  compact  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land?  I 
aak,  in  retunit  whether  treaties  are  not  eompaetst  and 
irtwttm  treatiea,  as  well  as  Uie  constitution,  are  not  declar- 
ed to  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land?  His  ailment,  in 
fact,  as  conclusively  proves  that  treaties  are  not  compact^ 
as  it  does  that  this  constitution  ia  not  a  compact.  I  might 
rest  this  point  on  this  decisive  answer;  but  as  I  desire  to 
leave  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  on  this  important  point,  I 
shall  follow  the  gentleman  in  the  course  of  his  reasoning. 

He  defines  a  constitution  to  be  a  fundamental  law, 
which  oi^mzes  the  Government,  and  pmnts  out  the 
mode  of  iu  action.  I  will  not  object  to  the  definition, 
though,  in  my  opinion,  a  more  appropriate  one,  or  at  least 
one  better  adapted  to  American  ideas,  could  be  given. 
Jly  objection  is  not  to  the  definition,  but  to  the  attempt 
to  prove  that  the  fundamental  laws  of  a  SUte  cannot  be  a 
compact,  as  the  Senator  seems  to  supptwe.  1  hold  the 
very  reverae  to  be  the  caicf  and  tliat,  aceor^ng  to  the 
moat  approved  writers  on  the  subject  govemment, 
these  very  fundamental  laws,  which  are  now  stated  not 
only  not  to  be  compacts,  but  inconsistent  with  the  very 
idea  of  compacts,  are  held  invariably  to  be  compaets.  and 
in  that  chancter  are  tfistinguished  from  the  ordinary  laws 
-  of  the  country.  I  will  cite  a  nngle  authority,  which  is 
full  and  explicit  on  ttus  point,  fhim  a  writer  of^the  highest 
repute. 

BurUmaqui  says,  vol.  ii,  part  1,  chap.  1,  aec.  35,  36, 
37,  38;  **  It  entirely  depends  upon  a  free  people  to  in- 
vest the  Sovereigns,  whom  they  place  over  their  heads, 
with  an  authority,  either  absolute,  or  limited  by  certain 
laws.  These  rc|piUtions,  by  wbidi  the  nipreme  authority 
b  kept  irithin  bounds  >k  oalled  the  fimdamentel  laws  of 
theStMo. 

'*The  fiindamental  lawa  of  a  SUte,  taken  in  their  full 
extont,  are  not  only  the  decrees  by  wtuch  the  entire  body 
of  the  nation  determine  the  form  of  government,  and  die 
manner  of  succeeding  to  the  crown,  but  are  likewise 
cf>venanU  between  the  people  and  the  person  on  whom 


th^y  confer  the  sovereigntr,  which  reflate  the  manner 
of  governing,  and  by  whicn  the  supreme  authority  is  li- 
mited. 

"These  regulations  are  called  fundamental  laws,  be- 
cause they  are  the  basis,  as  it  were,  and  foundation  of  the 
State,  on  which  the  structure  of  the  Government  b  raised, 
and  because  the  people  look  upon  these  regulations  as  their 
prindpal  strength  and  support. 

"  The  name  of  laws,  however,  has  been  ^ven  to  these 
regulations  in  an  improper  and  figurative  sciise;  for,  pro- 
perly speaking,  they  are  real  covenants.  But  as  ^oie 
covenants  are  obligatory  between  the  contracting^  parties, 
they  have  the  force  of  laws  themselves." 

The  same— 3d  vol.  part  %  eh^i.  1,  sec.  19  and  33;  ia 
part:  *■  The  whole  body  of  the  nation,  in  whom  the  su- 
preme power  originally  resides,  may  regulate  the  Gov- 
ernment by  a  fundamental  law,  in  such  nnnner  as  to  cow- 
mit  the  exercise  of  the  different  parts  of  the  supreme  power 
to  different  persons  or  bodies,  who  may  act  indepcndeatly 
of  each  other  in  regard  to  the  rights  committed  to  them, 
but  stiU  subordinate  to  the  laws  Horn  which  thoae  rights 
are  derived." 

■'And  these  fundamental  laws  are  real  covenants,  or 
what  the  civilians  call  pacta  amvenia,  between  the  differ' 
ent  orders  of  the  republic,  by  which  they  stipulate  that 
each  shall  hare  a  particular  part  of  the  soveragnty,  snd 
that  this  shall  establish  the  form  of  government.  Itiseri- 
dent  that  by  these  means  each  of  the  contracting  parties 
acquires  a  right,  not  only  of  exerdnng  the  power  granted 
to  It,  but  also  of  preserving  that  original  right." 

A  refierence  to  tiie  constitution  <»  Great  Britain,  with 
which  we  are  better  acquainted  than  with  that  of  any 
other  European  Government,  will  Aow  that  it  is  a  com- 
pact. Magna  Cbarta  may  certunly  be  reckoned  aaont 
the  fundamental  laws  of  that  kinedom.  Now,  altboogh 
it  did  not  assume  originally  the  form  of  a  compact,  yet, 
before  the  hreakii^  up  of  the  meeting  of  the  banw^ 
who  imposed  it  on  Kmr  John,  it  was  reduced  into  the 
form  01^  a  covenant,  and  duly  signed  by  Bobot  Flti- 
walter  and  others  on  the  one  part,  and  tbe  Spg  on  Ute 
other. 

But  we  have  a  more  deciuve  proof  that  the  coniblutioa 
of  England  is  a  compact,  in  the  resolution  of  tbe  Lords 
and  Commons  in  1 688,  which  declared  that  "  Kii^  James 
the  Second,  having  endeavored  to  subvert  the  constitutioa 
of  the  lungdom,  by  breaking  the  original  coa tract  be> 
tween  the  King  and  the  Peoplet  and  having,  by  the  advice 
of  Jesuits  and  other  wicked  persons,  violated  the  fundanea- 
tal  law,  and  withdrawn  himself  out  of  the  kingdom,  hath 
abdicated  the  Government,  and  that  tbe  thtme  is  there- 
by become  vacant." 

But  why  should  I  refer  to  writers  iipoa  the  subject  of 
government,  or  inquire  into  the  ooasiitBtiaaa  of  nso^ga 
Statn,  when  there  are  auch  decisive  piooft  that  our  coai. 
stitution  is  s  compact.  On  this  point  the  Senator  is  cifeiA- 
ped.  I  borrow  from  tiie  genUeman,  and  tbaak.  Um  for 
the  word.  His  adopted  State,  which  he  so  ably  leprc- 
sents  on  this  floor,  snd  his  native  State,  (the  States  of 
Massachusetts  and  New  Hampshire,}  both  declared,  ia 
their  ratification  of  the  constitution,  that  it  waa  a  torn' 
pact.  The  ratification  of  Maasachuaetta  is  in  the  foUov- 
mg  words: 


"  In  Convention  of  the  DeUgaies  of  the  People  of  the  Cm- 
monweaith  of  MoMatuAuteittf  fttruary  6,  1788. 

"  The  convention  having  impartially  discusaed  and  ft&J 
conwdered  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  of  Ameri- 
ca, reported  to  Congress  by  the  convention  of  ddcgstei 
from  the  United  States  of  America,  and  aubmittcd  to  m 
by  a  resolution  of  the  General  Court  of  said  ConmoB- 
weahh,  passed  the  35tb  day  of  October  last  pastt  and  se- 
knowled^ng,  with  grateful  hearts,  the  goodoeaa  of  tbe  Su* 
pre  me  Buler  of  tbe  universe,  in  affonuog  the  people  of 
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the  United  States,  in  the  course  of  his  providence,  an  op- 
pMluni^,  deliberately'  and  peaceably,  without  fraud  or 
•urprise,  of  entering  into  an  explicit  and  •olemn  compact 
with  each  other,  by  assenting-  to  and  mtifyinK  a  new  con- 
stitution, in  order  to  form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish 
justice,  insure  domestic  tranquillity,  provide  for  the  com- 
mon defence,  promote  the  general  welfitre,  and  secure  the 
blessing!  of  liberty  to  themselves  and  of  Hassachusett^ 
dowenC  to  and  ntiQr  the  said  constitution  for  the  United 
States  of  Ameriear" 

The  ratificatioa  of  New  Hampshire  is  taken  from  that 
of  Mauacbusetts,  and  almost  in  the  same  words.  But 
proof,  if  posuble,  still  more  decisive,  may'be  found  in  the 
■celebrated  resnlntiona  of  Virginis,  on  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion Uw,  in  1798,  and  the  responses  of  HassachusetU  and 
the  other  States.  Those  resolutions  expressly  assert  that 
the  constitution  is  a  corapaet  between  the  States,  in  the 
following  language: 

[Here  Mr.  0.  read  from  the  resolutions  of  Vii^nia,  as 
follows :} 

"  That  this  Assembly  doth  explicitly  and  peremptorily 
declare  that  it  views  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, as  resulting  from  the  compact,  to  which  the  Sutes 
are  parties^  as  limited  by  the  plain  sense  and  intention  of 
the  instrument  constituting  that  compact,  as  no  farther  va- 
lid than  they  are  authorized  by  the  granU  enumerated  in 
that  compact;  and  that,  in  case  of  a  deliberate,  palpable, 
and  dangerous  exercise  of  other  powers,  not  granted  by 
the  said  compact,  the  Stales,  who  are  parties  thereto,  have 
the  right,  and  are  in  duty  bound,  to  interpose  for  arrest- 
ing the  pn>^<css  of  the  evil,  and  for  maintaining,  within 
their  reapecthre  limits,  the  authorities,  rights,  anJIiberties 
appertwning  to  them. 

That  the  General  Aisembly  doth  also  express  ita  deep 
regret  that  aspirit'has  in  sun^by  instances  been  manifested 
by  the  Federal  Government  to  enlarge  its  powers  by  forc- 
ed constructions  of  the  constitutional  charter,  which  de- 
fines them)  and  that  indications  have  appeared  of  a  dengn 
to  expound  certain  general  phrases,  (which  having  been 
copiea  from  the  very  limited  grant  of  powers  in  tne  for- 
mer articles  of  confederation,  were  the  less  liable  to  be 
misconstrued, )  so  as  to  destroy  the  meaning  and  effeot  of 
the  particulsr  enumeration,  which  necesdty  explains  And 
limits  the  general  phrases,  and  so  as  to  consolidate  the 
States  by  degrees  into  one  sovereignty,  the  obvious  ten- 
dency and  inevitable  result  of  which  would  be  to  trans- 
form the  present  republican  system  of  the  United  States 
into  au  absolute,  or,  at  bea^  a  nuxed  monarchy.'* 

Tbey  were  sent  to  the  several  Slates.  We  have  the 
reply  of  Delaware,  New  York,  Connecticut,  New  Hamp- 
shire, Vermont,  and  Massachusetts,  not  one  of  which  con- 
tradicts this  important  assertion  on  the  part  of  Virginiat 
and,  by  their  silence,  tbey  all  acquiesce  in  its  truth.  The 
case  IB  still  stronger  agunst  Massachusetts,  whieh  express- 
ly recogiuaei  the  fact  that  the  constitution  is  a  compacL 

In  her  answer,  she  says— [Here  Mr.  C.  read  fhm  the 
answer  of  Massachusetto  m  IoUows:] 

*'  But  they  deem  it  their  duty  solemnly  to  decUre,  that 
while  they  hold  sacred  the  principle,  that  consent  of  the 
people  is  the  only  pure  source  of  juat  and  legitimate  power, 
they  cannot  admit  the  ri^it  of  the  SUte  Legishitures  to 


the  people  themselves,  by  solemn  compact,  have  exclu- 
sively committed  tbeir  national  concerns.  That,  although 
a  lU>era)  and  eidiglitened  vigiluee  among  the  people  is 
always  to  be  ehemhed,  yet  an  unreasonable  jealousy  of 
the  men  of  their  chc^,  and  a  recurrence  to  measures  of 
extremity  upon  groundless  or  trivial  pretexts,  have  a 
strong  tendency  to  destroy  all  rational  liberty  at  home, 
and  to  deprive  the  United  States  of  the  most  essential  ad- 
vantages in  their  relations  sl>road.  That  this  Legislature 
are  persuaded  that  the  deciuon  of  ail  cases  in  law  or  equi- 
ty, arising  under  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 


the  construction  of  all  laws  made  in  pursuanee  thereof, 
are  exclusively  vested  by  the  people  in  the  joAdal  oeurts 
of  the  United  States. 

"  Hiat  the  peoi^,  in  that  solemn  compact  wUch  ia  de- 
clared to  be  the  supreme  law  of  tiie  land,  have  not  consti- 
tuted the  State  Legislatures  the  judges  of  the  acts  or  mea- 
sures of  the  Federal  Government,  but  have  confided 
to  them  the  power  of  proposing  such  amendments  to 
the  constitution  as  shall  appear  to  them  necessary  to  the 
interests,  or  conformable  to  the  wishes  of  tiie  ptopis 
whom  they  represent** 

Now,  I  ask  the  Senator  btmself— I  put  it  toliis  candor 
to  say,  if  South  Carolina  be  estopped  on  the  subject  of 
the  protective  system,  because  Mr.  C.  and  Mr.  Smith  pro- 
posed a  moderate  duty  on  hemp,  or  some  other  article — I 
know  not  what,  nor  do  I  care — with  a  view  of  encouraging 
its  production,  (of  which  motion.  I  venture  to  say,  not  one 
individual  m  a  hundred  in  ttw  State  ever  heard,)  whether 
he  and  Massachusetts  this  clear,  full,  and  aidemn  re- 
cognition, that  the  constitution  is  a  eonqwct,  both  on  bis 
part  and  that  efhis  State,bcnot  forerercrtqipedonthiB 
important  points 
There  remuns  one  more  of  the  Senator's  arguments  to 

Srove  that  the  constitution  is  not  a  compact,  to  be  consi- 
ered.  He  says  it  is  not  a  compact,  becaose  it  is  a  G«t- 
emmenti  which  he  defines  to  be  an  organized  body,  po^ 
sessed  of  the  will  and  power  to  execute  its  purposes  hy 
its  own  proper  authcmtyi  and  which  he  mys  bears  not  tbe 
sli^test  resemblance  to  a  compact.  But  I  would  ask  the 
Senator,  who  ever  conndered  a  C>ovemiiient,wben  qnken 
of  as  the  agent  to  execute  the  powers  of  tbe  constitution, 
as  distinct  from  the  constitution  itself,  ss  a  compact? 

In  that  light  it  would  be  a  perfect  absurdly.  It  is  tnw 
that,  in  general  andloose  langua^.  it  is  often  ssid  that  the 
Government  is  a  compact — meamng  the  constitution  wUdl 
created  it,  and  vested  it  with  authority  to  execute  tbe 
powers  contained  in  the  instrumentt  but  when  the  dis- 
tinction is  drawn  between  the  constitution  and  tbe  Govern- 
ment, as  the  Senator  has  done,  it  would  be  as  ridiculous 
to  call  the  Government  a  cnnpsct,  as  to  call  an  individual, 
appointed  to  execute  provisions  of  Um  contract,  a  con- 
tract; and  not  less  so,  to  suppose  that  there  could  be  the 
slightest  resemblance  between  them.  In  connexion  with 
this  ptrint,  the  Senator,  to  prove  th^  the  constitution  is 
not  a  compact,  asserts  that  it  is  wholly  independent  of  the 
State;  and  pmntedl^  declares  that  the  States  have  not  a 
right  to  touch  a  bair  of  its  head;  and  this  vith  that  pro- 
ton in  the  constitution,  that  tbree4barths  of  tbe  BtMes 
have  a  right  to  alter,  change,  or  amend,  or  even  to  abo- 
lish it,  staring  him  in  tiie  mce. 

I  have  examined  all  of  the  arguments  of  the  Senator  in- 
tended to  prove  that  tbe  constitution  is  not  a  comtMCt;  and 
I  trust  I  have  shown,  by  the  clearest  demonrtratifm,  that 
his  arguments  are  perfectly  incondumvc,  and  that  his  as- 
sertion is  against  the  clearest  and  most  sd^ma  evidence— 
evidence  m  record)  and  of  such  a  (Aaracter  dut  thegr 
ouglit  to  close  his  lips  forever. 

1  turn  now  to  consider  the  other,  and  apparenUy  con- 
tradictory aspect  in  which  the  Senator  presented  ttus  part 
of  the  subject~I  mean  that  one  in  which  he  statea  that  the 
Gm-ernment  is  founded  in  compact,  but  is  no  longer  a 


denounce  the  administration  of  that  Government  to  which  compact.    I  have  already  remarked  that  no  other  int«> 


pretation  could  be  given  to  this  assertion,  except  that  tbo 
constitution  was  mce  a  compact,  but  ia  no  longer  so. 
There  is  a  vagvenem  and  indistinctnesa  in  this  part  of  the 
Senator's  argument,  which  left  me  altogether  uncertem 
ss  to  iu  real  meaning.  If  be  meant,  as  1  presume  be  did, 
that  Uie  compact  is  an  executed,  and  not  an  exccutny 
one)  that  its  object  was  to  create  a  Government,  and  to 
invest  it  with  a  proper  authority)  and  tba^  having  exe- 
cuted this  office,  it  ud  performed  its  functions  *>id  with 
it  had  ceased  to  ezlati  then  we  have  the  extnordinary 
avowal  that  Ox  coastitufion  is  a  dead  Ictter—tbat  it  bM 
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eeued  to  haTe  my  binding  effect,  or  vnj  pnctictl  inHu- 
ence  or  operation . 

It  had,  tndeedf  often  been  charged  that  the  constitution 
bad  become  a  dead  letter)  that  it  was  continually  violated, 
and  bad  lost  all  its  control  over  the  Oovernment;  but  no 
one  had  ever  before  been  bold  enou^  to  advance  a  tlieo- 
ty  on  the  avowed  baiit  that  it  was  an  executed,  and 
therefbre  an  extinct  imtrumenL  I  will  not  aeriointy  at- 
tempt  to  refute  an  argument  which  to  me  appeara  so  ex- 
travagant. I  had  thoug;h.t  that  the  constitution  wu  to 
endure  foreveri  and  that,  so  far  from  its  being  an  cxe- 
cuted  contract,  it  contained  great  trust  powers  for  the  be- 
nefit of  tboae  who  created  it,  and  all  Aiture  generations, 
which  never  could  be  finally  executed  during  the  exist- 
ence of  the  world,  if  our  Goventment  should  ao  long  en- 
dure. 

I  will  now  return  to  the  first  resolution,  to  aee  how  the 
knie  stands  between  the  Senator  &om  Massachusetts  and 
myself.  It  contains  three  propontions:  first,  that  the 
constitution  is  a  compact  i  second,  (hat  it  was  formed 
by  tbe  States,  CDoatituting  distinct  communities;  and  last- 
ly, that  it  is  a  subsisting  and  binding  compact  between 
tiie  States.  How  do  these  three  proportions  now  stand? 
The  first,  I  trust,  has  been  satisftctorily  estabtidiedi  the 
seconil,  the  Senator  has  admitted— faintly,  indeed,  but  still 
he  has  admitted  it  to  be  true.  This  admisnon  is  some- 
thing.  It  is  90  much  gained  by  discussion.  Three  yean 
ago  even  this  was  a  contested  point.  But  1  cannot  say 
that  I  thank  him  for  the  admis^on— we  owe  it  to  tbe  force 
of  truth.  The  &a  that  these  States  were  declared  to  be 
free  and  independent  States  at  the  time  of  dieir  independ- 
ence! that  th^  were  acknowledged  to  be  so  by  Great 
Britain  in  the  treaty  which  terminated  the  war  of  the  re- 
volution, and  secured  their  independence)  that  they  werv 
recognised  in  the  same  character  in  the  old  articles  of  tlie 
confederation)  and,  finally,  tiiat  the  present  constitution 
was  fbmed  by  a  convention  of  tiw  several  States,  after- 
wards submitted  to  them  for  their  ratification,  and  was  ra- 
tified by  them  separately,  each  Ibr  itself,  and  each  by  its 
own  act  binding  its  citisens,  formed  a  body  of  facts  too 
clear  to  be  denied,  and  too  strong  to  be  resisted. 

It  now  remians  to  consider  the  third  and  last  proposi> 
tion  contained  in  tbe  resolution;  that  it  is  a  binding  and  a 
subristin^  compact  between  the  States.  The  Senator  was 
not  explicit  on  this  point.  I  understood  him,  however, 
•B  BiKrting,  that,  though  formed  by  the  SUt^  the  consti- 
tution was  not  binding  between  the  States  as'aiatinet  com- 
munities, but  between  the  American  people  in  the  aggre- 
gate; wiio,  in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the  consti- 
tuUdl,  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  Senator,  became 
one  people,  at  least  to  the  extent  of  the  delegated  powers. 
This  would,  indeed,  be  a  great  change.  AU  acknow- 
Mge  that  prttvloas  to  ttie  adoption  of  tbe  constitution,  the 
States  constituted  distinct  ana  independent  oomrounilics, 
in  full  poase^on  of  their  sovereigntyi  and,  surely,  if  the 
adoption  of  the  constitution  was  mtended  to  effect  a  great 
and  important  change  in  their  condition, which  the  theory  of 
the  Senator  supposes,  some  evidence  of  itoiiglit  to  he  found 
in  the  instrument  itself.  It  pn^esses  to  he  a  careful  and 
flill  emuneration  of  all  the  powers  which  tiie  SUtes  dele- 
gated, and  of  every  modification  of  their  political  condi- 
tion. The  Senator  sud  that  he  looked  to  the  constitution 
in  order  to  ascertain  its  real  character)  and  surely  he 
ou^it  to  look  to  the  same  instrument  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  changes  were  in  fact  made  in  the  political  condition 
of  the  States  and  the  country.  But,  with  tbe  exception  of 
'*  we,  the  people  of  tbe  United  States,"  in  the  preamble, 
be  has  not  punted  out  a  «nrie  indication  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  die  great  change  whidi  be  conceives  has  been  e^ 
fbeted  in  th»  fespect. 

Now,  sir.  I  intend  to  prove  tliat  the  only  argument  on 
which  the  gentleman  relies  on  tlys  point  must  utterly  fail 
hhn.    I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  a  critical  examination  ctf 


the  expresnon  of  the  preamble  to  which  1  htTCKferrnl. 
I  do  not  deem  it  necessary;  hut,  were  it  so,  it  mightbetwiy 
shown  that  it  is  at  least  as  applicable  to  my  tiev  of  ^ 
constitution  a^  to  that  of  the  Senator)  and  that  the  vtaok 
of  hisst^ument  on  this  point  rests  on  theamtngui^  of  Ac 
term  "  thirteen  United  States)*'  which  may  mean  certnn 
territotiat  limits,  comprehending  within  then  titcwhide  of 
the  States  and  Territories  of  the  Ui^n.  In  llmscaietlw 
people  of  tbe  United  States  may  mean  all  the  peopktv- 
mg  within  these  limits,  without  reference  to  the  SUlaa 
Territories  in  which  the^  may  rende,  or  of  which  tbe; 
may  be  citizens;  and  it  is  in  this  sense  only  thst  tlw  ti- 
pression  gives  Uie  least  countenance  to  the  irgunMmt  of 
the  Senator. 

But  it  may  also  mean  the  States  united)  which  inversoi 
atone,  without  fbrtber  explanation,  removes  tbe  unbiguii]' 
to  which  I  have  referred.  The  expression,  inthiisenx, 
obviously  means  no  more  than  to  apeak  of  the  pnpk  cf 
the  several  States  in  their  united  and  confedentcd  af»- 
eitv)  and,  if  it  were  requisite,  it  might  be  shown  Hut  it  ^ 
only  in  this  sense  that  the  expression  is  used  in  the  eoaiti- 
ttition.  But  it  is  not  necessary.  A  single  aminesteiO 
forever  settle  this  pmnL  Whatever  may  be  the  tree 
meaning  of  this  expression,  it  is  notapplicaole  to  the  m- 
dition  of  the  States  as  they  exist  under  tiie  conititutioiii 
but  as  It  was  under  the  old  confederation,  before  iu*d<^ 
tion.  The  constitution  bad  not  yet  been  ad<^tfd;  oA 
the  States,  in  ordaining  it,  could  only  speak  ofthemstlTM 
in  the  condition  in  which  the^  then  existed,  and  sot  in 
that  in  which  they  woukl  exist  under  tbe  constKutios. 
Bo  that,  if  the  argument  of  the  Senator  proves  any  tbii^, 
it  proves,  not,  as  lie  supposes,  tiiat  the  constitution  fenw 
the  American  people  into  an  aggregate  mass  of  iaiKn- 
duals,  but  that  such  was  their  pohticalcondition,  More  it* 
wioption,  under  tbe  old  confederation,  direcll;  nmtnry 
to  his  argumentin  the  previous  part  oftiibdiscuwon- 

But  I  mtend  not  to  leave  this  important  point,  the  wA 
refuge  of  tiiose  who  advocate  consolidation,  ewn  »  ^'^ 
conclusive  arntment.  I  have  shown  tliat  the  cmO^^ 
affords  not  the  least  evidence  of  the  mighty  cbu^e  of 
the  political  condition  of  tbe  Sutes  and  the  ^^^''h 
which  the  Senator  supposed  it  operated)  and  I  fs^f^ 
now,  by  the  most  decisive  proof,  drawn  from  the  con*- 
tutional  instrument  itself,  to  show  that  no  such  ehsi^ 
was  intended)  and  that  tiie  people  <^  tiie  States  are  link- 
ed under  it  as  SUtes,  and  not  as  individusk  Oa  tu 
point,  there  is  a  very  important  part  of  tbe  eoMtitotMi 
entirely  and  strangely  overlooked  by  the  Senator  in  tpnt 
debate,  as  it  is  expressed  in  tbe  first  resohit'ion,  «hich 
furniAes  conclusive  evidence,  not  only  tint  t**^?^" 
stitution  is  a  compact,  hut  a  subsisting  conpset  ^"^V 
between  tiie  States.  1  allude  tu  the  seveirih  article,  vbieb 
provides  that  "the  iMifieation  of  the  oofirentioa  m  "ine 
States  shall  be  auAdent  for  die  establishwat  oflbn  con- 
stitution between  die  States  so  ratifying  the  ssine  - 
between  the  SUtes— a  little  word  means  a  vol««7^- 

Eacts,  not  laws,  bind  between  the  SUteS)  and  it  here 
inds  not  between  individuals,  but  between  the  SUtes. 
The  SUtes  ratify)  implying,  as  strong  aslangu^ 
roakc[  it,  that  tbe  constitution  is  what  1  have  aiserifid rtu 
he~a  compact  ratified  by  the  States,  and  a  wmMS 
compact  binding  the  States  ratifying  it. 

But,  rr,  I  will  not  leave  this  point,  all  important  ii»  . 
esublishing  the  true  theory  of  oiu  Government, 
argument  alone,  demonstrative  and  conclunve  •*  ^ 
it  to  be.    Another,  not  much  leas  powerful,  but  <*^'_r'] 
ferent  character,  may  be  drawn  from  tbe  tenth 
artide,  which  provides  that  "the  powers  not  ^^^^ 
to  the  United  States  by  die  constitution,  nor  prohibited  t>]r 
it  to  tbe  States,  are  reserved  to  the  SUtes  respective^,  or 
to  the  people."   The  article  of  ratification  wh**^-'* 
just  cited,  informs  iw  that  the  constitution,  which  d<«|>'" 
powers,  was  ratified  by  th?  3t*te«»  «id  is  bMiw  brtv»" 
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them.  This  inromu  us  to  whom  the  powers  »re  delegat- 
ed— a  most  important  &ct  in  determining  the  point  imme- 
diately-at  issue  between  the  Senator  and  myself.  Accord- 
ing to  lua  vievsk  the  coMtitution  created  a  union  between 
inaividuala^  (if  the  lolecismmay  b«  aHowed,)  and  that  it 
formed,  at  least  to  the  extent  of  the  powers  delegated, 
one  people,  and  not  a  federal  uiuon  of  the  States,  as  I 
contend.  Or,  to  express  the  same  idea  differently,  that 
the  delegation  of  powers  was  to  the  American  people  in 
the  ngftngiAe,  (for  it  is  only  by  sudi  delegation  that  they 
could  he  made  into  one  people,)  and  not  to  the  United 
.  States;  directly  contrary  to  the  article  just  cited*  wluch 
declares  that  the  powers  are  delegated  to  the  United 
States.  And  here  it  is  worthy  of  notice,  that  the  Senator 
cannot  shelter  hinwelf  under  the  ambiguous  phrase  "  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States,"  under  which  be  would 
certunly  have  taken  refuge,  had  the  conatitution  so  ex< 
pressed  it;  but,  fortunately  for  the  cause  of  truth  and  for 
the  great  principles  of  constitutional  liberty  for  which  I 
am  contending,  *■  people,"  is  omitted;  thus  mabinff  the 
delegation  of  power  cwar  and  unec|tuTocal  to  the  tailed 
States,  as  distinct  political  communities,  and  conclunvely 

{)roving  that  all  the  powers  delegated  are  reciprocally  de- 
egtted  by  the  States  to  each  other,  as  distinct  political 
coiAmunities. 

So  much  for  the  delegated  powers.  Now,  as  all  Admit, 
and  as  it  is  expressly  providea  for  in  the  constitution,  the 
reserved  powers  are  Tcaerved  to  the  States  respectively, 
or  to  the  people,  none  will  pretend  that,  as  far  as  tliey 
are  concerned,  we  are  one  people  i  though  the  arguipent 
to  prove  it,  however  absurd,  would  be  far  more  puusible 
tha.n  that  which  goes  to  show  that  we  are  one  people  to  the 
extent  of  the  delegated  powers.  This  reservation,  "to 
the  people,'*  might,  in  tlie  hands  of  st^tJeand  trained  lo< 
gietans,  be  a  peg  to  hang  a  doabt  upon;  and  had  the  ex- 
pression "to  the  peopl^'  been  connected,  as  fortunately 
it  is  not,  witl)  the  delegated  instead  of  the  reserved  pow- 
ers, wc  should  not  have  heard  of  this  In  the  present  dis- 
cussion. 

1  have  now  established,  1  bope,  beyond  tlie  power  of 
controversy,  every  allegation  contvned  in  the  first  resolu- 
tion: that  the  constitution  is  a  compact  formed  by  the 
people  of  the  serera]  States,  aa  distinct  political  commu- 
nities NbMting  and  hindtug  between  the  States  in  the 
same  character;  which  brings  me  to  the  consideration  of 
the  consequences  which  may  be  fairly  deduced,  in  refe* 
rence  to  the  cliaracter  of  our  political  system,  from  these 
established  facts. 

The  first,  and  most  important,  is,  that  tliey  conclusive- 
ly establish  tliat  ours  is  a  federal  system;  a  ^stem  of 
States^  arrai^^  in  a  federal  Union,  and  each  retaining  iu 
distinct  extstenee  and  soverdgnty.  Ours  lua  every  attri- 
bute which  belon||^  to  a  federative  sytttm.  It  is  founded 
on  compact;  it  is  formed  by  sovereign  communitiesj 
and  is  binding  between  them  in  their  sovereign  capacity. 
I  migltt  appeal,  in  confirmation  of  this  assertion,  to  all  ele- 
mentary writers  on  the  subject  of  government;  but  will 
content  myself  with  citing  one  only.  Burlamaqui.  quoted 
with  approbatiiM)  by  Jud&e  Tucker,  in  his  Commentary 
on  Bhekstone,  himself  ahigfa  authority,  says:  [Here  Mr. 
C.  read  from  Tucker's  Blackstone  as  follows:] 

Extracltfrom  Slackiforu't  Commtntariea. 

"  Political  bodies,  whether  great  or  small,  if  they  arc 
constituted  by  a  people  formerly  independent,  and  under 
no  civil  subjection,  or  by  those  who  justly  claim  indepen- 
dency frmn  any  civil  powerlhey  were  formerly  subject  to, 
have  the  aril  supremacy  in  themselves,  and  are  in  a  state 
of  equal  right  and  liberty  with  respect  to  alt  other  SUtes, 
whether  great  or  small.  No  regard  is  to  be  had  in  this 
matter  to  names;  whether  the  oody  politic  be  called  a 
kingdoin,  an' empire,  a  principality,  a  dukedom,  a  coun- 
'try,ii  repubU(^  or  free  town.   If  it  can  exercise  justly  all 


the  essential  parts  of  dvtl  power  within  itself,  independent* 
ly  of  any  other  person  or  body  politic,  and  no  otner  hath 
any  right  to  rescind  or  annul  its  acts,  it  has  the  civil  supre- 
macy, how  small  soever  its  territory  may'  be,  or  the  num- 
bef  of  its  people,  and  has  all  the  rights  of  an  independent 
SUte. 

"This  independency  of  States,  and  their  being  distinct 
political  bodies  from  each  other,  is  not  obstructed  by  any 
alliance  or  confederacies  whatsoever,  about  exercising 
jointly  any  parts  of  ttie  supreme  powers,  such  ss  those  of 
peace  and  war,  in  league  'offensive  and  defenuve.  Two 
States  notwithstanding  tfuch  treaties,  are  separate  bodiea 
and  independent. 

"These  are,  then,  only  deemed  politically  united  when 
some  one  person,  or  council,  is  constituted  with  a  right  to 
exercise  some  essential  powers  for  both,  and  to  hinder 
either  from  exercising  them  separately.  Ifany  person  or 
council  is  empowered  to  exercise  all  these  essential  pow- 
ers for  both,  they  are  tlicn  one  State:  such  is  the  state  of 
England  and  Scotland,  since  the  act  of  union  made  at  the 
beginning  of  the  eif^teenth  century,  whereby  the  two 
kingdohia  were  incorporated  into  one;  all  parts  of  the  su- 
preme power  of  both  kingdoms  being  thenceforward 
united,  and  vested  in  the  three  estates  of  tl^e  realm  of 
Great  Briuin.  By  which  entire  coalition,  though  both  king- 
doms retain  tlieir  ancient  laws  a;id  usages  in  many  re- 
spects Ibcy  are  as  effectuany united andtncorporated  as 
the  several  petty  kingdoms  whidi  composed  tlie  heptarchy, 
before  that  period. 

"  But  when  only  a  portion  of  the  supreme  civil  power 
is  vested  in  one  person  or  council  for  both,  such  as  that  of 
peace  and  war,  or  of  deciding  controversies  between  dif. 
lerent  States  or  their  Hibjects,  whilst  each  within  itself 
exercises  other  parts  of  the  supreme  power,  independent- 
ly of  sU  others;  in  this  case,  they  are  called  systems  of 
States,  which  Burlamaqui  defines  to  be  an  assemblage  of 
perfect  Governments,  strictly  united  by  some  common 
bond,  so  that  they  seem  to  make  but  a  single  body  with 
respect  to  thnse  aflairs  which  interest  them  in  common, 
though  each  preserves  its  sovereignty  full  and  entire,  in- 
dependently of  all  oUiera.  And  in  this  case,  he  adds,  the 
confederate  States  engage  to  each  other  only  to  exercise,  » 
with  common  consent,  certain  parts  of  the  sovereignty, 
especially  tliat  which  relates  to  their  mntual  deiciice 
against  foreign  enemies.  But  each  of  the  confederates 
retains  an  entire  liberty  of  exercising,  as  it  thinks  proper, 
those  parts  of  the  sovereignty  which  »re  not  mentioned 
in  the  treaty  of  union,  as  parts  that  onght  to  be  exercised 
in  common.  And  of  this  nature  is  the  American  Confe" 
deracy,  in  which  each  State  has  resigned  tiie  exercise  of  ' 
certain  parts  of  the  supreme  civil  power  which  they  pos> 
sessed  before,  (except  in  common  with  the  other  States 
included  in  the  confederacy,)  reserving  to  themselves  all 
their  former  powers  which  are  not  delegated  to  the  Unit- 
ed States  by  the  common  bond  of  union. 

"  A  visible  distinction,  and  not  less  important  than  ob- 
vious occurs  to  our  observation  in  comparing  these  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  union.  The  kingdoms  of  England  and 
Scotland  are  united  into  one  kingdom;  and  the  two  con-  > 
tracting  States  by  such  an  incorporate  union,  are,  in  the 
opinion  of  Judge  Blackstone,  totally  annihilated,  without 
any  power  of  revival;  and  a  third  arises  from  their  con- 
junction, in  which  all  tlie  rights  of  sovereignty,  and  parti- 
cularly that  of  legislation,  are  vested.  From  whence  be 
expresses  a  doubt  wheth'er  any  infringements  of  the  fun- 
damental and  essential  conditions  of  the  union  would  of 
itself  dissolve  the  union  of  those  kingdoms)  though  he 
readily  admits  that,  in  the  case  of  a  federate  alliance,  such 
an  infringemeot  would  certainly  rescind  the  compact  be- 
tween the  confederate  States.  In  the  Unitrd  States  of  Ame- 
rica, on  the  contrary,  each  State  retains  its  own  aiitcce. 
dent  form  of  government;  its  own  law9,  subject  to  the  al- 
teratim  and  control  of  its  avn  Legislature  only;  its  own 
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Executive  oBicera  and  council  of  state;  its  own  courts  of 
judicature,  its  own  Judges,  its  own  ma^strates,  civil  offi- 
cers, and  officers  of  the  militia;  and,  in  abort,  its  own  civil 
atate,  or  body  politic,  in  every  respect  whatsoever.  And 
by  Uie  expreM  declaration  n  the  twdfth  article  of  the 
amendments  to  the  constitution,  'the  powers  not  delegated 
to  the  United  States  by  the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by 
it  to  the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respectively,  or 
to  the  people. '  In  Great  Britain  a  new  civil  State  is  creat- 
ed  by  the  annibiUtion  of  two  antecedent  civil  Statest  in 
the  American  8tate%  a  general  federal  council  and  adau* 
nistration  is  provided  fbr  the  joint  exercise  of  such  of  their 
Mveral  powers  as  can  be  more  conveniently  exercised  in 
that  mode  than  any  other}  leaving  their  civil  State  unal- 
tered, and  all  other  powers  which  the  States  antecedently 
possessed  to  be  exercised  by  them  respectively,  as  if  no 
union  or  connexion  were  established  between  them. 

"The  ancient  Achaia  seems  to  have  been  a  confederacy 
founded  upon  a  mmilar  plant  each  of  those  little  States 
had  its  distinct  possession*,  territories,  and  boundaries; 
each  had  its  Senate  or  Assembly,  its  magistrates  and 
Judges;  and  every  State  sent  deputies  to  the  general  con- 
vention,  and  had  equal  weight  in  all  determinations.  And 
most  of  the  neighbuiing  States  which,  moved  by  fear  of 
danger,  acceded  to  this  coaMenejt  had  reason  to  felici- 
tate themselves. 

*'Theie  confederacies,  by  which  several  States  are 
united  together  by  a  perpetual  league  of  alliance,  are 
chiefly  founded  upon  this  circumstuice,  that  each  particu- 
lar .people  choose  to  remdn  their  own  masters,  and  yet 
are  not  strong  enough  to  make  head  against  a  common 
enemy.  The  purport  of  such  an  agreement  usually  is, 
that  they  shall  not  exercise  some  part  of  the  sovereignty 
thereto  speeifted,witliout  the  general  consent  of  each  other. 
For  the  leagues  to  which  these  systems  of  States  owe  their 
rite  seem  distinguished  from  others,  '(so  frequent  among 
diflFerent  StateiO  chiefly  by  this  consideration:  that  in  the 
latter  each  confederate  people  determine  fur  themselves, 
by  their  own  judgment,  to  certain  mutual  performances, 
yet  so  that,  in  alfother  respects,  they  design  not  in  the 
least  to  make  the  exercise  of  that  part  of  the  sovereignty 
whence  these  performances  proceed  dependent  on  the 
content  of  tbeir  allies,  or  to  retrench  any  thing  from  their 
full  and  unlimited  power  of  governing  their  own  States. 
T^ua  we  see  that  ordinary  treaties  propose,  for  the  most 
part,  as  their  aim.  only  some  particular  advantage  of  the 
States  thus  transacting;  their  interests  happening  at  pre- 
sent to  &11  in  with  each  other;  but  do  not  prodiice  any 
lasting  union  as  to  the  cliief  management  of  affairs.  Such 
was  the  treaty  of  alliance  between  America  and  France, 
in  the  year  1778,  by  which,  among  other  articles,  it  was 
agreed  that  neither  of  the  two  parties  should  conclude 
either  truce  or  peace  with  Great  Britain,  without  the  for- 
mal consent  of  the  other  first  obtained!  and  whereby  they 
mutually  engaged  not  to  lay  down  their  arms  until  the  in- 
dependence of  the  United  States  should  be  formally  or 
tacitly  assured  by  the  treaty  or  treaties  which  should  ter- 
minate tlie  war.  Whereas,  in  these  confederacies,  of 
which  we  are  now  speaking,  the  contrary  is  observable^ 
they  being  established  with  this  design,  that  the  several 
States  shall  forever  link  their  safety  one  with  another, 
and,  in  order  to  their  mutual  defence,  shall  engage  them- 
selves  not  to  exer^se  certain  parts  of  their  sovereign 

Eower,  otherwise  than  by  common  agreement  and  appro- 
ation.  Such  were  the  stipulations,  among  others,  con- 
tained in  the  articles  ofconf^deration  and  perpetnal  union 
between  the  American  States,  by  which  it  was  agreed 
that  no  State  should,  without  the  consent  of  the  United 
States  in  Congress  assembled,  send  any  erabasqr  to,  or 
receive  any  embassy  from,  or  enter  into  any  conference, 
agreement,  alliance,  or' treaty  with,  aay  King,  Prince,  or 
State;  nor  keep  up  any  vessels  of  war,  or  body  of  forces, 
in  time  of  peace;  nor  engage  In  any  war,  wMiout  the 


consent  of  the  United  States  in  Congress  aaaembled,  nnless 
actually  invaded;  ner  grant  commissions  to  any  riupi  of 
war,  or  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  except  after  t  de- 
claration of  war  by  the  United  States  in  Coi^resi  laen- 
bled;  with  teveral  others:  yet  each  State,  respectiTeljr. 
retains  its  sovereignty,  freedom,  and  indepaideoee,  sod 
every  power,  juri^iction,  and  right,  which  it  not  apms- 
ly  delegated  to  the  United  States  in  Congress  aaiaidiled. 
I'he  promises  made  in  these  two  cases  here  compared,  nu 
very  differently;  in  the  fomter,  thus:  *1  will  janyaa  is 
this  particular  war  at  a  confederate,  and  the  munn  of 
oar  attaeluDg  the  enemy  rfisll  be  concerted  by  our  cbb- 
mon  advice;  nor  wilt  we  deriat  from  war,  till  the  ptr&n- 
lar  end  thereof,  the  establi^ment  of  the  independence  of 
the  United  SUtes,  be  obtained.'  In  the  latUr,  tbu: 
'  None  of  us  who  have  entered  into  this  alliance  will  nuke 
use  of  our  right  as  to  the  affaira  of  war  and  peace,  except 
by  the  general  consent  of  the  whole  confederate.'  We 
observed  before,  that  these  unions  submit  onlyanne  cer- 
tain parts  of  the  sovereignty  to  mutual  direelioD.  For  it 
seems  hardly  pounble  that  the  afiUn  «f  different  States 
should  have  so  close  a  connexion,  as  that  all  and  och  of 
them  should  .look  on  it  as  their  interest  to  hare  ns  put  of 
the  chief  Government  exercised  without  the  genenJ  con- 
currence .  The  most  convenient  method,  therefore,  t^cm 
to  be,  that  the  particubr  SUtes  reserve  to  themselves  ill 
diose  branches  of  die  supreme  authority*  the  tammaat 
of  whioh  can  have  Vule  or  no  tofliwnec  in  the  anin  « 
the  rest." 

Mr.  CALHOUN  proceeded: 

If  we  compare  our  present  system  with  the  oMcoafe- 
deration,  which  all  acknowledge  to  have  been  fedenl  in 
its  character,  we  shall  find  that  it  possesses  all  tbe  sttii- 
butes  which  beloi^  to  thai  form  of  government,  u  kBj 
and  completely  as  that  did.  In  ftct,  in  this  pirtkohr. 
there  Is  but  a  un^le  difference,  and  that  not  esseotiil,  u 
repuds  tiie  point  immediately  under  consideration,  thn^ 
very  important  in  other  respects.  The  confedcratws 
was  the  act  of  the  State  Governments,  and  fcnwd  • 
union  of  Governments.  The  present  constitutioa  i*  tbe 
act  of  the  States  themselves,  or,  which  is  the  siaiethis^ 
of  the  people  of  the  several  SUtes,  and  forms  a  union  of 
them  as  sovereign  comiminities.  The  SUte^  prerious  to 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  were  as  separate  uxl 
distinct  political  bodies  as  tbe  GovemmenU  wotchnpre- 
sent  them;  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  tbiitfsto 
prevent  them  from  uniting  under  a  compact,  inaFedcitl 
Union,  without  being  blended  in  one  mass,  any  more  than 
uniting  the  GovemmenU  thcmselved^  in  like  nmuKr, 
without  merging  them  in  a  single  Govemmeiit.  To  lUut- 
trate  what'  I  have  sUted,  by  reference  to  ordwtiy  tiw*- 
actions:  The  confederation  was  a  conttact  between  ttwittf 
the  present  constitution  between  the  principals  ibein- 
sclves;  or,  to  Uke  a  more  analogous  case,  ooe»  aleague 
made  by  ambassadors;  the  other  a  league  msieby  sote- 
reigns;  the  latter  no  more  tending  to  unite  *M'^*^ 
into  a  single  sovereignty  than  the  former.  The  oon 
difference  is  in  the  tolemnity  of  the  act,  and  the  Force  m 
the  obligation.  , 

There  indeed  resulb  a  most  important  ^erence,niwcr 
our  theory  of  government,  at  to  the  nature  and  ch*r«cter 
of  tbe  act  itself,  whether  executed  by  the  SUtes  them- 
selves, or  by  their  GovemmenU;  but  a  result,  as  1  we 
already  sUted,  not  at  all  affecting  tbe  question  uwkt 
consideration,  but  which  will  throw  much  light  on  a 
ject,  in  relation  to  which  I  must  think  the  Senator  fron 
ftbMachusetU  hat  formed  venr  confiued  conccptioitf- 
The  Senator  dwelt  much  on  the  point,  that  the  pre** 
system  is  a  constitution  and  a  Government,  in  oootrso* 
tinction  to  the  old  confederation,  with  a  view  of  proving 
that  the  constitution  was  not  a  compact.  Now, 
cede  to  the  Senator,  that  our  present  qratera  it  a  eeo^ 
tution  and  a  Goremmenti  and  that  die  former,  theoH 
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eonfedention,  wu  not  m  constitution  or  Goremmenti 
not,  however,  for  the  reason  which  he  atoned,  that  the 
former  was  a  compact,  and  the  latter  not)  but  from  the 
difference  of  the  origin  fh)m  which  the  two  compacts  are 
derired.  According  to  our  American  conception,  the 
people  alone  can  form  conttitutiona  or  Government^  and 
not  their  agents.  It  is  this  difference,  and  this  alone, 
wliich  make*  the  distinction.  Had  the  old  confederation 
been  the  act  of  the  people  of  the  acreral  States,  and  not 
of  their  Goremmenta,  that  instrument,  imperfect  as  it  is, 
would  bare  been  a  coQstltutioni  and  the  agency  which  it 
created  to  execute  its  powers,  a  Government.  This  is 
the  true  cause  of  tbe  dinerence  between  the  two  acts, 
and  not  that  in  which  the  Senator  seems  to  be  bewildered. 

There  is  another  point  on  which  this  difference  throws 
Important  light,  and  which  baa  been  fivqiiently  referred 
to  in  debate  on  this  and  former  occamoni.  I  refer  to  tbe 
expression  in  the  preamble  of  tbe  constitution,  which 
speaks  of  **  forming  a  more  perfect  uniont"  and  in  the 
letter  of  General  Washington,  laying  tbe  drauriit  of  the 
convention  before  tbe  old  Consresa,  in  which  he  speaks 
of  "consolidating  the  Uniont'' both  of  which  I  conceive 
to  refer  uroply  to  the  &ct,  that  the  present  Umon,  as 
already  stated,  is  a  union  between  the  States  themselves, 
and  not  a  uiuon  like  that  which  had  existed  between  the 
Governments  of  the  States. 

We  will  now  proceed  to  consider  some  of  the  conclu- 
sions which  necessarily  follow  from  the  fects  and  posi- 
tions already  established.    They  enable  us  to  decide  a 

Sueation  of  vital  importance  under  our  system.  Where 
on  sovereignty  reride?  If  I  have  succeeded  in  estab- 
lishing the  &t  that  ours  is  a  federal  ijratem,  ul  conceive 
I  concloiively  have,  that  feet  of  itaelf  deterndnes  tbe 
question  which  I  have  proposed.  It  is  of  the  very  ea- 
sence  of  such  a  system,  that  the  sovereignty  is  in  tbe 
parts,  and  not  in  the  wbolej  or,  to  use  tbe  language  of 
Hr.  Ptigrave,  the  parts  arc  the  units  in  sucli  a  system, 
and  tbe  whole  tbe  multiples  and  not  the  whole  the  units, 
and  tbe  parti  tbe  fractions.  Ours,  then,  is  a  Govemraent 
of  twenty-feur  soverrigntief,  united  by  a  constitutional 
compact,  for  the  purpose  of  exerdiing  certuii  powers 
through  a  common  Government,  as  tbeir  joint  a^nt;  and 
not  a  union  of  the  twenty-four  sovereignties  into  one, 
which,  according  to  the  language  of  tbe  Virginia  restdu- 
tions,  already  cited,  would  form  a  consolidation.  And 
here  I  must  express  my  surprise  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia,  that  he  should  avow  himself  the  advocate  of 
these  vei7  resections,  when  he  tUatinct)^  maintains  the 
idea  of  a  union  of  the  States  in  one  sovereignty,  which 
ia  expressly  condemned  by  those  resolutions  as  the  es- 
sence of  aconsolidated  Government. 

Another  consequence,  which  was  equally  clear,  is,  that 
whatever  modification  was  made  in  the  condition  of  the 
States,  under  the  present  constitution,  were  moditicationa 
extending  only  to  the  exercise  of  their  powers  by  eom> 
pact,  and  not  to  the  aover«gnty  itself,  and  are  such  aa 
■overeigna  are  competent  to  maket  it  being  a  conceded 
poin^  that  it  ia  competent  to  then  to  stipulate  to  exercise 
their  powers  in  a  particular  manner,  or  to  abstain  alto- 
gether from  their  exercise,  or  to  delegate  them  to  wents, 
without,  in  any  degree,  impairing  sovereignty  itselfV  The 
plain  state  of  tbe  facU^  aa  regards  our  Government,  is, 
that  these  States  have  agreed,  by  conduct,  to  exercise 
their  sovereign  power*  Jointly,  as  already  atatedi  and  that, 
for  thia  purpose,  they  have  ratified  the  compact  in  their 
sovereign  capacityt  thereby  making  it  the  constitution  of 
each  State,  in  nowise  distinguished  from  their  own  sepa- 
rate constitution,  but  in  uie  superadded  obligation  of 
compact — of  faith  mutually  pledged  to  each  other.  In 
this  compact  they  have  stipuuted,  amongst  other  things, 
that  it  may  be  amended  by  three-fourths  of  the  States; 
that  is,  they  have  conceded  to  each  other,  by  compact, 
tbe  right  to  add  new  powers  or  to  subtract  old,  by  tbe 


consent  of  that  proptwtion  of  tbe  States,  witliout  requir- 
ing, as  otherwise  would  be  the  case,  the  consent  of  all — a 
modification  no  more  inconnstent,  aa  has  been  suppned, 
with  their  sovereignty,  than  an^  other  contained  m  ttie 
compact  In  fact,  die  provision  to  which  I  allude 
furniahea  strong  evidence  that  tbe  sovereignty  is,  aa  I 
contend,  in  the  States  severally;  as  the  amendments  are 
effected  not  by  any  one  tbree-rourtbs,  but  by  any  three- 
fourths  of  the  Stately  indicating  that  the  sovereignty  is  in 
each  of  the  States. 

If  these  views  be  nmvct,  it  fellowa,  aa  a  matter  of 
course,  that  tbe  allegiance  of  tbe  people  b  to  tbeir  several 
States;  and  that  treason  coniists  in  resistance  to  the  joint 
authority  of  the  States  united,  not,  as  has  been  absurdly 
c<mtended,  in  resistance  to  the  Government  of  tbe  United 
Statea,  which,  by  the  provision  of  tbe  constitution,  lus 
only  the  right  oi  punishing. 

These  conclusions  have  ul  a  most  important  bearing  on 
tliat  monstrous  and  despotic  bill,  which,  to  the  disgrace 
of  the  Senate  and  the  age,  haa  passed  this  body.  I  have 
still  a  right  thus  to  speak,  without  violating  tbe  rulea  of 
order,  as  it  u  not  yet  a  law.  These  conclusions  show  that 
the  States  can  vioUue  no  law;  that  they  neither  are,  nor 
in  the  nature  of  things  can  be,  under  tiie  dominion  of  the 
law;  that  the  worst  that  can  be  imputed  to  them  is  a 
violation  of  compact,  for  which  they,  and  not  their  citi- 
zens, are  respondblei  and  that  to  undertake  to  punish  a 
State,  by  law,  or  to  hold  the  citizens  responnble  for  the 
acts  of  the  State.which  they  are  on  their  allegiance  bound 
to  obey,  and  liable  to  be  punished  as  traitors  for  disobey- 
ing, is  a  cruelty  unheard  of  among  civilized  nations,  and 
destructive  of  every  prmdple  upon  which  our  Govern- 
ment is  founded.  It  is,  in  noit,  a  ruthless  and  complete 
revolution  of  our  entire  aystem. 

I  was  desirous  present  these  views  fully,  before  Uie 
passage  of  this  long^to-be-lamented  bill;  but  aa  I  was 
prevented  by  tiie  mRjority,  as  I  have  stated,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  my  remarks,  I  trust  that  it  is  not  yet  too 
late. 

Having  now  sidd  what  I  intended  in  relation  to  my  first 
resolution,  both  In  reply  to  the  Senator  f>om  Massachu- 
setts, and  in  vindication  of  its  correctness,  I  will  now  pro- 
ceed to  consider  the  conclusions  drawn  from  it  in  the 
second  resolution;  that  the  General  Government  Is  not 
the  exclusive  and  final  judge  of  tbe  extent  of  the  powers 
delegated  to  it;  but  that  the  States,  as  parties  to  the  com- 
pact, have  a  right  to  judge,  in  the  last  resort,  of  tbe  in- 
fractions of  tbe  comiMCt,  and  of  the  mode  and  measure 
of  redress. 

It  can  scarcely  be  necessary,  before  so  enlightened  a 
body,  to  premise,  that  our  system  comprehends  two  dis- 
tinct Governments — the  General  and  State  Govemmenti^ 
which,  properly  considered,  form  but  one;  the  former, 
representing  tbe  Joint  authority  of  tbe  States  in  tbeir 
confederate  capacityi  and  the  brtter,  that  of  each  Slate, 
separately.  I  have  premised  Ha»  fact,  simply  with  a  view 
of  presenting  distinctly  the  answer  to  the  argument  ofhf 
ed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  to  prove  that  tbe 
General  Government  has  a  final  and  exclusive  right  to 
judge,  not  only  of  iu  delegated  powers,  but  also  of  those 
reserved  to  the  States.  That  gentieman  relies,  for  his 
main  argument,  on  the  assertion,  that  a  Ch>vernmen^ 
which  be  defines  to  be  an  organized  body,  endowed  irith 
both  will  and  power,  and  authority  t»  praprio  vigore,  to 
execute  its  purpose,  baa  a  right  inherently  to  judge  of  its 
powers.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  comment  upon  tbe 
definition  of  the  Senator,  though  it  would  not  be  difficult 
to  show  that  his  ideas  of  government  are  not  very  Ame- 
rican. My  object  is  to  deal  with  the  conclusion,  and  not 
the  definition.  Admit,  then,  that  the  Government  has 
the  right  of  judgUig  its  powers,  ftv  which  he  contendst 
how,  then,  wiuhe  withhold,  upon  his  own  principle,  tbe 
right  of  judging  frotn  the  State  Government,  which  he 
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hfts  ftttributcd  to  the  General  Government.'  If  it  belonn 
to  onei  on  hit  principle,  it  belongs  to  both;  and  if  to  bo£, 
if  they  differ,  the  veto,  so  abhorml  by  the  Senator,  it  the 
necesMiy  rctultt  as  neither,  if  the  rif^t  be  possessed  by 
both*  can  control  the  other. 

The  Senator  felt  the  fbrce  of  this  areumentt  and,  tn 
order  to  suatain  hit  nuin  position,  he  fell  back  on  that 
cluue  of  the  constitution  which  provides  that  "thia 
constitution,  and  the  laws  made  in  puratiance  thereof^ 
shall  be  ttie  supreme  law  of  the  land." 

This  is  admittedf  no  one  hat  ever  denied  that  the  con- 
ttitution,  and  the  laws  made  in  pursuance  of  it,  are  of 
paramount  authority.  But  it  it  equally  undeniable,  that 
UvB  not  made  in  pursuance,  are  not  only  not  of  para- 
mount authority,  but  are  of  noauthmi^  whatever,  wan^ 
of  themselves  null  and  void]  which  presents  the  quettion 
who  are  to  judge  whether  the  laws  be  or  be  not  pursuant 
to  the  eoottitutiont  and  thua  the  difficulty^  instead  of 
being  taken  away,  is  removed  but  one  step  farther  back. 
Ttus  the  Senator  also  felt,  and  has  attempted  to  overcome 
tiie  lUfficultf,  by  Mttuig  up,  on  the  part  of  Coneresv 
wd  the  Judietaty,  the  final  and  exclusive  right  of  judg- 
ing, both  for  the  Federal  Government  and  the  States,  as 
to  the  extent  of  their  powers.  That  I  may  do  fiill  justice 
to  the  gentleman,  I  will  give  his  doctrine  in  hia  own  words. 
He  atatea: 

**  That  there  iaasapreme  law,  composed' of  the  con- 
tUtution*  the  Uwa  passed  in  parauanee  of  it,  and  the 
treatieai  but  in  cases  coming  before  Congress,  not  asBum- 
ing  the  shai>e  of  ease^  inlaw  and  equity,  so  as  to  be 
subjects  of  judicial  discuauon.  Congress  must  interpret 
the  constitution  so  often  as  it  has  occaiion  to  pass  laws) 
and  in  cases  capable  of  assumin]^  a  judicial  KUipe,  tfie 
Supreme  Court  must  be  the  final  interpreter." 

Mow,  passing  over  this  vague  and  loose  phraBeol<^,  I 
would  auc  the  Senator,  upon  what  principle  can  he  con- 
cede this  eitenaive  power  to  the  Legishitive  and  Judicial 
departmentt,  and  withhold  it  entirely  from  the  Executive  ? 
If  one  has  the  right,  it  cannot  be  withheld  from  the  other. 
I  would  also  au  him,  on  what  principle — if  th«depart- 
menta  of  the  General  Government  are  to  possess  the  ririit 
of  judging  finally  and  conclurively  of  their  respective 
powers — on  what  principle  can  tlie  same  right  be  withheld 
ftom  the  State  Governments,  which,  as  well  as  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  properly  considered,  are  butdepartments 
of  the  same  general  aystem,  and  form,  together,  properly 
spMldng,  but  one  Government.  This  waa  a  favorite  idea 
of  a  roan,  for  whose  wisdom  I  have  a  respect,  increasing 
with  my  experience,  and  whom  I  have  frequently  heard 
say,  that  most  of  the  miscooceptiont  and  errors,  in  rela- 
tion to  our  system,  originated  in  forgetting  that  they  were 
but  parts  of  the  aame  q'stem.  I  would  further  tell  the 
Senator,  thit  if  this  right  be  viUiheld  from  the  State  Gov- 
erameotB{  if  this  restrMoing  influence,  by  .which  tiie 
General  Government  is  coerced  to  Its  proper  sphere,  be 
irithdrawni  then  (hat  depsrtment  of  the.  Government 
from  which  he  has  withheld  the  riglit  of  judging  of  its 
own  powers,  (the  Executive,)  will,  so  far  n-om  being  ex- 
cluded, become  the  sole  intenireter  of  tlie  powers  ofUie 
Government  It  is-  the  armed  iuterpreter,  with  powers 
to  execute  its  own  eonstruetion,  ana  without  the  aid  of 
which  the  construction  of  the  other  departments  will  be 
laapotent. 

But  I  contend  that  the  States  have  a  far  clearer  right 
to  the  sole  construction  of  their  powers  than  any  of  the 
departments  of  the  Federal  Government  can  have;  this 
power  it  ezpretaly  reserved,  as  I  have  stated  on  another 
OGcarion,  not  only  against  the  several  departments  of  the 
General  Government,  but  against  the  Uiuted  States  them- 
selvea.  1  will  not  repeat  Die  arguments  which  I  then 
offered  on  this  point,  and  which  remain  unanswered,  but 
I  must  be  permitted  to  offer  strong  additional  proof  of  the 
views  then  ukeni  and  which,  if  1  am  not  mistaken,  are 


conclurive  on  tbu  point.  It  is  drawn  from  the  ratification 
of  the  conatitution  by  Virginia,  and  is  in  the  following 
words:  [Hr.  C.  then  read  asfoUows:] 

'( We,  the  delegates  of  the  people  of  Vii^nia,  duly 
elected  in  pursuance  of  a  recommendation  from  ilie 
General  Assembly,  and  now  met  in  eonrention,  having 
fidly  and  freely  investigated  and  discussed  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  federal  convention,  and  bring  prepared,  as 
well  as  the  most  mature  deliberation  hath  enabled  at  to 
decide  thereon,  do,  in  the  n%me  and  in  behalf  of  the 
people  of  Virginia,  declare  and  make  known,  that  the 
powers  granted  under  the  constitution,  beinp  derived 
from  the  people  of  the  United  States,  may  be  resumed 
by  them  whensoever  the  same  diall  be  perverted  to  their 
injury  or  oppretuoni  and  that  every  power  not  granted 
thereby  remains  with  them,  and  attneir  will;  that,  there- 
fore, no  right  of  any  denomination  can  be  cancelled, 
abridged,  restrained,  or  modified  by  the  Congrea^  by 
the  Senate,  or  House  of  Sepresentattves,  acting  in  any 
capacity,  by  the  Prendent,  or  any  department  or  officer 
of  the  United  States,  exe^  in  thoee  iutances  in  which 
power  is  given  by  tiie  conatitution  for  ^ose  purpoaesj 
and  that,  among  other  essential  rights,  the  liberty  u  cm- 
science  and  of  the  press  cannot  be  cancelled,  abridged, 
restrained,  or  modified  by  any  authority  of  the  United 
States.  With  these  impresaiont;  with  a  solemn  appeal  to 
.the  Searcher  of  all  hearts  for  the  puri^  of  our  inten- 
.tionsi  and  under  the  conviction  that  wliatsocrer  imperfec- 
tions may  exist  in  the  constitution  ought  rather  to  be 
examined  in  the  mode  prescribed  therein,  than  to  bring 
the  Union  in  danger  by  a  delayt  witfi  the  hope  oS  obtain- 
ing amendmenta  previous  to  the  ratification;  we,  the  auJ 
dele^tes,  in  the  name  and  in  the  behalf  of  the  people 
of  Virginia,  do,  by  these  presents,  assent  to  and  ratify 
the  constitution,  recommended  on  the  17tb  day  et  Sep- 
tember, J787,  by  Uie  federal  convention,  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States;  hereby  Mnoondng  to  all  tiiose 
whom  it  may  concern,  that  the  said  constitution  is  lundiiy 
upon  the  said  people,  according  to  an  authentic  copy 
hereto  annexed,  in  the  words  following,"  &c. 

It  thus  appears  that  that  sagacious  State  (I  fear,  how- 
ever, that  her  sagacity  is  not  as  diarp-slghted  now  as 
formerly)  ratified  the  constitution,  with  an  explanatii» 
as  to  mv  reserved  powersi  that  they  were  powers  wb- 
ject  to  her  own  willf  and  reaerved  against  every  defnrt- 
ment  of  the  General  Government,  L«ialalive,Exeoutive, 
and  Judicial  aa  if  die  had  a  prophetic  knowledge  of  the 
attempts  now  made  to  impair  and  destroy  themj  which 
explanation  can  be  conndered  in  no  other  light  than  as 
containing  a  condition  on  which  she  ratified,  and,  in  &ct, 
making  part  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States^  ex- 
tending a«  well  to  the  other  Statea  as  to  herself.  _  Ian  so 
lawyer,  and  it  may  appear  to  be  picsamptioa  m  me  to 
lay  down  the  rule  of  law  which  govern  in  wcfc  cases,  in 
a  controversy  with  to  distinguished  an  advocate  aa  me 
Senator  from  liasiachusetUt  but  I  will  lay  it  down  aa  & 
rule  in  such  cases,  which  I  have  no  fear  that  the  gentle- 
man will  contradict,  that  incase  of  a  contract  between 
several  partners,  if  the  entrance  of  one  on  condition  be 
admitted,  the  condition  enures  to  the  benefit  of  all  tbe 
partners.  But  I  do  not  rest  the  argument  Mmpfy  upon 
this  view.  Virginia  proposed  the  tenth  amended  aitiel^ 
tbe  one  in  questiont  snd  her  ratification  nmat  be  at  kait 
received  as  the  highM  evidence  of  ita  true  meuung  and 
interpretation. 

If  these  views  be  correct,  (and  I  do  not  sec  bow  thcjr 
can  be  resisted,)  the  right  of  the  States  to  judge  of  tbe 
extent  of  their  reserved  powers  standa  on  the  moat  solid 
fbundation,  and  is  good  against  every  department  of  ih^ 
General  Governmenti  and  the  Judiciary  is  as  mock  ex- 
cluded from  an  interference  with  the  reaerved  powers  at 
the  Legislative  or  Executive  departments.  To  prove  the 
opposite,  the  Senator  relies  upon  tbe  authority  of  Mr. 
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Uftdison,  in  the  Federaliit,  to  prove  that  it  was  intended 
to  invest  the  court  with  the  power  in  question.  In  reply, 
I  will  meet  Mr.  Madison  with  his  own  opinion,  given  on 
a  most  wdemn  occauon,  and  backed  by  the  sagacious 
commonwealth  of  Virginia.  The  opinion  to  which  I  al- 
lude  will  be  found  in  the  celebrated  report  of  1799,  of 
which  Mr.  Madison  was  the  author.    It  says: 

**  But  it  is  objected,  that  the  judicial  authority  is  to  he 
regarded  as  the  sole  expositor  of  the  constitution  in  the 
last  resort]  and  it  may  be  asked,  for  what  reason  the  de- 
claration by  the  General  Assembly^  supposing  it  to  be 
theoretically  true,  could  be  required  at  Uie  present  day, 
and  in  so  solemn  a  manner? 

*<0n  this  objection  it  might  be  observed;  firat,  that 
there  may  be  mataneet  of  usurped  power,  which  the 
forma  of  constitution  would  never  draw  within  the 
control  of  the  judicial  department;  secondly,  that  if  the 
decision  of  the  Judiciary  be  raised  above  the  authority  of 
the  sovereign  parties  to  the  constitution,  the  decisions  of 
the  otlier  departments,  not  carried  by  the  forms  of  the 
constitution  before  the  Judiciary,  must  be  equally  autho- 
•ritative  afld  final  with  decisions  of  the  department.  But 
the  proper  answer  to  this  objection  is,  that  the  resolution 
of  the  General  Assembly  relates  to  those  great  and  extra- 
ordinary cases,  in  which  all  the.forms  of  the  constitution 
may  prove  ineffectual  against  infractions  dangerous  to  the 
essential  rights  of  the  parties  to  it.  The  resolution  sup- 
poaea  that  dangerous  powers,  not  delegated,  may  not 
only  be  usurped  and  executed  by  the  other  departments, 
but  that  the  judicial  department,  also,  may  exercise  or 
sanction  dangerous  powers  beyond  the  grant  of  the  con- 
stitution; and,  consequently,  that  the  ultimate  right  of 
the  parties  to  the  constitution  to  judge  whether  the  com- 

Cact  was  dangerously  violated,  must  extend  to  violations 
y  one  delegated  authority,  u  well  as  by  another;  by 
the  Judidary,  as  well  as  by  Uie  Executive,  or  the  t>egiB- 
lalure." 

The  Senator  a}so  relies  upon  the  authority  of  Luther 
Martin  to  the  s^e  point,  to  which  I  have  already  replied 
BO  fully,  on  another  occasion,  in  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware,  [Hr.  Cuttom,]  that  I  do  not  deem  it 
necessary  to  aidd  any  fiirther  remarks,  on  the  present 
occasion. 

But  why  diould  I  waste  words  in  reply  to  -these  or  any 
other  authorities,  when  it  has  been  so  clearly  established, 
that  the  rights  of  .the  States  are  reserved  against  all  and 
every  department  of  the  Govemilnent;  that  no  authority 
in  opposition  can  posnbly  shake  a  position  so  well  estab- 
lished? Nor  do  I  think  it  necessary  to  repeat  the  argu- 
ment which  I  offered  when  the  bill  was  under  discussion, 
to  show  that  the  clause  in  the  constitution  which  provides 
that  the  jutUeial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law 
and  equi^  arlmng  under  this  constitution,  and  to  the 
laws  and  tretties'made  under  its  authority,  has  no  bearing 
on  the  point  in  controversy;  and  that  even  the  boasted 
power  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  a  law  to  be  un- 
constitutional, so  far  from  being  derived  from  this  or  any 
other  portion  of  the  constitution,  results  from  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  where  two  rules  of  equal  authority 
come  in  conflict  and  is  a  power  belonging  to  all  courts, 
supertor  and  inferior.  State  and  general,  domestic  and 
foreign. 

I  nave  now,  I  trust,  shown  satisfactorily  that  there  is 
no  provision  in  the  constitution  to  authorize  the  General 
Government,  through  any  of  its  departments,  to  control 
the  action  of  the  States,  within  the  sphere  of  its  reserved 
powers;  and  that,  of  course,  according  to  tite  principle 
laid  down  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  himself,  the 
Government  of  the  States,  as  wdl  as  the  General  Govern- 
ment, have  the  right  to  determine  the  extent  of  their  re- 
spective powers,  withoat  the  right  on  the  part  of  either 
to  control  the  other.  The  necessary  result  is,  the  veto, 
to  which  he  so  much  objects,  and  to  get  clear  of  which. 
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he  informs  us,  was  the  object  for  which  the  present  con- 
stitution was  formed.  I  know  not  whence  he-has  derived 
his  information,  but  my  impression  is  ve^  different,  as  to 
the  immediate  motives  which  led  to  the  formation  of  that 
instrument.  I  have  always  understood  that  the  principal 
object  was,  to  give  to  Congress  the  power  to  regulate 
commeree,  to  lay  impost  duties,  and  to  raise  a  revenue 
for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  and  the  expenses  of 
the  Government,  and  to  subject  the  action  of  the  citizen^ 
individually,  to  the  operation  of  tlie  laws,  as  a  substitute 
for  force.  If  the  object  had  been  to  get  clear  of  the 
veto  of  the  States,  as  the  Senator  states,  the  convention 
certainly  performed  their  work  in  amost  bungling  manner. 
There  was  unquestionably  a  large  par^  in  that  bodgr. 
beaded  by  men  of  dtstinguisbed  talents  and  influence, 
who  commenced  early,  and  worked  earneatiy  to  the  las^ 
to  deprive  the  States — not  directiy,  for  that  would  hare 
been  too  bold  an  attempt,  but  indirectly— of  Uie  veto. 
The  good  sense  of  the  convention,  however,  put  dowa 
every  effort,  however  di^ised  and  perseveruigly  made. 
I  do  not  deem  it  neeessaiy  to  gtv^  from  the  journals,  the 
history  of  these  various  and  unsuccessful  attempts,  though 
it  would  afford  a  very  instructive  lesson.  It  is  sufficient 
to  say,  that  it  was  attempted  by  propoung  to  give  to 
Congress  power  to  annul  the  acts  of  the  States  which 
they  might  deem  inconsistent  with  the  constitution;  to 
give  to  the  President  the  power  of  appointing  the  Gov- 
ernors of  the  States,  with  view  of  vetoing  State  laws 
through  his  authority;  and,  finally,  to  ^ve  to  the  Judi- 
ciary the  power  to  decide  con^versies  between  the 
States  and  Uie  General  Government.  All  of  which  failed, 
fortunately  for  the  liberty  of  the  country;  utterly  and 
entirely  failed;  and,  in  their  failure, we  havethe  strongest 
evidence  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  convention 
to  deprive  the  States  of  the  veto  power.  ^  Had  the  at- 
tempt to  deprive  them  of  this  power  been  direcUy  made, 
and  failed,  eveiy  one  would  have  seen  and  felt  that  it 
would  furnish  conclusive  evidence  in  favor  of  its  exist- 
ence. Now,  I  would  ask,  what  possible  difference  can  it 
make,  in  what  form  this  attempt  was  made — whether  by 
attempting  to  confer  on  the  General  Government  a  power 
incompatible  with  the  exercise  of  the  veto  on  the  part  of 
the  States,  or  by  attempting  direcUy  to  deprive  them  at 
the  right  of  exercising  it?  We  have  tiius  direct  and 
strong  proof,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  convention,  the 
States,  unless  deprived  of  it,  possess  the  veto  power;  or, 
what  is  another  name  for  the  same  thing,  the  right  trf" 
nullification.  1  know  that  there  is  a  diversity  of  opinion 
among  the  friends  of  State  rights,  in  regard  to  this 
power,  which  1  regret;  as  I  cannot  but  coouder  it  a 
power  essential  to  the  protection  of  the  minor  interests 
of  the  community,  and  the  Uberty  and  the  -  union  of  the 
country.  It  was  the  verv  shield  of  State  rights;  and  the 
only  power  by  which  that  system  of  injustice,  againtf 
which  we  have  contended  for  more  than  thirteen  years, 
could  be  arrested;  by  which  a  system  of  hostile  legisU- 
tion,  of  plundering  by  law,  which  must  necessarily  lead 
to  a  conflict  by  arms,  can  be  prevented. 

But  I  rest  the  right  of  a  State  to  judge  of  the  extent 
of  its  reserved  powers,  ia  the  last  resort,  on  higher 
grounds;  Uiat  the  constitution  is  a  compact,  to  which  the 
SUtea  are  parties,  in  their  sovereign  capacity;  and  that, 
as  in  all  other  cases  of  compact,  between  parties  having 
no  common  umpire,  each  has  a  right  to  judge  for  itself. 
To  the  trutli  of  this  proposition,  tiie  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  himself  assented,  if  the  constitution  itself  be 
a  compact;  and  that  it  is,  I  have  shown,  I  trust,  beyond 
Uie  possibility  of  doubt  Having  established  Uiat  want, 
I  now  claim,  as  I  stated  I  would  do  in  the  course  of  the 
discusnon,  the  admiswons  of  the  Senator,  and,  among 
them,  the  right  of  secession  and  nullification,  which  be 
conceded  would  necessarily  IbUow,  if  the  constitution  be 
indeed  a  com|MKt. 
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1  bare  now  replied  to  the  arguments  of  the  Senator 
from  Maasachusetti,  bo  far  aa  thev  directly  apply  to  the 
reiolutiona,  and  will,  in  conclusion,  notice  some  of  his 
general  and  detached  remtrks.    To  prove  that  ours  is  a 
eonaolidated  Government,  and  that  tliere  is  an  immediate 
eoniwsion  between  the  Government  and  the  citizen,  he 
r^ea  on  the  fitet,  that  thelawa  act  directly  on  individuals. 
'Tbst  rach  ia  the  case,  I  will  not  denyt  hut  I  am  ver^  far 
from  conceding^  the  point,  that  it  affords  the  decisive 
proofs  or  even  any  proof  at  all*  of  the  position  which  the 
Senator  wishes  to  maintain.   I  hold  it  to  be  perfectly 
vidiin  the  competency  of  two  or  more  States  to  subject 
tiieir  citixens,  in  certain  cases,  to  the  direct  action  of  each 
other*  wittioat  nirrendeting  or  impairing  their  aoverngn- 
tj.   I  reodlect,  while  I  was  a  member  of  Mr.  Monroe's 
Mbinett  a  proposition  was  submitted  by  the  British  Gov- 
ermnent,  to  permit  a  mutual  right  of  search  and  seizure, 
on  the  fnrt  of  each  Government,  of  the  citizens  of  the 
other,  on  board  of  vessels  engaged  in  the  slave  trade,  and 
to  establish  a  joint  tribunal  for  Uieir  trial  and  punishment. 
The  propoaitum  was  declined,  not  because  it  would  Im- 
pur  the  loveragnty  of  eitber,  but  on  the  ground  of  the 
general  expediency,  and  because  it  would  be  incompati- 
ble w'rth  the  provisions  of  fhe  constitution  which  es- 
tablish the  judicial  power,  which  must  be  appointed  by 
the  President  and  Senate .   If  I  am  not  mistaken,  propo* 
ntions  of  the  same  kind  were  made  and  acceded  to  by 
tome  of  the  continental  Powers. 

With  the  same  view,  the  Senator  cited  the  suability  of 
the  States^  as  evidence  of  tbeir  want  of  sovereignty^  at 
which  I  miut  express  my  surprise,  eoming  from  tat  quar- 
ter it  does.  No  one  knows  better  than  the  Senator  that 
it  is  perfectly  within  the  competency  of  a  sovereign  State 
to  permit  itself  to  be  sued.  We  have  on  the  statute  book 
a  standing  law,  under  which  the  United  States  may  be 
sued  in  certun  land  cases.  If  the  prpvision  in  the  consti- 
tution on  this  point  proves  tm  thing,  it  proves,  by  the 
extreme  jealousy  with  which  the  right  of^  suing  a  SUte 
Ii  permitted,  the  very  reverse  of  that  for  which  the  Sena- 
tor ctnitends. 

Among  other  objections  to  the  views  of  the  constitu- 
tion, for  which  I  contend,  it  is  said  they  are  novel.  1  hold 
this  to  be  a  great  mistake.  The  novelty  is  not  on  my  side, 
bat  on  that  of  the  Senator  from  Massachuaetta.  The 
doctrine  <^  consolidation,  which  he  maintains,  is  of  recent 
growth.  It  is  not  the  doctrine  of  Hamilton,  Ames,  or 
any  of  the  distinguiriied  federalista  of  that  period,  all  of 
whom  strenuously  maintained  the  federative  character  of 
the  constitution,  though  they  were  accused  of  supporting 
a  system  of  policy  which  would  necessarily  lead  to  con- 
solidation. ~  The  first  discloiure  of  that  doctrine  was  in 
the  case  of  HcCulloch,  in  which  the  Supreme  Court  held 
the  doctrine,  though  wrapt  up  in  language  somewhat  in 
distinct  and  ambiguotis.  The  next  and  more  opeh  avowal 
was  by  the  Senator  of  Uassachusetta  himself,  about  three 
yeaca  ago,  in  the  debate  on  Foot's  resolution.  The  first 
official  annunciation  of  the  doctrine  was  in  the  recent 
proclamation  of  the  President,  of  which  the  bill  that  has 
recently  passed  this  body  is  the  bitter  fruit. 

It  is  fiirther  objected  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
aetta and  othen,  against  this  doctrine  of  State  rights,  as 
nudntained  in  this  debate,  that  if  they  should  prevail,  the 
peace  of  the  country  would  be  destroyed.  But  what  if 
they  should  not  prevail?  Would  there  be  peace?  Yes, 
the  peace  of  despotism;  that  peace  which  is  enforced  by 
the  bayonet  and  the  swords  tbe  peace  of  death,  where 
all  the  vital  functions  of  Uber^  have  ceased.  It  is  this 
peace  which  Ae  doctrine  of  State  sovereignty  may  dis- 
turb by  that  conflict,  which,  in  every  fi^e  State,  if  pro- 
perly organized,  necessarily  exista  between  liberty  and 
powerj  but  which,  if  restrained  within  proper  limits,  is  a 
salutary  exercise  to  our  moral  and  intellectual  faculties. 
In  the  case  of  Carolina,  which  has  caused  all  this  ^scus- 


sion,  who  does  not  see,  if  the  effusion  of  blood  be  pie- 
vented,  that  the  excitement,  the  agitation,  and  the  inqiuiy 
which  it  has  caused,  will  be  followed  by  the  mojt  ^nefi- 
cial  consequences?  The  country  had  aunk  into aniiee, 
intrigue,  and  electioneering,  from  which  nothing  bnt 
some  such  event  could  rouse  it,  or  restore  those  bnest 
and  patriotic  feelings,  which  had  almoat  ditappewed 
under  their  baneful  influence.  What  Government  hu 
ever  attained  power  and  distinction  without  such  eon- 
flicta?  Look  at  the  degraded  state  of  all  those  nationi, 
where  they  have  been  put  down  by  the  iron  arai  of  tbe 
Government. 

I,  for  my  part,  have  no  fear  of  any  dangerous  coaflict, 
under  the  fulleM  acknowjedgment  of  State  sovereignt]'; 
the  very  hct  that  the  States  may  interpose,  a  iU  produce 
moderation  and  justice.  The  General  Govemmeiit  will 
abstain  from  the  exercise  of  any  power  in  which  tbey 
may  suppose  three-fourths  of  the  States  will  not  swlun 
them;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  States  will  not  inter- 
pose but  on  conviction  that  they  will  be  supported  by 
one-fourth  of  their  co-Statet.  Moderation  «d  jutke 
will  produce  confidence,  idtachmentt  and  pab!ioliwi;ind 
these,  in  turn,  will  offer  most  powerful  harriers  spinil 
the  excess  of  conflicta  between  the  States  and  tbe  hesd 
of  the  confederacy. 

But  we  are  told  that,  should  the  doctrine  prcTsil,  Hx 
present  system  would  be  as  bad,  if  not  worse,  thia  tbe 
old  confederation.  I  regard  the  assertion  only  u  evi- 
dence of  that  extravagance  of  declamation,  in  which,  fna 
excitement  of  feding,  we  so  often  indulge.  Adailt  tbe 
power,  and  itill  the  present  system  would  be  as  Eir  re- 
moved from  the  weakness  of  the  old  confedcHtion  u  ii 
would  be  from  the  lawless  and  despotic  violence  of  con- 
solidation. So  fi^r  from  being  tbe  ssune,  the  diffcrepce 
between  the  confederation  ana  the  present  contiiatiao 
would  still  be  most  strongly  marked.  If  there  vere  so 
other  distinction,  tbe  iiict  that  the  former  required  tU 
concurrence  of  the  States  to  execute  ita  acti^  and  the 
latter  the  act  of  a  State  to  arrest  ita  acts,  would  mAe  i 
distinction  as  broad  as  the  ocean;  in  the  former,  the  mi 
inertia  of  our  nature  was  in  opposition  to  the  letion  of 
the  system.  Not  to  act,  was  to  defeat.  In  the  Utter,^ 
same  principle  is  on  the  opposite  side;  action  is  reqnirea 
to  defeat.  He  who  understands  human  natur^wiU  tec, 
in  this  difference,  the  difference  between  a  feeble  and  ill- 
contrived  confederation,  and  the  restruned  energy  of  ■ 
federal  system. 

Of  the  same  character  is  the  objection  that  tbe  doc- 
trine will  be  the  source  of  weakness.   If  ve  look  to 
mere  organization  and  physical  power  as  tbe  only  louicc 
of  strength,  without  taking  into  the  estimste  the  c^*^ 
tion  of  moral  causey  such  would  appear  fo  be  tbe  act] 
but  if  we  take  into  tbe  estimate  the  btter,  you  wiT  find 
that  thwe  Governments  bare  the  greatest  "^ff*^" 
which  power  has  been  most  effidently  chttkea.  The 
Government  of  Rome  furnishes  a  memorable  eismpie- 
There  two  independent  and  distinct  powers  cBncd-^M 
people  acting  by  tribes,  in  which  tlie  plebeian!  prevauwi 
and  by  centuries,  in  which  the  patricians  ruled-  The 
tribunes  were  the  appropriate  representatives  of 
power,  and  the  Senate  of  the  othert  each  possessed  oi 
the  authority  of  checking  and  ovemiling  one  anoihai 
not  as  departments  of  the  Government,  as  supposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  but  as  independent  pow- 
ers; as  much  ao  as  the  State  and  General  Govemntenta 
A  shallow  observer  would  perceive  in  such  an  otgao'^ 
tion  nottung  but  the  perpetual  source  of  anarchy,  dis- 
cord, and  weakness;  and  yet  experience  has  proved  Uili 
it  was  the  most  powerful  Government  that  ever  existed; 
and  reason  teaches  that  this  power  was  derived  fVom  tbe 
very  circumstance  which  hasty  reflection  would  consid^ 
the  cause  of  weakness.  I  will  >'enture  an  assertion 
may  be  coniidcred  extravagant,  but  in  wfaicb  UsMty  «dl 
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fiiUy  bear  me  out,  that  we  have  no  knowledge  or  any 
people  in  which  a  power  of  arresting  the  improper  uata 
of  the  Government,  or  what  may  be  called  the  negative 
power  or  Government,  was  too  strong,  except  Poland, 
where  every  freeman  possessed  a  veto;  but  even  there, 
although  it  existed  in  so  extravagant  a  form,  it  was  the 
source  of  the  highestand  most  lofty  attachment  to  liberty, 
and  the  moat  heroic  couragei  qualities  that  more  than 
once  saved  Europe  from  the  domination  of  the  creaeent 
and  scymetar.  It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  &te  of 
Poland  is  not  to  be  attributed  so  much  to  the  excess  of 
this  negative  power  of  itself,  as  to  the  facility  which  it 
afforded  to  foreign  influence  in  controlling  its  political 
improvements. 

I  nai  not  surprised  that,  with  the  idea  of  a  perfect  Gov- 
ernment which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  form- 
ed— aGorernment  of  an  absolute  majority,  unchecked, 
and  unrestrained,  operating  through  a  representative 
body — that  he  should  be  so  much  shocked  with  what  he 
is  pleased  to  call  the  absurdity  of  State  veto.  But  let 
me  tell  him,  that  his  scheme  of  a  perfect  Government, 
beautiful  as  he  conceives  it  to  be,  though  often  tried,  has 
invariably  fiiiled,  and  has  always  run,  whenever  tried, 
through  the  same  uniform  process  of  faction,  corruption, 
anarchy,  and  despotism.  He  considers  the  represents- 
tive  pnnciple  as  the  great  modern  improvement  in  legis' 
lation,  and  of  itself  sufficient  to  secure  liberty.  I  cannot 
regard  it  in  the  light  in  which  he  does.  Instead  of  mo- 
dern, it  is  of  remote  origin,  and  has  existed,  in  greater  or 
less  perfection,  in  every  free  State,  from  the  remotest 
antiquitv.  Nor  do  I  consider  it  as  of  itself  sufHcient  to 
secure  liberty,  though  I  rerard  it  as  one  of  the  indispen- 
sable means — the  means  or  securing  the  people  against 
the  tyranny  and  oppression  of  their  rulers.  To  secure 
liberty,  another  means  is  still  necessary — the  means  of 
securmg  the  different  portions  of  society  against  the  in- 
justice and  oppresMon  of  each  other,  which  can  only  be 
effected  by  veto,  interposition,  or  nullification,  or  by 
whatever  name  the  restraining  or  negative  power  of  Gor- 
emment  may  be  called. 

The  Senator  appears  to  be  enamored  with  his  con- 
ception of  a  consolidated  Government,  and  avows  himself 
to  be  prepared,  seeking  no  lead,  to  rush  in  its  defence 
to  the  front  rank,  where  the  blows  fall  heaviest  and 
thickest  I  admire  his  gallantry  and  couragei  but  i  will 
tell  him  that  he  will  Bnd  m  tiie  opposite  ranks,  under  the 
fla^  of  liberty,  spirits  as  gallant  as  hisown;  and  that  ex- 
perience will  teaCQ  him,  that  it  is  infinitely  easier  to  carry 
on  the  war  of  legislative  exaction  by  bills  and  enactments, 
than  to  extort  by  sword  and  bayonet  from  the  brave  and 
the  free. 

The  bill  which  has  passed  this  body  is  intended  to  de- 
cide this  great  controversy  between  that  view  of  our 
Government  entertained  by  the  Senator  and  those  who 
act  with  him,  and  that  supported  on  our  ude.  It  has 
merged  the  tarifT,  and  all  other  questions  connected  with 
it,  in  the  higher  and  direct  issue,  which  it  presents  be- 
tween the  federal  system  of  Government  and  consolida- 
tion. 1  consider  the  bill  as  far  worse  and  more  dangerous 
to  liberty  than  the  tariff'.  It  has  been  most  wantonly 
passed,  when  its  avowed  object  no  longer  justified  it.  I 
consider  it  as  chains  forged  and  fitted  to  the  limbs  of  the 
States,  and  hung  up  to  be  used  when  occason  may  re- 

auire.  We  are  told,  tn  order  to  justify  the  passage  of 
lis  &tal  measure,  that  it  was  necessary  to  present  the 
olive  branch  with  one  hand,  and  the  sword  with  the 
other.  We  scorn  the  alternative.  You  have  no  right  to 
present  the  sword;  the  constitution  never  put  the  instru- 
ment in  your  hands  to  be  employed  against  aState;and  as 
to  the  uhve  branch,  whether  we  receive  it  or  not,  will  not 
depend  on  your  menace,  but  on  our  own  estimate  of  what 
is  due  to  ourstlves  and  the  rest  of  the  community,  in  refers 
ence  to  the  difficult  subject  on  which  we  hare  taken  isiae. 


The  Senator  from  Hasaaehasetts  has  Btru^;led  hard  to 
susuin  his  cause;  but  the  load  was  too  heavy  for  Um  .to 
bear.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  ardor  and  Mai  with 
which  he  has  entered  into  the  controverqr.  It  is  a  great 
struggle  between  power  and  liberty — power  on  the  side 
of  tbe  North,  and  liberty  on  the  side  of  the  South.  But 
while  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  part  which  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  has  taken,  I  must  express  my  amaze- 
ment at  the  principles  advanced  by  the  Senatw  from 
Georgia  nearest  me,  [Mr.  Foksttb.]  - 1  bad  supposed  it 
was  imposnble,  tlut  one  of  his  experience  and  sagacity 
should  not  perceive  the  new  and  dangerous  direction 
which  this  controversy  is  about  to  take.  For  the  first 
time,  we  have  Iieard  an  ominous  reference  to  a  provision 
in  the  constitution,  which  I  have  never  known  to  be  be- 
fore alluded  to  in  discussion,  or  in  connexim  with  uy  of 
our  measures.  I  refer  to  that  provision  in  the  constitu- 
tion, in  which  the  General  Government  guaranties  a  re- 
publican form  of  government  to  the  States — a  power 
which,  hereafter,  if  not  rigidly  restricted  to  the  objects 
intended  by  the  constitution,  is  destined  to  be  a  pretext 
to  interfere  with  our  political  affairs,  and  tbe  domestic 
institutions,  in  a  manner  infiiutely  more  dan^ferooa  than 
any  other  power  whidi  has  ever  been  exercised  on  the 
part  of  the  General  Government  I  had  supposed  that 
every  Southern  Senator,  at  least,  would  have  been  awake 
to  the  danger  which  menaces  us  from  this  new  C|uarter! 
and  ttu^  no  sentiment  would  be  uttered,  on  their  part, 
calculated  to  countenance  tbe  exercise  of  thia  dangerous 
power.  With  these  impression^  I  beard  the  Senator  with 
amazement  alluding  to  Carolina,  as  fumidiing  a  case 
which  called  for  tbe  cnfi>rcement  of  this  gtianuity. 
Does  he  not  see  the  hazard  of  tbe  indefinite  extension  of 
thia  dangerous  power?  There  exists  in  every  Southern 
State  a  domestic  institution,  which  would  require  a  &r 
less  bold  construction  to  conmder  the  Government  of 
every  State  in  that  quarter  not  to  be  republican;  and,  of 
course,  to  demand,  on  the  part  of  this  Government,  a 
suppression  of  the  institution  to  which  I  allude,  in  h^l- 
ment  of  the  guaranty.  I  believe  there  is  now  no  hostile 
feelings  combined  with  political  considerations,  in  any 
section,  connected  with  this  delicate  subject.  But  it  re- 
quires no  stretch  of  tbe  imagination  to  see  tbe  danger 
which  must  one  day  come,  if  not  vigilantly  watched. 
With  the  rapid  strides  with  which  this  Government  is 
advandng  to  power,  a  time  will  come,  and  that  not 
far  distant,  when  petitions  will  be  received,  from  the 

Jiuarter  to  which  I  allude,  for  protection;  when  the 
aith  of  the  guaranty  will  be  at  least  as  applicable  to 
that  case  as  the  Senator  from  Geoi|pa  now  tlunks  it 
is  to  Carolina.  Unless  this  doctrine  be  opposed  by 
united  and  firm  resistance,  its  ultimate  effiect  will  be  to 
drive  the  white  population  from  the  Southeni  Atlantie 
States. 

Aa  soon  as  Mr.  C.  had  coneladed, 

Mr.  WEBSTEH  nwe  in  reply.  He  sud  that,  having 
already  occupied  so  much  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  on 
the  general  ndiject,  he  should  not  do  more  than  to  make 
a  very  few  observations,  in  reply  to  what  the  honorable 
member  from  Carolina  lud  now  advRnce<l.  The  gentle- 
man, said  Mr.  W.,  does  me  injustice,  in  suggesting  the 
pos«bility  that  any  remarks  of  mine  couldliave  been 
made  for  the  purpose  of  obtuning  favor,  in  any  quarter, 
by  an  appearance  of  hostility  to  him. 

[Mr.  CALHOUN  rose,  and  said,  he  had  only  wagg^ 
ed  it  aa  a  matter  of  possibility.] 

I  hope  it  is  not  even  possible,  continued  Ur.  W.,  that 
my  supporter  opposition  of  important  measures  ahoaU 
be  influenced  by  considerations  of  that  kind.  Between 
the  honorable  member  and  myself,  personal  relationa 
have  always  been  friendly.  We  came  into  Congress,  now 
near  twenty  years  ago,  both  ardent  young  meo(  and  how- 
ever widely  we  may  have  differed  at  any  tine  on  pt^tieal 
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mbjects,  our  prirate  Intercoune  baa  been  one  of  amity 
and  kindness.  * 

(Mr.  CALHOUN  rose  and  siud,  these  remarks  were 
just  sucli  as  he  himself  had  intended  to  make.} 

The  honorable  member  considers  my  remarks  on  his 
use  of  the  phrase  **  cpnstitutional  compact"  as  not  well 
foundedi  and  mya  he  haa  my  own  author!^  against  myself. 
He  qtiotea  from  my  speech  in  1830.  But  1  did  not,  ua 
that  or  any  occasion,  call  the  constitution  a  constitutional 
compact.  -  In  the  passage  to  which  he  refers,  I  was  spesk- 
ing  of  one  part  of  the  agreement,  on  which  the  constitu- 
tion was  fbunded,  viz :  the  agreement  that  the  slaTe-hold- 
ing  States  should  possess  more  than  an  equal  proportion 
of  RepresentatiTes.  That,  I  observed,  was  matter  of  com- 
pact, aanctioned  by  the  constitution;  it  was  an  agreement, 
wbi<jf|  bdng  adopted  in  the  constitution,  may  be  well 
enough  called  a  constitutional  compacti  but  that  is  not 
equiralent  to  saying  (hat  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  nothing  but  a  constitutional  compact  between 
•orereign  States.  The  gentleman  must  ceruinly  remem- 
ber that  my  main  object,  on  that  occawon,  was  to  estab- 
lirii  the  proposition,  stated  in  the  same  speech,  that  the 
constitution  was  not  a  compact  beiwun  iSrate,  but  a  ccm- 
ititution,  estattlished  by  the  people,  with  a  Government 
founded  on  popular  election,  and  directly  responsible  to 
the  people  Uiemselves. 

The  honorable  gentleman  attempts  also  to  find  an  au> 
tbority  for  his  use  of  the  word  aeeeae.  He  says  the  same 
word  was  used  by  General  Washington,,  in  speaking  of 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution  by  North  Carolina.  It 
was  ao)  and  it  is  used  by  the  biographer  of  Washington, 
abo,  in  reference  to  the  tame  occurrencei  and  although 
botbt  probably,  adopted  the  phrase  from  the  popular  lan- 
guage of  the  day,  yet  the  language  in  that  case  was  not, 
perhaps,  improper.  By  the  adoption  of  the  constitution 
hj  nine  StateSf  the  old  confederacy  was  eflTectually  dis- 
solTcd.  North  Carolina  not  having  adopted  it  until  after 
the  Government  went  into  operation,  was  out  of  the  union- 
She  bad,  at  that  moment,  no  Satinet  cenneuon  with  other 
Statea.  The  old  Union  was  broken  up,  and  she  bad  not 
come  into  the  new.  There  was  propriety,  therefore,  per- 
bq»,  in  calling  her  adoption  of  the  constitution  an  acces- 
sion. Yet,  when  she  afterwards  adopted  the  constitution, 
she  used  the  same  tenna  of  ratification  as  the  other  States. 
•Aoeecfe  is  unknown  to  all  those  ratifications,  and  to  the 
Gooatitution  itself.  But  the  honorable  ^ntleman  insists 
that  be  can  change  the  phraseology  of  bts  resolutions,  so 
as  to  avoid  my  ol^ections,  and  yet  maintun  their  substan- 
tial lenae  and  import. 

He  aays  his  first  resolution  may  stand  thus: 

*'  BeMdoed,  Vbtt  the  people  of  the  several  States  com- 
posing these  United  States  ire  united  as  iparties  to  a 
compact,  under  the  title  of  the  constitution  oi  the  United 
States,  which  the  people  of  each  State  ratified  as  a  sepa- 
rate and  toverdgn  eomnninity,  each  btn^iw  itself  bv  its 
own  particular  ratification;  and  that  the  umon,  of  wnidi 
the  s^d  compact  is  the  bond,  is  a  union  between  the  States 
lati^n^  the  same." 

Tbu  IB  a  change,  it  is  true,  but  it  is  a  mere  verbal 
change.  It  rejects  certain  words,  but  adopts  their  exact 
aynonymea.  In  his  resolution,  be  calls  the  constitution  a 
*■  constitutional  compacti**  in.  the  amended  form  which 
be  now  suggests,  he  calls  it  a  "compact,  under  the  title 
of  a  ofmatitution." 

Tbeae  are  just  the  same  thing.  Both  call  it  a  com- 
pact, and  a  compact  between  sovereign  communities;  and 
in  both  the  attempt  is  to  make  the  constitution  not  one 
substantive  thing,  but  merely  the  qualification  of  some- 
thing else.  Now,  sir,  the  constitution  doa  not  call  itself  a 
compact  of  any  Undt  the  people  did  not  call  it  such,  when 
tbey  ratiflcd  it.  No  State  said,  *'We.  as  a  sovereign 
eoinnund^,  leceds  to  a  canstitutional  compactt"  or, 
«  We,  aa  a  sovereign  community,  ratify  a  compact  under 


the  title  of  a  constitution."  No  State  ssid  one  wind  about 
compact — no  State  said  one  word  about  acting  at  a  iovc- 
reign  eommtmitjf.  On  tlie  contrary,  in  tach  and  in  every 
State  the  language  is,  that  the  conventions,  in  tlie  nsme 
and  by  the  authority  of  the  people,  ratify  this  toruUtutimt 
or  frame  of  government.  Neither  the  resolution,  there- 
fore, of  the  honorable  member,  nor  this  amended  form  of 
it,  follows  the  official  and  authentic  language  applied  to 
the  transaction  to  which  it  refers.  1  again  say,  it'  he  will 
fullow  thut  language,  if  lie  will  state  accurately  what  wah 
done,  and  then  state  his  proposed  inference,  that  inference 
will  be  out  of  all  sight  from  bia  premises.  Let  him  :ay 
nothing  of  atmpaci,  because  the  people  said  nothing  of 
it;  let  him  not  assert  that  the  people  of  the  States  acted  as 
lovereign  eommunitief,  because  they  have  not  said  so.  Let 
him  describe  what  the  people  did,  in  their  own  hnfpwge. 
It  will  then  stand,  that  the  people  ratified  this  emutttutioa, 
or  frame  of  government.  Now,  sir,  the  mere  substltutiot* 
of  this  just  and  true  phraseology  strikes  away  ttie  whole 
foumlation  of  the  gtntlcrpan'a  argument.  He  cannot 
stand  a  moment,  except  on  the  ground  of  a  tempatt  bt- 
ttoeen  looereign  eommunHiet.  Compact,  therefore,  and 
such  a  compact,  must  keep  its  place  in  hia  first  resolution, 
or  else  hia  oimh  of  reasoning  breaks  in  the  first  link.  He 
is,  therefore,  driven  to  the  ncceamty  of  assuming  what 
cannot  be  proved,  and  of  giving  a  history  of  the  formation 
of  this  constitution  eastntialljr  different  from  its  true  his- 
tory. He  is  compelled  to  reject  the  language  oftlic  con- 
stitution itself,  and  to  reject  also  the  language  used  by  the 
people  of  every  one  of  the  States,  when  tiiey  adopted  it{ 
and  to. lay  the  cornerstone  of  his  whole  argument  on 
mere  assumption. 

llie  honorable  gentleman  does  not  understand  how  the 
constitution  can  have  a  compact,  or  consent,  for  its  ba«s, 
and  yet  not  be  a  compact  between  aoverelgn  States.  It 
appears  to  me,  the  distinction  is  broad  and  plain  enougl). 
The  people  may  agree  to  form  a  Go^-ernment;  this  is  as- 
sent, consent,  or  compact;  this  is  the  socIaI  compact  of  the 
£uropesn  writers.  When  the  Government  is  formed,  it 
rests  on  this  assent  of  the  governed;  that  Is,  it  rests  on  Uie 
assent  of  the  people.  The  whole  error  of  the  gentle- 
man's argument  arises  from  tbe  notion,  that  tlie  people, 
of  tiieir  own  authority,  car  make  but  one  Government;  or 
that  the  people  of  all  the  Stutes  have  not  united^  and  can- 
not unite,  in  eatablishing  a  constitution,  connecting  tlieai 
together,  directly,  as  individuals,  united  under  one  Gov- 
ernment. He  seems  unwilling  to  admit,  that  while  tbc 
people  of  a  nngle  State  may  unite  together,  and  fonn  a 
Government  rar  some  purposes,  the  people  of  all  the 
States  may  also  unite  together,  and  form  another  Govern- 
ment, for  other  purposes.  But  what  he  will  not  thus  ad- 
mit, appears  to  me  to  be  the  simple  truth,  the  plain  mat- 
ter of  fact,  in  regard  to  our  political  Institutions. 

The  honorable  gentleman  thinks,  sir,  that  I  overlool«d 
a  very  important  part  of  the  constitution,  favorable  to  uia 
side  of  tbe  question.  Re  says  it  is  declared,  in  tbe  seventh 
srtlcle,  that  tbe  ratification  of  the  convention  of  nine  Stales 
shall  bffsufficient  for  tbe  establishment  of  the  conBtilutioo 
betweenthe  Statea  ratifying  the  tame.  If  1  have  overlook- 
ed this  provision,  air,  il  is  because  it  sppears  to  me  not  to 
have  that  bearing  on  the  question  which  the  honorable 
member  supposes.  The  honorable  member  has  mid,  in 
one  of  his  publications,  that  the  word  "  States,"  as  used 
in  tbe  constitution,  sometimes  means  tbe  States,  in  then 
corporate  capacities,  or  Govermnents;  sometimes  it  means 
their  territory,  merely;  and  sometimes  it  means  thepaiple 
of  the  Statee.  This  is  very  true;  and  it  is  perfectly  clear, 
that  in  the  clause  quoted,  the  wend  means  (Ae  peeph 
Statea.  I'he  same  cluuse  speaks  of  the  amventiont  of  the 
Stateti  that  evidently  means  conventions  of  thepeiwt  of 
the  States;  else  tbc  whole  provision  would  be  nbsuid. 
Alt  that  this  part  of  tbe  constitution  intended  waa  ^>p{y 
to  declare,  that  so  toon  as  the  people  of  nine  Btntcs  Mmila 
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adopt  and  ratify  it,  it  should,  as  to  these  States,  go  into 
operation. 

The  gentleown  lias  concluded,  rir,  by  declaring',  again, 
-  that  the  contest  is  between  power  on  one  side,  and  liberty 
on  the  other — and  that  he  is  for  liberty.  Alt  this  is  easily 
said.  But  what  is  that  liberty  whose  cause  he  espouses? 
It  is  liberty,  given  to  a  part,  to  govern  the  whole.  It  is 
liberty,  claimed  by  a  small  minority,  to  govern  and  control 
the  great  minority.  And  what  ia  the  power  which  he  re* 
aistsf  Itis  uie  general  power  ofthe  popular  mil;  it  is  the 
power  of  all  the  people,  exercised  by  majorities.  In  the 
Houses  of  the  Legistoture,  in  the  fbrm  in  which  all  free 
Governments  exercise  power. 

Hr.  President,  turn  this  question  over,  and  present  it  as 
we  will — argue  upon  it  as  we  may — exhaust  upon  it  all  the 
fountains  of  metaphysics — stretch  over  itall  the  meshes  of 
logical  or  political  subtlety — it  still  come*  to  this:  Shall  we 
have  a  General  Government^  shall  we  continue  the.  union 
of  the  States  under  a  Qmamment  instead  of  a  league? 
This  is  the  upshot  of  the  whole  matter;  because,  if  we  are 
to  have  a  Government,  that  Government  must  act  like 
other  Governments,  bymajoritieB;  it  must  have  this  power, 
like  other  Governments,  of  enforcing  its  own  laws,  and  its 
own  deciuons;  clothed  with  authority  by  the  people,  and 
always  responsible  to  the  people  t  it  must  be  able  to  hold 
on  its  course,  unchecked  by  external  interpo^ion.  Ac- 
cording to  the  gentleman's  view  of  the  matter,  the  consti- 
tution IS  a  league;  according  to  mine,  it  is  a  regular  popu- 
lar Government.  This  vitiH  and  all-important  question 
the  people  will  decide,  and,  in  deciding  it,  they  will  deter- 
mine whether  by  ratifyii^  the  present  cohbtitctioh  axd 
FBAHz  or  soTEsnnaT  they  meant  to  do  nothing  more 
than  to  amend  tfie  articles  of  the  old  confederation. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  aaid,  that  the  transcendent  importance 
of  the  topics  of  this  debate  had  not  been  exaggerated  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  The  consequences, 
said  Mr.  6.,  already  resulting,  and  those  still  more  disas- 
trous, which  are  threatened  feom  the  doctrines  which  he 
muntains,  demonstrate  that  they  should  be  regarded  with 
intense  interest.  Hie  President  has  declared  that  the 
laws  must  be  enforced,  and  lias  called  upon  the  National 
Legislature  for  the  powers  necessary  to  the  performance 
of  his  high  constitutional  duties  as  the  Chief  Executive  of 
the  United  States.  The  people  of  South  Carolina  have 
solemnly  declared  that  the  revenue  laws  shall  not  be  exe- 
cuted within  their  limits.  They  have  raised  their  banner, 
and  inscribed  upon  it  in  capitals — '*No  more  taxes  shall 
be  paid  here."  They  hare  denounced  our  legiaktion  as 
oppreaslve,  and  proclumed that  "they  will throwitofT at 
CTer^  hazatd;"  and  they  have  announced,  in  the  most  au- 
tbontBtive  manner,  by  a  fundamental  ordinance,  that  our 
laws  are  null  and  void,  and  that  the  passa^  by  Confess 
of  any  act  to  authorize  the  use  of  force  against  the  citizens 
of  that  State  dissolves  her  connexion  with  her  sister 
States.  The  hill  which  has  passed  the  Senate  may  be 
conndered  as  of  that  character;  and  if  so  regarded,  and 
the  ordinance  shall  be  executed,  South  Carotina  mil  deem 
herself  out  of  the  Union,  and  hold  tlie  citizena  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  as  she  does  the  rest  of  the  world,  "  enemies  in 
war,  in  peace  friends."  We  have,  indeed,  the  hope  that 
the  operation  of  their  ordinance,  of  their  extraordinary  re- 
plevin act,  and  thetr  new  milituy  law,  made  to  concen- 
trate the  whole  martial  energies  of  the  State,  may  be  ar- 
rested and  postponed  by  the  efforts  qf  leading  individuals. 
But  a  whole  people  have  become  deeply  excited — not 
from  their  own  feeling  of  oppression,  but  by  the  persua- 
sions of  others  that  they  were  the  devoted  victims  of  in- 
justice. The  address  of  the  convention  itself  acknow- 
ledges that  "  the  diificulty  has  been  great  to  bring  the 
people  to  the  resisting  point."  The  manner  In  which 
that  wa5  accomplished  has  been  described  by  the 
Senatorfrom  South  Carolina,  [Hr.  Calboux.]  Tracts,  pam- 
phlets, newspapers,  speeches,  and  addreoaei^  were  scatter- 


ed, disseminated,  and  reiterated  over  the  whole  snrbce, 
to  the  remotest  recesses  of  the  State,  till  the  people  **  re- 
ceived the  doctrine."  They  have  been  aroused,  excited, 
exasperated,  wrought  almost  to  desperation,  and  have 
burled  defiance  at  their  supposed  oppressors.  The  ne- 
cromancers who  have  conjured  up  this  evil  spirit  may  not 
be  able  to  bid  it  down.  Those  who  have  raised  the  storm 
may  not  have  the  power  to  allay  it.  The  hand  which  has 
kindled  the  eonfl^;ration  may  in  vain  attempt  its  extin- 
guishment. When  the  fountains  of  the  deep  are  broken 
up,  and  ocean  waves  arc  henvinrr,  who  shall  say  that  thus 
fiir  shalt  thou  go  and  no  farther.^  They  have  raised  the 
wind,  and  may  have  to  reap  the  wbirlwindt  they  have 
"  scattered  firebrands,  arrows,  and  death;"  they  may  pot 
now  say  "  am  I  not  in  sport 

We  hopQ  for  the  best.  But  no  prescience  can  foresee 
the  ultimate  effects  of  our  measures^  and  in  their  adoption 
we  occupy  a  pmition  of  oppressive  responsibility-  It  be- 
hooves us  to  consider  well,  to  deliberate  profoundly  upon- 
the  fundamental  principles  of  our  action.  For,  if  we  are 
wrong  in  this  question  of  constitutional  power — if  we  have 
no  legitimate  authority  or  moral  right  to  pass  the  bill,  then 
it  may  well  deserve  the  denunciations  which  the  fervid 
eloquence  and  burning  zeal  of  its  opponents  have  poured 
forth.  But,  if  they  are  wrong,  if  it  he  a  rigiitful  authori- 
ty which  they  resist,  and  if  their  decrees  shall  bfe  carried 
out  in  action,  they  must  be  content  to  have  -their  conduct 
branded  by  its  true  appellations — ^Ixfrless  violence,  rebel- 
lion, treason. 

What,  then,  is  the  question  at  issue  What  are  the  doc- 
trines arrayed  in  opposition  to  that  bill  ?  It  is  insisted  that 
no  allegiance  ia  due  to  the  United  Statest  that  the  highest 
and  paramount  obligation  of  every  citizen  is  to  his  own 
State;  that  when  she  speaks,  every  man  within  her  fimita 
is  bound  to  obedience,  even  if  the  command  be  resstanee 
to  the  authority  of  the  General  Government;  that  this 
oI>llgation  is  absolute,  unqualified,  and  unconditional, 
leaving  no  right  of  inquiry  into  the  correctness  of  the  com- 
mand, f  nd  no  question  to  be  made  whether  the  laws  of 
the  General  Government  are  constitutional  or  not.  The 
Senator*  from  South  Carolina  [Ur.  Caihoub]  declared, 
that,  if  it  were  conceded  that  the  tariff  laws  were  all  per- 
fectly constitutional,  and  that  the  national  Judiciary  had 
the  untjuestioned  jurisdiction  and  ultimate  right  of*^  deci- 
sion, still  that  the  bill  could  not  be  justified,  because  it 
authorized  force  against  individuals,  who  were  construn- 
ed  by  higher  and  superior  obligations  to  bow  in  blind  and 
absolute  submission  to  the  paramount  power — the  State 
sovereignty.  He  stigmatizes  it  as  worse  than  a  barbarian 
outrage  j  that  it  ia  not,  as  some  liave  dedared,  war  upon 
a  State;  but  a  savage  attack  upon  the  citizens,  passing  by 
and  disregarding  the  community,  the  sovereign,  who 
rightfully  controls  their  action. 

The  Senator  from  Korth  Carolina  [Mr.  Hanbdji]  in- 
sisted that  he  is  bound  to  obey  the  sovereign  voice  of  hia 
State,  whetlier  she  be  "  right  or  wrong."  And  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  {Mr.  CaLaovK]  cnfbrced 
the  some  sentiments,  They  both  contend  that  the  State 
throws  its  shield  of  legislation  over  its  citizens;  no  exter- 
nal power,  ffot  even  the  United  States,  can  tuive  any  right 
to  penetrate  thatscgis,  to  touch  any  individual  within  its 
territory;  that  when  a  State  law  shall  annul,  conflict,  or 
be  inconsistent  with  the  laws,  treaties,  or  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  the  latter  are  to  be  disregarded,  and 
the  former  unconditionally  obeyed. 

Now,  wr,  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  has  ex- 
pressly declared  that  in  such  cases  the  State  laws  shall 
yield.-  It  was  foreseen  by  the  Convention  which  framed 
the  constitution  that  sucli  conflict  and  incompatibility 
would  necessarily  arise.  The  greatest  difficulty  which 
they  had  to  encounter  was  from  the  pride  and  tenacity  of 
State  independence.  The  inherent  and  fatal  vice  of  the 
old  confederation  was,  that  the  Continental  Congress  had 
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no  power  over  individuKli,  but  onlj  addressed  itwlF  to 
State!  in  their  kggrente  character  u  independent  com- 
munitiest  and  when  the  new  constitution  adopted  the  ap- 

Eropriate  remedy,  by  creating  a  GoTcrnment  to  make 
iwa,  a  JudieiaiT  to  expound  them,  and  an  ExecutiTe  to 
enforce  them  directly  upon  every  person  within  the 
boundariea  of  the  United  States,  it  was  at  once  foreseen 
that  as  the  several  States  had  aUo  the  power  of  legialaUon 
over  tbe  same  persona,  within  tlieir  respective  limits,  the 
laws  of  these  two  Governments  would  be  very  likely 
•ometimes  to  come  in  conflict.  They,  therefore,  wisely 
made  provision  fur  such  an  event,  ana  nve  the  iuprema- 
(nr  to  the  laws  of  the  Union.  Tbe  nxtn  article  declares 
that  *'thi8  constitution,"  and  all  **Iaws  made  in  pursu- 
ance  thereof,"  and  "treaties" — shall  be  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land,  •  •  •  "any  thing  in  the  constitu- 
tion or  laws  of  any  State  to  tli;  contrary  notwithstanding." 
And  yet  gentleman  now  assert,  and  vehemently  and  stre- 
nuously insist,  that  the  taws  of  the  State  are  to  be  the  su- 
preme laws,  any  thing  in  the  constitution  or  laws  of  the 
United  Sutes  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding!  How  is 
nicb  a  conclusion  attained^  By  vbat  process  do  they  es- 
cape from  the  express  language  and  palpahle  meaning  of 
the  organic  law  ?  1  have  curiously  and  anxiously  read  and 
listened  to  their  reasonings  upon  this  subject,  and  find 
that  the^  undertake  to  control  and  subdue  the  constitution 
by  certain  abstract  notions  of  original  unchangeable  sove- 
ragn^.  When  aerutiaized  and  analysed,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  fundamental  position  whiebuiey  assume  is  that  the 
people  could  not,  had  not  the  power,  to  make  mch  a  eon- 
atttutum  as  this  purports  on  its  face  to  be,  and  that  its  plain 
meaning  is  to  be  restrained  and  overruled  by  an  assumed 
political dogms.  Their  course  of  argument  is  this:  The 
constitution  was  adopted  by  the  people  of  the  several 
States  acting  as  distinct  communities,  which,  before  its 
adoption,  were  independent  sovereignties.  This,  ur,  I 
have  no  disposition  to  controvert^  but  their  next  propon- 
tton  is,  that  sovereignly  is  in  its  nature  iniiUviuble  and  in* 
alienable!  and  therefore  could  not  be  transferred  by  the 
States,  and,  of  necessity,  is  retained  by  them  unimpsiredt 
that  not  a  particle  belongs  to  the  United  States;  and  as  the 
sovereign  power  is  always  supreme,  the  State  is  para- 
mount to  the  United  States.  Their  fundamenul  postulate 
itt  that  sovereign^  is  inalienable  t  and  from  this  all  their 
consequences  are  deduced. 

The  address  of  the  convention  which  passed  the  ordi- 
nance places  their  doctrines  upon  this  foundation.  He- 
ferring  to  the  constitution,  it  says,  ■■  A  foreign  or  an  in- 
Attentive  reader"  •  •  •  « would  be  very  apt,  from 
*'  the  phraseology  of  the  instrument,  to  regard  the  States 
"as  having  diveited  themselves  of  their  sovereignty,  and 
*'  to  have  become  great  corporations,  subordinate  to  one 
<'  supreme  Government  But  ibis  b  an  errori  the  States 
*'  are  as  sovereign  now  as  they  were  prior  to  thtir  enter- 
"ing  into  the  compact."  Correctly  speaking,  sorerdgnty 
is  a  unit.  It  is  one  indiviuble  and  inalienable.  It  is, 
therefore,  an  absurdity  to  imagine  that  the  sovereignty 
of  the  States  is  surrendered  in  part  and  retained  in  part. 
The  federal  constitution  is  a  treaty,  a  confederation,  an 
alliance.  And  again:  the  great  expoutor  of  this  doc- 
trine [Hr.  Calkouk]  has  told  us  that  the  sovereignty  is 
still  "in  the  people  of  the  several  SUtes,"  "unimpair- 
f*ed}  not  a  particle  reindes  in  this  Oovernment;  not  one 
"particle  in  the  American  people  collectively."  After 
admitting  that  the  States  have  aelegatcd  certain  powers 
to  the  General  Government,  he  proceeds:  "  But  to  dele- 
'*  gate  is  not  to  part  with  or  impur  power.  'liie  dele- 
"  gated  power  in  the  agent  is  as  much  the  power  of  the 
**  principal  as  if  it  remained  in  the  tattfcrt  and  may,  as  be- 
"  tween  him  and  bis  agent,  be  controlled  or  resumed  at 
pleasure."  It  catmotbe  denied  that  the  constitution  pur- 
porta  to  impair  the  sovereignty  of  the  States,  and  to  es- 
tablish a  new  Government  over  their  citizens.   But  It  b 


inusted  that  the  language  of  the  constibition  is  not  to  de- 
cide its  character — [Mr.  PomsxTsa;]  and  that  ahhougfa 
from  its  phrmseolf^  one  would  be  very  apt  to  regard  the 
States  as  having  divested  themselves  of  their  aovere^nty, 
yet  such  a  thing  is  imponble,  in  tlie  nature  of  tbn|^ 
and  therefwe  has  not  been  done.  The  people  hare  at- 
tempted it,  indeed)  but  being  in  itself  imprscticsble,  of 
course,  it  has  not  been  accomplished.  Sovereipity  b  ina- 
lienable! This  nngle  abstraction,  this  figment  of  tite 
imsgination,  this  naked  political  dogma,  restrains  the 
whole  people,  disables  them  from  ftccompUshing  Uieir 
pui^iose,  hmits  and  eontrob  the  eomtitutwii.  ■nn"m>g 
some  of  its  provisions,  and  revermn^  oAers.  Tbe  wbob 
fabric  of  nullification,  curiously  and  mgeniously  wruugfat, 
computed  by  intellectual  strength,  enriched  by  the  tres- 
sures  of  learning,  and  gilded  by  the  splendors  of  genio^ 
rests,  like  an  inverted  cone,  upon  thu  httle  di^inn — a  me- 
taphysical chimera,  an  airy  nothing! 

Sovereignty  u  inalienablet  and,  if  delegated,  rasumsble 
at  pleasure,  and  without  revolution.  Who  were  the  ori- 
ginal sovereignsMndividuab.  Each  came  from  the  bands 
of  lus  Maker  sovereign  and  independent,  owing  no  alle- 
giance, and  subj^t  to  no  earthly  power.  Hay  every  man, 
at  pleasure,  resume  bis  original,  indtviuble,  inalienable 
sovereignty^  The  first  step  in  the  progress  of  society 
was  the  formation  of  families;  next,  pmtiiarchftl  thbe»; 
and  then,  their  amalgamation  into  States  or  nations.  And 
may  those  be  resolved  at  pleasure  into  tbdr  original  ele- 
ments, by  tbe  rightful  resumption  of  primitive  inaliensbb 
independence? 

The  whole  history  of  the  human  race  falnfie*  the  as-' 
sumption,  that  sovereignty  U  inalienable.  Every  page 
records  its  transfer,  by  Tree  consent,  by  purchmae,  by  re- 
bellion, revolution,  and  conquest  Take  Great  Britain 
for  example.  Hay  the  three  nations — nay,  may  the  an- 
cient  heptarchy,  which  have  been  swallowed  up  in  dot 
kingdom,  now  resume  theb  fivmer  separate  indepen- 
dence, and  that,  too,  without  revolution  f  Butnotiote- 
cur  to  the  fruiUiil  records  of  former  ages;  look  at  mo- 
dern Europe,  and  its  transmutations  in  uur  own  and 
then  say  that  sovereignly  b  not  transferable.  Inasngle 
place,  this  political,  metaphyncal  impossibili^  hssbeeB 
sctually  overcome  no  less  wan  fire  times  within  thirty 
years.  Coblentz  was  attached  to  tbe  doniiuoM  of  the 
Elector  of  Cologne,  afterwards  united  to  the  French  re- 
public, and  then  to  the  French  empire;  and  succeanvely 
to  tbe  Grand  Dutcby  of  Btrg,  under  Hur«t;  to  the  Grand 
Dutchy  of  Baden;  to  tbe  kingdom  of  Westphalia,  and, 
sfler  the  prostration  of  Bonaparte,  to  Pnusia.  Turn  to 
our  own  country.  I  ask  these  gentlemen,  has  Kentucky 
any  sovereignty  ?  How  did  she  acquire  it?  She  w»»  once 
subjected  to  Virginb.  There  was  but  one  sovere^tyi 
and  as  that  was  indivisible  and  inaUeoable,  bow  can  Ken- 
tucky have  one  particle?  I  »A  agun,  with  still  deeper 
interest,  has  Haine  any  sovereignty,  ^ttag  once  been  a 
portion  of  Hassachusetts?  But  1  request  the  particular 
sttentionof  gentlemen  to  the  condition  of  Louisiana,  b 
not  that  State  equally  sovereign  with  South  Carolina,  Yit^ 

?rini»,  or  any  other?  Was  it  always  so?   Was  it  noC  Irsn^ 
erred  by  Spain  to  France,  and  from  France  to  tiic  Uratcd 
States?   Was  hot  sovereign  dominion  held  over  it  1^  aD 
those  Powers  succesHvely?   Before  its  erection  into  a 
State,  was  it  not  our  territorj',  our  purchued  prt^wrtj't 
subjected  to  our  control,  governed  by  oor  will,  withwt 
ever  having  bad,  for  a  moment,  the  ^adow  or  pretence 
of  independent  sovereignty  ?   Was  it  not  made  a  Stale  fay 
our  act?    And  if,  as  gentiemen  contend,  tbe  Uniud 
States  have  not  one  particle  of  sovereignty,  whence,  and 
in  what  manner,  has  Louisiana  acquired  her  sovereignty ' 
Could  the  United  States  impart  it,  having  none  iticm- 
selvesi  and  not  only  impart,  but  render  it  transoendenU)- 
paramount  to  tbe  express  provisions  of  tbe  cowtitatien 
controlling  or  annulling  them?    Do  tbe  United  fttatn 
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hold  delegated  powers  from  Louiiiani,  which  she  may 
resume  at  pleasure — resume  what  she  never  possessed^ 
Should  she  take  to  herself  the  powers  only  which  she 
enjoyed  prior  to  her  supposed  delegation  of  them  by  the 
eonstitutKHif  she  must  restore  beraeff  to  her  anterior  con- 
dition of  territorial  submtwon—and  this  by  way  of  rindi- 
ctting  her  sovereif^tyl  How  is  it  now  with  the  Terri* 
tory  of  Florida?  and  what  sovereignty  will  the  United  States 
confer  when  we  shall  have  admitted  her  into  the  Union.' 

The  constitution  provides  for  the  admisMon  of  new 
States  formed  by  the  junction  of  two  or  more  States,  or 
pkrts  thereof{  but,  at  sorereigiity  ia  now  found  to  be  ln> 
alienable,  this  prorision  ia  thereby  rendered  utterly  nuga- 
tory. 

The  doctrines  against  which  I  am  contending  are  aa 
novel  as  they  are  extraordinary.  They  find  no  place  in 
the  history  of  the  formation,  adoption,  or  cotemporaneous 
expositions  of  the  constitution;  they  were  then  toratn- 
cognUa,  and  have  been  but  recently  diicovered  through 
the  modern  telescope  of  political  metaphysics. 

In  the  establishment  of  bur  present  constitution,  the 
great,  prominent,  and  popular  objection  of  its  opponents 
was  its  supremacy  and  paramount  authority  over  the 
States,  ita  subtractions  from  State  sovereignty.  Its  friends 
found  it  necessary  to  encounter  this  most  fbrnudable  ob- 
jection, by  their  utmost  strength  of  fact  and  argument. 
All  ability  wu  exerted  to  overcome  itj  their  utmost  inge- 
nuity to  decide  it.  And  yet  not  one  of  iu  fhimers  in  Uie 
general  convention,  of  its  supporters  in  the  State  eonven- 
tionsi.  or  of  ita  numerous  expounders,  commentators,  and 
advocates  before  the  people,  ever  suggested  the  rights 
and  doctrines  of  nutttficationt  which,  if  they  had  had  any 
existence,  would  at  once  have  silenced  the  moat  formida- 
ble battery,  and  satis5ed  the  most  extravagant  jeolouspr  of 
State  independence.  So  for  from  denjnng  the  fiict  of  the 
paramount  authority  of  the  United  States,  they  manfully 
and  successfully  defended, it.  The  general  convention 
Itself,  upon'  the  contununation  of  their  work,  in  com- 
municating it  to  the  States,  through  the  Continental  Con- 
greas,  admit  and  answer  it,  declaring  that  **  it  is  obvious- 
ly impracticable  in  the  Federal  Government  of  the  States 
to  secure  all  the  rights  of  independent  sovereignty  to 
each,  and  yet  provide  for  tlie  interest  and  safety  of  all." 

lliii  new  aeliool  in  politic*  teaches  that  the  teverol 
States  have,  by  tiie  constitution,  only  delegated  certain 
powers,  which  each  may  resume  at  pleasure.  The  United 
States  have  the  power  to  declare  war;  but  each  State  has 
the  reserved  right  to  annul  it,  and  be  herself  at  peace! 
The  United  States  may  make  treaties;  but  eacli  State 
may,  ad  UbiUim,  revoke  this  authority,  and  terminate  the 
compact!  Express  prohibitions  are  imposed  upon  the 
Stalest  they  may  not  declare  war,  nuke  treaties,  coin 
money,  emit  bills  of  credit,  pass  ex  pott  facto  Uws^  or 
those  impuring  contractst  and  yet  every  State  has  rer 
served  the  right,  at  any  moment,  to  cast  off  all  these  pro- 
hibitions! She  is  fettered,  indeed,  but  just  so  long  only 
OB  it  may  be  her  sovereign  will  and  pleasure!  And  ac- 
tually to  throw  off  all  these  restraints,  to  resume  all  these 
powers,  is  not  revolution — it  is  legal,  peaceable,  consti- 
tutional remedy!  It  is  pursuant  to  the  constitution,  with- 
in its  scope)  and  the  State  is  still  a  member  of  the  Union!  ! 
The  United  States  the  constitution,  and  the  Government, 
it  is  9ud,  are  but  agenta;  a  mere  aggregation  of  delegated 
powers;  yet  the  agency  qiay  be  revoked,  the  delegation 
terminaled,  and  the  constitution  and  Government  remain  I 
It  will  be  no  revolution!  Can  any  thing  be  more  prepoo- 
terous^ 

Sir,  we  all  admit  die  original  inalienable  right  of  man, 
iodivldaally  and  collectively,  to  resent  oppres«on,  to 
overturn  and  destroy  Government,  when,  by  perversions 
and  corruptions,  it  has  become  subversive  of  the  ends  for 
which  it  was  instituted.  But  this  is  the  primary  right  of 
force—of  revohition— of  rebelUon,  by  which  Government 


is  overthrown  and  subverted.  It  is  not  pursuant  to  the 
law  of  the  land;  it  is  above  and  beyond  it;  it  is  in  defiance 
of  oppressve  legislation.  Can  the  destruction  of  the 
Government  be  legal?  Can  the  annihilation  of  the  consti- 
tution be  constitutional?  The  distinguished  member  from 
South  Carolina  [Itlr.  Calbouk]  has  referred  to  the  dan* 

fer  to  which  their  slave  propertjr  might  be  exposed  if  his 
octrinea  be  not  est^lished.  Will  he  permit  me  to  warn 
him  of  the  greater  danger  of  superseding  the  securities 
of  the  constitution^  Let  him  beware  how  he  appeals 
from  the  plain  atipulations  of  that  instrument  to  the  origi- 
nal and  inalienable  rights  of  man.  I>t  him  not  lead  the 
way  in  a  course  of  reasoning  which  points  directly  to  the 
inquiry,  by  what  means  one  half  of  the  human  beings 
upon  uie  soil  of  South  Caroliha  are  held  in  absolute  do- 
minion OS  property  by  the  other — how  their  natural  and 
sovereign  rights  have  been  cloven  down,  and  transferred 
to  their  masters.  Be  not  wise  beyond  wlwt  Is  written. 
Abide  by  the  constitution;  that  is  your  best  and  highest 
security.  From  that  solemn  compact  we  will  not  depart. 
We  have  no  inclination  to  distort)  it,  nor  to  refine  away 
its  guaranties;  they  are  the  work  of  our  fatherly  and 
let  them  be  forever  sacred. 

We  have  witnessed  much  controversy  at  to  tbe  origin 
of  the  constitution.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  tbe  work  of 
the  people  of  the  several  States  acting  as  separate  com- 
munities. It  was  draughted  bya  convention,  and  proposed 
to  the  Statesi  but,  until  their  adoption,  it  was  a  mere  pro- 
position, an  unexecuted  inrtniment,  having  no  efficiency. 
The  ratification  by  the  people  of  the  several  States  im- 
parts all  its  validity.  They,  having  all  power,  could 
nuke  it  any  thing  that  they  pleased-  The  people  of  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland,  for  example,  might  agree  to  com- 
mingle in  one  mass;  to  amalgamatei  to  becfHoe,  as  b^ 
fusion,  one  people — abn^ting  entirely  their  State  insti- 
tutions, and  forming  a  new  un^e  Government  over  aun- 
gle  communi^i  or  they  might  make  a  league,  a  mere 
confederation  t  or  form  a  union  any  where  between  these 
two  extremes,  participating  of  both,  embracing  such  ex- 
tent or  degrees  of  each  as  to  them  might  seem  fit.  And 
the  same  remark  may  be  extended  to  the  other  States. 
Having  tiiis  power,  the  only  question  is,  how  did  they 
exercise  it— wlist  union  did  they  form?  The  answer  is  to 
be  found  in  the  instrument  itself— the  constitution.  It 
has  been  much  contested  whether  it  is  fedenuira  or  po- 
pular. It  is  neither.  It  is  both.  In  iU  origin,  and  in  the 
sources  of  the  organization  of  tbe  Ciovemment,  it  ia 
federative;  in  *the  action  'of  the  Government,  upon  all 
those  subject  to  ita  powers,  it  is  popular.  The  laws  are 
mode  for,  and  reach  and  opemte  directly  upon  individu- 
als, pasung  by  the  local  Governments,  and  penetratinc 
beyond  them,  and  scarcely  recognising  the  existence  of 
the  Slates  as  communities.  The  Judiciary  ia  co*cztensive 
with  the  lep'Vlative  power.  Such  being  my  view  of  tbe 
fundamental  law  of  this  nation,  I  cannot  recognise  any 
rigbt  in  a  State  to  arrest  and  repeal  the  Initiation  of 
Congress.  I  dare  not  withhold  my  support  from  a  mea- 
sure which  seems  essential  to  tbe  maintenance  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  constitution.  If  the  Legislature  of  the 
nation  should  refuse  to  uphold  and  vindicate  them  at  soch 
a  eriaii,  thqr  must  fall,  and  tAeir  authority  be  prostrated, 
I  fear,  forever.  I  could  not  Icu-get  the  post,  nor  shut  my 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  Uie  present  alarming  extent  and 
threatening  form  of  reustance  and  defiance  have  been 
consequent  upon  the  tolerated  practical  nullification  of 
tbe  SUte  of  Georgia.  The  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina nearest  to  me  [Mr.  Xiuu]  haa  assured  us  that  such 
is  the  fact.  AttempU  have  been  vainly  made  to  find  a 
distinction  between  tbe  two.  In  principle,  they  are  iden- 
tical. I  regret  that  the  gentleman  from  Geoi^pa,  [lir. 
FoBsTTB,]  in  his  endeavor  to  render  his  defence  of  the 
one  consistent  with  his  condemnation  of  the  other,  has 
deemed  it  necessary  to  assail  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe 
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United  SUtea— to  pronounce  the  reuoning  tnd  ailment 
of  one  of  its  most  importtnt  decisions  to  be  unworthy  the 
lowest  couD^  court  in  my  of  the  Btstes!  I  can  usure 
the  gentleman  that  the  country  regards  it  Ar  otberwiMi 
Mid  that  the  most  vigorouf  and  gifted  minds  deem  it  one 
of  the  most  powerrul  productions  of  the  vonderfu)  intel- 
lect of  the  rerered  chief  of  that  august  tribunal.  If,  in 
the  inscrutable  vays  of  Providence,  our  institutions  are 
destined  to  be  tubvertedt  and  left  in  ruins  by  the  convul- 
Bons  of  rerolution,  that  deeiiuoni  and  other  kindred  eon- 
itituUonal  opinioiu  fhim  the  same  mind,  will  remain  to 
after  generations,  splendid  and  enduring  monuments  of 
intellectual  and  moral  greatness,  and,  like  the  broken 
columns  and  clasuc  remains  of  Athens  and  Palmyra,  be 
the  wonder  and  admiration  of  successive  a^es.  The  time 
has  arrived  when  the  progress  of  nullification  must  be  ar- 
re^d,  or  the  hopes  of  permanent  union  surrendered. 
The  gentleman  [Hr.  Calbodm]  assures  us  that  his  theory 
would  make  this  Government  a  beautifiil  system!  Beau- 
tifulhs  would  be  the  proud  and  poUAed  pillars  which 
surround  us,  if  resolved  into  thrir  origind  rude  and  pill- 
try  pebblesi  beautiful  as  the  daslwd  mirror,  Gvm  whose 
fragments  are  reflected  twenty-four  pigmy  portrvts,  in- 
stead of  one  gigantic  and  noble  onginalT 

The  triumph  of  that  doctrine  dissolves  the  Union.  It 
trnut  be  M  remrded  bj  forrig^  nattonst  it  is  almost  so 
even  now.  Mreuiy  have  the  exultations  of  the  opprea- 
fOTi  and  the  hmeiits  of  the  philanthropist,  been  heard 
beyond  the  Atlantic.  I'hey  have  looked  with  fear  and 
hope,  irith  wonder  and  delight,  upon  the  brilliant  and 
beautiful  constellation  in  our  western  hemisphere,  mov- 
ing in  majestic  harmony,  irradiating  the  earth  with  its 
mild  and  benignant  beams.  Shall  these  stars  now  be 
severed  and  scattered,  and,  rushing  from  their  orbits 
through  the  troubledair,  Anf^  and  feebly  nnk  into  clouds 
of  murky  blackness,  leaving  the  world  in  rayleas  night? 
Shall  the  flag  of  our  common  country,  the  ensign  of  our 
nation,  which  hat  waved  in  honor  upon  every  sea — the 
guardian  of  our  common  right»-^e  herald  of  our  com- 
mon glory — be  severed  and  torn  into  twenty-four  frag- 
ments; and  our  ships  hereafter  display  for  their  protec- 
tion but  a  tattered  rag  of  one  its  stripes* 

The  gentleman  [Hr.  Cauouv]  declare^  emphatical- 
ly, that  this  is  a  question  of  liberty  or  despotism.  I  be- 
lieve it — in  my  conscience  1  believe  it.  If  this  Union  be 
dissolved,  despotism  is  the  ultimate  result.  It  re^mrea 
no  prophetic  viuon  to  see  how  it  will  be  accomplished. 
Draw  the  line  where  you  will,  wars,  frequent  inevitable 
wars,  will  ensue.  Border  nations  have  been  cenridered 
natural  enenues.  History  is  little  more  than  a  record  of 
thor  eontentioos.  Human  nature  b  not  changed  on  this 
side  the  ocean.  Indeed,  there  k  hardly  a  nation,  in  any 
age  or  continent,  which  has  g^ven  more  unequivocal  proof 
of  devotion  to  military  achievement,  and  a  spirit  of  mar- 
tial adventure,  than  the  people  of  these  United  States. 

Thdr  having  been  once  friends,  so  far  from  preventing 
or  restTMning,  would  but  aggravate  their  mutual  animosi- 
If.  The  sweetest  substances  became  the  most  acrid  by 
perverrion.  Fraternal  feelings,  corrupted  or  perverted, 
gtve  new  bittemen  and  intensily  to  haired  ana  revenge. 
We  have  already  had  two  wars  with  Great  Britain,  who 
once  held  toward  us  a  parental  relation;  and  who  can 
doubt  that  thev  would  luve  been  more  frequent  had  we 
been  separated  only  by  an  Imaginary  line?  The  different 
sections  of  the  country  arrayed  in  arms  each  against  the 
other  would  know  no  bounds  to  their,  mutual  exaspera- 
tion. We  should  be  teld,  in  relation  to  the  slave  popula- 
tion, what  the  British  Parliament  were  with  respect  to 
the  Indian  savages— that  they  were  arms  which  Ood  and 
nature  have  put  into  our  hands.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a 
sacrilegious  abuse  of  that  hallowed  name — but  the  argu- 
ment would  previul;  a  servile  wrar  would  be  kindled. 
Belcntlcss  and  ftendlike  pas^s  would  be  let  looae  to: 


rage  with  unbridled  license)  and  violence  and  bane,  coo- 
flagration  and  devastation,  would  ensue — the  bomin  of 
which  could  be  depicted  on^  by  tiie  imapnation  of  a 
Milton  or  a  Dante.  It  would  leeoi  tlut  the  severe  npm 
of  the  N<aih  would  have  less  to  apprehend  from  koitjle 
invarions.  Southern  chivalry,  even  if  not  in  requiatioa 
for  the  defence  of  their  own  suniqr  lands,  would  find  lit- 
tle to  invite  them  to  arctic  expeditions.  Would  tbey 
come  to  our  nigged  sml  and  more  ruggedxlime,  to  our 
rock-bound  ih««iand  mow^apped  hilts?  Would  the;  pe- 
netrate a  dense  and  teeming  population  of  hardy,  Ubori. 
out,  and  unyielding  freemen — every  valley  a  Themwpf  Ix, 
and  every  hill  a  Bunker's — where  *■  friends  may  iai  a 
welcome,  and  foes  a  grave  ?"  The  North  is  by  nature  tbe 
region  of  strength.  It  has  been  so  from  the  days  of  At- 
til^  King  of  the  Huns,  to  PUtoW,  hetman  of  the  Cos- 
sacks. The  Northern  hive  would  again  swarm  upon  ibc 
blooming  and  honeyed  fields  of  the  South-  But  is  then 
any  conmation  in  Uus?  In  such  a  contest,  victoiy  is  dii- 
aster,  and  defeat  is  death.  If  this  Union  dull  hesenred, 
free  Governments  will  for  a  while,  perhaps,  upon 
its  fragfraents.  But  on  both  udes  of  the  ^ri^n^  vm 
must  speedily  arise  a  chain  of  fortified  places  aad  miTituy 
posts,  for  protection  against  sudden  iocursioDS  of  preds- 
tory  and  border  warfare,  to  which  they  are  emincatlj' 
exposed.  Standing  armies,  to  occupy  these  fintiScstioo^ 
and  to  repel  the  formidable  danger  of  organised  inviMOi 
arc  the  neceaiary  consequence.  A  martial  spirit  will  be 
evei^  where  excited,  and  military  ambition  uniTemlij 
dominant.  One  party  will  obtun  success  and  adTUitiiei 
in  the  war,  to  counteract  which  the  otlier  must  p^t  ti- 
dilional  strength  to  the  Executive  arm-  The  fi«t  viU 
resort  to  the  same  expedient  to  regain  their  prepoodff- 
ance,  and  the  weaker  will  then  concentrate  sll  ^ 
power  in  the  hands  of  one  man,  that  it  may  be  *idaea 
with  the  most  effideocy  for  their  protection-  buvsent 
danger  of  destruction,  and  the  primary  law  oT  ■elf-P'^' 
servation,  will  silence  the  vtnce  of  liberty  t  civil  poversiU 
be  merged,  and  military  despotism  wave  its  bonid  ua 
resistless  sceptre  over  the  ruins  of  the  republic 

This  Union  is  not  only  the  citadel  of  our  libeit;,  wt 
the  depository  of  the  hopes  of  the  human  race.  He  ™ 
shall  be  its  destroyer  will  go  down  to  fiiture  tfit  *^ 
sociated,  indeed,  with  itsfouoder,  the  Father  oftiii  coun- 
try— but  with  a  contrasted  immortality.  No  halo  of 
will  surround  bis  brows,  but  on  his  head  will  gather  tbe 
hissing  curses  of  all  generations — horrible  ss  tbe  inskcs 
of  Medusa.    He  will  sUnd  on  the  highest  and 
eminence  of  inramy—the  detestation  (u*  maoktiHl.  u*'* 
meet  not  a  traitor'a  death,  he  will  fill  a  tnitor'i  g"-^^ 
over  which  there  will  be  no  requiem  hot  the 
the  oppresaed  and  the  exectatiora  of  tbe  ffood  B» 
monument  will  be  of  human  bone%  npon  iouiia«boi)i 
slippery  with  human  blood.    However  high  Bsy 
been  his  elevation,  his  tiUL  will  be  like  thai  ot  tu«t"i 
and,  like  him,  sinking  into  his  bottomless  and  boaawe* 
habitatian  of  darkness  and  woe,  he  may  exclaim— 

"Hail!  horrors,  hail! 
*    *    Anil  thoii,  prolbundrsi  Hell, 
RvEeive  \by  new  iKsietiar'" 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  he  regarded  tbe  eomtituti* 
as  a  surrender  of  power  by  the  people,  on  bebalf  of  ibw 
States,  to  the  United  States.  He  presumed  that  ^ej^ 
tleman  from  South  Carolina  could  not  contest  tbe  rip» 
of  a  people  to  aurreoder  their  sovereignty.  By  t» 
constitution,  they  had  surrendered  their  sovereq^t]i,«i» 
the  single  exception  erf"  the  equslity  of  representation,  ii 
this  House.  He  con»dered  that  among  the  powers  whicB 
were  delegated  to  the  United  States,  was  the  r^  ^ 
determine  tbe  mode  and  manner  of  obtaining  wdi** 
grievances.  He  also  said  a  few  words  in  rc^  ^^f^ 
•ertiott  of  the  Senator  from  Sooth  Caro&na,  that  m  vt^ 
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neral  Government  could  not  ^ve  a  giMrmnty  to  that 
State,  in  her  present  condition.  Mr.  F.  concluded  by 
moving  to  hx  the  rewlutionB  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  asked  for  »  mapenuon  oT  the  motion 
foramomentt  and  it  being  gimteotlfr.C.  i^hewiihed 
to  have  a  vote  taken  on  the  retolutioni  u  he  bad  offered 
them.  This  could  not  be  done  vithout  the  withdrawal 
by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr  .GairHDr]  of  his  pro- 
posed aubstitutCt  as  the  order  oi  the  Senate  required  that 
the  vote  should  be  first  taken  on  the  substitute. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  Mud,  if  a  vote  was  to  be  taken,  it  would 
be  necessary  &r  turn  to  address  the  Senate)  and  declined 
to  withdraw  bis  substitute. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  inquired  if  it  was  the  wiab  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  take  the  question  on  his 
resolutions. 

Mr.  CA.LHOUN  replied  that  he  would  not  call  for  the 
question,  as  the  amendment  of  tbe  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see would,  at  this  late  petiod  of  the  sessicm,  have  the 
preference,  and  preclude  any  cxprewon  of  the  Senate's 
opinion  on  the  original  resolutions. 

The  resolutions  were  then*  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  FOR- 
SYTH, bid  on  the  table. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  to  modify 
the  enitin^  tariir,CMr.  Clat's  bill,  which  was  introduced 
j'eaterday  in  the  House,  and  passed  to-day,]  was  brought 
into  the  Senate  by  the  Clerk  of  tbe  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, with  a  message  from  the  House,  requesting  tht 
concurrence  of  ttie  Senate  theretO|  and  the  but  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  observed,  tluit  he  had  no  disporition, 
without  the  assent  of  the  Senate,  to  hasten  the  bill.  He 
left  it  to  tbem  to  say  whether  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time  that  evening.  There  was  no  neceswty,  he  presumed, 
to  refer  it  to  a  committee,  as  the  same  hill,  in  terms,  had 
been  before  a  select  one,  and  sufficiently  diseussedi  and, 
indeed,  tbe  rules  of  the  Senate  did  not  require  it  He 
would  be  satisfied  with  acting  on  it  to-morrow,  or  the 
next  day. 

Objection  being  made  to  its  second  reading  to-day, 
The  bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Cut,  to  modify  the  tarilT, 
which  was  before  tbe  Semite  when  it  adjourned  yester- 
day, then  came  up  as  the  nnfiniriied  bunnea^  and  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WSDSBftoAT,  FlBnUABV  37. 

THE  TARIFF. 
The  bill  fr«n  the  Houaeof  Repremtatives,  to  modify 
the  act  of  tbe  14th  of  July,  Mid  other  acts  tmpoaing 
duties  on  impivt^  vaa  taken  up^  in  Committee  of  tbe 

Whole. 

Hr.  CLAY  morcd  that  (he  bill  be  reputed  to  the 

Senate. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  inquired  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
had  examined  the  bill  to  ascertain  if  it  was  the  same  as 
the  bill  which  bad  been  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  in  the  affirmative;  and  siud,  that  he 
believed  it  corresponded  word  for  word  with  the  other 
bill. 

Hr.  DICKERSON  moved  to  amend  tbe  biH,  by  adding 
a  provision,  that  the  rule  by  which  the  graduation  of  du- 
ties shall  be  made,  shall  be  the  annual  report  of  the  state 
of  commerce  and  navigation  for  the  last  year. 

Hr.  CLAY  opposed  the  amendment,  because  he  thought 
that  it  was  founded  on  a  toul  misapprehenMon  of  the 
bill.  There  would  be  now  no  difficulty  in  execuUng  the 
WW,  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  should  take  it  up 
m  the  spirit  in  which  it  will  be  pUMd.  At  the  next 
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sesnon  there  will  be  a  month  before  tbe  bill  will  go  into 
operation,  while  there  are  but  three  days  left,  of  this 
sessiont  uul  any  amendment  made  now  must  hazard  the 
measure.  He  would  tdte  the  example  of  tbe  framen  of 
the  constitution,  and  follow  it.  Tta^  mid,  make  the  eon.^* 
Btitution,  and  let  it  be  amended  afterwards,  md  not  now 
hazard  the  measure. 

Hr,  WEBSTER  said,  that  although  hethou^t  Out 
some  amendments  were  indispensably  necessary,  yet  if 
the  bill  were  to  pass,  it  ought  to  pass  at  once,  and  he 
hoped  bis  friend  from  New  Jersey  would  withdraw  his 
amendment,  and  leave  die  matter  to  stand  over  until  next 
session. 

Mr.  SHITB,  referring  to  the  state  of  another  bill,  (the 
force  bill,  now  depending  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives,) said  that  he  would  now  give  notice  that  he  shqutd 
to-morrow  move  to  lay  this  hill  on  the  table,  until  that^ill 
should  have  passed. 

Hr.  CLAYTON  said,  that  although  he  was  in  favor  of 
the  principle  of  the  amendment,  he  should  vote  i^ninst 
it,  because  he  thought  Uiat  it  would,  at  tlus  period  u  the 
sesuon,  hazaid  the  passi^  of  tbe  meaaure.  ■ 

Mr.  ROBBINS  expressed  a  wish- to  state  bia  objections 
to  tbe  bill,  but  on  the  suggestion  of 

Mr.  CLAY,  whOB^  M  would  not  prcsi  the  third  read- 
ing to-day, 

Mr.  ROBBINS  gave  way  until  the  question  on  tbe  tbird 
reading  should  come  up. 

The  bill  was  then  reputed  without  amendment  and 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

AMERICAN  STATE-PAPERS. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  to  postpone  the  preceding 
orders,  for  the  purpose  of  taUng  op  the  jdnt  reicdutioB 
extending  tbe  subscription  made  to  the  compilation  of 
documents,  now  In  progress  by  Gales  and  Seaton,  to  the 
continuation  of  tbe  same;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  resolution  was  then  read  a  second  time,  and  con- 
sidered as  in  Committee  of  tbe  Whole. 

Mr.  HILL  asked  what  was  tbe  cost  of  tbe  documents 
already  printed. 

Mr.  BOBBINS  said  he  wss  not  prepared  to  answer. 

The  resolution  wu  then  reported  without  amendment. 

Tbe  question  being  on  the  third  reading  of  the  reaolu- 
tion,  Mr.  HILL  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were 
ordered. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CHAHBER8  and  Ifr. 
BOBBINS,  the  question  was  taken,  and  dedded  as  M. 
lows: 

YEAS.— Hessri.  Bell,  Black,  Chambers,  Cbiy,  Clay- 
ton, Ewing,  Foot,  Frebn^uysen,  Hendricks,  Ho1me% 
Kane,  Ki^t,  NaitdiJn,  Ponnaexter,  Rt^bin^  Robmaon. 
Sqrmour,  Sibbee,  Upton,  Tomllnson,  Waggaman,  Web- 
ster.—33. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Buckncr,  Dallai^  Diekenon, 
Grundv,  HUl,  King.  Moote,  White— 9. 

So  ttie  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engroaaed  and  rcid 
a  third  time. 

DISTRICT  CODE. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  asked  permiarion  to  offer  a  rescdu' 
tion,  in  consequence  of  the  abandonment  of  all  hope  Uiat  , 
this  new  code  for  tbe  District  of  Columbia  coold  be  pass- 
ed at  this  session.  He  thoiiriit  tiiat  at  no  session  hereaf- 
ter was  it  likely  that  members  would  go  through  tbe 
whole  of  tbe  details  of  the  voluminous  bill  which  had 
been  reported.  It  was  therefore  deemed  advisable  by  the 
committee  that  tbe  bill  should  be  aubinitted  during  the 
recess  to  such  of  tbe  <^xens  as  were  interested  in  tbe 
matter,  in  order  that  their  suggestions  might  be  reorived 
for  tbe  regulation  of  the  action  of  Coi^resa  at  the  next 
sesnon.    He  then  oflfiered  the  following  resolution: 

Amhed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  caiueto  be 
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publidied,durin{f  the  reccm  of  Cone;rcss,  six  hundred  co- 
|riet  of.  the  lystcm  of  civil  and  criminal  kwt,  reported  by 
the  jmnt  committee  appointed  for  that  pnrpowi  and,  also, 
cause  an  index  to  the  same  to  be  made)  one  copy  whereof 
ihall  be  deliTered  to  each  member  of  the  next  Congress, 
tfod  the  reridue  to  such  persons  as  may  be  dengnated  by 
the  said  joint  committee. 

[ft  WIS  agreed  to  on  the  following  day.] 


Thcbsoat,  FaBaiTi.ST  28. 
HiU  dav  was  consumed  in  the  connderation  of  rarious 
private  bill%  District  bills,  and  in  executive  burineas. 

FaiOATj  IfABCB  1. 
THE  TARIFF. 
The  bin  fw  modifying  the  duties  on  imports,  as  paned 
the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  (in  effect,  Mr.  Cut's 
bill,)  being  read  the  third  time,  and  put  on  iu  passage- 
Mr.  BOBBINS  said  he  bad  returned  to  his  first  impres- 
sions, which  were  un&vorable  to  this  project)  he  doubted 
his  own,  because  some  friends,  to  whom  he  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  deferring  much,  had  different  impresuona. 
But  refleetkm  has  satisfied  me  (sud  Mr.  R.)  that  my  own 
impreamns  were  right;  and  though  the  amendments  to 
the  bin  have  weakened,  they  have  not  remored  them.  1 
cannot  dissemble  my  dislike  of  the  bill,  notwithstanding 
the  temporary  political  good  effect  it  mi^,  by  some,  be 
expected  to  produce;  nor  can  I  refrain  from  stating  the 
grounds  of  that  dislike,  or  at  least  the  more  prominent 
grounds. 

The  bill  carries  with  it  the  idea  that  the  protective  po- 
liw  is  an  eva  ui  itieUi  an  eril  to  be  deprecated,  and  not 
to  M  tolerated  for  a  moment,  but  to  prevent  a  greater 
evil — namely,  the  evil  fiS  a  sudden  overthrow  of  the  great 
establishments  dependent  upon  it)  and  to  be  tolerated 
only  for  a  few  short  years,  to  ^ve  an  opportunity  to  those 
establishments  to  wind  up  their  affairs,  and  enable  them, 
so  far  as  that  time  will  enable  them,  to  prevent  the  con- 
summation of  their  total  ruin.  The  bill  thus  considers 
tfab  protective  policy  as  a  great  state  criminal,  condemn- 
ed to  die,  but  whose  sentence  is  respited  for  a  few  days, 
to  Bve  him  time  to  arrange  his  afiurs,  repent  him  of  his 
evil  deeds,  and  prepare  for  death)  but  whose  doom  is 
fixed,  and  irrevocably  die  he  must.  Such  an  idea  going 
out  to  the  country,  I  think,  must  be  pernicious  in  its  ef- 
fects, especially  as  it  goes  out  from  tlie  professed  friends, 
or  some  of  them,  of  the  policy,  with  its  great  champion 
at  their  head.  It  must  repress  the  spirit  of  adventure;  it 
must  depreciate  the  value  of  those  establishments^  it  must 
arrest  tlie  progreis  of  the  buinneH  at  the  point  where  it  now 
kt  no  more  capital  win  be  invested  in  it;  and  the  capital 
already  investeo  will  be  withdrawn,  as  far  and  as  fiut  as  it 
can  be.  The  tide  will  have  reached  its  high-water  marki 
it  will  now  turn  back  and  fall  to  low  ebb,  perhaps  never 
to  recommence  its  flood.  These  great  festablishments,  so 
widely  spread  over  the  countiy,  with  all  the  industry  de> 
pendent  upon  thenri,  will  be  kept  in  a  feveriiii  lingerii^ 
state  of  ndstence,  suspended  between  hope  and  fieart 
with  much  to  alarm  their  fears,  with  little  to  animate 
thdr  hopes.  It  cannot  be  but  this  languishing  state  must 
ensue;  for  we  an  know  how  feeble  is  the  hand,  when  not 
seconded  and  invigonted  by  the  impulses  of  the  heart- 
But  I  have  risen,  mainly,  to  contribute,  so  ftr  as  my 
poor  efforts  could  contribute,  to  correct  the  impression 
given  by  the  bill  to  the  prejudice  of  this  policy.  The 
protecnire  policy  an  evil  in  itoelf!  I  would  be  riad  io 
know  if.  any  gentlemen  here  win  ten  me  that  Uie  im- 
mense resources  of  this  great  country  are  never  to  be  de- 
veloi>ed|  and,  if  to  be  developed,  if  they  can  be,  without 
^e  aid  of  Government?  Aiid  then,  if  this  sid  can  be  af- 
nraed  by  any  meana  other  than  the  protective  policy^ 


The  boundless- resources  in  our  agriculture  with  its  infi- 
nite eapabilitiett  our  resources  in  our  mineral  weahhj  oar 
resources  in  artificial  power  by  water  and  by  steam;  our 
boundless  resources  tn  the  manual  labor  of  our  many 
and  rapidly  increasing  millions  of  people;  the  resources 
in  the  great  capital  of  this  country;  in  the  skill  acquir- 
ed and  to  be  acquired;  but,  above  all,  in  the  enter- 
prise and  inventive  genius  of  the  most  enterprising  and 
inventive  people  that  perhaps  ever  existed  on  earth— 
are  these  rAourcei  never  to  be  developed^  However 
we  may  differ  in  ophuon  aa  to  the  best  means  of  thor  de- 
velopment, as  to  our  interest  in  the  object  itselT  we  can- 
not differ;  tiiat  must  be  the  same  eveiy  wher^— in  the 
South  and  in  the  North,  in  the  West  and  in  the  Eaat.  AD 
parts  abound  with  these  resources;  all  are  interested  in 
their  development.  The  country  is  unfaithful  to  herself, 
unfiuthful  to  her  people,  if  she  do  not  adopt  the  means 
necessary  to  their  development.  I  ask,  wsln,  can  this 
development  be  effected  without  the  aid  ofGovemnent^ 
Will  any  one  teU  me  it  can  be  effected  by  a  system  ^ 
free  trade'— a  trade  free  on  one  nde,  and  restricted  on 
the  other> — free  to  us  by  all  the  world,  and  restricted 
by  all  the  world  against  us>  And  this  is  all  the  free  trade 
we  can  have.  Free  trade  to  develop  our  resourcei! 
Were  it  not  for  the  respect  I  bear  to  some  respectable 
patrons  of  that  opinion,  1  would  say,  ttmt  such  a  them  is 
only  fit  to  be  maintauied  by  sehocd-ooys,  as  an  exerctae  of 
the  iciuMla.  How  it  can  be  attempted  to  be  maintained 
by  men,  enlightened  by  experience,  acquainted  with  the 
state  the  world,  and  capable  of  reflection,  ia  to  me  in- 
comprehenrible.  Let  them  tell  me,  if  they  can,  how  this 
free  trade  system  can  be  an  efficient  inatniment  of  tlus 
derelopment?  How  it  touches,  or  can  be  ever  nade  lo 
toucb.a  hundredth  part  of  these  resoorces?  Tbeym^t 
as  wen  undertake  to  teU  me  how  a  settler  in  the  woods 
might  fell  the  forest  around  him  with  a  penfaiil^  and  let 
in  the  sun  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  fertile  eartt. 

I  think  a  little  reflection  will  satisfy  any  one  tint  our 
great  resources  must  forever  remain  dormant  if  tbqr  are 
to  wait  their  development  from  the  operations  of  free 
trade.  But  by  the  aid  of  Government  they  may  be  itpadly 
and  fully  developed;  and  by  means  so  obvious,  so  direct, 
and  'an  adequate,  tlut  nothing  appears  to  me  so  unac- 
countable as  the  struggle  that  is  made  to  prevent  their 
adoption;  or  to  get  rid  of  them,  so  far  as  they  have  been 
adopted.  It  is  only  to  give  to  the  industry,  the  cajufal, 
and  the  enterprise  of  the  country,  the  market  of  the  coun- 
try, and  the  work  is  accompli^ed,  pr  in  a  train  of  rapid 
accomplishment.  The  result  is  necessaiy;  if  we  look 
into  the  cause,  we  see  it  must  be  necesssiyi  we  see  there 
a  force  that  must  have  this  effect.  A  market  is  the 
ndgbty  power  that  ia  to  perform  this  migb^  woritt  nod 
there  are  no  fanits  to  this  powo-  when  cruted  by  this 
policy.  The  market  brings  forth  your  Tcsourcea,  and 
your  resources  augment  the  market;  the  actitm  and  the 
re-action  are  reciprocal,  and  the  reciprocal  efi'ectiaaa  un- 
limited as  your  resources  themselves.  The  stream  does 
not  flow  with  more  certainty  from  its  fountain,  and  rdl 
on  to  the  ocean,  tiian  the  development  of  aU  our  re- 
sources would  flow,  from  the  operation  of  the  aimple  ei* 
pedient  of  ^ving  to  the  industry  oT  the  country  toe  mar- 
ket of  the  coun^. 

Is  it  wise,  then,  to  tell  ttiis  country,  as  this  bill  seems  ta 
tell  tliem,  that  this  policy,  so  benevolent  in  its  eflects,  so 
almighty,  1  mi^t  almost  say,  in  its  benevolent  effects,  is 
an  evil  in  itself;  and  to  be  got  rid  of  aa  aoon  a»  it  can  be 
under  existing  circumstances?  I  think  not. 

Again:  this  bill,  if  it  is  to  be  the  permanent  ayatem  cf 
the  country,  (and  there  la  nothing  in  it  that  iint>llcs  the 
contrary!  that  is  what  it  professes  to  be  on  its  tsocb)  it 
does  propose  that  the  country  shall  take  aecuri^  apiaa* 
the  countiy— not  to  pursue  any  furtiier,  after  the  3uili  nf 
June,  184%  the  great  wwfc  «  dcrdsplng  hec  own  ic- 
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sources;  to  which  work  a  syOem  of  protectioa  is  indis- 

fiensable.  For  I  hare  not  heard  one  fentleman,  either 
riend  or  foe  to  it,  any  that  this  bill  wmld  afford  a  system 
of  protection  i  nor  is  it  possible  that  any  one  should  sav 
this,  and  speak  from  knowledge  of  the  subject. 

But  it  has  onl;^  been  said,  in  its  favor,  fii-st,  that  it  pre- 
serves the  principle  of  protection.    Now,  what  signifies 
it  to  preserve  the  principle  of  protection,  if  protection  it- 
self b  not  preserved.'   If  the  principle  is  so  limited  and 
restricted  in  its  exercise,  as  it  is  in  this  bill,  that  it  cannot 
give  protection,  it  might  as  well  be  out  of  the  bill  as  in  it. 
It  is  nugatory  as  to  the  great  object.   And  then,  it  is 
said  that  the  bill,  as  It  is,  will  protect  some  branches  of 
industry.    True,  it  nuy  some — a  few.    I  tliink  it  proba- 
ble that  some  few  fragments  of  the-  system  wtll  renuun, 
and  survive  the  shock  of  1843;  but  the  system  itself  will 
be  gone;  and  with  it  will  be  gone  the  necessary  means  to 
the  great  end  of  developing  the  resources  of  the  country, 
which,  as  I  have  so  often  said,  can  only  be  found  in  a  sys- 
tem, a  complete  system,  of  protection.    They  never  can 
be  found  in  a  few  fragments  ofa  system.  Then,  in  1842, 
the  barriers  are  to  be  broken  down,  and  our  markets  are 
to  be  thrown  open  to  the  work^  while  the  markets  of 
the  world  are  to  remain  closed  against  us,  as  they  now 
are.    Then  will  commence  the  glorious  era  of  free  trade, 
and  its  reign,  by  the  bill,  thereaner  is  to  be  everlasting. 
The  3(Hh  of  June,  1843,  wilt  be  to  EngUnd  a  day  of  jubi- 
lee, such  as  she  has  rarely  witnessed;  the  prospect  of 
that  day  will  infuse  a  lively  joy  into  every  Bntish  bosom; 
for  that  day  is  to  let  in  and  give  to  her  industry,  while  it 
takes  from  our  own,  the  supply  of  the  wants  of  eighteen 
millions  of  people,  and  on  her  own  terms. 


"  What  thame,  what  lots  is  this  to  Greeee!  wbaljoy 
**ToTror^  proud  nonarob,  and  the  friends  of  Tnqr!** 
If  we  were  now  at  war  with  Great  Britun»  and  if  by  the 
fortune  of  that  war  this  country  was  subdued,  and  at  the 
mercy  of  Great  Bt^tain;  (I  ask  pardon  of  my  country  for 
supposing  an  event  of  the  contest  which  I  know  would  be 
impossible;)  in  that  event,  the  worst  we  should  have  to 
apprehend  from  our  concjuerora  would  be,  that  very  con- 
dition which  we  are  going  to  impose  upon  ourselves. 
The  greatest  calamity  tlut  foreign  war  and  foreign  mh- 
jugation  could  inflict,  is  ^ing  to  be  inflicted  on  the  coun- 
try by  the  country  herself.  What,  then,  Great  Britain, 
with  her  thousand  ships,  with  her  Wellington,  and  her 
Wellington  armies,  and  by  a  ten  years*  war,  could  not 
acquire  to  herself,  she  is  guing  to  secure  to  herself  by 
one  single  act  of  our  own  folly.  Her  young  and  gigantic 
rival,  and  the  only  rival  she  now  dreads,  whose  eagle  she 
has  seen  taking  bu  flights  with  many  a  jealous  patwi  that 
young  and  gigantic  rival  is  gmng  to  relieve  her  from  all 
her  inquietudes,  by  becumng  her  tributary.  We  may, 
then,  bid  adieu  to  all  those  visions  of  glory  in  which  we 
have  to  fondly  indulged,  as  connected  with  our  future 
destinies,  and  take  an  humble  rank  with  the  tributary  na- 
tions of  the  earth;  tributary  to  a  nation  who  has  the  wis- 
dom to  adhere  to  a  policy  which  we  have  tlw  Mly  to 
reject,  and  shall  have  renounced  forever. 

I  know  it  is  said  this  bill  is  not  to  be  what  it  professes 
to  be — a  permanent  system  for  this  country.  But.  if  this 
system  is  to  be  adopted,  and  then  to  be  destroyed,  who 
are  to  destroy  it?  We,  the  friends  of  tlie  policy,  are  to 
destroy  it — we  are  to  wage  the  war — ^we  are  to  make  the 
attack— we  arc  to  obiain  the  conquest  over  it.  Now,  I  had 
rather  be  in  a  condition  to  havu  to  defend  our  own  pos- 
sessions, than  to  have  to  attack  and  conquer  those  of  the 
enemy.  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  first  giving  up  our 
posscsHOns.  and  then  of  going  to  war  in  order  to  recover 
thcoi  back.  The  event  of  that  war  depends  upon  the 
uncertain  contii^ncies  of  the  uncertain  future;  and  I  see 
nothing  in  the  hopes  resting  on  those  contingencies  to 
countervail  the  force  of  my  contrary  fean*.  and  to  quiet 
my  mind  on  the  subject. 


It  u  said,  too,  that  the  treasury  is  in  danger  of  a 
plethora,  fi-om  a  surplus,  or  accumulating  surpluses,  of 
revenue;  that  this  danger  must  be  obviated  by  graduating 
our  income  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  Wants  w 
the  Govemmenti  These  must  depend  upon  the  objects 
of  expenditure  by  the  Government;  and  these  must  bft 
determined  by  the  wisdom  and  discretioa  of  CongreM* 
hereafter,  as  well  as  now;  tiiey  cannot  be  prescribed  and 
limited  by  us.  If  an  overflowing  treasury  be  an  evil,  it 
will  be  time  enou{^h  to  apply  a  remedy  when  the  evil 
exists.  At  present  it  does  not  exist,  nor  can  we  know 
with  cettainty  that  it  will  exist  hereafter.  But  is  an  over- 
flowing treasury  an  evil?  and  such  an  evil,  that  all  the 
great  interests  of  the  countr;^,  involved  in  the  develop- 
ment of  her  great  resources,  must  be  sacrificed  to  its 
prevention^  Anevil!  Who  feels  this  aurplui  of  revenue, 
if  there  should  be  a  surplus,  as  a  burden?  From  whom 
does  it  abstract  one  neceraary  of  life,  one  comfOTt,  one 
luxury?  Not  an  individual  in  this  country.  The  revenues 
of  this  country  are  no  more  felt  as  a  bunlen  upon  them, 
by  the  people  of  this  country,  than  the  dews  of  heaven 
are  felt  as  a  burden  upon  them;  they  are  alike  uncon- 
scious of  both;  and  no  one  would  Uiink  of  the  former  as 
a  burden,  but  for  the  metaphyucs  employed  to  prove  it 
to  be  a  burden.  WhAt  aort  of  burden  is  that  whieh  is 
felt  only  by  the  aid  of  metaphysics,  and  then  only  by  the 
aid  of  imagination? 

I  hope  wc  shall  consider,  and,  if  we  do  not,  that  a  fu- 
ture Congress  will  conuder,  the  great  and  glorious  ob- 
jects yet  to  be  accomplished  by  this  Government,  and  to 
which  these  surpluses  will  be  necessary — objects  of  na- 
tional improvement,  denianded  by  the  get^rapbical  situa- 
tion of  the  country,  and  which  constitute,  in  bet.  one  of 
her  great  resources  yet  to  "be  developed;  and  the  estab- 
Usbment,  too,  necessary  to  develop  the  resources  of  the 
mind  of  the  country — if  she  should  deem  it  worthy  of  her 
ambition  to  aspire  to  the  most  j^lorious  of  all  fiune,  the 
fame  which  mind  confers  by  her  immortal  works.  Believe 
me,  the  establishments  necessary  to  this  s^orious  end  are 
yet  to  be  created.  Little  views  to  fittle  savings,  very 
proper  for  pet^  corporations,  are  not  the  views  proper 
to  the  statesman  in  the  American  Congress.  These  ou^t 
to  be  large  and  prospective,  and  to  correspond  to  the 
grandeur  of  the  trust  committed  to  his  charge;  otherwise 
he  runs  the  risk  of  dwarflng  the  countrjr  born  of  gigantic 
proportions  to  the  httleness  of  his  httle  views.  The 
prospect  of  these  surpluses,  then,  far  from  embarrassing, 
rejoices  me;  for  I  tee  in  them  the  means  to  great  and  de- 
nrable  ends,  and  without  occarionlng  a  particle  of  griev- 
ance or  inconvenience  to  the  people. 

I  know  it  is  aaid,  too,  that  the  dissolution  of  the  Union 
is  threatened,  and  that  this  bill  is  necessary  to  hold  the 
States  together.  Yet  it  is  said,  in  the  same  breath,  that 
this  bond  is  no  bond,  and  is  represented  as  franpble  as 
the  flax  scorched  by  tlie  fire.  The  tendency  to  fly  off. 
ft-omthe  Uniqo,  I  should  hope,  was  not  very  strong,  if  it 
could  be  overcome  and  constnuned  by  so  fndl  a  ligature. 
But  to  be  serious:  this  very  argument  is  what  alarms  me 
most  as  to  tlie  sUbility  and  efiiciency  of  this  Union.  Here, 
in  this  body,  we  have  seen  an  inherent  power  claimed  for 
the  States  unknown  to  the  constitution,  and  incompatible 
with  it.  and  to  be  despotic  over  this  Union.  We  have 
seen  a  State  arm  herself  with  ttus  power,  and  put  herself 
in  an  attitude  to  exert  it.  That  State  hath  neither  dis. 
armed  herself  nor  renounced  this  power.  Now  we  offer 
to  her  this  bill,  to  induce  her,  not  to  renounce  this  power, 
but  to  refrain  from  its  exercise  at  present.  Is  not  this  a 
practical  recognition  of  this  fttal  power?  What  u  to 
hinder  this  State  from  resuming  this  attitude  hereafter' 
What  is  to  hinder  any  other  from  assuming  the  same  atti- 
tude, by  this  power  to  wrest  from,  the  General  Govern- 
ment any  one  of  its  powers,  or.whrt  amounts  to  the  same 
thing,  prevent  its  exercise?  In  that  case,  by  this  precc- 
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The  honorable  Senator  from  New  York  [Ur.  Wsiaax] 
bad  offered  10106  practical  viewa  in  relation  to  tbia  8ub> 
ject,  which  appeared  to  bim  (Hr.  D.)  altogether  unan- 
swerable. It  had  been  said  that  this  bill  would  secure 
protection  and  give  stability  to  manufacturers  for  nine 
years.  It  would  be  very  consolatory  to  him  if  he  could 
see  any  foundation  for  believing  that  it  would.  He  must 
look  to  tbe  bill  itself;  must  judge  for  himself  as  to  the 
operation;  and  he  confeiBed  it  did  appear  to  him,  that 
gentlemen  were  mistaken  in  saying  that  the  principles 
would  be  carried  into  effect  Now,  he  would  ask  gentle- 
men,  if  a  day  waa  ptnnted  out  in  a  given  number  of  years 
when  the  whole  sj'stem  was  to  be  abandoned,  what  would 
be  the  inevitable  effect  with  respect  to  the  property  of 
those  engaged  in  the  manufacturing  buuness^  He  would 
uk  hononble  Senators  wheUier  it  was  posuble  to  escape 
ttie  conviction  Uiat,  as  soon  as  a  stop  wu  put  to  the  pro- 
longation of  this  qrstem  beyond  the  year  1843,  theconse- 
<iuence  would  be,  that  the  value  of  the  property  invested 
in  manufactures  must  be  depreciated  throughout  the 
country  ?  He  knew  that  the  whole  system  of  protection 
must  terminate  in  1842.  He  derived  no  benefit  from  his 
attachment  to  the  system;  but  after  being  instructed  in  it 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  and  the  gentleman 
from  South  CarolinBf  he  could  not  e<maent  to  the  over- 
throw of  the  system  entirely.  He  expressed  his  inability 
to  comprehend  the  benefits  which  he  was  told  would  re- 
sult from  tlie  passage  of  the  bill.  But  he  was  well  aware 
that  a  skilful  pilot  m  a  storm  might  be  giving  his  venel  a 
direction  towards  some  preserving  eddy  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when,  to  a  landsman,  it  would  appear  that  slie  was 
running  directiy  upon  the  rocks.  Bo  it  might  be  with  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  who  bad  heretofore  proved 
himself  to  be  an  admirable  pilot.  He  might  be  tunning 
his  diip  towards  some  preserving  eddy  or  current,  in  or- 
der to  bring  her  up.-  If  so,  he  (Hr.  D.)  should  rejoice, 
though  he  confessed  he  could  see  nothing  ahead  butslioals 
and  rocks,  and,  in  consequence,  felt  himself  bound  to  op- 
pose his  course.  He,  (Hr.  D.,)  though  opposed  to  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  was  nevertheless  disposed  to  give  it 
iiur  luay.  The  votes  g^ven  in  &ror  of  the  measure  bv  the 
Senators  from  South  Carolina^and  he  (Hr.  D.)  said  this 
with  great  respect — was  a  practical  abuidonment  of  the 
doctrine  of  nullification;  «nce,  after  declaring  the  act  of 
1S32  null  and  void,  they  voted  for  a  measure  oased  upon 
that  act.  'I'he  votes,  therefore,  given  for  this  bill,  also  re- 
cognised the  other.  If  we  were  to  get  rid  of  these  con- 
stitutional scruples  by  the  votes  of  the  gentlemen  from 
South  Carolina,  why  then  he  con»dered  that  something 
bad  been  gained  by  the  passage  of  this  bill.  If  it  should 
produce  harmony  and  conciliation  among  all  parties,  it 
would  be  a  subject  of  universal  ccngnttuution. 
b  In  condtisira,  he  would  only  cay  that  there  was  no  doubt 
of  the  passage  of  the  bill;  and  illhough  it  might  operate 
oppressively  on  the  interests  of  his  State,  yet,  if  it  had  the 
encct  which  was  anticipated,  in  reconciling  the  Southern 
part  of  this  country,  he  should  feel  highly  grmtified. 

Hr  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  he  could  not  feel  timt  be 
had  discharged  his  whole  duty  to  himself,  and  those  whom 
he  represented,  if  he  gave  a  silent  vote  upon  this  bill. 
Modified  and  matured  as  it  is,  said  he,  I  liave,  afler  some 
hesitation,  determined  to  support  it;  and  I  will  consume 
as  little  time  as  may  he  in  giving  the  reasons  which  have 
brought  me  to  tliat  determination. 

I  could  have  wislied,  had  it  been  practicable,  said  Mr. 
E.,  to  have  left  the  subject  untouched,  at  least  for  the 
present  session.  At  the  last,  it  occupied  our  time,  and 
that  of  tlic  other  branch  of  ttie  National  Legislature,  for 
many  months.  Tite  system  which  was  then  matured  has, 
in  but  few  of  its  proviuons,  yet  gone  into  operation;  but 
alreiuly  a  kind  of  political  necessity  requires  that  it  should 
be  retouchedi  that,  too,  in  a  manner  most  materially  af- 
fecting the  protection     our  domestic  industry. 


First  aniong-  the  causes  which  combine  to  produce  Una 
necessity,  is  toe  liquidation  of  the  national  debL  Here- 
tofore, the  duties  upon  imports  could  be,  and  were,  laid 
with  tiie  combined  objects  of  revenue  and  protection, 
without  any  apprehension  that  the  revenue  would  exceed 
the  wants  of  me  country.  Whatever  surplus  might  arise, 
from  our  highly  flourishing  commerce,  was  readily  ab- 
sorbed by  tbe  unking  funtH  and  applied  benefidwy  to 
the  country  in  the  reduction  of  the  national  debt.  But 
that  debt  is  now  paid,  and  the  imposta  must  be  reduced 
to  the  revenue  standard,  or  the  surplus  revenue  must  be 
applied  to  some  objects  of  national  importance.  To  col- 
lect and  accumulate  in  the  treasury  a  surplus  fund  is  what 
no  man  would  recommend.  Tbe  application  of  a  surplus 
revenue  to  works  of  internal  improveoient  has  been,  as  is 
well  known,  a  favorite  policyi  but  the  opiuon  of  the 
present  Chief  Majtistrate  ia  detidedly  hostile  to  this  po- 
licy; and  in  this  he  has  been  sustained  b^  a  majority  of 
the  people.  His  opiiuons  must  be  acquiesced  in;  fur, 
without  his  sanction,  no  measure  of  this  kind  t^n  be 
adopted — much  less  can  it  be  acted  upon  as  a  system. 
We  are,  tlierefore,  constrained  to  accept  this  branch  of 
the  alternative;  the  revenue  must  be  brought  down  to  an 
a^nount  sufficient  for  the  administration  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment; and  the  estimates  of  tlte  Secretaiy  of  tbe  Treuuiy 
show  that  a  reduction  of  near  six  millions  on  the  tariff  of 
1832  is  necessary  to  bring  it  to  that  standard. 

Thia  necessity  exisUns,  the  only  question  left  is  as  to 
the  time  and  manner  of  reduction.  And  I  confess,  sir, 
that  I  have  had  some  weighty  objections  to  touching  the 
subject  at  this  sesnon  of  Congress.  The  law  that  we 
passed  at  the  Ust  session,  on  the  most  mature  and  careful 
consideration  of  all  the  various  interests  of  our  countiy, 
has  not  yet  gone  into  effect,  and  I  could  earnestly  bare 
denred  that  the  experiment  should  at  least  be  tried  under 
its  provisions,  uid  tiiat  we  need  not  have  been  constrain- 
ed by  circumstances  to  remodel  a  work  so  fresh  from  our 
lianas.  But  the  Executive  denunciation  against  the  pro- 
tective principle,  as  contained  in  his  veto  message  of  the 
13th  of  July  lost;  his  recommendation  in  bis  annual  mes- 
sage at  the  commencement  of  tbe  present  aesnoo,  Mid 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasure  which  ac- 
companied it;  the  immediate  movement  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  by  the  friends  of  the  administration  there, 
and  the. nature  of  the  project  presented  Uiem,  as  it  was 
understood,  with  the  concurrence  of  high  authority — all 
convinced  me,  that  whatever  I,  and  those  with  whom  I 
act,  might  wish  upon  that  subject,  Uie  thing  must  and 
would  be  done.  Another  reason  which  weighed  strongly 
with  me  against  thia  measure  toas  the  altitude  recently 
assumed  by  South  Carolina.  Tbe  Senator  from  that 
State,  farthest  to  my  left,  [Mr.  CaLBOoir,]  ba^  in  speak- 
ing on  tiiis  subject,  deprecated,  in  tiie  strongest  terms, 
the  bill  which  originated  here,  and  whicti  has  just  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives,  armingthe  Executive  with 
power  to  counteract  and  resist  the  measures  of  that  State- 
But  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  for  myself,  I  would  never  have 
given  my  sanction  to  this  bill,  or  any  other  which  ougbt 
look  to  concession  and  condliation,  without  the  previous 
passage  of  some  law  aucb  as  that  asserting  the  suprema- 
cy and  sustaining  tbe  power  of  the  Union.  But  tbe  suc- 
cess of  that  measure,  which  1  entirely  approved,  and 
heartily  suataiued,  satisfies  me  on  this  point,  and  removes, 
in  my  estimation,  that  objection  to  the  present  conndera* 
tion  of  the  subject. 

This  difficulty  rtmsved,  there  are  reasons  growing  mit 
of  the  ^uationof  the  country  which  would  induce  me  the 
more  readily  to  do  at  this  time  what  must  soon  be  done, 
even  if  the  option  were  Icfl  with  me,  as  I  am  sure  it  is 
not.  Sir,  the  discontents  jn  the  wliole  soutiiem  division 
of  our  Union — not  in  Carolina  alone,  but  in  the  whole 
Soutii— have  been  fanned  and  nurtured,  year  afler  jrc»r. 
until  they  have  risen  to  a  pilch  of  exciten-.eDt  whicb  u  de- 
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structive  of  the  tMrmony,  if  it  do  not  threaten  the  stkbili- 
ty,  of  our  Uiuon.  If  thoie  unhappy  discontentB  can  be 
remored  by  thii  conciliatoty  meuure,  it  will  pve  us  con- 
cord and  n>od  will,  u  we  hare  a  Hght  to  believe  it  may, 
wben  we  have  for  yean  past  liad  nothing  but  heartburn* 
ingB  and  divisions.  If  it  will,  in  truth,  harmonize  the  dis- 
cordant elements  of  our  country,  and  give  us  peace  at 
home,  I,  for  one,  shall  not  regret  that  I  have  sacrificed 
some  of  my  predilections  to  obtun  itt  and  even  as  to 
thoae  of  our  brethren  who  have  wandered  farthest  and 
erred  dum^  Micly  we  cannot  deatre,  unlea  neceaaty  de- 
tnand  it,  to  see  them  enabed  and  hunbled  to  the  earth. 
O  ne  of  tbe  Grecian  generals— I  think  it  was  Themiitoclea— 
sud  he  would  erect  a  bridge  of  gold  to  aid  tbe  retreat  of 
an  invading  enem^t  and  his  saying  was  a  wise  one.  Ought 
less  to  be  done  to  invite  the  footsteps  of  returning  friends? 

But  the  bill  has  been  assailed,  on  all  aides,  with  great 
wrath,  and  a  determined  spirit  of  hostility.  The  Senator 
from  Geor;gia,  while  i^iparently  giving  it  his  support,  has 
pursued  a  course  of  argument.  Ae  beat  of  all  calcuUted 
to  array  Southern  men  and  Southern  feeling  against  it. 
He  tresis  it  as  an  abandonment  of  principle  on  their  part; 
as  a  giving  up  of  all  that  they  have  so  long  and  so  steadily 
struf^led  for.  and  that,  too,  at  the  moment  when  it  was 
just  in  their  grasp.  On  the  other  hand,  my  friend  from 
Massachusetts,  from  whom  I  never  differ  without  much 
setf-dtstrust,  tells  us  that  it  ia  on  our  paK  an  abandonment 
of  the  principle  of  protection.  It  contains,  he  says,  a 
pledge  not  to  rary,  not  to  modify  the  duties,  and  that  it 
wilt  put  us  in  the  power  of  fordgn  nations,  and  prevent 
us  from  countervailing  any  legislaUon  of  theirs  which  may 
be  directed  against  our  industry. 

On  tbe  strictest  examination  which  I  have  been  able  to 
give  thii  subject  aome  of  their  objections  appear  to  me 
wholly  unfounded,  and  othera  greatly  exaggerated,  by 
the  strong  and  imboiing  manner  in  which  they  are  pre- 
sented. Of  one  thing  I  feel  confldenti  with  the  intel- 
lectual power  which  ii  brought  to  bear  upon  this  propo- 
sition, no  actual  defect  in  tbe  bill  can  have  escaped 
exposure,  nor  is  there  any  one  which  has  not  been  shown 
us  in  its  full  dimensions  at  least,  if  not  somewhat  magni- 
fied. Indeed,  I  was  half  inclined  to  think  that  my  honor- 
able friend  himself  labored  under  an  illusion  similar  to 
that  of  tbe  philosopher,  who,  looking  through  a  teles- 
cope of  very  high  power,  discoverea  a  living  monster 
striding  across  the  disc  of  tbe  sun.  The  origin  of  the 
wonder  is  well  known.  A  small  insect,  invisible  to  the 
naked  eye,  was  making  ila  way  over  a  ieni  of  his  te< 
lescope.  ' 

How,  sir,  is  the  fact?  Does  this  bill  abandon  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection?  Satisfy  me  that  it  doei,  and  no  con- 
sideration will  induce  me  to  yield  it  my  assent.  But,  nr, 
no  idea  can  be  more  erro&eousi  even  after  the  year  1843, 
when  all  the  propoaed  rcducti<HM  shall  have  tuen  place, 
there  is  a  long  list  of  articles,  nearly  one  hundred  in  num- 
ber, introduced  duty  free,  for  the  express  object  of  pro- 
tecting and  sustuning  the  manu&ctures  of  our  country, 
and  a  proposed  discrimination  of  duties  on  all  other  arti- 
clea  below  tbe  range  of  20  per  cent.  So  far,  then,  from 
tbe  prindple  of  protection  being  yielded  by  this  bill,  it  is 
distinctly  recogniaedi  the  sofficuney  of  that  protection  is 
another  question,  and  one  which  has  been  already  conM- 
dered  by  gentlemen  more  completely  masters  of  the  sub- 
ject in  its  details  than  I  am. 

I  cannot  concur  with  the  Senator  from  Hassacliusetts 
in  his  opinion  that  this  bill  contains  a  pledge  to  sustun  fu- 
ture legislation,  or  rather  to  bind  the  honor  and  con- 
sciences of  those  of  us  who  now  support  it.  I  ^gn  no 
bond  in  legislation,  nor  will  I  bold  myself  bound  beyond 
what  the  good  of  my  country  may  requireor  justify.  Sir, 
aU  that  it  speaks  of  future  legidation  is  but  recommenda- 
tory in  its  nature.  It  ia  not  law,  nor  can  it  hare  the  bind- 
ing force  of  law.   It  is,  then,  nothing  more  than  an  »- 


Ercssion  of  the  present  opinions  of  those  who  support  it, 
aving  in  &ct  precisely  tbe  same  force  and  effect  as  a 
resolution)  and,  on  comparing  tlie  wmds  in  thb  bill, 
which  my  honorable  friend  construes  as  a  pledge,  with 
the  first  of  a  aeries  of  resolutions  which  he  offered  a  few 
days  ngo,  I  can  discover  no  shadow  of  difference  in  die 
pnnciple  laid  down  by  each]  they  are  almost  identical. 
In  truth,  ur,  there  is  nothing  in  this  idea  of  a  pledge  so 
much  dwelt  upon  by  tlie  opponents. of  this  bill.  AU  who 
support  it  say,  witli  one  voice,  there  ia  not.  The  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carotin,  [Hr.  Cauoux,]  on  the  ottur 
side,  says  ttiat  he  does  not  so  consider  it  He  tnuta  to 
its  permanence  on  tbe  more  substantial  ground,  that 
the  time  and  circumstances  under  which  it  was  broagtit 
forward,  and  the  effect  which  it  was  intended  to  pro- 
duce, and  which  we  confidently  hope  it  will  produce,  in 
yielding  peace  and  repose  to  our  agitated  country,  will 
cause  it  to  be  conndered  as  a  settlement  of  this  great  po- 
litical controverqr*  in  which  each  of  the  extremes  luis 
yielded  MHoething  to  union  and  conciUation;  and  that  no 
one  will  touch  it  until  time  shall  have  tetto]  its  merits 
or  some  urgent  necessity  shall  require  a  change. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  near  me,  [Ur-  Dal- 
las] said,  a  few  days  ago,  that  he  looked  on  this  bill  as  a 
disgraceful  abandonment  of  the  principle  of  protection. 
I  confess  I  was  surprised,  and^t  the  aame  time  gratified, 
to  find  that  he  baa  entirely  changed  hia  opinicHi}  tOKlay 
be  tetla  u>  that  he  looks  upon  its  acceptance  by  the  gen- 
tlemen of  the  South  as  an  entire  abandonment  of  their 
opposition  to  the  protective  principle.  Still,  his  objec- 
tions to  the  measure  do  not  appear  to  be  diminished  by 
this  change  of  opinion;  Le  looks  upon  it  as  an  abandon- 
ment of  the  interest  of  tbe  Northern  and  Middle  States, 
and  especially  Pennnlvania,  who  expected,  and  had  a 
right  to  expect,  that  her  industry,  which  had  grown  up 
under  this  system  of  protection,  would  he  still  foatmd 
and  protected. 

I  recollect  that  tbe  honorable  Senator,  at  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  stood  by  us  through  a  long  and  difficult 
contest,  a  fi;m  and  able  supporter  of  tbe  protective  policy. 
I  recollect,  too,  in  the  historic  sketch  which  he  gave  of 
the  origin  and  progress  of  that  principle  in  our  Govern- 
ment, that  he  appoiled  to  Washington,  and  his  lucceaors 
in  the  Prendebtiu  cliair,  as  gentlemen  whose  recommend- 
ations were  entitled  to  respect  and  consideration.  But  it 
was  on  the  opinion  of  the  present  Chief  Mi^strate  tliat 
he  said  he  rested;  and,  in  speaking  of  him  and  his  views, 
be  seemed,  like  the  wrapped  Platonist,  to  be  lost  in  the 
bright  emanation  of  the  ethereal  essence.  But  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Executive  baa  changed  on  this  subject,  or,  if 
not  ctunged,  it  was  not  then  understood.  At  the  close  of 
that  very  sesuon,  in  his  veto  message,  to  which  I  have 
already  referred,  he  condemns  the  whole  protective  po- 
licy as  iniquitous  and  unjust;  and,  in  his  last  annual  mes- 
sage, he  distinctly  tells  us  that  the  revenue  must  be  re- 
duced to  the  wanu  of  the  Government.  I'ben,  while  we 
remember  the  authority  on  which  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania founded  his  support  of  the  tariff  at  the  but  ses- 
sion, and  s^nce  hare  aeen  that  foundation  swept  from  be- 
neath his  feet;  if  we  recollect,  too,  that  he  supported  with 
equal  zeal,  nay,  led  tbe  van,  was  first  of  the  foremost  in 
support  of  anothermeaSure  of  great  national  importance — 
the  recbartering  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  and 
that,  in  less  than  one  short  month  after  that  measure  was 
destroyed  by  tbe  veto  of  tiie  Bxeculire,  the  honorable 
Senator  attended  and  addressed  an  assembly  of  his  fellow 
citizens  met  to  approve  the  veto,  and  consequently  to  re- 
pudiate the  hiw  which  was  forbiddeni  while  we  recollect 
these  things,  1  appeal  to  tbe  gentleman  himself,  liad  any 
of  tu  who  wished  to  sustain  the  protective  policy  any 
right  to  expect  bis  aid  in  its  support,  if  a  bill,  which  was 
uudecstood  to  have  oic^nated  in  a  certain  high  quarter, 
had'come  before  u«  br  coimderatioii^  Let  the  honon- 
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ble  Senator  remember^  too,  that  but  one  intimation  of  his 
nevi  upon  this  aubjeet  was  permitted  to  escape  during 
the  preaent  season,  until  this  bill  was  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky;  and  that  expresuon,  as  I  under- 
stood vent  to  this:  that  he  would  abandon  the  whole 
protective  policy,  if  necessary,  to  preserve  the  Union. 
We  had  this  without  the  enlanation  which  the  Senator 
lias  unce  given  of  it{  and  always  heretofore,  during^  the 
present  session,  on  tlda  subjectj  he  has  been  either  sdent 
or  ambiguous. 

Under  these  circumstance^  "if  we  had  wished  to  make 
a  stand,  and  hazard  every  thing  in  support  of  the  present 
tariff*  bad  we  any'  reason  to  hope  for  the  support  of 
tiie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania?  We  thought  we  had 
nonet  and  the  Senator  himself  will,  I  fancy,  be  satisfied 
that  we  reasoned  correctly  from  -the  facts  that  were  be- 
fore us_;  and,  without  bis  aid,  and  that  of  those  who  act 
with  him,  we  well  knew  the  effort  would  be  hopeless. 
And  what  right  has  the  honorable  Senator,  or  what  right 
has  Pennn'lvania  to  complain,  if  this  state  of  things  do 
in  ftct  lead  to  the  prostration  of  her  industry?  She  has 
placed  in  the  hands  of  an  individual  the  power,  after  he 
had  expressly  declared  that  he  had  the  will  to  destroy 
this  system.  Situated  thus,  we  saw  and  felt  that  the  pro- 
tective policy  could  not  be  long  sustained  in  its  present 
effective  form;  it  must  suffer  retrenchment  and  dimlnu- 
ti<Hii  many  of  its  roots  must  be  severed,  and  its  branches 
topped.  But,  with  care  and  caution  in  the  process,  we 
atul  hoped  that  the  trunk  might  be  preserved  ;  but,  in 
this  hour  of  trial,  it  was  thought  better  that  it  should  be 
in  the  bands  of  its  friends  than  of  its  enemies.  Since  re- 
duction was  inevitable,  there  is,  in  my  opinion,  no  mode 
which  could  have  been  devised,  better  than  that  gradual 
reduction  proposed  by  this  bill,  ft  causes  no  sudden 
shock  in  the  business  of  the  country,  and  it  (^vestime  to 
the  manufacturers  to  mature  their  machinety,  perfect 
themselves  in  the  details  of  tbdr  bunness,  and  prepare 
to  meet  the  foreign  cmnpetitim  as  H  gradually  presses 
upon  them.  In  every  respect  it  is  better  than  a  sudden 
and  immediate  reduction,  such  as  was  proposed  in  the 
original  bill  reported  in  the  House. 

A  gradual  reductibn,  bv  legislation,  from  year  to  year, 
would  have  been  attended  also  with  unhappy  conse- 
quences. No  one  could  have  rested  for  a  single  year  on 
a  certain^  of  the  ftiture;  the  public  mind  would  have 
been  still  cept  in  a  constant  state  of  feverish  excitement; 
a  war  of  intellect  and  opinions  would  have  been  still 
waged,  and  the  extreme  sections  of  the  Union  would 
have  gone  on  increasing  in  bitterness  and  hostility  agunst 
each  other.  But  we  have  a  right  to  hope  now,  for  a 
idiort  season  at  least,  of  quiet;  that  the  troubled  ocean 
will,  for  awhile,  be  stillj  and,  in  the  mean  time,  we  hare 
all  the  chances  of  a  change  of  public  opinion  in  fiiTor 
of  the  protective  policy;  the  chances  of  war  in  Europe, 
which  would  be  itself  protection;  and,  at  worst,  the  pro- 
tection afforded  by  this  bill,  when  reduced  to  its  lowest 
oint,  will  be  large,  if  not  ample — taking  into  view  the 
ome  valuation  and  cash  duties.  And,  on  the  whole,  I 
feel  confident  that  the  industry  of  our  country  will  be 
more  safe  in  1843,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  than 
it  would  be  in  1834,  if  tliis  biU  do  not  become  a  law. 

Mr.  HANGUM  would  not,  be  siud,  long  detain  the 
Senate;  but,  before  they  parted  with  the  subject,  as  he 
hoped  they  soon  should,  he  felt  it  due  to  himself  to  say  a 
few  words.  Does  the  honorable  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania suppose  (said  Mr.  M.)  that  we  shall  be  driven 
from  this  work  of  harmony,  by  his  suggestion  that  it  is  an 
abandonment  of  the  grounds  which  we  had  taken  against 
the  protective  system?  After  sleeping  upon  it  three  or 
four  nights,  the  Senator  at  last  finds  that  the  bill  recog- 
nises the  principle  of  the  tariff  of  1833,  and  he  pro- 
fesses his  gratifleation  at  the  readiness  of  the  Southern 
people  to  gulp  It  down.    He  was  not  disposed  to  scan. 


very  closely,  a  measure,  the  object  of  which  was  to  give 
peace  and  harmony  to  Uie  cooDtryi  but  the  gcntlemaB 
from  Pennsylvania  shall  not,  said  Hr.  U.,  put  words  in 
my  mouth,  as  expressive  of  my  opiiuons  of  this  meuoxe. 
He  acted  on  the  subject,  at  this  time,  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  formerly.  A  settiement  of  the  subject  bad  been 
held  out  to  us,  and  we  were  promised  a  reatoration  to 
our  rights  sooner  and  more  complete.  But  does  any 
one  wish  to  see  a  sudden  and  total  destruction  of  maan- 
factures  by  a  riiude  blow?  This  bill  kept  then)  afire  tar 
ten  years,  and,  alter  that  time,  «^  enable  all  honest  por- 
saits  to  live  and  thrivet  The  htmorable  gentleman  aeeB< 
ed  to  suppose  that  the  bill  derived  ita  origin  from  sane 
suddenjind  great  panic  in  the  public  mind.  It  bcoones 
not  me,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  trace  the  motives  of  those  who 
brought  forward  this  measure;  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
they  are,  in  an  eminent  degree,  honondtle.  He  felt  deep 
gratitude  to  those  who  had  come  to  oar  deliverwic^  in 
the  hour  of  our  deepest  ^oom,  when  we  saw  no  iight 
save  the  sparkles  which  gleamed  from  the  iteel  of  the 
enemy.  If  I  were  tenfold  more  ambitious  than  I  an,  I 
would  not  derive  more  glor^  than  he  lias  who  restores 
peace  to  an  empire  like  this.  His  laurels  will  grow 
green,  and  be  forever  cherished  by  a  grateful  people- 
It  ban  been  said  that  the  bill  was  the  result  of  a  general 
panic,  by  those  who  affected  insennbili^  to  ibc  dss- 
ger  to  which  our  institutions  were  enoaed.  From  the 
panacea  wUeh  tliey  advocated,  good  Lcvd  deUTcr  us! 
They  soppurted,  with  a  zeal  which  could  not  be  exceed- 
ed, a  measure,  tite  tdiominations  of  wluch  he  wanted 
words  to  express.  The  last  argument  of  kings  tbef 
chose  as  the  first  argument  of  a  republic.  They  sent  out 
the  sword,  the  bayonet,  and  the  banner,  but  no  oGre 
branch.  Gentlemen  are  startled  at  the  idea  of  surrender- 
ing the  (Ugnity  of  the  Government.  What  Govennacnt 
is  It  ?  It  is  the  Government. of  thoae  who  set  it  up.  The 
solid  foundations  of  its  strength  are  the  confidence  of  ^ 
people.  When  it  leaves  that  confidence,  and  ^>peal*  to 
the  sword  for  support,  it  must  totter  and  ftll-  Bat,  air, 
said  Mr.  H.,  I  leave  this  subject.  I  rose  to  retun  my 
thanks  to  my  honorable  friends,  through  whose  acaioas 
and  patriotic  efforts  this  glimous  consumnuttion  bu  been 
brou^t  about  Tlie  measure  woukU  he  believed,  tian- 
quilUze  the  agitations  which  threatened  to  piodace  a 
desperate  result;  and  those  who  had  come  forward  l» 
save  our  Government,  and  restore  peace  and  harmony  to 
the  country,  would,  he  hoped,  receive  the  deep  awl 
lasting  gratitude  of  their  fellow-citizens. 

Mr,  CLAYTON  then  made  some  observations  on  the 
assertion  that  the  principle  of  protection  was  abandoned, 
a  statement  whicb  he  denied.    He  could  not  understand 
how  Kay  gentleman  could  stand  iqi,  in  the  Ace  oT all  tfae 
exemptions  which  the  bill  ctmtained  of  aiticlea  oaed  by 
the  manu&cturer,  and  say  that  there  was  any  intention  to 
abandon  the  principle  of  protection.    He  wwdA  not 
sacrifice  any  of  the  great  interests  of  the  coantry,  but 
would  look  abroad  upon  the  whole,  with  a  deMTc  to  ex- 
tend to  all  an  equal  and  an  efficient  protection.    He  be- 
lieved that,  instead  of  being  abandoned,  the  tariff  system 
would,  hereafter,  be  placed  on  a  better  footii^  than  anv 
on  which  it  had  heretofore  stood.   It  waa  from  no  Se»- 
ing  of  panic  that  he  had  been  induced  to  vcrte  for  this 
measure.    He  had  been  disposed  to  soothe  the  Gedhfi 
of  the  people  of  South  Carolina,  and  to  produce  a  sttfe 
of  things  which  would  bring  all  the  great  intercats  of  ^ 
codntry  to  act  together.    He  replied  to  some  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wsi- 
sTxa,]  especially  to  the  one  in  which  he  had  anid  thaitlus 
bill  contained  a  pledge  which  would  prevent  amy  boeor 
able  man  from  voting  for  a  repeal  of  this  law.    in  soeb  a 
case,  he  wished  the  Senator  from  MaasBehuattlt*  to  estab- 
lish a  rule  ezclumvely  for  hia  own  gorernmem  *Bd 
leave  others  to  the  same  free  oows^  m  acticn.    He  ibs 
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■went  over  the  ^ound  he  htd  formerly  taken  as  to  the 
conearrence  between  the  resolutions  of  that  {gentleman 
and  the  bill  now  under  consideration.  He  then  replied 
to  what  had  &IIen  from  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
XHt.  Dauas,]  as  to  the  course  pursued  in  committee,  and 
insisted  that  the  protection  secured  by  the  bill,  as  it  now 
stands,  la  more  emdent  than  that  which  would  have  been 
■obtained  1^-  the  amendnM&t  of  that  Senator.  He  also 
fitated  that  he  had  conrcrsea  with  practical  manufactar. 
«rs,  and  had  been  satlsfiedthRt  noae  of  the  grett  interests 
«f  the  country  would  be  sacrificed  by  this  bill,  tn  vefer- 
-«nce  to  the  statements  made  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
nylrania,  retire  to  the  rum  which  Ihis  bill  would  brinr 
on  the  eataMislimentfl  in  Pennsylvania,  he  ezpreased  hts 
4>elief  that  as  much  injury  would  not  remit  ftwn  this 
ineasare  at  would  hare  resulted  from  'the  proposition 
TOade  by  the  Seoator  from  Pennsylrania.  However 
VennsyWania  may  have  legftahrted  at  borne,  she  had  not, 
■on  this  floor,  shown  that  steady,  inflexible  determination 
mA  to  suirender  a  particle  of  the  principle  of  protectiun 
which  was  now  manifested.  He  would  not  permit  it  to 
1^  foKh  to  the  world  that  he  and  hit  frietula,  who  were 
about  to  record  with  pleasure,  jbecame  it  would  i^ve 
jpetet  to  the  country,  tbeir  namei  la  &vor  of  this  hill, 
were  about  to  yield  any  thing  of  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection- Ue  re^tted  that  be  bad  oocupied  the  Senate 
•o-leng.  He  would  not  go  throagh  the  -dauses  of  the 
bill*  which  was  printed.  He  trusted  that  his  constituents 
wouM  understand  the  motivei  which  had  induced  him  to 
vote  for*^  fciO.  If  he  dmld  And,  ait  the  eipiration  of 
the  sine  years,  that  there  had  been  too  much  yielded  of 
fthe  tnterMts  of  the  manufacturers,  he  would  wUfing'Iy  go 
with  those  friends  with  whom  ho  had  so-)onf  a^ad,  m 
e-estoring  things  to  their  former  condition. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  in  respect  to  whet  was  aarren- 
•dered  by  the  bill,  gentlemen  bad  stated  their  own 
•opinions.  He  stood  before  the  country  on  the  propo- 
sition that  every  thing  which  had  been  found  valuable  in 
the  prateetive  qrstem  was  aboadmod  by  the  biU.  True, 
there  was  a  list  of  tree  articles  in  the  bill*  but  tbe  -esMn- 
nial  principtea  ef  the  protective  system  wereopecific  du- 
ties and  discriminating  duties  which  the  abandoned 
4o  destruction.  He  went  before  the  country  on  the  no- 
-aition  that  the  only  principles  of  a  protective  tariff',  which 
in,  tbis  or  any  other  country  hid  been  found  valuable, 
-were  not  contained  in  this  tariflT.  As  to  tbe  jiledge  for 
the  eontiniunce  of  this  system,  he  could  not  expreai  his 
views  of  it  more  ftrongly  than  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky had  done.  Bve^  body,  be  said,  wobM  be  dti- 
poaed  to  repeat  H.  I  cannot,  said  Mr.  W.,  judge  for 
others,  but  if  I  voted  for  the  bill.  {  should  feel  myself 
bound  to  sufier  it  to  go  into  complete  operation.  When 
we  show  the  friends  of  the  bill  that  it  wilj  destrov  manu- 
facturei^  fhey  si^  let  nosUrity  take  care  ofitscH.  Svery 
argument  in  favor  of  the  bHl  resulu  in  this:  Why  wot, 
they  ask.  let  the  vear  1843  take  care  of  itaelf?  But  do 
younettegisUteforlSiSbythiabUU  It  might  be  that 
the  peace  and  qiuet  expected  from  this  measure  will  fol- 
low from  it,  but  he  did  not  believe  it.  He  believed  that, 
Tiext  y«r.  it  would  be  found  that  the  hill  was  impractica- 
ble, and  could  not  be  put  in  operation  without  further 
SeffMatioftT  and  tbat  further,  it  would  be  found  not  to 
diminisb  the  revenue  at  all.  He  mght  >e  aistakcn,  but 
thit  was  bii  opinion.  The  gentlemen  from  Now  Jecwy 
and  Uelaware  bad  stated  that.  Im  the  opiaion«f  anntiod 
business  men,  the  biK  would  not  saaenlially  iij^are  the 
handicraft  and  tome  other  interests.  The  opinion  of  half 
a  dozen  geMtiemen,  however  respectable,  «ouW  not  be 
iaken  as  the  general  sense  of  practical  ment  nor  were 
practical  men  alwi^a  the  surest  guidea  in  lepsUtion. 
When  the*  are  ^rsuaded  by  tbei/  friends  that  this  bill 
Will  give  them  eii^t  years  of  secure  protection,  they  sk 
well  satisfied,  and  look  not  farther  into  the  future.  Un- 
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der  the  apprehenrion  of  what  mischief  nay  be  done  by 
the  next  Congress,  and  under  a  disposition  to  send  forth 
to  the  country  a  measure  of  peace,  this  bill  has  been 
pressed  upon  us:  but  it  was  our  duty  to  see  that  this 
measure  of  peace  leaves  unimpaired  our  constitution- 
al powers.  The  gentleman  fmi  New  Jersey  says  that 
the  handicraft  trades  will  not  suffer  bat  it  is  as  demonstra- 
ble, in  my  opinion,  as  any  thing  can  'be,  that  ttiis  bill  will 
ultimately  destroy  many  of  them.  It  will  be  worse  for 
them,  when  the  du^  comes  down  to  twen^  per  cent., 
than  the  free  tnde  system.  No  great  improvement  is 
likely  to  be  made  in  the  manu^ture  of  boots  and  hats, 
wliereby  thN  can  be  alTorded  much  cheaper  iban  at  pre- 
sent. Nobody  expeettflut,  at  tbe  ewfl  often  ynra,  they 
will  be  any  better  or  chafer  than  at  present.  Ttko 
veady-made  t^odiing:  does  any  bodv  suppose  that  it  can 
be  furnished  so  much  cheaper  at  tbe  end  of  ten  yeat% 
as  to  render  twenty  per  cent,  an  efficient  protection?  'He 
did  not  mean  to  go  into  this  question:  he  had  only  risen 
ts  otate  bow  fiir,  in  his  opinion,  this  bUt  sotreadered  the 
principle  of  protection. 

Mr.  FREUNGHCYSEN  «ifl,  the  gentleman  Trom 
Massachusetts  bad  not  dedt  ftirly  with  hii  argOBwnt.  By 
the  measure  imder  connderation  tbe  eountiy  would  be 
allowed  time  to  take  breath,  and  tbe  barshneis  of  tbe 
present  opposition  to  the  protective  pt^ov  would  be 
seethed.  It  was  true  tbat-lne  interests  of  the  manufac- 
turers woUld  be  put  to-  hazard  in  1842,  but  the  dangers 
which  they  weiud  encounter  then  wiwld  be  &r  less 
tbreatenbM>t]ian  those  which  surround  then  now.  If,  at 
the  end  or  tight  or  ten  years,  tiie  South  will  not  consent  to 
the  contiimance  of  a  modevate  flegreeof  proteetion,  then 
we  shall  have  before  us  the  very  issue  which  we  now 
bare.  Wm  we  bave  the  tarifi*,  or  have  the  Unions  His 
tnlbrmation  as  to  the  effect  of  tbe  reduction  upon  the 
handicraflnnen  in  his  State,  be  bad  received  before  be 
left  home.  Ue  had  submitted  to  them  ^e  question 
whether  tbe  tariff  or  the  Union  aboiAd  be  destroyedi  and 
tbeir  reply  wa^  that  tbqr  loved  the  Unioa  better  than  the 
tariff,  and  would  ding 'to  tbe  'Vnk>n  at  all  hanrds. 
Whenever  it  comes  to  that  dreadful  isaoc^  said  Mr.  F.,  I 
Uke  the 'Union. 

Mr.  SIL8BEE remained,  that  it  bad  been  bis  intention 
to  give  his  views  at  length  on  thu  aul^ect,  but,  at  this 
late  st^  of  tbe  bill,  he  Would  forego  that  intention.  He 
rose  merely  to  reply  to  a  remark  of  the  gedtleman  froim 
Delaware,  that  a  duty  of  30  per  eeirt.  on  home  valuation, 
•nd  p^d  in  cash,  would  be  equal  to  n  doty  of  30  per 
cent,  levied  tad  paid  in  the  uaual  numer.  Ue  was  con- 
Tinced  that  there  was  a  wide  difference,  and  be  would 
explain  it  in  a  ^ngle  word:  Take  an  article  whicb  coaU 
abroad  91-  The  home  value,  adding  the  duty  of  30  per 
cent.,  is  130  cents.  Tbe  duty  on  this  home  value  willbe 
34  cents.  Tbe  usual  credit -en  duties  are  eight,  (en,  and 
twelve  months:  they  average  ten  months.  Takii^  the 
rate  of  bitereat  at  5  per  cent.,  the  payment  of  dutiM  hk 
eaiA  would  add  one  per  cent  to  fbe  du^,  naldnf  Ae 
whole  amount  of  duty  15  and  not  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  CLilVTON  would  not,  be  said,  enter  into  an  a^ 

Kibent  on  thia  point.  His  (4^001  was  to  give  the  manu- 
iturers  an  honest  and  ftir  SO  per  «ent,  which  be  be- 
lieved would  be  secured  to  them  by  the  home  vahMtia* 
and  cash  paymenta. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  one  tiling  bad  been  oonchwvtly 
established  by  the  diiooiaion.  that  the  UH  wM  b«l.  It 
waa  taken  bj  aH  not  as  good  in  itwil^  but  as  probablr 
good  in  its  efiecta.  He  voted  for  U  with  all  its  uperfoe- 
tions  on  its  bead,  relymg  upon  tbe  declar^ions  of  those 
who  ought  to  know  that  it  would  put  an  end  to  the  dis- 
tractions of  South  CaroTina.  He  would  have  voted  for  it 
with  pleasure,  as  somcwbat  better  than  tbe  act  of  1833, 
if  tbe  second  section  had  been  expunged;  as  it  waa^  he 
did  it  reluctandy*  conSding  in  tbe  disjiositioa  oThb  fet 
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lov-citizeiw  to  betr  without  compUint  their  portion  of 
the  additional  burdens  of  144,000  dollun  for  the  ensuing' 
year^  w  their  irritated  neighbors  were  willing  to  endure 
yet  a  larger  part 

The  Senator  from  Manadiuaetts  had  repeated  to-day 
a  queition  he  asked  sonM  days  since:  How  could  those 
who  should  vote  for  tbit  bill  attettuit  hereafter  tn  nKxUfy 
or  repeal  it  in  tlie  fiue  of  the  pledges  upon  ii^  Mr.  F. 
had  no  difficulty  in  giving  a  distinct  and  satis&ctory  an- 
swer to  this  inquiry.  Tlwaewho  voted  for,  were  no  more 
bound  to  rward  the  lav  (and  it  would  be  nothing  more) 
ai  MCfed,  tfisn  thoaa  whp  voted  againat  it.  It  was  to  be 
obciyed  wUle  it  existed,  but  was  ehanf^able,  Kke  all 
other  lavst  the  follies  engrafted  upon  it  to  the  contrary 
notwithatnnding.  The  idea  of  pledget  was  every  where 
given  up.  How  far  the  circumstances  under  which  it 
was  passed  gave  firmness  and  endurance  to  its  provirions 
was  another  affair:  that  was  for  the  people  to  judget  for 
himself,  he  considered  himself  as  totally  uncommitted  to 
endure  it  a  nnj^e  moment  beyond  the  time  it  should  be 
of  public  bea^t  Had  any  scrapie  been  ftlt  on  this 
point,  it  most  have  been  Kmoved  by  the  declamtiou  of 
the  Senators  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  and  Delaware 
[Mr.  CuTTOH.]  They  had  openly  anticipated  a  better 
and  more  effectual  bill  of  protection  within  the  nine 
years,  founded  on  a  looked  for  clian^e  of  public  opinion 
in  the  Western  States.  Mr.  F.  anticipated  a  further  mo- 
dification, if  not  a  complete  abandonment  of  the  protec- 
tive system,  from  a  progressive  aud  i^nwreaung  change 
of  public  opinion  in  the  Weat«rn,  Middle,  and  Eastern 
States. 

Mr.  F.  congratulated  himseH*  that  a  few  daysof  reftec 
tkm  had  shown  that  the  suggestions  he  had  thrown  out 
when  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  asked 
leave  to  introduce  the  bill,  and  for  which  he  had  been 
somewhat  fiercely  assailed  from  all  quarters,  were  hot 
entirely  so  unreasonable  and  anti-pacific  as  they  had  been 
denominated.  The  validity  of  the  constitutional  objec- 
tion had  been  substanBaHy  conceded.  The  Senate,  too, 
to  Mve  tim^  had  waited  fbr  the  bill  fimn  the  House 
Repreaentativest  and  it  was  now  admitted  that,  to  wait 
for  the  next  Congress  to  settle  this  vexed  question,  would 
be  a  lonng  game  to  the  manufacturers.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  says  he  saw  the  torch  about  to  be  applied 
to  his  favorite  system,  and  he'  seeks  to  match  it  away. 
He  did  more;  he  demonstrated  that  it  was  In  imminent 
peril.  Mr.  F.  recommended  to  the  Senator  from  Maine, 
[Mr.  8r>Aevi,1  who  had  rushed  ai>on  him  with  so  much 
knighthr  fury  for  expreamng  this  opinion  some  days  «nce, 
to  couch  his  lance  and  charge  upon  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  whose  crime  was  certainly  the  greater,  as  he 
baa  taken  the  trouble  to  prove  what  Mr.  F.  had  only 
aaaerted. 

Tbe  Scnattn-  from  Uassachusetts  has  ^ken  of  the  ab- 
lurditieB  oi  the  bill  very  tralyt  they  are  numerous  and 
inevitable.  Mr.  F.  bad  endeavored  to  remove  Umn;  not 
■Oeoeeding,  he  waa  contented  to  take  them  ftff  tbe  sake 
of  peace,  although  certain^  not  a  Ktde  aar|^ied  tiiat 
they  were  deemed  necessary  or  sufficient  to  secure  peace. 
Had  the  reduction  of  dutiea  in  the  time  specified  been 
alone  inristed  on,  all  would  have  been  well;  introducing 
tbeftfotand  anu  necesvrily  begat  oonfunon  and  contra- 
diction. Fire  and  water  united  produce  apoket  ml  and 
^egar  shaken  into  a  union  produce  air  bubblei:  direct- 
ly opposite  political  ot  pontieo^eonoraieal  epiniooa,  acted 
upon  in  concert,  produoe  abnrdi^.  The  moderate  men 
or  both  partica  hm  not  uiuted  to  arrange  this  question^ 
th^  are  not  numerous  enough  at  present  to  effect  it 
Bat  the  fire  and  sword  opposers  of  the  tariff'  have  enter- 
ed into  negotiation  with  the  plunderers  of  the  South. 
The  robbeta  and  the  robbees  liad  made  terms  tt^tber. 
[Mr.  P.,  in  nsii^thia  ki^uage,  begged  to  be  understood 
M  spea-king  of  the  parties,  not  as  he  thought  of  them, 


but  as  they  spoke  of  one  another.}  The  oucstimi  was^ 
how  much  black  mail  was  to  be  pud  to  the  Cstecans, 
and  for  how  long,  for  a  contingent  promise  of  fatane  uii>- 
munity  from  their  predatory  inroads?  Both  putomort 
have  ground  to  stand  upon  ftfr  defence  of  their  reapcct- 
ive  adnerentat  hence  tbe  contradictiona  of  the  bill,  la 
one  point  of  view,  it  was  all  protectimi;  protection,  tbe 
right  \o  plunder,  admitted  by  die  payment  of  seairity 
money  falling  as  low  aa  30  per  cent,  and  then  to  stand 
forever.  In  another,  it  was  all  free  trade  and  aailoitf 
rigt^K  the  revenue  btmg  to  be  redueed  to  tbe  wants  of 
an  eeonomical  administtation  of  the  Goveramert  in  1813: 
Both  ndea  admit  that  all  tbia  is  to  depend.  iq»oia  eoMfta- 
gencies,  over  which  we  have  no  control&w  power;  has 
here  is  the  bans  £ar  argument  on  both  aide%  and  each 
may  claim  a  triumph,  aim  wpport  the  churn  by  quotigg 
the  bill  as  a  compromise.  Mr.  F.  flid  not  think  that 
either  side  could  asfely  cry  out  with  crooked  bai^ 
Richard— 


Now  ii  ibe  winter  of  oar  diMOtttcM 

Made  rlorkHu  aununer  hj  tbe  MavfTorbt 

And  mil  the  elcMdi  ihat  lower'd  apm  oiu  hoBM 

In  ihe  deep  betem  of  the  oeran  fiaried. 

Now  an  our  tirewt  crowned  witk  vietortMi  ■iWlla. 

But,  if  they  could,  the  sound  would  be  more  pleasing 
to  hia  ear  tlwn  the  trumpet  call  fbr  one  hundred  teyoneth 
to  reduce  the  rebellious  spirits  of  the  South,  or  the  war- 
cry  of  the  gallant  general  to  extract  a  promiae  from  h^ 
inflamed  auditors  to  follow  him  '*  to  tbe  d^th  for  his  su- 
gar." So  &r  as  his  opinion  was  of  any  vahie,  Mr.  F- 
would  not  wlthhc^  it:  he  thoogfat  the  higfahmdien  had 
made  Oie  best  of  tbe  bargain. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Caihovx]  bsd 
introduced  again  tiie  tonic  of  the  bill  passed  a  few  day* 
since  in  the  Senate,  anu  now  just  paned  in  the  House 
of  Representatives — the  bloody  bill — the  bill  to  repeal 
the  constitution.  Mr.  F.  regretted  to  hear  that  Senator 
introduce  again  this  topic:  tie  had  been  heard  on  it  be- 
fore, at  large,  with  indulgence,  and  with  alt  the  attentioa 
doe  to  his  character  and  the  peculiar  poriCioa  to  wbieb 
be  stood.  Hiis  ought  to  have  mtlsfted  him.  It  caonot 
have  escaped  the  Senator's,  observatkm,  that,  on  thb  sab- 
ject,  be  IS  stniggling  against  puMic  opinion.  Mr.  F. 
would  not  add  any  thing  to  what  he  bsd  said  when  tbe 
bill  was  discussed;  but  tliere  was  one  remark  made  by 
the  Senator  which  was  almost  exclusively  applicsble  to 
himself  and  his  friend  from  Yirginis,  on  the  other  side 
of  tite  Chamber,  [Mr.  Rivas.]  The  Senator  sait^  oo 
one  who  valued  his  reputation  fbr  candor  could  dray 
that  that  hill  was  a  violation  of  the  constitntkm,  if  he 
admitted  that  the  constitution  was  founded  on  compact. 
Now,  Mr.  F.  said,  we  [Mr.  Rivxs  and  himself}  admit 
that  tbe  constitution  is  founded  on  a  compact  between 
tbe  people  of  the  States,  for  themselves  and  for  (heir 
Statee.  We  are  the  only  persons  expresnng  4iat  opi- 
nion who  have  partieipnted  in  tbe  djacaadont  wA  TOled 
for  the  bill. 

[  Mr.  CALHOUN  intetposed  and  saUL  he  hoped  flie  Se- 
nator fhnn  Georgia  woula  take'hia  whole  propoa^on,  be- 
tween the  Statea  af  sepamie,  independent  comnwidGe^ 
and  rtiil  subsisting  as  independent  comRnnutie*  indled  by 
compact]  - 

Mr.  F.  said,  he  did  not  understand  the  remark  to  have 
been  so  qualified.  It  was  not  important,  however,  to 
enter  into  the  opinion  in  detail.  He  had  expreaoe^  and 
he  now  repeated  lua  eonvtcUon,  fbr  wUch  he  chimed  sB 
the  credit  for  nncerity  doe  to  that  expreaaed  by  the  gen- 
tleman flxm  South  Carofina,  that  the  bill  paiaed  hy  the 
two  Houses  was  constitutional  and  expedient.  Be  knev 
well  he  was  to  be  assailed  on  that  ground  and  «u  qa%e 
ready  to  meet  the  assault.  Standing  ahme  more  Qma  oace 
before  his  constituent^  he  had  never  ftiled  to  t<ecrfie  a 
patient  hearing,  and  never  waa  or  wdidd  he  devilled  by 
them  irtiite  he  wai  sustained  by  reasoo  MS  juirfo*.  Mr. 
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F.  beard  with  pleasure  that  thetariffwaato  be  no  longer 
diacmiedi  that  tlie  bloody  bill  waa  to  take  its  place  as  Uie 
battle-iWOFd  in  tlie  next  Southern  campaign.  The  old 
subject  was  threadbare  as  a  nutter  of  diipute^  a  pretty 
quarrel  enangh,  until  it  was  spoiled  by  the  late  explana- 
tion. It  was  now  time  to  look  for  something  new,  and 
the  bHl  ■*  to  repeal  the  constitution"  might  serve  for  a 
teriBr  uMil  something  better  offered.  Mr.  F.  rejoiced  to 
hear  that  the  conteit  waa  to  be  Moodleaif  there  was  to 
be  no  Ibree.  Paper  bullets  of  the  brain  were  to  be  lub- 
Btituted  for  musket  balls;  the  cannons  of  the  press  for  the 
cannon  of  Ae  artilleriAi  steel  pens  for  steel  bwonetsf 
and  the  cartoucTi-box  was  to  be  thrown  aside  rorever, 
while  we  are  to  stick  to  what  shntild  never  ham  been 
abandoned,  the' great  panacea  for  all  our  political  eTib— 
the  batlot  box.  With  this  change  in  the  mode  and  mate- 
rial of  war^  the  republic  was  safe.  To  the  end  of  the 
contest  Hr.  F.  looked  with  a  conlldence  proportioned  to 
Ilia  knowledge  of  the  enlightened  people  wno  were  to 
award  the  palm  of  victoiy. 

Mr.  F.  could  not  refrain  from  tddrenrog  a  few  words 
to  those  of  his  Southern  friends  who  were  ao  censorious, 
during  the  paat  year,  of  his  vote  against  the  indefinite 


postponement  of  the  bill  of  1832.    He  was  accused  of  isting  laws.    1'he  first  object  of  the  bitt  was  to  effect  a 


abniMoniiw  his  oppontion  to  the  principle  of  protection. 
He  surrendered,  uiey  mdntained  this  princiolet  and  yet 
nowp  at  thia  day,  his  honorable  friends  were  aoout  to  vole 
withbim  for  this  bill,  confessedly  a  bill  ofprotection  {pro- 
tection its  great  and  oMy  end)  fur  nine  years.  Admit  the 
right  to  protect  for  an  hour,  and  theoreticaHy  and  pmc- 
trcally  it  is  admittinjg  it  forerer.  The  amount  of  protec- 
tive duty  is  also  unimportant  to  the  principle.  A  duty  of 
twenW  per  cent.,  not  fur  revenue  but  proteetioOf  ia  an 
abuwmtaent  of  oppoation  to  the  principle  as  enmplete 
as  a  duty  of  one  hundred.  Mr.  F.  refeired  to  this 
natter  with  no  feeling  of  resentment  to  those  who  had 
differed  with  him,  or  of  gratification  at  their  changed 
position,  but  simply  to  satisfy  tliose  who  were  disposed  to 
condemn  Iiim  that  tliey  had  not  done  liim  justice.  I'liey 
act  now  as  he  had  acted  then.  Tbey  make  the  most  of 
tlie  circumstances  of  the  hour}  are  willing  to  admit  some 
evil,  lliat  greater  evil  may  not  fall  upon  us. 

Mr.  SPICAGUB  replied  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  last 
speaker,  and  expressed  his  regret  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  should  make  his  speech  run  counter  to  his 
vote.  He  repeated  what  he  had  formerly  sud,  that  thiit 
was  a  coiicesMon  from  the  rtrang  to  the  wo^t  and  ar- 
gued that  a  change  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the 
influence  of  the  desire  of  concession,  in  the  opinions  of 
many  who  were  opposed  to  any  legisUtive  ftction.  If  the 
spirit  which  ran  through  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Qeorgia  waa  Uie  prevailing  spirit  in  the  South,  there 
would  have  been  found  in  hts  part  of  the  country  a  dif- 
ferent spirit  than  that  of  concession. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  was  astonished  that  any  one 
should  speak  of  consistency  in  his  presence.  Every  thing 
he  saw  or  heard  convinced  him  that  he  was  the  only  con- 
sistent man  in  the  Senate.  'Jlie  Senator  from  Maa^achu• 
setts  threw  charges  vX  inconsistency  i^tiist  South  Caro- 
lina, and  the  latter  threw  them  back,  and  so  on  and  so 
forth.  He  was  bound  to  believe  them  all,  ao  tliey  were 
all  honorable  men,  and  consequently  he  wai  bound  to 
believe  that  they  were  all  inconsistent.  He  then  went 
into  an  examination  of  what  had  been  said,  oro  and  con, 
on  the  subject  of  the  pledge  contained  in  the  bill.  In 
reference  to  the  representative  obligation,  he  was  happ} 
to  b«  supported  by  his  friend  from  Delaware,  who  had 
said  that  be  did  not  view  hinuetf  as  the  esclutive  repre- 
sentative of  Delaware.  Now,  he  did  not  regard  hlmseir 
as  the  exclusive  representotive  of  his  assumed  constituents) 
and  when  he  received  some  time  since  instructions  from 
those  who,  like  himself,  were  merely  represenutives  of 
Mhers  he  thoagbt  them  entitled  to  any  tlung  rather  than 


respect.  He  bad  answered  them,  and  he  beKevcd  they 
were  since  relysorry  they  had  ever  pused  their  resohitions; 
for  what  with  his  answer,  uid  what  with  Ibeir  disposition 
of  it,  they  had  managed  to  make  themselves  supremely 
ridiculous.  He  went  en  to  state,  that  the  Northern  raa- 
nufactnrers  would  deem  tbemselves  sufficiently  protect- 
ed by  this  bHl;  and  that  the  posnbility  was,  that  the  next 
application  for  protection  would  be  frcnn  tlie  South. 
He  then  decbred  that  all  the  kgiahtive  efibrts  which 
miglit  be  brought  against  tbe  iMHiubcturers  would  nerer 
be  found  sbte  to  put  down  Yankee  industry  and  Yankee 
enterprise. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  rose,  be  said,  to  give  very  concisely  the 
views  which  be  entertained  in  regard  to  this  measure. 
His  objections  to  it  were  strong,  and,  under  any  other 
than  existing  circumstances,  would  perhaps  be  insur- 
mountable. He  thouglitthe  reduction  too  slow  {tut  the 
firttcight  years,  and  vastly  too  rapid  afterwatds.  Again» 
be  objected  to  the  inequality  of  the  rule  reduction 
which  had  been  adopted.  It  will  be  seen,  at  oiu»,  that 
on  articles  paying  one  hundred  per  cent  duty,  the  reduc- 
tion is  (langerously  rapid.  There  was  uniformity  in  the 
rule  adopted  by  the  bill,  as  regards  its  operation  on  ex- 


compromise  between  the  conflicting  views  of  tbe  Aienda 
and  the  opponents  of  protection.  It  p«rports  to  extend 
rdief  to  Southern  interestt  and  jret  It  enhances  the  duty 
on  one  of  the  most  material  articles  of  Southern  oon* 
sumption—negro  cloths.  Again,  while  it  increases  tliis 
duty,  it  imposes  no  corresponding  duty  on  tbe  raw  Ma- 
terial from  which  the  fabric  is  ouule. 

Another  objection  arose  from  his  mature  conviction 
that  the  principle  of  bonw  valuaHon  was  absurd,  impnc- 
ticidile,  and  of  veiy  uneqtial  operation.  I'he  reduotioa 
on  some  articles  of  prime  necessity — iron,  fbr  example- 
was  so  great  and  so  rapid,  that  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  it  would  stop  all  further  production  before  the  ex- 
piration of  eight  years.  The  principle  of  discrimination 
was  one  of  the  points  introduced  into  the  discussiont  and, 
as  to  tliis,  he  would  say  that  the  bill  did  not  recognise, 
aHer  a  limited  period,  the  power  (tf  Congress  to  afford 
protection  by  discriminating  duties.  It  provides  protec* 
tion  for  a  certain  lengtl^  of  time,  but  does  not  ultimately 
recognise  the  principle  of  protection.  Tbe  lull  proposes 
ultimately  to  reduce  all  articles  which  pay  duty  to  the 
same  rate  of  duty.  This  principle  of  revenue  was  entire- 
ly unlcnown  to  our  laws,  and,  in  his  opinion,  was  an  un- 
warrantable innovation.  Gentlemen  advocating  the  prin- 
ciple and  policy  of  free  trade  admit  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  hy  and  coUevt  such  duties  as  are  necessnr  fbr 
the  purposes  of  revenoe^  and  to  that  extent  they  will  in. 
cidcntally  afford  protection  to  manuliwtures.  He  wooM, 
upon  all  occasio'ns,  contend  that  no  more  money  should 
be  raised  from  duties  on  imports  than  the  Government 
needst  snd  this  principle  he  wished  now  to  state  in 
plain  tenns.  He  adverted  to  the  proceedings  of  tlie  Free 
Trade  Convention  to  show  that,  a  large  nu^ority,  (120 
to  7,)  they  recognised  tite  constitutional  power  of  Con- 
grvsa  to  aHbrd  incidental  protection  to  domestic  mannbe- 
tures-  They  expressly  i^reed  that  the  principle  of  dia. 
crinunation  was  to  consonance  with  tbe  constitution. 

Still  another  objection  he  had  to  the  bill.  It  proposed 
on  iU  face,  and,  as  be  thought,  directly,  to  restrict  the 
action  of  our  successors.  We  liad  no  power,  he  contend- 
ed, to  bind  our  successors.  We  might  legishte  pros- 
pectively, and  a  future  Congress  could  stop  the  course 
of  this  prospective  legiidation.  Be  had,  however,  no  al- 
ternative but  to  vote  tor  the  bill,  wlUi  all  its  defect^  be- 
cause  it  contained  some  provinons  which  the  state  of  the 
country  rendered  indispensably  necessary. 

This  brouglil  him  to  the  consideration  of  tiie  reasons 
which  would  induce  him  to  vote  for  tiie  bill.  Under 
what  nrcuinitaneei^  Mr.  Frendeirt,  are  we  called  t^on 
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to-Tote  fbr  a  bill  thiu  imperTect?  b  the  oecnwon  one  of 
ordinary  character,  and  one  which  can  be  lightly  regard- 
ed? He  might  render  himielf  obnoxiouato  the  clnrge 
ori«gialating  ander  the  influence  of  fear.  Hut  are  there 
not  eonaiderations  of  a  proper  nature  which  operate  in 
ftrorof  this  meaitire.^  What  are  tbey?^  There  is,  in 
some  parts-  of  the  ctnintry,  a  Strang  andi  deep  expression 
of  discontent  a<  eur  fegi^riisn  m  the  subject  of  the  ta- 
tHT.  TbCK  disf»iitentaril  was  not  to  be  concealed,  had 
riien  to  Buch  «  height  as  to  threaten  die  peace  of  the 
ooontry  and  the  inte^ty  of  tbe  Vnion,  Hie  hostile  at- 
titude assumed  by  a  sister  State  towards  the  country  had 
nidueed  oa  to  4o  what  we  aro  now  bound  to  do,  and  a  re- 
fusal to  do  which  .would  have  endangered  the  integrity 
of  the  Union.  The  blow  was  aimed  at  the  fiscal  re- 
Mureeaof  tbe  cooatry— at  the  purse,  which  was  a  trouble- 
some (bing  fo  manage,  thoui^i  without  it  Goremment 
could  not  exist.  The  measure  propooed  wooM  restore 
harmony  to  the  country,  and  hebetiered  it  to  be  just  and 
proper  to  yield  raueh  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  this 
object.  The  time  waa  come  when  tbe  rerenue  should 
he  reduced,  tnn  the  revenue  derired  from  protected 
articks.  This  single  measure  for  effecting  a  reduction 
was  presented  to  him  for  his  acceptance  or  rejection) 
Midi  defiMtiTe  as  it  waa  in  mai^  respects,  be  wouM  take 
U  as  aeati^utoi^  concession  to  ^  Aat  portion  of  the 
South  whleb  believed  the  existing  kws  to  be  unjust  and 
oppreaslTtr. 

ft  waeunneceiury  (o  say  that  the  whole  country  was 
strong^  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  reducing  the  re- 
venue g^dually  to  the  wante  of  the  Government.  Tt  was 
the  details  of  such  a  measore,  it  waa  tbe  rule  by  which  we 
should  reach  the  proper  standard,  upon  which  members 
of  thia  body  and  the  people  generally  differed.  If  no 
better  menure  than  that  before  us  would  be  agreed  upon, 
he  should  feet  it  to  be  his  doty  to  support  it.  He  had 
now  given  the  reasons  which  would  induce  hi*  to  vote  for 
the  bill.  The  principal  reason  was,  that  a  sister  State  of 
the  Union  was  highly  exaapemted  at  the  course  of  federal 
legislation,  and  was  on  the  ere  of  having  recourse  to  a 
dMjpcrate  remedy  far  what  ^e  considereo  as  her  wrongs. 
Thinking  this  measure  to  be  oeeessair  for  the  peace  of 
tbe  coantnr,  all  its  defects  tank  out  of  hia  siriit. 

Mr.  BIBB  stated,  that  be  regarded  fte  Mil  as  a  peace 
•ffMng,  io  effbred  and  so  accepted,  for  tlie  purpose  of 
condlistion: 

*'Now  h  the  winter  ormr  dncontent 
Made  glot  ious  lUBnter  by  the  wii  of 

No*,  of  Old  York,  or  New  York,  but  a  aon  of  the  Ohl  Do- 
lainkm— from  the  sleahea  of  Hanonri  he  did  not  care  by 
what  hand  it  waa  offered,  he  would  wiHingly  take  it.  He 
made  a  few  additional  obaervations  on  ue  propriety  of 
taking  the  bill  in  tbe  spirit  in  which  it  was  offered. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  a  few  words  in  reference  to  this  bill  and 
the  enforcing  bill,  both  of  which  he  considered  that  it  was 
necessary  to  send  forth,  as  well  to  show  that  the  laws  must 
be  executed,  as  thattbere  wasa  disnowtion  tomake  f»ince»- 
sions.  He  stated,  that  on  the  subject  of  the  Goverament 
being  a  compact,  he  principally  agreed  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  but  with  some  difference  aa  to  the 
character  of  the  righ^  conferred  by  that  compact.  He 
did  not  adopt  the  opinion  that  there  had  been  any  advance 
made  in  the  usurpation  of  powers  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment. He  then  went  into  a  view  of  the  history  of  this  as- 
tern to  show,  that  twelve  or  thirteen  years  ago  there  was 
no  opposition  raised  against  tbe  power  of  Cn^ressto  pro- 
tect domestic  industry.  Tbe  opposition,  on  constitotional 
grounds,  had  subsequently  grown  up.  He  then  stated, 
that  in  liis  opinion  no  State  could  so  practically  construe 
the  constitution  as  to  nullify  the  laws  uf  the  United  Slates, 
vAthout  pluneinr  the  country  into  all  tbe  miaeries  of  anar- 
chy.  He  said  Qiat  he  adhered  to  the  doctrines  of  that 


ablest,  wisest,  and  purest  of  American  statesmenb  Jame» 

Madison,  who  still  lives,  and  reaides'in  Virginia — the  doc- 
trines which  were  advanced  by  him  in  1799.  Tbe  answer 
of  that  distinguished  man  to  the  resolntions  of  the  other 
States,  and  hia-  address  to  tbe  people,  effested  a  sodden- 
revolution  of  public  opinion .  The  peupte  raHied  around' 
him}  the  aBen  and  sedition  ttews  were  repealed?  and  the 
usurpations  of  Ibe  General  Government  were  arrested. 
He  viewed  the  Government  aa  federative  in  its  origin,  in 
ita  cbaraoter,  andm  itseperation|.and  under  the  muse  oT 
the  constitution  which  gives  it  to  Congress- to  paaaallUw» 
to  carry  into  effect  tbe  granted  powers,  tliey  could  paso 
all  necessary  laws.  He  Doped  lliat  the  effect  of  this  bill 
would  coaciliate  all  classes  and  all  sectienaof  the  Unim. 

He  did  not  arrogmte  any  merit  for  the  passage  of  Uii» 
bill.  He  had  dienshed  uiw  system,,  as  a  favorite  cliibJ, 
and  he  still  clung  to  it,  and  ahould  sUtt-cling  to  if.  WUy 
had  he  been  reproachied^  He  had  come  to  the  child  and 
found  it  in  the  hands  of  tlie  Philistines,  who  were  ileBiruu» 
to  destroy  it.  He  wished  to  save  and  cherish  it,  and  to 
find  for  It  belter  and  safer  nursex.  He  did  not  wish  to 
emplOT  the  sword,  but  to  effect  bis  object  by  conceasion 
and  conciliation.  He  wished  to  see  tlie  system  placed  oi» 
a  securer  basi%  to  plant  it  in  the  boscmu  and  affectjona 
of  the  people.  Tbe  gentleman  Awn  Vennsylvania,  who 
bad  fcarnecf  his  views  of  the  system  fhim  tbe  Senator  tnta 
Sonlll  Carolins,  had  spoken  of  him  aa  tbe  pilot  who  was 
directing  .the  vessel.  If  it  were  so,  he  would  ask  if  she 
had  been  secured  by  a  faithful  crew?  If  all  bad  been  faith- 
ful, he  believed  there  would  have  been  no  danger  now 
assai^ng  the  sjrstem.  He  assailed  no  on«i  he  merely  dc> 
fended  nimself  against  the  reproaches  of  others. 

Another  motive  with  bin  was  to  prescn  e  the  Unioifc 
lie  feared  he  saw  bands  upVfled  to  destroy  tlie  system^ 
be  saw  the  Uniomendai^redt  and,  in  spite  of  all  pent 
which  might  assail  himself,  he  had  determined  to  staiu) 
forward  and  attempt  tlie  rescue. 

He  felt  himself  pained  exceedingly  in  being  obliged  ta 
separate  on  the  question  from  valued  friends,  cspeetaify 
from  his  friend  from  Massachusetts,  wIkks  he  had  alwa)** 
respected,  and  wfiom  he  still  respected.  He  thenxepUed 
to  the  argument  founded  on  the  Idea  that  tlie  protective 
principle  had  been  abandoned  by  tlua  Inll.  Be  admitted 
that  protection  had  been  better  aecnred  by  former  bills 
but  there  was  no  surrender  by  this.  He  considered  re- 
venue as  the  first  object,  and  protection  as  the  second. 
As  to  the  reduction  of  the  revenue,  he  was  of  opinion  tiiat 
there  was  an  error  in  the  calculations  of  gentlemen.  He 
thought  that  in  the  article  of  sDks  alone  there  would  be  a 
consider^le  reduction.  'I'he  protection  to  the  mechanic 
arts  was  only  reduced,  by  the  whole  operation  of  the  bill, 
totwenty-MXpercent-tand  he  did  not  know  that  there 
would  be  any  just  ground  for  compliunt,  as  some  of  the 
mechanic  arts  now  enjoy  only  twenty-five  per  cent. 

The  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  was 
against  the  bill,  but  he  was  happy  to  find  bis  vote  waa  to 
be  for  it.  If  his  argument  brought  other  minds  to  the 
same  conclusion  to  which  it  bad  brought  his,  the  bill 
would  not  he  io  any  danger.  He  would  sair,  mve  the 
country — save  the  Union — and  save  the  AoKriCan  qrstem. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  WKIGUT,  in  which  the 
latter -said  he  had  so  much  confidence  In  the  people  aa  to 
believe  there  would  not  be  a  worse  Cungrevs  than  this, 

Mr.  CLAY  nwdc  a  short  rejoinder,  in  which  he  re- 
minded the  gentleman  from  New  York  of  the  words  of  a 
niuch  greater  man  than  any  member  of  Congress;  "  Con- 
fidence is  a  pUmt  of  slow  growth,"  which  may  be  accele- 
rated or  retardAl  by  drcumstancea.  Tbe  genUenaa 
Aould  not  outdo  him  in  prepossesMons  .of  coDndcaec  in 
the  people. 

The  Question  waa  then  taken  on  the  paamge  uf  the  bill, 
and  decided  as  follows: 
YEAS.— Mesan.  Bell,  Bibb,  Bhck^  Calhoun,  Cham- 
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htrtt  CUy,  CUytoni  Ewing,  Foot,  For^h,  Frelinghuy- 
8en»  Grundy,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johniton.  Sing,  Manguro, 
Miller,  Hoore.  Naudiin,  Poindexter,  RiTe*,  Bobinton, 
Spmgue,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wsggunui,  White,  Wright 
—29, 

NATS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dickeraon, 
Dudley,  Hendricks,  Knight,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies, 
Seymotir,  Silabee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Webster,  Wilkia^l6. 

So  the  bill  was  finally  puaed. 

The  Senate  then  toofc  a  receis  of  an  hour  and  a  half, 
,  until  ft  quarter  past  seven  o'clock. 

On  re^saembling  in  the  evening,  and  aAer  dispowng 
of  much  other  business,  the  Senate  took  up  the  amend- 
ment made  by  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  to  the  bill 
authorizing  the  diatribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAY  nid  that,  although  the'objecta  to  which 
these  proceeds  were  to  be  applied  were  a  bvorite  point 
with  Um,  yet  aa  he  had  found  that  he  was  differing  on  this 
timic  with  lome  of  hia  friends,  and  as  it  had  been  suE^at- 
ed  that  there  might  be  difficulty  in  another  quarter  if  the 
words  struck  out  by  the  House  were  retained,  he  would 
move  to  concur  in  the  amendment 

Mr.  ItOBINSON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  question 
would  nut  be  pressed  at  this  late  hour,  in  so  thin  a'Senate, 
when  many  were  absent  who  are  so  much  interested  in  the 
measure.  He  hoped  that  the  queitloa  wouM  not  be  taken, 
except  in  a  full  Senate. 

Mr.  CL  AT  expressed  his  regret  that,  at  this  hte  period 
of  the  session,  the  Senator  from  lUinoti  riiould  widi  for 
delay,  which  might  endanger  the  paaiage  of  tiie  bill.  It 
WM  not  the  fault  of  the  memben  present  that  there  are 
BO  many  absentees. 

Mr.  C.  wished  to  take  the  question  to-nigitt,  in  or- 
der that  the  Executive  might  hare  time  to  act  upon  the 
bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  he  should  vote  against  the 
lunendment.  He  would  rather  vote  agaimt  the  bill  tlian 
take  it  with  the  amendment 

The  question  waa  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  concur, 
and  decided  aa  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Black,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  King,  Han- 

gum,  Uoere,  Naudun,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
eyanar,  ^Isbee.  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  White — 
33. 

NATS.— Mesna.  Bibb,  Chambers,  Grundy,  RoUnson, 
Tipton — 5. 
So  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 
And  at  1 1  o'clock  the  Senate  adjourned. 

S^TiraDAT,  Hakgh  3. 
ADDITIONAL  PENSION  AGENCT. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
coimderation  of  the  bill  authorizing  the  establishment  of  a 
pen«on  Agency  at  Decatur,  in  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  so  as  to  read 
■•  one  pennon  agency  in  the  northern  part  oTthe  State  of 
Alabama,"  fcc. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  objected  to  the  bill,  which  he  re- 
fjardcd  as  an  effort  to  remove  the  public  funds  from  tlw 
UnitedStates  Bank.  As  the  charter  of  the  bank  will  ex- 
pire in  two  years,  it  was  scarcely  worth  while,  for  that 
vkort  period,  to  make  the  change. 

Mr.  KING  disclaimed  any  intention  to  charge  against 
the  United  States  Bank  t\iaX  it  waa  not  competent  to  per- 
form  its  obligations  to  pay  die  pensioners.  The  object 
of  the  frienda  of  tlw  bill  waa  to  enable  the  penwoners  in 
Alabama  tu  obtain  theur  pensions  without  being  put  to 
the  expense,  ineonrenience,  and  delay,  which  are  conse- 
quent on  a  journey  to  the  place  wher^the  moneys  are  de- 
posited. 


[SaitATx. 


Mr.  SPRAGUE  opposed  the  hill.  He  warned  the 
Senate  agwnit  returning  to  the  practice  of  investing  the 
public  funds  in  loeal  banks,  by  which  the  Ciovernment 
had  already  lustidned  heavy  losses.  The  system  estab- 
lished had  been  found  convenient,  easy,  and  secure;  and 
there  was  no  reason  for  departing  from  it.  If  this  bill 
passed,  Maine  would  hare  an  equal  right  to  cone  to  Con- 
gress for  a  similar  ^ncy. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  to  lay  tlte  bill  and  amendment  on 
the  table,  which  motion  was  decided  in  the  affirmative- 
Teas  SO,  nays  17- 
So  the  biU  was  laid  on  the  table. 

EXPLANATION. 

In  the  course  of  the  day,  after  a  great  number  of  bills 
had  been  passed  through  dlfierent  ata^a, 

Mr.  CLAT  rose,  and  said  that  an  incident  had  occur- 
red a  few  days  ago  which  gave  him  very  great  pain,  and 
he  was  quite  sure  that  in  that  feeling  the  vhole  Senate 
participated,  lallude,  said  Mr.  C,  to  some  of  the  (Aser- 
vations  made  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  MissisMppi, 
and  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts  near  me, 
with  reference  to  an  important  bill  then  pending.  I  was 
persuaded,  at  the  time  those  remarks  were  made,  that 
they  were  die  result  of  mutual  misconeeption,  and  were 
to  be  attributed  sotehr  to  that  zeal  which  each  of  those 
honorable  Senators  lelt  in  the  poution  in  which  they 
stood  towards  each  other^^tbe  one  to  cartv,  the  other  to 
defeat  the  measure)  with  respect  to  which  my  friend 
from  Mississippi  and  myself  unfiniuoately  took  ^ffierent 
views. 

The  concluding  observations  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, after  liaving  delivered  a  very  able  and  argumen- 
tative speech,  one  which  I  need  not  say  to  him  and  the 
Senate  embodied  all  which  could  he  brought  to  bear  on 
his  side  of  the  question,  and  made  me  re^etthat  we  had 
lost  the  benefit  of  lus  ability— in  concluding  his  remarks, 
it  did  sppcar  to  some  members  of  the  Senate,  and  to  my- 
self, and  1  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  so  felt  by  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Massachusetts,  that  there  was  some- 
thing personal  and  peculiarly  harsh  in  hia  language. 
Acting  on  that  supposition,  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  in  the  course  of  his  observations,  also 
used  language  which  may  have  seemed  to  be  unnecessa- 
rily harsh;  but  in  the  sense  which  I  understood  the  re- 
marks of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi,  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  might  have  found  some  jus- 
tification . 

I  can  perfecti^  well  conceive,  however,  thatuhe  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  vas  influenced  in  his  course  by  no- 
thing beyond  tiie  ardor  of  the  momentary  excitement  to 
which  he  had  yielded  himself.  I  know  the  res]>ect  which 
he  bears,  has  borne  at  least,  and  I  am  sure  yet  bears,  to 
tiie  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  the  personal  and  friend- 
ly intercourse  which  has  always  existed  between  them, 
and  the  respect  which  they  bear  to  each  other;  and  I  am 
perfectly  persuaded  that  tlie  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, in  the  remarks  with  which  he  concluded  his 
speedi,  referred  solely  to  the  public  course — the  public 
measures  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
and  the  character  of  the  particular  measure  under  consi- 
deration, without  intending  to  reflect  on  the  personal 
character  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  And  I 
am  sure  it  was  nut  the  purpose  of  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  to  give  any  personal  bearing  to  ob- 
servations which  he  felt  callecl  upon  to  make.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  should  feel,  and  I  am  sure  the  Se- 
nate would  also  foel,  great  pain  if  these  two  gentlemen, 
who  have  Been  fur  so  long  a  time  on  a  footing  of  friend 
ship,  should  be  separated  by  any  circumstance  attribut- 
able to  hostile  feeringi  or,rather,  to  the  misunderstanding 
which  has  arisen.  1  am  sure  that  the  Senate,  as  well  as 
myself,  would  be  gUd  that  these  tgo  genUemen  should 
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itilt  pursue  their  friendly  feeling  to  each  otfaeri  and  1  liope 
sueh  an  explanation  will  be  given  ai  will  produce  a  re- 
conciliation between  the  two  gentleipen,  who  have  so 
fVequently  acted  in  concert  together  on  important  sub- 
jects, and  who  entertain  lowti^s  each  other  the  highest 
respect.  And  I  do  hope  that,  in  some  way  nr  olher, 
means  will  be  found  to  remove  this  momentary  interrup- 
tion of  the  good,  feeling  which  had  to  long  existed  between 
these  genaemen,  and  that  notltlng  will  occur  to  disturb, 
among  the  members  of  the  Senate,  that  harmony  and 
peace,  which  I  trust  will  prevail  among  all  the  members 
of  this  body. 

.  Mr.  POINDBXTEK  rose  and  said,  that  the  circum- 
stance which  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  had 
alluded  to,  as  having  passed  between  liim  and  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Massachusetts,  was  to  him  a  source  of 
regret.  The  measure  under  consideration  at  the  time 
wai  OM  to  which  he  was  stron^y  opposed,  and  against 
which  he  entered  his  solemn  protest.  The  honorable 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  advocated  tliat  measure 
with  his  usual  zeal  and  ability.  In  the  course  of  Iiis  re> 
marks  he  alluded  to  Ihe  course  of  the  South  in  opposition 
to  the  American  system,  and  charged  upon  the  citizens  of 
that  section  of  the  Union  in  general,  and  more  particu- 
larly on  South  Carolina,  acts  which  amount  to  treason  and 
rebelUon,  and  a  disposition  to  rtipture  our  happy  Union, 
and  to  bam  the  constitution  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet. 
Coming,  sir,  from  that  quarter  of  the  Union,  I  felt  it  to 
be  my  dutv  to  vindicate  it  from  those  aaperMons,  and  to 
throw  bacK  to  the  honorable  Senator,  as  far  as  I  could,  a 
Roland  for  his  Oliver.  Believing  tliat  the  South  was 
right  in  ttie  position  which  it  has  assumed,  I  felt  author- 
ized to  allude  to  tlie  past  history  oPthe  country,  and  to 
the  political  conduct  of  the  honorable  ^ntlentan  himself, 
in  Illustration  of  faiy  argument.  Pcrliaps,  in  the  ardor  of 
my  feeling,  I  went  too  nrt  and,  if  so,  1  deeply  regret  it. 
For  it  was  far  from  my  purpose  to  viobte  the  decorum  of 
debate  which  hsa  ever  characterized  this  body,  or  to  ei- 
press  myself  with  harshness  towards  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts.  He  well  knows  the  respect  and 
kindness  which  t  hear  for  him;  and  I  assure  liim  that  I 
Itad  no  intention  to  reflect  either  upon  his  personal  char- 
acter, or  the  purity  of  his  political  motives.  Having 
said  this,  I  trust  I  nave  put  myself  "redtu  in  tuw* 
on  this  subject.  It  was  usuredly  far  from  my  intention 
to  trespass  on  the  feelings  of  the  honorable  member  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr-  WEB  sTER.  It  is  not  more  a  mfctter  of  regret  to 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi,  titan  to  myself, 
tlial  any  misunderstanding  should  liftve  occurred  between 
us.  Since  our  acquaintance  in  tliis  body,  we  have  been 
on  a  footing  of  kmdness  and  courtesy,  and  there  is  no 
gentleman  in  the  Senate  towards  whom  I  luive  been  less 
inclined  to  manifest  any  warmth,  which  might  be  attri- 
buted to  want  of  decorum.  I  certainly  thought  that  the 
last  portion  of  the  honorable  Senator's  remarks  had  a  very 
strong  personal  bearing  on  myself.  1  certainly  thought 
they  were  intended  to  have  that  cfFect.  I  am  very  happy 
to  hear  the  honorable  gentleman  disavow  that  he  intended 
to  give  them  such  a  bearing.  1  respond  entirely  to  the 
declaration  that  there  has  been  between  us,  always, 
kindness  and  a  good  understanding.  There  are  incidents 
connected  with  our  relative  sitiiatioiistowai-ds  euch  other 
which  would  make  it  extremirly  unpleasant  tlint  any  thing 
should  occur  which  can  disturb  the  go<xl  understanding 
which  ought  to  exist  between  honorable  members.  1 
therefore  entii-ely  disavow  any  intention  to  offer  oiiy  per- 
sonal disrespect  towardi  him,  in  my  answer  to  tlie  re- 
marks which  he  made  towards  mr. 

Mr.  1>0INUEX  TEK  then  rose  and  said,  the  diMslaimer 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mstsachuietts  calta  fur 
further  exnlanatKin  from  me.  In  reply  to  wliat  I  deemed 
a  peraonaJ  affront  towards  myself;  from  the  honorable 


Senator,  I  used  expressions,  which,  if  such  was  not  in- 
tended, might  appear  harsh,  and  a  violation  of  the  re- 
spect which  ougtit  to  be  preserved  between  memben  of 
tnb  honorable  body.  Ending,  from  Uie  explanation  «hidi 
has  been  given  by  the  bonorahle  Senator,  that  fait  pur- 
pose was  not  to  ofl*er  me  any  personal  insul^  or  to  vound 
my  sensibility  as  an  individual,  I  take  this  occasion,  vohiD- 
tarily,  and  with  great  pleasure,  to  retract  the  ofTeaftve 
expressions,  hastily  used,  under  the  impulse  of  the  mo- 
ment; and  I  tender  my  hand  to  the  honorable  Scaattr 
with  perfect  freedom  and  cordiality. 

At  three  o'clock  the  Senate  took  a  Tccea  until  &n 
o'clock. 

EVENING  SESSION. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Senate  met(  when  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Samuel  llall  was  cimNdered,  and  ordered  to  a 
third  reading.  Itie  bill  waithen  read  m  third  tine  sod 
passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DUDLKY,~the  Senate  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  executive  buMoeis. 

When  tlie  doors  were  re-opened,  Mr.  CLAY  wu  fouml 
speaking.  He  was  engaged  in  expressing  his  ^>probi- 
tion  of  the  conduct  of  the  President  pro  tanpon  of  this 
bod^.  The  present,  he  said,  had  been  «  veiy  anfaoni 
session.  He  should  not  have  voted  for  the  presest  pce- 
nding  officer,  <bad  he  been  preimt  when  he  was  eUdrii 
nor  di^  he  mean  to  say  what  would  be  bit  vote,  if  die 
election  were  now  to  be  made.  But  be  nve  with  great 
pleasure  his  testimony  in  favor  of  the  futbful,  and  able, 
and  impartial  manner  in  which  Uiat  officer  had  perforaed 
his  duty.  He  concluded  with  asking  leare  to  preseatthe 
following  resolution: 

BeaoM,  That  the  ibanks  of  tbe  Senate  be  pretetrfed 
to  the  honorable  Bven  L.  Wnrrx,  fbr  the  dignity,  sbilitr, 
and  impartiality,  witli  which  he  has  discliarged  the  duties 
of  President  ^nv  /ensure  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 

Late  in  the  course  of  tbe  evening, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  when  the  SeaiLe  id- 
journ,  it  adiouni  to  meet  at  ten  o'clock  to-morTO*)  sad 
asked  for  toe  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  taken  Bf  fcl- 
lows: 

YKA8 — Messn.  Bibb,  BUck,  Buckner,  Clsy.  IKckei- 
son.  Holmes,  Johnson,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robbim^  Tjr- 
ter,  Waggaman. — 13. 

NAYS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Chambers,  PalUi,  Dadkr, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendncti,  Hill, 
Kane,  Knight,  Naudain,  Robinson,  Uunle^  S^yj'^* 
Sprague,  I'iptMi,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkiub  w nght, 
White. --23. 

In  the  eoune  of  the  evening,  aVill  from  the  "oiue  of 
Representatives  for  making  appropns^oas  for  bnilnng 
light-houses,  &c.,  was  reads  first  timci  and  on  the  ques- 
tion that  it  be  now  read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  GRUNDY  objcctedi  and  the  motion  reqnnnf;.  by 
rule,  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  Senate, the MH  wi^ 
of  course,  rejected. 

Tlie  Senate  then  spent  about  three  hours  in  the  cam- 
deration  of  executive  business;  after  which,  sewrsl  «t- 
tempts  were  made  to  induce  the  Senate  to  Uke  op  the  wl 
for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Matthew  LytMi  but  fte  Se- 
nate refused  to  consider  it. 

About  half-past  four  o'clock,  A.  M.,  a  committre  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  was  appointed  to  join  such  c«"|- 
mittee  as  the  House  might  ajipoint,  to  watt  on  the  Pi"*" 
dent,  and  inform  him  that  the  two  Housea  were  ready  to 
adjourn. 

I'he  House  having  appointeil  •  committee,  the  ioirt 
committee  waited  on  the  Prendent,  and  relumed  wlR  ■■■ 
answer  that  he  bad  no  fiirthir  commuiucstion  to  mkc; 
whereupon, 

Ur.  KING  moved  that  the  Senata^djoum. 
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Mr.  WHI1*E  (Prendent  pro  tonpore)  dwn  rose  uid 
addrMsed  the  Senate,  u  foUovi: 

Before  the  preiddinp  officer  lesrei  the  ehiir,  he  ii  de- 
liroin  of  nytiw  a  few  wordf. 

We  met  unoer  cireunubuicef  edcolated  to  induce  ui 
to  beUeve  th^  matten  of  high  exdtcment  would  ariae 
datinf  our  aojoum  here.  It  was  by  the  will  of  the  ma- 
jority of  tbia  body  that  I  waa  placed  in  this  chair,  to  pre- 
aide  over  your  aeliberations.  I  looked  upon  the  birh 
honor  thua  conferred  to  be  but  temporaiyt  for  could  I 
then  hare  foreaeen  that  I  was  to  act  in  this  capacity  until 
now,  most  certunly  my  dlitrust  of  mr  experience  would 
have  induced  me  to  ahrink  from  unaertaking  the  task. 
Hm  duties  of  the  Chair  are  at  dl  times  arduouit  bat  the 
more  particularly  to  when  tofiM  of  Ugh  intemit  and 
importance  are  under  dlacuation.  My  ezperienee,  how* 
ever,  has  convinced  me  that  even  under  Uiese  circum- 
stances, the  prending  officer  may  have  a  pleasant  task  to 
perform,  when  everv  member  submits  himself  to'  be 
ffuided  by  the  rules  of  this  body,  instead  oi  having  a 
for  hiiDsejr. 

I  take  pleasure  in  stating;  that  during  the  whole  eoane 
of  the  sesHon,  no  act  has  been  done  by  any  one  n>ember, 


and  no  sinfifle  expreswon  has  reached  my  ear,  calculated 
to  give  pain  to  the  presiding  officer.  If,  in  the  discfivge 
of  the  duties  conSded  to  me,  I  have  had  the  misfortune 
lo  imure  or  to  wotind  the  feelings  of  any  individual,  I 
trust  DO  «nU  do  me  the  justice  to  beGeve  that  it  has  hap- 
pimed  without  any  intention  on  part.  I  haw  endea- 
vored to  act  impartially  towards  every  member  of  this 
bod^t  ">d,  I  would  have  them  to  bear  in  mind,  that  if, 
dunng  the  arduous  duties  I  have  had  to  perform,  and 
amidst  all  the  excitements  that  have  existed,  any  thiag 
like  order  has  been  preserved,  it  must  be  attributed  more 
to  the  kindness  and  courtesy  of  Senators  towards  the 
prewding  officer,  than  to  the  capacity  which  he  was  able 
to  brii^  to  the  datiea  assigned  him.  It  b  not  probable,  la 
ttte  oourse  of  hiiman  evcoiti,  that  we  cui  all  ever  anem- 
ble  in  this  chamber  again.  I  shall,  after  putting  the 
question,  take  a  brewelfof  all  who  are  here  presentt  and 
I  feel  regret  that  I  cannot  exchange  good  wishes  irith 
those  who  are  absenti  ho^ring  that  it  may  be  oar  gudd 
fortune  all  to  meet  agun. 

The  PreKdent  then  put  tit^questlcm  on  adjourraneat, 
which  was  carried,  nemtne  duMntitmhe  and 

The  Senate,  at  five  o*eloofc,  A.  M.,  adjourned  tint  dtok 
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LIST  OP  UEUBEBS 
ComjMiag  the  Htuteif  SqtreaenUitiva  tie  prmtU  Minim- 

MAINE— John  Anderson^  James  Bates,  Geoi^  Evans, 
Cornelius  HolIuid»  Leonard  Jarvis,  Edward  Kavanagh, 
Rtifiia  McFntire — 7. 

NBW  HAMPSHIRE— John  Drodhead,  Thomas  Clian- 
dier,  Joseph  Hammons,  Henry  Hubbard,  Joseph  H.  Har- 
per, John  W.  Weeks— 6. 

MASSACHUSETTS— John  Quincy  Adams,  Nathan 
Appleton,  Isaac  C.  Bates,  George  N.  Brisfgs,  Rufus 
Choate,  H-  A.  S.  Dearborn,  John  Davis,  Edward  Eve- 
rett, George  Grennetl,  jr.,  Joseph  G.  Kendall,  Jtdin  Heed, 
James  L.  Hodges,  Jeremiah  Nelson— 13. 

RHODE  ISLAND— Tristam  Burges,  Dutee  J. 
Pearce— 3. 

CONNECTICUT— Noyes  Barber.  Williun  W.  Ells- 
worth, Jabez  W.  Huntington,  Ralph  I.  Ingenoll,  William 
L.  Storrs,  Ebenezer  Young — 6. 

VERMONT— Heman  Allen,  William  Cahoon,  Horace 
Kverett,  William  SUde,  Hiland  Hall— J. 

NEW  YORK- William  G.  Angel,  Gamaliel  H.  Bar- 
stow,  William  Babcock,  Joseph  Bouck,  John  T.  Betven, 
John  C.  Brodhead,  Samuel  Beardsley,  John  A.  CoUier, 
Bates  Cooke,  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng,  John  Dickson, 
Charles  Dayan,  Ulysses  F.  Doubleday,  William  Uogan, 
Michael  HofTman,  Freeborn  G.  Jewett,  John  King,  Ger- 
rlt  Y.  Lansing,  James  Lent,  Job  Pierson,  NatlianieT  Pitch- 
er, E.  H.  Pendleton,  Edward  Ot  Reed,  Erastus  Root, 
Nathan  Soule,  John  W.  Taylor,  Phineaa  L.  Tracy,  Gu- 
lian  0.  Verplanck,  Frederick  Whiltlesey,  Samuel  J. 
Wilkin,  G.  II.  Wheeler,  Campbell  P.  White,"  Aaron 
Ward,  Daniel  Wardwell— 34. 

NEW  JERSEY— Lewis Condict,  S'llaa  Condit,  Richard 
M.  Cooper,  Thomas  H.  Huglie^  James  F.  Ruidolph, 
Isaac  Southard — 6. 

PENNSYLVANIA— Robert  Allison,  John  Banks, 
George  Burd,  John  C.  Bucher,  Thomas  B.  Crawford, 
Richard  Coulter,  Banner  Denny,  Lewis  Dewar^  Joshua 
Evans,  James  Ford,  John  Gilmore,  William  Beister, 
Henry  Horn,  Peter  Ihrie,  Jr.,  Adam  King,  Henry  King, 
Joel  K.  Mann,  Henry  A.  Muhlenberg,  T.  H.  H'Kennan, 
Robert  McCoy,  David  Pottt^  Juo.,  Andrew  Stewart, 
Samuel  A.  Smith,  Pliilander  Slepheos,  Joel  B.  Suther- 
land, John  G.  Watmougli— 26. 

DELAWARE— John  J.  MiIligan-1. 
MARYLAND— Benjamin  C.  Howud,  Daoieljenifer, 
John  L.  Kerr,  Benedict  I.  Scramea,  Charles  S.  Bewail, 
John  8.  Spence,  Francis  Thomas,  George  C.  Washing- 
ton, J.  T.  H.  Worthington— 9. 

VIRGINIA— Mark  Alexander,  Robert  Allen.  William 
8.  Archer,  William  Armstrong,  John  S.  Barbour,  Thomas' 
T.  Bouklin,  Nathaniel  H.  Chuborne,  Robert  Craig,  Joseph 
W.  Chinn,  Richard  Coke,  Jun..  Thomas  Davenpoft, 
Joseph  Draper,  WiUiam  F.  Ciordoo,  John  Y.  Mason, 
Lewis  Maxwell,  Charlei  Fenton  Mercer,  WiUum  McCoy, 
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Thomas  Newton,  John  M.  Patton,  John  J.  Roane,  An- 
drew Stevenson,  Joseph  Johnson — 22. 

NORTH  CAROLINA— Daniel  L.  Barringer,  Laughlin 
Bethune,  John  Branch,  Samuel  p.  Carson,  Benry  W. 
Conner,  Thomas  H.  Hall,  M.  T.  Hawkins,  James  McKay, 
Abraham  Rencher,  William  B.  Sh»ard,  A.  H.  Sheppera. 
Jesse  Speight,  Lewis  Williams— 13. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA— Robert  W.  Bamvelj,  Jamei 
Blair,  Warren  R.  Davis,  William  Drayton,  John  M.  Fel- 
der,  John  R.  Griffin,  Thomas  R.  Hitchel,  George  Mc- 
Diiffie,  Wm.  T.  NuckoII»~9. 

GEORGIA— Augustine  S.  Clayton,  Thomas  F.  Faster, 
Henry  G.  Lamar,  Daniel  Newnan,  Wilw  Thomson, 
Richard  H.  Wilde.  James  M.  Wayne— r. 

KENTUCKY— John  Adair,  Chilton  Allan,  Henty  Dan- 
iel, Nathan  Gaither,  Albert  O.  Hawea»  Richard  M.  Jdin- 
Bon,  Joseph  Lecompte,  Robert  P.  Letcher,  Chittenden 
I^yon,  Thomas  A.  Marshalf,  Christopher  Tompklnii 
Charles  A.  WicklifTe- 12. 

TENNESSEE— Thomas  D.  Arnold,  John  Bell,  John 
BUir,  William  Fitzgerald,  WiUiam  Hall,  Jacob  C.  Isael^ 
Cave  Johmon,  Jamea  K.  Polk,  Jimei  Standibr~9. 

OHIO— Joseph  H.  Crane,  Elathera  Cooke,  William 
Creightoh,  Jun.,  Thomas  Corwin,  James  Flndlay,  Willbm 
W.  Irrin,  WiUiam  Kennon,  Buraphrey  H.  Leavitt,  Wil- 
liam Russell,  William  SUnbety,  John  Thompson,  Joseph 
Vance,  Samuel  F.  Vinton,  El^  WhitUesey— 14. 

LOUISIANA— Benry  A.  BuUard,  Philemon  Thomas, 
Edward  D.  White-3. 

INDIANA— Radiff  Boon,  John  Carr,  Jonathan  Mc- 
Carhi^. 

MISSISSIPPI— FruUin  E.  PlumnMr— 1. 
ILLINOIS-Joseph  Duncan— 1. 
ALABAMA— Clement  C.  Clay,  Dixtm  H.  Lew'u^  Sam- 
uel W.  Mardi»-3. 

MISSOURI— William  H.  Asbley- 1. 

DBI.EOATB8. 

MICHIGAN  TERRITORY— Anatin  E.  Wing.' 
ARKANSAS  TERRITORY— AmbroK  H.  Bcrier. 
FLORIDA  TERRITORY— Joiepb  M.  White. 

MoaoAT,  DxoxxaxK  3, 1832. 

At  12  o'clock  Mr.  Speaker  Stitkssos  took  the  chair, 
and  caUed  the  Bouse  to  order. 

The  Clerk  having  called  over  the  roll,  one  hundred 
and  MXty-five  members  answered  to  their  oameat  whicii 
being  a  quOTum,  a  message  was  ordered  to  be  «at-to  the 
Senate  announcing  that  the  Hoive  of  Ueprescntatirea  was 
organized,  and  ready  to  proceed  to  bunnesa. 

DEATB  OF  MR.  DODDRIDGE. 
Mr.  MERCER  rose  and  observed,  that  it  was  his  me- 
lancholy du^  to  announce  to  the  House  the  decease  of 
tkb  lamented  colleupie,  the  honorable  Phiup  Doddhdsx, 
and  to  offer  »  reaoiotion,  muring  the  frienda  of  the  de- 
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ceased,  and  the  country  at  larger  of  the  sense  entertained 
by  this  House  of  the  nas  it  liad  sustained.  In  perform- 
ing this  duty,  Mr.  M.  said,  that  were  he  to  indulse  the 
fteling  he  possessed  of  the  merits  of  his  departed  friend, 
he  should  find  himself  speedily  arretted.  In  intellectual 
power,  that  friend  had  been  ^roassed  by  few  in  this  or 
any  other  countrj-}  in  integrity  of  motive,  be  was  excelled 
by  nonCi  and  in  Minplicity  of  heart,  by  no  man  he  had 
ever  knoirn.  Mr.  M.  then  offered  tbe  fbllowing  reso- 
lution: > 

MeaoRtdt  unanitaoutb/y  That  the  memben  the 
Hooie  of  Representatives,  from  a  uncere  desire  of  show- 
ing' erery  mark  of  respect  due  to  the  memory  of  Philip 
DoosBiDaa,  hte  a  member  thereof  fh>m  the -State  of  Vir- 
ginia, will  go  in  mounrisig  by  the  usual  mode  of  wearing 
crape  round  the  left  armlbr  one  month. 

Tlie  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITIXESET,  of  Ohioi,  a  leKdu- 
tkm  was  adi^ted  fixing  the  time  of  meeting  of  the  House 
at  IS  o'clock,  M.,  untU  otherwise  ordered. 

After  the  usual  orders  for  a  jtuot  committee  to  wait  on 
the  President,  and  to  furnish  the  members  with  news- 
papers. 

The  House  adjourned. 

TOBSBAT,  DB6aXBKm4r 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR,  it  was  ordered  that  two 
chaplains,  of  different  denominations,  be  appmnted  for 
the  sesHon^  one  by  each  Uuuse. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WICKUFFE,  it  was  ordered  that 
the  House  proceed  on  Thursday  next  to  the  election  of  a 
Seigeant-^«w,  in  the  place  of  John  O.  Uunn,  re< 
Mgned. 

^  A  metnce  wia  tbep  announced  from  the  rreudent  of 
the  Uidtc^  StatM)  and  U^  Donelnot  his  private  secre- 
tary, delivered  to  the  Chair  the  menage  of  the  Preadent 
to  the  two  Houses  of  Congmi  at  the  opening  of  thnr 
■etiaon.   [See  ^^ipendix.) 

The  messsge  was  read,  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  10,000 
copies  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Adjourned. 

Wemxmat,  DacaiiKm  5. 
The  House  met,  and  adjourned  to-day  without  trans- 
acting  any  buunem. 

Tkvbbdat,  Dkcxmbir  fr. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR,  of  New  York,  it  was 
Order^t  That  the  standing  committees  of  the  House 
be  now  appointed. 


VETO  OF  THE  HARB  O 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  pri- 
vate secretary: 

7b  tiu  Bnmof  Jlepramtattvea.- 

In  addition  to  the  general  views  I  have  heretofore  ex- 
pretsed  to  Congress  oti  the  subjeet  of  internal  improve- 
ment, it  is  my  duty  to  advert  to  it  again  in  stating  my  ob- 
jections to  the  bill  entitled  '*  An  act  for  the  improvement 
of  cert^n  harbors^  and  ttie  navigation  of  certain  rivers" 
'  -^^s  not  received  a  sufficient  time  befim  the  close 
^ftjich'tr?-  ■  ■  ,  „  I.— "nable  me  to  examine  it  before  the 
of  the  last  session  ,  „„-  

•^CTnTSlitureW  considered  that  bill  within  the  time 
sUoiedmeTvtlie  constitution,  and  being  wnvmced  that 
of  its  provisions  conflict  with  the  rule  adopted  for 
Sy"'gul  onTirs^^^^^  of.  legisUtion.  I  ^'=?. 
Slled  to  wilhhoU  from  it  my  signaturcj  und  it  has, 
Aerefore,  failed  to  become  a  law. 


To  facilitate  aa  far  as  I  can  the  intell^nt  action  of 
Congress'upon  the  aubjects  embraced  in  this  bill,  1  trans- 
nut,  nerewitb,  a  report  from  the  Engineer  DepartmetiT, 
diitinruishing,  as  far  as  the  information  in  its  possesmm 
would  enable  it,  between  those  appfoprisitions  which  do, 
and  those  which  do  not,  conflict  with  the  rules  by  which 
my  conduct  in  this  respect  lias  hitherto  been  governed. 
By  that  report  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  a  ctasa  of  ap- 
propriations in  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  streams, 
that  are  not  navigable,  that  are  not  ehannelB  of  eoaunerce. 
and  that  do  not  pertain  to  the  harbors  or  "ports  f»f  catiy 
desi^ated  by  sny  law,  or  have  any  ascertained  con- 
nexion with  the  usual  establishments  for  the  security  of 
commerce,  external  or  internal. 

It  is  obrious  that  such  af^roprtations  involve  the  ssnc- 
tion  of  a  principle  that  concedes  to  the  General  Govern- 
ment an  unlimited  power  over  the  subject  of  intemai  im- 
provementst  and  tnat  I  could  not,  therefore,  approve  a 
bill  eontuning  them,  without  receding  from  poaitloas 
taken  in  my  veto  of  the  Haysville  road  bill,  and,  after- 
warda,  in  my  annual  message  of  December  7,  1830. 

it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  rules  by  which  this  claswli- 
cation  of  the  improvements  tn  this  bill  has  been  made  by 
the  Engineer  Department  are  not  more  definite  and  cer- 
tain, and  that  embarrassment  may  not  always  be  avoided 
by  the  observance  of  themi  but,  as  neither  my  own  re- 
flection, nor  the  lights  derived  from  other  sources,  hare 
furnished  me  with  a  better  guide,  I  shall  continue  to  ap- 
ply my  best  exertions  to  their  applicatign  and  enforce- 
ment. In  thus  employing  m^  best  bcultica  to  exercise 
the  powers  with  which  I  am  invested,  to  avoid  evib,  and 
to  effect  the  greatest  attainable  good  for  our  commoo 
country,  I  feel  that  I  may  trust  to  your  cordial  co-open- 
tioni.  and  the  experience  of  the  pMt  leaves  me  no  room 
to  doubt  the  libersf  indulgence  ad  frvorable  considera- 
tion of  those  for  whom  we  act. 

The  grounds  upon  which  I  have  pttn  ay  assent  to  ap- 
proprislUon*  for  Hie  construction  of  light-bouses,  beacon^ 
buoj%  public  piers,  and  the  remevu  of  sand-ban,  saw- 
yers, and  other  temporary  or  partiat  impediments  in  our 
navigable  riven  and  baAors,  and  with  vlueh  many  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill  correapondr  have  been  so  feBy 
stated,  that  I  trust  a  repetition  of  them  is  unnecessary. 
Had  there  been  incorporared  in  the  bill  no  provinoos  for 
works  of  a  different  description,  depending  on  principles 
which  extend  the  power  of  making  appropriations  to 
every  object  which  the  discretion  of  the  tiovernmcnt  may 
select,  and  losing  sight  of  the  distinctions  between  na- 
tional and  local  eharacler,  wiricb  I  bad  stated  would  be 
my  future  guide  oo  the  subject,  I  should  have  cheerfully 
ngned  the  bill. 

^  g  ANDRKif  JACKSON. 


Mr.  TAYLOR  moved  that  the  comnMnication  be  bid 
on  the  Ublr,  and  printed)  but  withdrew  himotoa  Hthe 
request  of 

Mr.  WICKLIFtE,  who  moved  its  reference  to  Htu 
Committee  on  Internal  Improvement!  which wasi^reed 

to. 

Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  subsequently  moved  to  re- 
consider Uie  above  vote,  on  the  ground  that  the  queslitn 
had  not  been  understood  by  all  the  House. 

After  some  conversation  between  him  and  Nr.  WiCK- 
LIKFE,  he  agreed  to  postpone  the  consideration  oT  hii 
motion  for  re-consideration  unUl  to-morrow. 
The  annual  report  from  the  Treasury  Department  on 
-  {lie^Rinces  of  the  Government  was  received,  and.  on 
motion  of  Mr.  POLK,  10,000  additional  copies  of  it  were 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Reports  were  also  received  from  the  Treasury  and 
Navy  Departments,  and  (rom  the  Treasurer  of  the  Vmted 
States;  which  were  luid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  te  be 
printed. 
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Dxc.  10^  1832.]        Standing  Committees. — Ekettm  of  SergtarU-at-armt. — PrmdenCa  Message. 


[H.  or  R. 


Mr.  EVEREIT  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  lies  on  the  table  one  day: 

ileaoW,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cmnmunicate  to  this  House,  as  far  as  the 
piwlic  Mrrice  will  permit,  such  pc^ooa  as  have  not 
lictetofbre  been  conuaanieitedi  of  the  imtnietioni  given 
to  our  jninitten  in  Pnuiee  on  the  subject  of  claiow  for 
spoliations,  and  of  the  correspondence  of  mtd  ministera 
with  ttie  French  Government,  and  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States  on  tite  same  subject. 

The  hour  appointed  for  proceeding  to  the  election  of 
a  8ergeant4t4nns,  having  arrived,  the  House  proceeded 
lo  Ae  ballot:  when,  na  fewer  than  twenty-aiz  candidates 
were  nonunated  for  the  office.  After  three  unanccesaful 
ballotings,  the  result  on  the  fburtli  ballot  stood  as  follows: 

For  William  J.  HcCormick  -         -  35 

William  fi.  Robinson  •         -  29 

William  A.  Gordon  -  -  -  35 
Jonathan  Nye  25 
Thomas  B.  Randolph  -         -  25 

And  many  scattering  votes. 

The  Hotise  then  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

tHostiT,  Deckkbbs  10. 

The  feUowtng  committees  were  announced  to  have 
bean  appointed  by  the  Speaker  tn  pursuance  of  the  order 
of  the  House  ofThursday  last: 

On  Ekdimu. — Messrs.  Claiborne,  Randolph,  Holland, 
Griffin,  B^UDT,  CoUier,  and  Araold.  «. 

On  mM  antf  Jftmf.--Hessrs.  Verplanck,  Ingersoll, 
Gilmore,  Alexander,  Wilde,  Gaither^  and  Polk. 

On  CfaMU.— Heaan.  Whittlesey,  Bariier,  Mclntire, 
Ihrie,  Rencher,  Uayan,  and  Grennell. 

On  Commerce. — Messrs.  Cambrelei^,  Howard,  Suth> 
«rUnd,  Newton,  Davis,  of  Massachusetts,  Jarvis,  and 
Harper. 

On  Piibiie  Laada. — Mc&irs.  WickiiflTe,  Duncan,  Clay, 
Irvin,  Boon,  Plummer,  and  Mason. 

Oa  the  Pod  Office  and  IW  AooA.— Messrs.  Conner, 
Kussell,  Pearce,  Hammoni,  Ksvanagh,  Doubleday,  and 
Koane. 

Oa  the  Dutriet  of  Columbia. — Messrs.  Washington, 
Semmes,  Armstrot^,  Chinn,  Jenifer,  Wm.  B.  Shepard, 
and  HcKennan. 

On  tie  /udioory.— Messrs.  Bell,  Ellsworth,  Daniel, 
t  Foster,  Gordon,  Beardd^,  and  Coulter. 

On  Beutbittoneru  Cwintt.— Heasrs.  Uuhlenburg, 
Nuckdt^  Crane,  Batea^  of  Massachusetts,  StaniUfer, 
Marshall,  and  Newnan. 

OnPubUeExpmdUum.—illeasn.  Hall,  of  North  Caro- 
lina, Davenport,  Lyon,  Thomson,  of  Ohio,  Pierson, 
Henry  King,  and  Bnegs. 

Oa  Private  iMd  Cmma.'~-Meun.  Johtaon,  ofTennes. 
see.  Coke,  Stanbery,  Mardts,  Carr,  Bullard,  and  Ashley. 

Oa  Manufttiiura. — Messrs.  Adams,  Hoffman,  Lewis 
Condict,  Findlay,  Horn,  WortUington,  and  Barbour,  of 
Virpnia. 

Oa  .^ncufiure.— Messrs.  Root,  McCoy,  of  Virginia, 
Smith,  of  Penn^lvania,  Chandler,  Wheeler,  McCoy,  of 
rennsylvania,  and  Tompkins. 

Oa  Indian  Affinrt. — Messrs.  Lewis,  Thompson,  of 
Georgia,  Angel,  Storrs,  Lecompte,  Kennon,  and  Haw- 
kins. 

On  MUUarjf  .^oets.— Messrs.  Johnson,  of  Kentucky, 
Vance,  Blair,  of  South  Carolina,  Speight,  Adwr,  Ward, 
and  Thomas,  of  Louinaiia. 

On  Naval Affain.—McwTs.  Anderson,  White,  of  New 
Yorfc^  Milligan,  Watmough,  Patton,  Dearborn,  Lansing. 

Oa  Foreign  Mbin.—ilam.  Archer,  Everett,  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, Taylor,  Crawford,  Barnwell,  Wayne,  and 
ThoauHL  of  Haiylaiid. 

On  TWrtlonu.— Means.  Ke^,  Creighton,  Williams, 
Huntington,  Allan,  of  Kentucky,  Potts,  and  John  King. 


Oa  BeeokUionary  Pensiona. — Messrs.  Hubbard,  (sacks, 
Denny,  Pendleton,  Bucher,  Soule,  and  Cboate. 

Oa  InvaUd  Peasimu. — Messrs.  Burges,  Ford,  Evans,  of 
Maine,  Reed,of  New  York,  Dewart,  Slade,  and  Southard. 

On  Boada  and  CanaU, — Messrs.  Mercer,  Blair,  of  Ten- 
nessee, Letcher,  Vinton,  Craig,  licavitt,  and  JewetL 

Oa  Bemaaland  Vh&i^ed  Mmiiia».~-Vl!emn.  Beed,  of 
Massachusetts,  Bouclc,  and  Silas  Condlt. 

On  Account M. — Mesara,  Bergen,  Burd,  and  Hodges. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  moved  the  fdlowing  lesolution, 
which,  under  the  rule,  lies  on  the  table  one  day,  viz: 

Bea^oed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  in- 
structed to  communicate  to  this  House  the  report  of  the 
person  or  agent  employed  by  him  to  make  an  inquiry 
into  the  solvency  of  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States,  with 
a  view  of  enabling  the  department  to  determine  whether 
the  Bank  of  the  United  Sutes  be  a  safe  deporitoty  for  the 
public  revenue. 

ELECTION  OF  SEllGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
The  House  then  again  proceeded  to  ballot  for  a  Ser- 
^ant-at-orraa,  to  -supply  the  vacancy  in  that  office  occa- 
noned  by  the  resigns  tKMi  of  John  OsviUd  Dunn;  and,  on 
the  nioui  ballot,  (four  were  ti^en  on  Thursday  last,) 
Thonus  B.  Randolph,  of  Vit^nia,  was  elected. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
The  Hoiise  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  SPEIGHT,  went 
into  Committee  of  die  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
Mr.  J,  W.  TAYLOR  bt  the  chair,  and  proceeded  to 
consider  the  messaate  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  the  reading  itfthe  message  having  been  Aspensed 
with, 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  submitted  a  number  of  resolutions  for 
distributing  the  message  to  various  committees. 

The  resolutions  were  generally  agreed  to  mem.  eon. 
But,  when 

The  third  reaolution,  jiroponng  a  reference  of  that 
part  of  the  message  which  recommends  a  sale  of  the 
stocks  belonging  to  Government  in  incorporated  cmfapa- 
nies  had  been  passed  by, 

Mr.  MERCER,  of  Virginia,  s^  he  rose  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  committee  in  reference  to  the  last  subject 
which  had  been  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Meani^  viz:  the  relation  sustained  by  Uie  Government 
towards  those  canal  companies  whose  stock  it  held.  It 
voidd  be  remembered  by  the  House,  that  all  the  bilk 
providing  for  a  subscription  «r  stock  in  such  companies, 
liad  originated  in  the  Committee  on  bitemal  Improve- 
ments more  familiarly  known  as  the  Committee  on  Roada 
and  Canals.  In  furtherance  of  his  object  *e  rising,  he 
should  now  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the  resolu- 
tion; and  shouhl  that  motion  fiul,  be  would  then  move  to 
amend  the  resolution  by  substituting  the  Coaniittee  on 
tntcrnal  Improvement  Rff  tlie  Committee  of  Wayaand 
Means. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  hoped  that  tiie  amendment  would  not 
be  agreed  to.  It  must  be  obvioui^  from  the  reading  of 
the  message,  that  the  President  was  of  opinion  that,  on 
this  subject,  a  new  policy  ought  to  be  adopted.  It  was, 
indeed,  true,  that  all  the  bills  for  a  subscription  of  stock 
in  companies  of  the  kind  indicated,  had  originally  tieen 
proposed  by  the  Comnuttee  on  Roads  and  Canals.  It 
was  known  to  be  the  favorite  scheme  of  the  gentleman'a 
ingenuity,  and  for  that  very  reason  there  would  be  a 
manifest  impropriety  in  referring  this  part  of  the  message 
to  that  committer.  They  had  prejudged  the  subject. 
Besdes,  the  subject  itself  was  appropriate  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  which  had  cbarjp;  of  the  reve- 
nue, and  who  would,  of  cooMe,  recommend  in  what  way 
this  part  of  the  revenue  should  be  tranafieiTed.  BeUeving 
that  it  was  time  that  the  policy  of  the  country  was 
changed,  Mr.  8.  hu  been  induce(Lt»  draw  upi the  rew. 
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hition.  ir  the  object  of  the  gentlenwn  from  Vir^nia 
wu  to  amother  it,  and  to  prevent. its  being  fairly  treated, 
and  if  the  House  agreed  with  him  in  sentiment,  they 
Woukl  rote  for  Uie  gentleman's  amendment.  Forhiro- 
^  self,  it  was  his  denre  to  meet  the  gentleman  openly  upon 
that  floor.  He  rirould  fight  him  &rly.  And  if  tbe  gen- 
tleman could  convince  him  that  the  poliey  at  jMVsent  pur- 
sued ought  to  remain  as  the  policy  of  this  country,  he 
should  then  submit,  but  not  otherwise. 
'  Mr.  INGGRSOLL,  of  Connecticut,  swd  he  would  agree 
in  part  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  but  could  not 

So  to  tlie  extent  uf  the  amendment.  It  was  very  true 
■at,  to  ikr  KB  stock  in  canal  companies  was  concerned, 
the  bills  bad  originated  in  the  ^ntleman's  committee, 
but  a  majority  of  the  stock  held  by  the  United  States 
was  not  of  that  description,  it  was  stock  in  the  Bank  of 
the  United  SUtes.  Of  this  kind  of  stock  the  Govern- 
ment held  to  the  amount  of  7,000,000,  but  of  canal  stock 
only  about  3,000,000.  There  was,  therefore,  a  manifest 
impropriety  in  sending  the  whole  subject  to  tlie  Commit- 
tee on  Roads  and  Canalsi  and  be  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  gentleman  would  modify  bis  amendment  so  aa  to  lend 
the  Bubject  of  canal  atock  to  the  Canal  Committeet  and 
leave  the  rest  to  the  Committee  of  Waya  and  Means. 

Hr.  HBRCEB  rejiUed,  that,  if  the  amendment  he  had 
ofliired  erred  in  point  of  analyns,  it  was  owing  to  the 
bet  that  the  Frendent,  in  his  message,  had  not  intimated 
any  impolicy  in  the  subscription  of  stock  in  the  Bank  of 
tiie  United  Statea.  If  stock  of  that  description  was  in- 
deed Included,  it  had  not  onlv  escaped  Mr.  M's.  notice, 
but  that  of  the  more  powerful  and  sagacious  mind  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Srsioar.]  How- 
ever, to  avoid  all  confusion  or  mistake,  he  would  amend 
his  amendment  as  suggested.  The  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  had  spoken  of  the  proposed  measure  as  simply  a 
financial  arrangement,  and  nad  ar^ed  that,  on  that  ac- 
count, it  ought  to  go  to  the  Financial  Committee.  If  it 
was  a  mere  queation  aa  to  the  supply  offbuds,  such  a 
reference  would  no  doubt  be  proper;  but  it  was  a  ques- 
tion as  to  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  promoting  works  of 
internal  improvement  by  a  subscription  of  stock.  This 
certainly  was  a  quesfion  which  belonged  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Internal  Improvement.  The  present  comnuttee 
could  not  be  considered  as  having  prejudged  the  ques- 
tion of  such  a  policy,  because  the  policy  had  existed 
antecedent  to  the  appointment  of  the  committee,  and 
ercn  befim  the  eziatence  of  the  preaent  Congress.  The 
genUeman  aeemed  apprehenrive  tna^  if  tlie  aubjeet  w«« 
referred  to  tiie  Committee  on  Roads  Iknd  Canals,  it  would 
be  suppressed  and  smothered.  He  could  assure  the  gen- 
tleman that  it  was  very  far  firom  his  intention  to  suppress 
the  subject;  on  the  contrary,  the  gentleman  miglit  rely 
upon  his  meeting  him  in  the  most  ample  discussion  he 
could  detire. 

Mr.  8PBIGHT  said  he  had  not  intended  to  convey  an^ 
auch  idea;  but  he  considered  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
as  committed  on  this  subject,  and  it  was  reasonable  to 
■uppose  that  a  majority  of  that  committee  agreed  with 
hnn  in  sentiment.  The  policy  which  the  Preudent  pro- 
posed to  change  was  itself  the  work  of  that  gentleman. 
It  was  he  who  had  brought  the  project  into,  the  House; 
and  was  it  to  him  or  his  committee  that  the  question 

(should  be  proposed,  whether  that  poHqr  ought  to  be 
changed.  It  was  a  policy  which  threatened  to  disturb 
the  peace  and  harmony  of^ the  countiy.  Would  the  gen- 
tleman Btlll  insist  upon  pushing  it  onf 

The  question  being  put  on  Hr.  MaacEa'a  amendment 
as  modified,  it  was  carried— ayes  S3,  noes  78.  So  it  was 
agreed  that  so  much  of  tite  message  as  related  to  the  sale 
of  canal  stock  should  be  refisrred  to  the  Committee  on 
Internal  Improvement^  and  that  in  reference  to  the 
other  stock  shmihl  go  to  the  Committee  on  Wava  and 
'Means. 


The  fourth  resolution  being  read,  proposing  to  refer 
to  a  select  committee  so  much  of  the  President^  inesaage 
as  relates  to  the  Bank  of  the  Uiiiu  d  States, 

Hr.  WICKLIFFE  said  that  be  did  not  know  exactly 
Iww  to  arrive  at  the  object  he  bad  in  view  with  regard  to 
this  resohition.  His  object  was  to  prntpone  the  reference 
in  this  resolution  until  an  answer  »houkl  be  obtained  to  a 
resolution  which  he  lb\s  day  liad  the  hotior  to  submit  to 
the  House,  and  which  now  lay  on  the  table.  He  was  at 
a  loss  whether  to  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  restrfution, 
or  to  ask  the  mover  to  withhold  his  propoaition  fiar  die 
present,  until  such  answer  could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  md  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
comply  with  sucSt  a  ret^ucst,  except  that  it  would  be  a 
departure  from  the  ordinary  course  or  legislation.  He 
had  proposed  to  refer  this  stibjcct  to  a  select  committee, 
because  he  believed  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  would  not  be  able  to  give  the  subject  a  proper 
investigation.  Should  the  resolution  pass,  Uie  House 
migiit  restrain  its  action  upon  it  until  tbie  answer  desired 
by  the  gentleman  should  be  received.  He  was  sorry  he 
could  not  accommodate  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
:  but  be  did  wA  see  how  be  could  do  it.  He  had  no  ob- 
ject to  carry  in  proposing  tbis  mcaaurcf  lie  expected  no 
action  on  the  subject  of  the  bank  during  tbe  present 
Congress. 

Mr.  .WAYNE  said  it  was  probable  he  might  be  able 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 
He  saw  pl^ly  that  that  gentleman  did  expect  some 
action  of  the  House  upon  Uie  bank  subject  during  lids 
sesuoo,  and  it  was  Mr.  W.'s  own  beKef  that  some  action 
in  reference  to  it  woukl  be  neceaaary-  Mr.  W.  then  of- 
fered an  amendment,  that  the  committee  should  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  and  to  call  upon  the  bank  and 
Its  branches  for  papers,  and  to  examine  witnesses  gen- 
erally in  relation  to  the  operations  of  tbe  bank. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  said  that  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Oeorpa  would  not  answer  the  ob- 
ject be  iiad  in  view.  Mr.  W.  bad  every  confidence,  both 
from  his  own  judgment  and  from  information  in  hb  po»> 
session,  that  when  the  resolution  he  had  offered  ahmild 
receive  its  answer,  and  the  House  should  have  the  report 
of  the  agent  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  to  in- 
quire into  the  affairs  of  the  bank^  with  a  view  to  ascer- 
tain whether  it  was  a  safe  depository  for  tbe  public  funds, 
the  answer  would  be  fiivorable  to  the  hank  and  to  the 
entire  aecuri^  of  the  revenue.   Mr.  W.  said  he  IimI 
hoped  that  the  reaohilton  he  had  offered  would  have  ^- 
perseded  the  necessity  of  another  bank  discunon  in 
that  House,  and  of  the  consequences  upon  the  financial 
and  commercial  operations  of  the  cDuntir.  and  upon  the 
credit  of  our  currency.    He  had  not  unoentood,  from  a 
hasty  readiitg  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury, that  t^t  officer  had  expressed  any  denre  for  the 
appointment  of  any  committee  on  the  subject.   The  Se- 
cretary said  tiiat  he  had  taken  steps  to  obtain  audi  infbr- 
mation  as  was  within  faia  control,  but  that  it  was  peasible 
he  might  need  further  powers  hereafter.    What  had 
already  been  the  effect  throughout  the  country  of  the 
broadside  discharged  by  the  message  at  the  bank  *  Its 
stock  had,  on  the  reception  of  that  messa^,  instantly 
fallen  down  to  104  per  cent.    Connected  with  tbia  pro- 
position to  sell  the  atock,  a  losa  had  already  been  incurred 
by  the  Government  of  half  a  million  of  dollars.  What 
further  investigations  did  gentiemen  require?  What 
new  bill  of  indictment  was  to  be  presented?   There  was 
one  in  the  Secretary's  report,  which  was  also  alluded  to 
in  the  message:  it  was,  that  the  bank  had,  by  its  anwar- 
ranled  action,  prevented  the  Government  from  rcderin- 
ing  the  three  per  cent,  stock  at  the  time  it  desired.  But 
what  was  the  actual  state  of  the  fact?    What  hnd  the 
bank  done  to  prevent  such  redemption?  It  had  dime 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  what  it  kcd  been  rcfulred  by 
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the  Goremment  to  do.  The  Secretary  of  the  Tretaury, 
on  tlie  17th  of  Jul^,  (he  couM  not  be  absoltitely  eertun 
as  to  the  day,  but  it  was  on  the  17th  or  18tlt,)  had  adver- 
tised the  inlendetl  payment  of  the  thr^e  per  cent,  stock, 
two-thirds  in  October,  and  ttte  remaining  third  in  Janua- 
ry. The  bank  was  written  to,  apnrizinff  it  of  this  inten- 
tion, and  the  suggestion  was  nude  to  it,  as  a  previoua 
understanding  between  the  Government  and  the  bank, 
that,  as  the  Government  might  not  have  enougli  disposa- 
ble revenue  to  meet  the  whole  sum  of  fifteen  millions, 
being  the  amount  of  the  three  per  cents.,  the  bank 
should  withhold  the  certificates  of  so  much  of  the  three 
per  cent,  stock  as  the  bank  might  hare  the  control  of. 

This  Mr.  W.  understood  to  oe  the  new  sin  charged 
upon  the  inatitution.  Of  what  amount  the  bank  obtain- 
ed tiie  control  he  had  not  been  certainly  informed,  for 
the  Ist  of  January  had  not  arrivedi  but  if  gentlemen 
would  look  at  the  report  they  would  find  that,  on  the 
1st  of  January  next,  the  treasury  would  be  mtttus,  provi- 
ded the  whole  amount  of  three  per  cent,  stock  should  be 
paid  off.  There  would,  tlierefore,  be  a  necessity  that 
the  bank  should  obtain  control  of  a  part  of  the  certifi- 
cates. On  the  lat  of  January  there  would  be  (including 
the  money  to  be  paid  on  account  of  Danish  chtims)  a  little 
over  two  millions  of  dollars  in  the  treasury;  deducting 
the  Danish  funds,  (which  were  not  revenue)  the  balance 
would  not  be  equal  to  the  unavailable  funds  of  the  Go- 
vernment. By  unavailable  funds  is  meant  one  million 
and  a  half  of  dolfava  not  worth  one  cent,  which  the  Trea- 
iiury  lost  by  attempting  to  nuke  State  banks  places  of 
depoute  for  the  public  moneys,  and  by  attempting  to  rely 
upon  State  bank  paper  as  a  medium  in  which  to  collect 
the  revenues  of  uie  Government.  Does  the  administra- 
tion now  desire  or  hope  to  find  in  these  State  institutions, 
about  which  they  know  nothing  officially,  and  have  a 
right  to  know  nothing,  greater  safety  for  the  public  funds^ 
Or  is  it  the  wish  of  the  administration,  and  the  deure  of 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  to  appoint  another  investigating 
committeef  For  what?  To  taise  the  hue  and  cry  against 
the  solvency  of  that  institution,  which  the  honorable  Se- 
cretary told  us  last  session  had  been  well  managed,  and 
which  bad  rendered  such  important  services  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  country  that  he  felt  it  to  be  a  part  of  his 
official  duty  to  urge  Congress  to  recliarter  it. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  hoped  that  the  bank  would  have 
been  permitted  to  wind  up  iu  concerns,  if  the  public 
judgment  had  been  irrevoctbty  pronounced  upon  the 
question  in  the  recent  elecUon,  with  as  little  injuty  to 
public  and  private  interest  as  possible /or  so  delicate  an 
operation  to  be  performed. 

In  the  time  yet  allowed  the  institution,  with^ta  present 
ample  means,  If  let  alone,  if  left  in  the  enjc^ment  of  that 
cremt  to  which  I  believe  its  means  and  ibnds  entitled,  it 
is  in  the  power  of  the  bank,  and  I  would  hope  in  the  dis- 
pcnition  of  the  directors,  to  mitigate  the  blow  which  the 
tlownfall  of  a  sound  currency  must  ever  inflict  upon  an 
honest  community.  Already,  Mr-  Chairman,  has  that 
part  of  the  country  whence  I  come,  said  Mr.  W.,  felt, 
and  heavily  felt,  the  effects  of  the  necessary  curtailment 
of  the  business  of  this  bank  aince  our  last  session.  What 
we  are  destined  to  suffer,  time  alone  can  develop. 

I  entreat  gentlemen  to  stay  their  efforts,  at  least  for  a 
time*  that  we  may  aee  what  evidence  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  collected  upon  this  subject,  and  then  it  will 
be  time  enough  to  ask  this  investigation.  Do  not,  by  the 
sanction  of  a  vote  of  this  House,  strike  a  panic  in  the 
commercial  community,  and  beget  distrust  with  all  classes, 
when  in  truth  and  in  fact  there  may  not  exist  any 
well  founded  grounds  for  it. 

If  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  administration  to  withdraw 
the  public  depositee  from  this  institution,  and  place  tliem 
in  State  banJu,  let  them  do  it  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility, as  they  have  a  right  to  do  it{  but  do  not,  by  the 


hasty  and  inconsiderate  action  of  this  House,  furnish 
them  with  an  apology  for  so  niinous  a  measure.  I  invoke 
gentlemen  to  be  patient;  the  time  will  soon  come,  if  the 
people  do  not  see  abundant  cause  to  reverse  what  is 
claimed  as  their  judgment  upon  tbta  subject,  when  wo 
shall  have  State  nuiu  and  th«r  votes  in  uunidanee  with 
which  to  inflict  and  oppress  the  labor  of  the  countryt 
and  which  will  soon  increase  to  the  amount  of  your  "un> 
available  funds"  in  the  public  treasury. 

Mr.  WAYNE  said,  that  thou^i  he  deured  not  to  enter 
at  large  into  the  debate  at  tliis  time,  and  would  not  do  so, 
yet  gentlemen  had  compelled  him,  by  the  course  of  their 
remarks,  to  make  some  reply.  It  has  been  said  thai  no- 
thing was  now  before  the  House  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  condition  of  the  bank  desirable  or  necessary.  He 
would  refer  to  the  Prerident*s  message,  and  to  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  both  suggestinr  an  ex- 
amination, to  ascertain  if  the  bank  was,  or  would  be  in 
future,  a  safe  depository  for  the  public  funds.  Mr.  W.  did 
not  say  it  was  not,  but  an  inquiry  into  the  fact  might  be 
very  proper  notwithstanding;  and  the  Presidentand  Secre. 
tary,  m  su  nesting  it,  had  imputed  no  somicion  of  the  insol- 
vency  of  tlie  bank.  Eventual  ability  to  discharge  all  of  its 
obligations  is  not  of  itself  enough  to  entitle  'the  bank  to 
the  confidence  of  the  Government.  Its  management,  and 
the  spirit  in  which  it  is  managed,  in  direct  reference  to  the 
Government,  or  to  those  administering  it,  may  make  in- 
vestigation proper.  What  was  the  Bxecutive's  complaint 
against  the  bank.'  That  it  had  interfered  with  the  pay- 
ment of  the  public  debt,  and  would  postpone  the  pay. 
ment  of  five  millions  of  it  for  a  year  after  the  time  fixed 
upon  fbr  its  redemption,  by  becoming  actually  or  nominal- 
ly the  possessors  of  that  amount  of  the  three  per  centum 
stock,  though  the  charter  prohibited  it  from  holding  such 
stock,  and  from  all  advantages  which  might  accrue  from 
the  purchase  of  it.  True,  the  bank  had  disavowed  the 
ownership.  But  of  that  sum  which  had  been  bou^t  by 
Baring,  Brothers,  8c  Co.,  under  the  agreement  wtib  tbo 
agent  of  the  bank,  at  9H,  and  the  cost  of  which  had  been 
charged  to  the  bank,  who  would  derive  the  benefit  of  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  it  and  the  par  value,  which 
the  Government  will  pay?  Mr.  W.  knew  this  gain  would 
be  affected  by  what  may  be  the  rate  of  exchange  between 
the  United  States  and  England,  but  still  there  would  be 
gain,  and  who  was  to  receive  it?  Baring,  Brothers,  8t  Co.  * 
No.  The  bank  was,  by  agreement,  charged  with  the 
cost  of  it,  in  a  separate  account,  on  the  books  of  Baring, 
Brothers,  8t  Co.,  and  H  had  agreed  to  pay  interest  upon 
the  amount,  until  the  stock  was  redeemed.  The  bank 
being  prohibited  to  deal  in  such  stock,  it  would  be  well  to 
inquire,  even  under  the  present  arrangement  with  Baring, 
Brothers,  &  Co.,  whether  the  charter,  in  this  respect,  was 
substantially  complied  with.  Mr.  W.  would  not  now  go 
into  the  question  of  the  policy  of  the  arrangement  by  the 
bank  concerning  the  three  per  cents.  It  may  eventuate 
in  great  public  lienefit,  as  regards  the  commerce  of  tlie 
country;  but  if  it  does,  it  wul  be  no  apology  for  the  te- 
merity of  an  interference  with  the  fixed  policy  of  the 
Government,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  the  .national 
debt;  a  policv,  which  those  who  administer  the  bank 
knew  had  been  fixed  by  all  who,  by  law,  can  have  any 
agency  in  its  payment.  Nor  can  any  apology  be  found 
for  it  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of^  the  Treasury  of  the 
19th  of  July  last  to  Mr.  Biddle;  for,  at  Philadelphia,  the 
day  before,  on  the  18tb,  he  employed  an  agent  to  go  to 
England,  and  had  given  instructions  to  make  an  arrange- 
ment, by  which  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  was  to  be 
postponed  until  October,  1833. 

Whatever  solicitude  there  may  have  been  to  lessen  the 
commercial  distress  which  it  was  feared  would  be  caused 
by  pestilence,  the  phin  which  the  bank  had  in  new 
should  have  been  communicated  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  as  it  could  not  be  accwiplishcd  without  the 
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protracted  use  of  the  Government  funds,  and  by  delaying 
the  piyment  of  the  public  debt.  The  bank  should  not 
faaTecoreted  the  exclusive  merit  of  such  an  arrangement 
for  the  relief  of  commerce.  It  would  have  bad  the  pruse 
of  ori^nating  it,  and  it  might  well  hare  acknowled^d  its 
situation  would  have  prevented  it  from  being  completed 
without  the  aid  of  the  treasury  depositea.  But  it  is  said 
that  the  renort  of  Hr.  Toland  makes  all  inquiry  unneces- 
sary, and  snows  that  the  condition  of  the  bank  is  better 
UMn  it  has  been  at  any  time  before.  Mr.  W.  said  be 
would  cootrorert  both  declarationst  but  be  discUimed 
saying  that  the  bank  was  not  a  safe  depository  of  the  pub- 
lic funds.  The  bank  might  be  a  safe,  and  yet  an  impro- 
per depontory  for  them.  But  he  would  now  examine  the 
report  of  the  agent,  to  show  that  it  did  not  prove  the  bank 
to  be  a  safe  depository,  and  he  insisted  that  the  instruc' 
tions  g^ven  to  the  agent  bad  not  been  compired  with. 
The  agent  was  not  in  a  situation  to  act  them  out  to  the 
complete  intention  of  the  Secretary.  Mr.  W.  did  not 
mean  that  there  had  been  any  dereliction  of  duty  on  the 
]>art  of  the  agent.  His  character  forbade  such  an  innnua* 
tion.  But  the  agent's  conclusion  is,  that  the  bank  has 
seventjr-nine  millions  to  meet  thirty-seven  millions  of  debt. 
It  consists  of  gtdd  and  silver,  funds  in  Europe,  real  esUte, 
amountsdue  by  State  banks,  and  debts  due  by  individuals. 
The  excess  of  means  over  debt  is  represented  at  forty-two 
milUont.  Now,  let  us  sec  if  a  single  item  of  auqiended 
debt,  amounting  to  $7,851,981  U,  as  disclosed  in  the 
triennial  report  of  September,  1831,  (if  the  contingent 
fund  to  meet  this  loss,  stated  in  that  report,  is  included  in 
the  seventy-nine  millions  of  available  means,  or  has  not 
been  actually  applied  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  sus- 

Knded debt,}  will  not  reduce  the  excess  of  Ibrty-two  mil- 
ns  bdov  the  capKal  of  tlie  bank,  which  is  tbirty-five 
millions. 

ts  any  information  before  us  to  show  that  the  contingent 
fund  is  not  included  by  the  agent  in  his  report  of  avwiable 
means?  Gentlemen  are  called  upon  to  deny  and  to  prove 
that  it  is  not.  Hay  not  also  the  amount  of  suspended  debt 
hare  been  increased  since  I8J1,  without  any  increase  of 
the  contingent  fund?  Or,  what  proof  have  we  tliat  the 
whole  sum  of  nxty-two  millions  due  by  individuals  is  good, 
irnd  will  be  ultimately  collected?  or,  that  no  per  cent- 
age  of  loss  upon  it  should  be  allowed.'  If  tlie  bank  was 
culed  upon  to  say  if  the  whole  sum  was  due  by  solvent 
persons,  could  it  say  so?  And  if  none  of  them  are  known 
to  be  insolvent,  does  not  prudence  require  that  some  dis- 
count should  be  allowed  from  the  amount,  fur  the  vicissi- 
tudes of  trade  and  the  casualties  of  fortune,  to  those  who 
are  not  in  trade?  In  this  instance,  it  may  be  said,  the  re- 
port shows  the  bank's  entire  indebtedness  and  the  extent 
of  its  means  for  payment.  It  ouglit  to  be  remembered, 
that  the  firrt  can  only  be  lessenea  by  payment,  and  that 
the  second  may  be  diminished  by  losses.  Though  we 
have  no  data  from  which  an  amount  of  loss  can  be  cor- 
rectly coiuectured,  we  all  know  some  will  occur.  But, 
further:  ttie  report  rates  tlie  real  estate  of  all  kinds  own- 
ed by  the  bank  at  three  millions,  or  with^  two  or  three 
tliousand  dollars  of  it,  as  available  meanst  the  real  estate 
consists  of  bankii^  houses  and  lands  acquired  in  payment 
of  debtsi  tlie  first  was  stated  in  Uay  Ust,  at  their  cosit,  to 
be  one  million  one  hundred  and  rixty-nine  thousand  dol- 
lars. Now,  no  one  supposes  that  sum  could  be  got  for 
them.  They  are  buildings  for  an  exclusive  purpose,  in- 
convertible to  other  uses,  but  by  alterations  requiring 
heavy  expenditures;  and  they  were  built  at  times  when 
labor  and  materials  were  dear,  and  when  the  bank  gave 
more  for  real  estate  than  it  will  now  bring.  From  this 
item  of  available  meant  the  bank  will  be  satisfied  if  it 
does  not  finally  lose  some  three  or  four  hundretl  thouMnd 
dollars. 

Mr.  W.  knew  tint  there  bad  been  a  reserved  fund  of 
one  hundred  and  twenty  -thousuul  dollan  per  annum  to 


meet  the  cost  of  the  banking  bouses;  but  does  it  appear* 
from  the  report  of  the  agent,  that  all  that  accumunlioa, 
and  such  as  may  have  been  added  since  1831,  is  not  in* 
eluded  in  the  statement  of  available  means?  This  item, 
too,  of  real  estate,  may  be  subject  to  another  discount 
We  now  have  it  stated  at  its  full  valuet  but  accruing  taxes, 
expenses  of  sale,  and  the  time  it  will  take  to  dispoae  of  it, 
will  reduce  the  sum  which  it  will  bring,  unless  the  rise  of 
property  where  it  is  situated  has  been  progresnve,  or 
should  suddenly  occur.  That  such  is  not  the  fiwt,  bow- 
ever,  may  be  inferred  from  the  bank  having'  continiicd  ta 
hold,  for  more  tbui  eleven  years,  its  real  estate  in  Cin- 
cinnati, or  Ohio,  and  which,  at  cost,  was,  in  a  previous 
statement  of  tlie  bank,  put  down  at  one  milUon  two  hun- 
dred and  thirteen  thousand  dqllarsj  and  this  in  the  most 
flourisliing  town  and  the  most  prosperous  State  in  the  Union . 
Will  any  gentleman  here,  and  iMrticularly  some  one  of 
them  from  Ohio,  tell  us  if  tlie  landed  estate  of  the  bank 
in  Ohio  is  worth  more  now  than  it  was  in  183(^  when  tlie 
bank  became  owner  of  it'  Now,  sir,  though  the  argu- 
ment just  used  ma^  not  show  that  tlie  bank  has  less  avail- 
able means  tlian  is  stated  by  Hr.  Toland,  it  is  strong 
enough  to  prevent  his  report  from  being  concluvve 
against  inquiry;  and  this  is  the  point,  Hr.  W.  said,  be- 
tween himself  and  gentlemen  who  were  agunst  inijuiry. 
Nor  will  it  or  can  it  be  deided,  that  the  approx'unation  of 
indebtedness  to  meana  is  n«t  lo  ckH^  that  it  would  be 
veil  to  have  an  examination,  to  Temove  all  doubt.  It 
matters  not  how  the  doubt  baa  been  raiaedi  it  eusts  in  the 
public  mindi  and  as  the  bank  is  to  be  the  depontor^  of 
millions  of  accruing  revenue,  it  should  be  dispelled,  if  it 
can  be  done  by  further  inquiry.  It  must  not  only  be  safe, 
but  it  must  be  thought  safe,  by  a  full  devek»pment  of  its 
management.  Of  this  we  have  nothif^  in  detail,  as  re- 
lates to  the  great  national  tnteresti  which  the  buik  was 
intended  to  aid  and  to  advance,  llie  President,  there- 
fore, and  Uie  Secretary,  <Ud  well  in  suggesting  an  inquiiy; 
and  they  are  not  answerable  for  the  follies  of  those  who, 
from  the  fears  of  loss,  or  from  party  resentment^  liavc 
converted  their  suggestions  into  decUntions  by  both  of 
the  bank's  insolvency.    Neither  has  said  so. 

Mr.  W.  said,  his  object  had  been  so  &r  to  make  out  a 
case  fit  for  indninr,  niA  in  any  way  to  give  it  as  hia  opV* 
nton  tliat  the  bank  was  insolvent.  Hr.  W.  made  no  ac- 
cusation of  any  kind  against  the  bank,  nor  would  he  ex- 
press xny  opinion  of  the  uHimate  soundness  of  it  on  ac- 
count of  its  thirty  millions  of  discounts  in  the  West  and 
Southwest.  Its  debtors  there  might  be  perfectly  good  or 
responsible,  without  constituting  any  present  abUi^-  in  the 
bank  to  pay  what  it  owed.    Such  lai^  diaeouots  in  one 

auarter  of  the  Union  might  turn  out  to  be  advanti^fcous  to 
le  atockhoUers  and  to  the  (Sorcmmcn^  so  6r  as  a  divi- 
dend was  concerned.  But  such  antidpalkins,  however 
well  founded,  did  not  gainsay  inquiry;  ror,  it  might  inter- 
fere with  other  and  more  important  interests  which  tlie 
bank  has  undertaken  to  sustain  and  to  discbarge  for  the 
Government  and  tlie  [country;  as,  for  instance,  whetlier 
those  discounts  liad  not  disabled  the  hank  from  being  in  a 
condition  to  carry  on  ita  ordinary  opcmtions  on  the  first  of 
July  last  witliout  tite  Government  depoaitea.  What  was 
its  ability  to  do  so  on  the  first  of  October?  and  what  will 
be  its  condition  on  the  first  of  January,  if  ConsTess  should 
insist  upon  the  application  of  the  Government  deposites  to 
the  payment  of  the  thcee  per  cents,  of  which  the  bank  has 
the  control;  or  upon  withdrawing  the  depostes,  if  tlie 
bank  shall  not  allow  them  to  be  rMeemfcd? 

As  to  the  bank  being  in  a  better  condition  now  than  it 
ever  had  been,  as  Hr.  W.  understood  the  genHeaan  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Dubbobx]  and  crthers  to  my,  be 
must  differ  with  them.  This  Mr.  W.  knew,  that  M  had 
in  effect  to  borrow  five  millions  since  July  laat;  and  this  it 
would  have  been  obliged  to  do  without  the  apprdwa^ona 
caused  by  the  cholera.   When  all  fegrs  of  pextilence  had 
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passed,  the  bank,  continued  to  owe  the  loan.  Mr.  W.  sup-t 
posed  it  would  do  so  as  long  as  it  could  derive  a  better  in- 
terest from  its  customers  upon  the  use  of  the  depowtea 
which  were  intended  to  pay  the  national  debt  than  it  paid 
upon  the  loan.  This  is  the  secret  of  the  whole  arrange- 
ment in  recard  to  the  three  per  cents.  Because  the  bank 
had  now  eig^it  tiulUons  of  discounts  less  than  it  had  nx 
months  since,  gentlemen  aud  it  was  in  a  better  condition; 
and  a  parade  of  this  was  to  be  made  for  present  effect. 
Mr.  W.  would  not  say  it  was  in  a  worse  condiUon,  or  that 
it  was  bad:  but  he  would  prove  that  there  had  been  no 
change  in  that  time  which  made  its  condition  now  a  sub- 
ject of  botslinjf .  In  May  last,  the  total  amount  of  dis- 
counts was  seventy  millioni.  The  circulation  of  the  bank, 
at  the  same  time,  was  twenty-two  millions.  It  owed  a 
debt  then  of  two  millions  in  Europe.  Its  circulation  now 
is  eighteen  millions;  its  diacounta  uxty-two  millions. 
Four  millions  of  its  reduced  diacounta  have  been  applied 
to  meet  the  return  of  so  much  of  its  circuUtion:  two 
millions  to  its  debts  in  Europe)  one  niUkm  to  pay  de- 
positea,  which  were  then  twenty  nullimis,  and  are  now 
nineteen.  Thus,  seven  of  the  eight  millions  of  reduced 
discounts  are  accounted  for,  and  a  million  only  is  left  to 
sustain  the  remark  of  the  bank  being  in  a  much  better 
Condition  now  than  it  had  ever  been.  The  truth  is,  the 
bank  stands  now  as  it  did  then,  with  this  addition  to  its 
obligations:  that  it  is  Paying  to  Baring,  Brothers,  &  Co. 
an  interest  upon  five  mitlions,  instead  of  upon  a  debt  of 
two,  which  Mr.  W.  presumed  it  had  to  t»y  before  it 
could  negotiate  the  loan  of  five,  or  nuke  the  arrangements 
for  withholding  so  much  of  the  three  per  cents. 

Gentlemen  remonstrated  against  inquiry,  and  said  it 
would  agitate  the  public  mind,  and  spread  suspicions  in- 
jurious to  the  bank,  and  to  the  commerce  of  the  country; 
that  the  public  mind  had  already  been  agitated  by  inti- 
mations (torn  the  highest  souKe.  which  had  been  produc- 
tive of  loss  to  tiie  stockholders.  It  is  true,  Mr.  W.  s^ 
that  suggestions  had  been  made  by  persons  from  whom 
the  pubnc  would  believe  they  never  would  have  come, 
unless  they  could  be  sustained  by  facts.  To  stop  inquiry 
would  not  remove  the  impression. 

As  to  loss  to  tlie  stockholders,  Mr.  W.  remarked,  those 
only  could  have  been  losers  who  were  speculators  in 
stocka;  thou|^  they  had  rights  which  were  not  to  be 
harmed  undue  means,  they  had  none  such  at  this  time 
to  complain  of;  and  their  gains  or  losses  were  never  asub- 
jcct  of  ^mpBtliy,  as  they  were  made  by  a  never-ceasing 
rivalry  of  human  sagacity  carried  to  the  utmost  verge  of 
the  boundaries  of  moral  propriety.  The  aged,  the  vn- 
dow,  and  the  orphan,  and  the  man  of  moderate  desirea, 
still  continue  to  hold  their  stock,  it  was  worth  intrinsic 
cally  what  it  was  before  any  suggestion  of  inquiry  had 
been  made*  and  if  the  bank  shallbc  well  administered,  it 
will  regain  all  between  its  present  market  price  and  what 
it  has  been,  except  so  much  of  artificial  value  aa  it  ma^ 
have  acquired  from  the  hopes  of  tiie  holders  of  it  that  it 
would  be  a  permanent  stock.  To  make  it  so,  the  Gov- 
ernment was  never  committed.  As  to  the  committee  to 
which  this  inquiry  was  to  be  referred,  Mr.  W.  felt  no  soli- 
citude. He  should  have  confidence  in  any  committee  the 
House  should  appoint.  He  was  very  willing  the  investi- 
gation ^ould  be  confided  to  the  Committee  of  Wava  and 
Means.  He  was  confident  it  would  be  fairly  and  honor- 
ably conducted.  Besides,  there  was  no  committee  of  that 
House  wliich  would  dare  to  postpone  action  on  the  sub- 
ject without  the  very  best  reasons.  It  was  objected  that 
there  was  not  time,  during  the  residue  of  tliis  session,  to 
complete  such  an  inveatigatim.  Admitting  the  &ct  to  be 
so,  it  furnished  no  ailment  against  the  appointment  of  a 
committee,  becauae  such  committee  might  put  matters  in 
train,  by  appointing  agents  who  should  examine  into  the 
affaira  of  the  several  branches  of  the  bank,  and  whose  re- 
ports  would  present  to  the  next  Congress  one  general*  un- 


broken view  of  the  whole  condition  of  the  institution 
throughout  the  country.  If  Mr.  W.  had  any  agency  in 
the  anair,  he  should  be  in  favor  of  commisnonii^  a  num- 
ber of  agents,  who  would  examine  on  the  satne  day,  and 
report  simultaneously. 

Mr.  W.  observed,  in  conclusion,  that  he  felt  he  lud 
been  forced  to  do,  although  not  more  than  he  ought,  un- 
der the  circumstances,  yet  much  more  than  he  had  wished 
to  do.  He  had  touched  only  the  prominent  p<nnts;  the 
exposition  mi^t  be  much  further  extended,  but  he  trust- 
ed that  he  had  done  enough  to  ^ow  that  he  bad  not 
brouriit  forward  the  measure  he  proposed  without  due 
consideration. 

Mr.  CAMBRELEMG,  of  New  Toric,  obwrved,  that  be 
should  not  engi^  at  present  in  a  debate  on  this  subject, 
though  he  did  anticipate  that  there  would  be,  at  some 
time,  a  committee  rawed  who  would  thwougfaly  investi- 
gate the  affairs  of  the  bank;  but  he  thought  uat  as  much 
as  could  be  expected  to  be  effected,  esMcially  in  a  short 
semon«  would  probably  be  aceompUshed  by  the  adoption 
of  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  fhim  Georgia.  He 
wished,  now,  to  put  a  question  to  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  WicKLirrs,]  who  seemed  to  be  as  well» 
and  a  tittle  better,  informed  as  to  the  affairs  of  the  bank, 
than  any  other  gentleman  present.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  that  ^ntleman  meant  to  say  that  tiie  Govern- 
ment had  sanctioned,  in  any  manner,  or  in  any  form,  the 
purdtase  by  the  bank  of  stock  abroad,  and  the  postpone- 
ment  of  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  until  October, 
1833? 

Mr.  WrCKLIFFE  said,  that  before  he  replied  to  this 
question,  he  wished  to  notice  what  had  fidlen  from  the 
gentlenun  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Watkx.]  That  gentle- 
man  seemed  to  coimder  him  the  advocate  of  the  bank,  as 
a  corporate  being,  or  perhaps  as  the  advocate  of  the 
stockholdcra.  He  disclaimed  audi  an  attitude,  in  and  out 
of  this  House. 

All  Mr.  W.'s  acts,  in  relation  to  it,  had  arisen  from  a 
desre  for  the  preservation  of  a  sound  circulating  medium, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  agricultural  and  commercial  inte- 
rests of  the  country.  Mr.  W.  said  he  was  not  acquainted 
with  any  of  those  who  held  stock  in  tiie  bank;  and  it  was 
not  on  account  of  the  loss  sustained  by  the  stockholders 
that  he  was  most  concerned.  Though  that  loo  was  great, 
he  did  not  feel  particularly  concerned  about  it,  more 
than  he  should  feel  for  the  losses  of  other  citiaens,  in  the 
diminution  of  the  value  of  their  estatesi  but  what  occa- 
sioned his  anxiety  was,  an  apprehenuon  of  what  was  to 
follow. 

It  was  the  state  of  universal  distruat  that  would  speedi- 
ly pervade  the  community,  and  which  could  not  but  be 
followed  by  the  most  ruinous  consequences.  This  was 
what  alarmed  himt  and  this  must  be  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence of  suddenly  calling  in  the  immense  debt  that 
was  due  to  the  bank  in  .the  Western  States  particularly. 
Now  for  the  answer  to  the  question  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  Of  any  sanction  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  postponement  of  the  payment  of  the  pubUc 
debt  until  October  next*  or  wliettier  luch  an  arrange- 
ment in  fiu:t  was  made,  he  bad  not  spoken.  What  ar- 
rangement, if  any,  had  been  made  on  that  subject,  he  did 
not  know,  or  how  far  it  met  the  wishes  of  the  Government. 
What  he  had  said  was  this;  that  the  conduct  of  the  bank, 
in  obtaining  the  control  of  any  part  of  the  three  per  cent, 
stock,  was  done  at  the  instance  of  the  Government  itself. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  understood  the  state  of  &ct  in  reference 
to  this  question  to  be  this:  He  wished  it  understood  he 
did  not  read  from  an  official  document;  but  the  language 
would  be  comprehended,  and  its  correctness  not  disputed 
here  or  elsewhere.  Previous  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  viz:  on  the  I9th 
July  bst,  he  informed  the  bank  of  his  intention  to  pay  off 
two-thiida  of  tiie  three  per  cents  on  the  1st  of  October, 
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Mid  the  remftiningthirdontbelBtof  Janiury,  1833.  Tothis 
tnronnation  was  added  the  following  declaration:  "This 
has  been  adopted  with  the  underatanding"  had  between 
us,  that,  if  it  should  happen  that  the  public  moneys  are 
insufficieot  to  complete  these  payments,  the  ban^  will 
delay  the  presentation  of  any  certificates,  of  which  it  nuy 
hftTC  the  control,  until  the  funds  are  tuffident  to  meet 
them;  Uie  interest  to  be  paid  by  the  United  States  during* 
the  interral."  On  the  26th  of  July  the  bank  repTied  to 
this  request  as  follows;  "Thebiknk  has  taken  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  obtain  the  control  of  a  considerable  portion 
of  those  certificates,  and  will,  very  cheerfully,  employ  it 
in  such  manner  as  may  best  suit  Uie  convenience  of  the 
Gorernment.*' 

I  trust  I  am  now  understood  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  Torkt  and  if  his  question  be  not  answered,  he  must 
leek  for  ■  stdution  of  it  elsewhere. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  said  that  he  agreed  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Wicklitfs]  that  the  public 
judgment  seemed  to  have  decided  that  the  term  of  the 
existence  of  the  United  States  Bank  should  come  to  a 
close.  But,  so  long  as  it  continued  in  operation,  it  was 
important  that  its  credit  should  be  sound,  and  that  it 
should  be  rightly  judged  of  by  tlie  country.  On  this 
subject  it  was  unnecessary  and  injurious  to  be  too  sensi- 
tive. The  Executive  had  suggested  to  Congress  the  pro- 
priety of  an  inquiry  into  the  condition  of  the  institution; 
and  It  was  supposed  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
tliat  this  suggestion  had  injuriously  aiTected  the  credit  of 
the  bankt  but  he  believed  that  an  accurate  comparison  of 
dates  would  show  that  the  decUne  in  the  stock  had  been 
antecedent  to  the  publication  of  the  Preadcnfs  message. 
The  decline  had  gone  to  a  conriderable,  if  not  to  the 
whole  extent,  before  the  message  was  received.  But 
though  such  was  the  fact,  could  any  one  deny — would  the 
gen^man  from  Kentucky  deny — that  the  Presidential 
communication  miglit  affect  the  credit  of  the  bank?  and 
should  the  House,  afler  such  a  su^estion,  refuse  all  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  its  afiUirs,  would  the  public  mind 
be  aatisSed?  If  the  bank  was  indeed  sound,  if  the  vast 
amount  of  discount  which  it  had  lately  granted  bad  not  in- 
volved its  concerns,  and  the  debts  due  to  it  were  all  good, 
why,  then,  tlie  sooner  this  was  known  the  better.  Let 
the  public  have  the  facts,  tliat  the  credit  of  the  bank 
might  be  indisputable,  and  that  the  holders  both  of  its 
stock  and  its  bills  might  rest  satisfied  in  the  assurance  that 
it  was  sound  and  solvent.  But  if  the  fact  were  otherwise, 
if  there  were  any  thing  rotten  in  the  state  of  its  affairs, 
if  it  had  been  extensively  engaged  in  improper  transac- 
tions^ would  any  gentleman  desire  that  such  a  state  of 
things  sliould  be  concealod?  After  the  suggestion  had 
been  made,  there  remained  to  the  House  but  one  course, 
which'was,  to  enter  upon  a  thorough  investigation,  and 
bring  the  result  before  the  countrv.  If  the  bonk  should 
prove  Bound,  then  no  injury  voutd  result  to  the  interests 
of  commerce;  hut  should  the  House  stifle  inquiry,  and 
refuse  to  take  the  steps  necessary  to  get  at  the  truth,  dis- 
trust and  jealousy  must  inevitably  ensue;  and  the  House 
would  inflict  extensive  injury  on  all  the  various  interests 
connected  with  the  credit  of  the  bank.  Mr.  H.  did  not 
intend  to  hazard  any  opinion  as  to  the  soundness  of  the 
institution;  or  whether  it  was  or  was  not  a  safe  deposi- 
totv  for  the  public  funds.  It  was  enough  that  that  question 
had  been  inade.  The  exposure  of  the  bank's  concerns 
would  not  make  them  bad  if  they  were  indeed  p^ood.  The 
House  was  informed  that  doubts  existed,  and  it  was  only 
hy  evidence  that  their  truth  or  error  could  be  tested. 

Mr.  H-  said  that  when  he  reflected  on  the  vast  amount 
of  discounts  which  tlie  bank  had  granted  within  a  very 
short  period  on  the  decline  of  its  stock,  and  the  aptatioii 
of  the  nublic  mind  connected  with  the  institution, lie  was 
not  without  apprehension  that  its  affairs  might  be  in  an 
unsound  st»tc,  wA,  if  «„  he  wished  to  know  it.  and  he 


wished  to  let  the  public  know  it.  If  the  bank  was  to  be 
wound  up,  as  he  believed  the  people  bad  detided;  or  if 
it  was  to  be  continued  in  any  form,  which  he^  hoped  it 
would  not;  he  desired  in  every  case  that  the  truth  might 
be  made  known.  It  must  be  the  wish  of  all  ^t  the  bank 
should  enjoy  as  good  a  repute  as  it  deserved.  Lei  it  be 
proved  that  piUiuc  opinion  with  respect  ta  it  vmj  rest  on 
a  firm  foundation.  But  should  the  House  Avt  the  door 
on  all  inquiry;  should  they  satisfy  themselves  with  such  a 
report  as  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  mif^t  choose  to  make, 
and  the  ruinous  insolvency  of  the  institution  should  sAei^ 
words  stare  them  in  the  face,  must  they  not  sund  con- 
victed before  the  American  peopled  Why  incur  sudia 
hazard,  when  the  plain,  obvious,  direct  straight4ihead 
course  lav  before  them,  wluch  could  do  no  harm,  and 
might  effect  much  good? 

Mr.  WAYNE  said  he  wished  to  offer,  a  angle  flugges- 
tion  which  seemed  to  be  called  for  by  the  answer  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Wicklifts]  to  the  in- 
quiry proposed  to  him  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Ur.  CAVsaEi-airs.]  The  gentleman  accused  tbe  Gov- 
ernment of  having  instructed  the  bank  to  do  the  very  act 
of  which  it  now  complained;  and  he  rested  this  accuu- 
tion  on  information  derived  from  a  letter,  an  extract  of 
which  he  had  read  to  the  House,  (and  which,  by  the  by, 
was  itself  a  strong  presumptive  proof  that  the  gentlemu 
was  not  only  very  intimate  with  the  affurs  of  bank, 
but  was  the  confidant  of  the  institution.)  Now  Mt.  W. 
would  venture  to  affirm  that  when  facts  came  to  beio- 
vestigated,  it  would  be  found  that  the  terms  emplc^ed  by 
the  writer  of  that  letter  had  been  much  too  strong.  He 
meant  to  convey  no  imputation  against  tbe  veracity  of  tbe 
writer,  but  it  would  be  fbund  that  he  had  gone  fxrtbtr 
than  fiiets  would  warrant;  but  the  House  would  observe 
that  the  complaint  adduced  by  (he  Executive  against  the 
bank  was  not  that  the  bank  had  obtwned  cootral  of  s 
part  of  tbe  three  per  cent,  stock,  but  that  it  had  violated 
the  tacit  arrangement  between  the  bank  and  the  Goren- 
ment,  by  holdit^  that  stock  beyond  tlie  point  vi  lime  at 
which  the  Government  would  be  able  to  redeem  H.  The 
complaint  was,  that  although  the  bank  was  fully  apprized 
both  of  the  wish  and  of  the  ability  of  the  Government  to 
redeem  tbe  stock  within  a  certain  limited  time,  the  bank 
had,  without  authority,  made  an  arrangement  which  trans- 
cended that  limit,  and  thus  postponed  the  payment  of  tbe 
public  debt  for  one  year. 

Ur.  SURGES  said  that  he  had  hoped  this  bank  question 
was  settled,  and  that  the  corporation  might  have  been 
suffered  to  pass  into  its  obituaiy  con^ion,  irithoot  being 
brther  baited  and  hunted  by  its  enen^es.  The  House  had 
last  ^ear  been  deeply  and  anxiously  engaged  tn  the  in- 
vestigation of  its  concerns,  and  yet,  when  tbe  rcsuft  was 
known,  the  House  had  ordered  no  inquiry  before  a  jur^', 
though  that  was  wliat  it  would  have  done,  and  ought  to 
have  done,  had  the  bank  been  guilty  of  a  violaltion  of  its 
charter.  Did  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  now  beVieve 
that  the  bank  bail  violated  its  charter.^  If  he  did,  then  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  President  to  send  the  intjuiry  to  a 
jury.  Was  the  House  about  to  take  that  question  noma 
jury  to  themselves?  If  the  Pre«dent  had  susplcicms.  why 
did  he  not  send  the  bank  to  a  jury  f  What  benefit  cooU 
result  to  tbe  House,  or  to  the  nation,  from  this  inquio  ' 
It  was  said  that  the  bank  might  possibly  be  in  dooblful 
circumstances;  and,  if  its  circumstances  were  dfwbtfiil. 
would  the  House,  by  exating  a  panic,  and  calliDg  all 
the  gold  and  silver  outtSits  vaults,  eoidile  it  to  pajr  its 
debls^  What  did  the  ll^HWo  last  seauon.^  It  exunuKd 
the  bank,  and  then  voteflV  renew  its  charter;  and  would 
they,  the  same  men,  whoiiad  voted  to  re  new- the  chartcf 
of  the  bank,  forthwith  act  on  the  suppodtion  tlttt  the 
hank  was  not  sound?  Was  it  not  moat  extrawdiaary 
that  tlie  very  Congreas  which  had  passed  aack  w  Kt, 
were  now  asked  to  taiae  a  comnuttee  for  tbe  acfatm  and 
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•  tole  purnose  of  nnetioning  the  Pretidential  auygeition, 
that  the  bank  was  not  trustworthy. 

The  gentleman  from  the  interior  of  New  York,  [Mr. 
HorncAH,]  luul  told  the  House  that  be  wa»  not  without 
his  doubts;  the  bank  had  discounted,  and  Us  stock  had 
fallen.  Truet  and  what  had  reduced  the  stock >  Not  the 
suspicion  that  the  bank  was  not  solvent,  but  the  aetOed 
belief  that  Ihe  bank  wotild  not  be  rechartered.  Mot  a 
doubt  enited  through  the  whole  commerciBl  comnranity 
ai  to  the  Bolreney  of  the  banfci  Md,  mrely,  eonuncicial 
nen  ought  to  be  the  best  judges  of  mich  a  quntion;  bet- 
ter judges,  certunly,  than  gentlemen  from  the  interior  of 
the  country,  who  had  no  personal  connexton  with  the 
bank  or  its  transactions.  Was  this  investigation  designed 
to  make  men  cautious,  and  to  enable  the  bank  to  pay  ita 
bills?  He  could  believe  no  such  thing.  No  man  could 
be  Ignorant  that  every  inquiry  into  a  moneyed  inititution 
tended  to  lower  iti  credit,  and  unless  the  people  scouted 
the  inquiry,  conceiving  it  to  be  a  mere  politfcal  scheme, 
the  effect  of  the  measure  must,  and  would  be,  to  produce 
a  run  on  the  bank,  to  destroy  ita  means,  to  drain  atl  (he 
specie  from  its  vaults,  and  thereby  occasion  the  utter 
and  inevitable  ruin  of  millions  of  people  in  the  course 
uf  a  few  months.  No,  cried  Mr.  B.,  give  to  the  bank 
what  you  would  give  to  a  common  highwayman  and  rob- 
ber—a trial  1^  jury.  Pat  it  upon  the  country,  and  let 
that  country  say  whether  it  has,  or  has  not,  forfeited 
its  charter. 

Mr.  POLK  sud,  tliat  the  proposition  of  this  inquiry 
did  not  involve  the  question  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
present,  or  of  any  other  national  bank.  That  was  not 
the  question  before  the  House-,  and  it  was  mainly  to 
recal  the  House  to  the  real  question  before  it,  that  be 
had  risen.  They  had  been  informed  by  the  President  in 
his  message,  that  serious  doubt  existed  whether  the  pub- 
lic depoaites  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  were  safe 
in  tliat  institution,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
lutd  taken  steps  to  ascertain  whether  such  were  (he  fiict; 
but  that  the  powers  of  that  office  mirht  prove  incompe- 
tent to  Ae  task,  and  the  quettion  before  the  House  was, 
whether  such  an  inquiry  should  be  prosecuted  or  no? 
And  if  it  should,  then  whether  it  should  be  conducted 
by  a  select,  or  by  a  standing  committee?  This  was  the 
question,  and  the  whole  question.  The  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  had  informed  the  House  that  be  had  hoped 
the  bank  question  was  tettled  now,  without  raising  the 
question  whether  Congress  ahould  recbarter  the  present 
bank,  or  should  durter  a  new  bank;  if  the  House  was 
inlbrtned  that  doubts  eusted  as  to  the  safety  of  the  pub- 
lic funds,  it  was  beyond  question  their  duty  to  ascertvn 
whether  such  doubts  were  well  founded.  The  reasons 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  in  oppowtion 
to  the  inquiry,  did  not  appear  to  him  satisfactory.  What 
are  they?  Why,  that  he  had  offered  a  resolution  with  a 
view  to  nt6iv  the  report  of.  the  agent  of  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  bank  afiiurs.  Now,  it  did  not  occur  to  Mr.  P. 
that  auch  a  report  could  greatly  enlighten  the  Houae.  At 
all  events,  the  action  of  the  House  need  not  be  suspend- 
ed to  wait  for  it  The  gentleman's  second  reason  was, 
the  delicacy  of  public  credit,  and  the  effect  such  an  in- 
quiry might  have  upon  the  stock  of  the  bank  in  market. 
But  did  the  gentleman  forget  that,  bv  the  charter.  Con- 
gress had  expressly  reserved  (o  itself  this  power  of  exanu- 
nation?  and  the  delicaey  of  pubUe  credit  was  no  argu- 
ment agunst  its  exerdset  and  he  Ailly  concurred  with 
the  gentleman  from  Nordi  CatbUna,  [Mr.  Srxisvr,]  that 
if  there  was  to  be  any  inquiry,  it  ougbt  to  be  conducted 
by  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  said,  that  he  rose,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  entering  into  the  debate,  but  to  move  that  the 
committee  now  rise.  He  made  Uie  motion  accordingly, 
which  was  carried,  ayes  101 ;  whereupon  the  committee 
rose,  and, 

VoK.  IX— 53 


On  motion  of  Mr.  WATMOUGH,  the  reMilutions  and 
amendments  were  ordered  to  he  printed.  Whereupon, 
The  House  adjourned. 

TvxsBAT,  Oxeai(«n  11. 

THE  REVENUE  LAWS. 

A  petititm  was  presented  by  Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Ibaia- 
chusetta,  fVom  the  merchants  of  Bastonj  praying  for  the 
interpontion  of  Ctmgreaa  to  rdieve  them  nom  tM  ember- 
raasments  occawoned  by  the  conatructioo  put  upon  the 
late  amendment  of  the  revenue  laws,  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  In  presenting  this  memorial,  Mr.  D. 
observed  Uiat  the  law  provided  tluteooda  imported  be- 
fore, as  well  as  after  the  passage  oT that  act,  if,  in  the 
original  packages,  and  placed  in  the  custom-house  stores, 
under  the  care  of  the  offieen  of  Ae  customs,  at  any  time 
before  the  3d  of  March  next,  should  then  be  subject  to 
no  higher  duties  than  if  imported  after  the  3d  of  March. 
The  design  of  Congress  unquestionably  was,  said  Mr. 
D.,  to  extend  relief  to  .all  persons  who  oaraed  goods  in 
the  original  packages,  by  refunding,  or  reUnquisning  the 
difference  between  the  duties  under  the  old  and  the  new 
law;  but  it  so  bappena  that  the  Ute  law  is  not  very  clear 
in  its  tenna,  and  Uie  Secretaty  of  the  Treasonr  has  put » 
CMistmction  upon  it  which  has  frustrated  the  mtentmi  of 
Co^resa,  and  does  great  injustice  to  many  mercJianta. 

The  memorialists  represent,  and  in  thit  they  are  con- 
firmed by  the  letters  of  the  Secrcfkry,  diat  no  goods 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  oTthe  act  on  which  the 
duties  were  paid,  or  whoUy  due  at  the  time  the 
paisBjge  of  the  act.  This  decinon  exdndes  from  the 
benefit  of  the  act  all  holders  of  goods  In  die  oripnal 
pack^^  where  the  duties  were  either  actually  paid,  or 
the  bonds  had  become  due,  and  were  unpaid,  although 
the  law  seenu  to  proride  erpressly  that  all  goods  import- 
ed before  the  passage  of  the  law  shall  stand  on  the  same 
footing  as  thoee  imptnted  after.  The  iigustice  visited 
upon  merchant!  will  be  apparent,  by  looUog  at  the 
credits  given  at  the  custom4iouse  by  law.  On  all  goods 
from  south  of  the  equator,  or  bey<Hid  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  the  time  of  credit  is  eight,  ten,  and  eighteeit 
months  on  the  custom-house  bonda.  On  all  goo£  fVom 
Europe,  eight,  ten,  and  twelve  montha.  On  all  gooda 
from  the  West  Indies,  six  and  nine  montha.  If,  uiere- 
fore,  a  merchant  had  imported  from  Brazil  a  cargo  of 
coffee  within  eighteen  months  before  the  paisage  en*  the 
act,  he  would  be  entitled  to  ita  pronsionsi  but  If  be  had 
imported  a  like  caigo  from  Cuba  only  nine  monUis  before 
its  passage,  he  would  lose  the  benefit  of  it. 

The  Secretary  has  further  decided  that  none  but  im- 

{>orters  can  have  the  benefit  of  the  act,  and,  consequent- 
V,  that  all  owners  who  are  not  importers  of  merchan- 
(}ise  are  excluded,  though  their  goods  are  in  the  original 
package.  If,  therefore,  one  merchant  imports  a  cargo, 
and,  before  It  it  is  landed,  sells  one-half,  tne  purchaser 
cannot  deponte  bis  portion  in  the  cuatom-houset  and  the 
consequence  woula  be,  if  the  gooda  pay  no  duty  after 
the  3d  of  March,  the  importer  escapes  that  liability,  while 
the  purchaser  pays  the  duty  assessed  by  the  old  Uv. 

The  Secretarjr  has  also  decided  that,  in  order  to  get 
tiie  benefit  of  this  act,  the  gooda  most  be  deponted  in  the 
custom-house  before  the  first  day  of  January  next,  though 
the  Uw  only  reqdra  that  they  should  be  deposited  be- 
fbre  the  4tti  of  March  next 

Congress,  Mr.  D.  and,  never  intended  to  make  a  law 
witti  auch  proviaions  as  these.  The  act  mi^ht  be,  and 
he  thought  was,  rather  doubtfully  expressed  in  the  18th 
section,  t>ut  the  dengn  was  to  treat  all  citizens  atiket  to 
extend  its  benefits  to  all  holding  goods  in  the  ori^nal 
packi^,  that  there  ndght  be  no  complainti  of  iijumee; 
and,  as  tite  memorisUsts  could  obtun  relief  in  no  other 
way,  tbey  sought  the  interpodtion  of  the  Legislatitt*  to 
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carry  into  full  effect  its  own  intentions.  These  decisions 
bore  with  severity  upon  tnsny,  snd  called  for  the  speedy 
action  of  the  House,  as  the  ist  of  January  was  near  at 
hand.  Such,  he  said,  were  the  views  of  the  memoriaUsts, 
andlifl  belieral  theSecretarj  of  Treasury  had  also 
invited  attention  to  the  subject  m  his  annual  report. 
Whfa  these  observations,  therefore,  he  vould  move  that 
the  memotial  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
It  WM  referred  accordingly. 

PALLS  OF  THE  OHIO. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CARR,  of  Indiana,  the  petitions  of 
the  citizens  of  the  States  of  Kentucky  and  Indiana,  pray- 
iag  *n  Appropriation  to  be  made  to  improve  the 
IiSian  Chute,  through  the  ftlls  of  the  Ohio  river,  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Internal  Improve- 
ments at  the  last  session  of  Confess,  and  not  acted  upon, 
are  agfain  referred  to  said  committee.  In  making  this 
motion, 

Mr.  CARR  remarked,  that  be  presumed  Ihe  committee 
to  whom  this  subject  had  heretofore  been  referred 
inlgfat  have  been  embarrassed,  in  consequence  of  having 
had  reference  to  a  report  made  by  the  engineer  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  some  years  ago,  and  who 
made  a  report  of  his  examination  some  time  since.  That 
he  believed  the  contemplated  improvement  differed  from 
that  reported  by  the  engineetj  that  he  had  conversed 
with  many  of  the  petitioners,  and  others  who  felt  much 
interest  in  the  matter,  many  of  whose  opinions  could  be 
rdied  upon,  who  teem  to  think  the  best  plan  to  improve 
the  navigation  of  the  Ohio  river  at  the  Rub,  would  be  to 
make  an  excavation  at  the  head  of  the  Indian  Chute, 
about  four  hundred  yards  in  length,  and  thirty  rards  in 
width,  averaging  two  feet  six  inches  in  depifi.  The 
greatest  depth  required  at  the  pitch  of  the  Falls  Rapid 
will  be  five  feet.  The  surface  of  the  water  in  the  river 
wilt  be  maintained  at  its  present  lereL  by  depodting  the 
rode  taken  from  the  excavation  on  each  ude  of  the  chan* 
Del  at  its  head,  so  as  to  prevent  the  water  when  at  a  low 
sUwe  from  Rowing  over  a  flat  rock  at  the  head  of  the 
fidls,  in  a  sheet  of  at  least  600  yards  in  width,  which  is 
BOW  the  case.  About  200  yards  below  these  rocks 
there  is  a  cluster  of  loose  rocks  directly  in  tlie  present 
diannel,  which  are  extremely  dangerous,  and  ve^  diffi- 
cult to  pass  in  safety,  and  heavy  losses  have  been  sus- 
tained by  boats  striking  on  them.  They  will  require  to 
be  removed. 

Near  a  mile  lower  down  there  is  a  point  of  rock,  pro- 
jecting  from  Goose  laUnd,  about  three  hundred  feet  in 
in  length,  averaging  about  ninety  feet  in  breadth,  and 
tiiree  feet  in  height  ^ove  extreme  low-water  mark,  form' 
ing  an  abrupt  bend  in  the  channel,  which  creates  a  dan- 
gerona  eddy,  through  which  it  is  impossible  to  pass  at  a 
medium  sti^  of  water;  consequently,  they  are  compelled 
to  pass  over  the  top  of  tliis  point  of  rock,  and  through  a 
swell  created  by  the  current  rolling  over  it,  of  from  five 
to  ten  feet  in  height.  This  point  of  rock  wlU  require  to  be 
removed  at  least  four  feet  below  low-w»ter  mark,  by  which 
means  the  channel  will  be  made  straight,  and  the  eddy 
and  the  swell  destroyed.  At  the  distance  of  about  a  haU' 
mile  below  this  point  of  rock  there  are  a  number  of  loose 
rock  which  it  will  be  necessary  to  tvmove  to  complete  tlie 
contemplated  improvement.  The  excavation  at  the  bead 
of  the  channel  will,  it  is  supposed,  amount  to  10,00U  cu- 
bic yards;  that  at  the  point  projecting  out  from  Goose 
bland,  7)500  cubic  yardst  amounting  in  all  tu  17,500  cu- 
bic yuds  of  rock  to  be  excavated,  14,500  yards  of  which 
are  below  low-water  mark.  Ilie  expense  of  excavation 
will  probably  be  about  one  dollar  a  cubic  yard.  The 
other  two  ledges  of  rock  can  be  removed  for  about 
17,500,  which  will  complete  the  whole  improvement  con- 
templated at  an  exijense  of  twenty.five  thousand  dollars. 

The  pn^able  benefits  arising  from  the  proposed  im- 


provement, when  completed,  would  perhaps  not  fall  hr 
short  of  the  following  estimates.  There  are  about  kx 
hundred  trips  made  by  steamboats  passing  down  the  river 
annually,  transporting  cargoes  aven^ng  300  tons  each, 
from  above  the  blla  of  the  Ohio  nver  to  the  WabsA 
river,  for  the  States  of  Indiana  and  lUinobi  to  the  Green 
river,  for  Kehtuckyt  to  Cumberland,  for  Tennessee  river; 
to  Tennessee  river,  for  Alabama;  to  the  Upper  Hisas- 
sippi  river,  for  Missouri;  and  the  llliniHS  river^  for  the 
States  of  Missouri  and  Illinois;  to  the  Arkansas  river, 
for  the  Territory  of  Arkansas;  and  down  the  Miassdppi 
river,  for  Vicksburg,  Natchez,  and  New  Orleuis.,  Of 
that  amount  of  tonnage,  one  half,  perhaps,  is  drayed  over 
land  round  the  fidls,  and  reshipped  in  other  btrntm,  tX  an 
expense  of  at  least  one  dollar  a  ton,  producii^  tb*  tun 
of  sixty  tbausand  dollars.  It  is  estimated  that  about  1,000 
flat  boats  annually  dray  tlieir  cargoes  over  land  round  the 
falls,  amounting  to  forty  tons  each,  at  an  expense  of  one 
dollar  per  ton,  amounting  to  40,000  dollars,  which  sum, 
added  to  the  average  by  steamboats,  makes  the  mm  of 
$100,000  for  drayage,  besides  dehy%  ccHitiBgent  ex- 
penses, &c.  Another  very  important  advantage  win  be 
gained  by  the  completion  of  the  proposed  improTenteots: 
when  the  canal  is  passable,  and  a  steamboat  has  her  car- 
go on  board,  she  may  get  under  way  and  pass  over  the 
falls  in  ten  minutes,  at  an  expense  of  perhaps  ten  dolbn 
pilotage.  If  the  same  boat  pass  through  the  canal, 
will  have  to  pay  an  avernge  toll  of  something  like  eighty 
dollars.  This  operation,  at  the  present  state  of  the  west- 
ern trade,  would  perhaps  be  brought  to  bear  on  about 
150  steamboats,  excluuve  of  those  estiouted  at  present 
draying  their  cai^oes;  the  difference  between  the  toll  and 
pilot  is,  ssy  seventy  dollars  on  each  boat,  which  amounts 
to  10,500  dollars.  Again:  the  difference  in  time  re- 
quired hy  a  boat  passing  over  the  falls^  or  through  the 
canal,  is  estimated  at  about  six  hours;  the  expense  of  Ute 
boats  for  this  time  will  average  at  least  twenty-five  dol- 
lars, amounting  on  150  boats  to  3,750  dollan,  snowing  so 
sgg^regate  of  114,350  dollars  annually;  every  dollar  of 
which  will  be  a  clear  saving  to  the  commerce  of  the 
Ohio  river,  bv  the  completion  of  the  proposed  improve- 
ment. Besides,  flat  boats  could  pass  over  the  falls  with- 
out the  expense  of  draying,  or  delay,  and,  in  most  cases, 
even  without  the  expense  of  pilotage. 

Suppose  the  canal  to  be  complete,  and  capable  of  paa- 
ing  every  boat  that  offers,  the  number  of  steamboats  that 
would  pass,  when  the  water  is  too  low  to  pass  over  tite 
fails  in  Ihe  present  condition  of  Ibem,  will  be  about  4S0 
a  year,  at  an  average  toll  of  say  seventy  dollars  each, 
amounting  to  31,50(J  dollars;  to  that  sum  add  twenty-five 
dollars  for  esch  boat,  in  time  lost,  11,350  doUars^  and 
the  difference  to  steamboats  is  43,750  dof/arsa  year.  I'o 
this  add  the  saving  to  flat  boats  of  sit  lesst  fifteen  dollars 
each,  and  it  amounts  to  57,750  doilara  annually— a  much 
larger  amount  titan  it  is  believed  it  would  take  to  make 
the  improvements  contemplated. 

Mr.  C.  remarked  that  it  was  a  subject  in  which  a  \arge 
portion  of  the  commercial  and  t^ricultural  communis  of 
the  West  felt  a  deep  interest,  and  hoped  that  the  action 
of  the  House  might  be  had  upon  it  during  the  present 
session. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Evibstt,  of  Masm- 
chusetts,  on  Thursday  last,  was  taken  up,  and  aAer  be- 
ing modified  by  adding  the  words  "unce  September, 
IMO"— 

Mr.  EVERETT  observed,  that  he  had  two  objecUio 
view  in  bringing  forward  this  resolution;  one  was  to  coo- 
plele  the  publication  of  a  ve;;  intcrestii^  series  of  public 
documents.  The  papers  on  tbisiubjef^  down  to  tfw  year 
1625  had  been  already  communicated  to  Congreast  wd  it 
would  no  doubt  be  highly  gratifying  to  the  Rmwe  and 
the  country  to  have  the  senes  brou^t  down  to  the  pre- 
sent time;  inasmuch  as  the  important  controversy  io  which 
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Miey  refer  bail  been  broujbt  to  an  honorable  and  satis- 
factory  close.  His  other,  and  the  more  important,  ob- 
ject in  moving  the  resolution,  was  one  which  had  been 
pressed  upon  his  conuderation  by  some  of  the  claimants, 
under  the  higblv  tdvantagcous  convention  which  bu 
lately  been  eoncluded  with  France.  It  was  beliered  by 
them*  that  the  papers  embraced  in  the  call  would  throw 
li^t  on  important  questions  to  be  considered  and  adjudi- 
cated by  the  conunisuoners  under  the  convention.  Mr. 
E.  added,  tliat  lie  could  state  that  our  late  minister  to 
France  approved  of  tlie  communication  of  these  ducu- 
ment%  as  nr  as  concertMd  h's  ^art  of  tlie  negotiation; 
and  had  expressed  to  bim  liit  wilhngness,  and  even  wuh, 
that  they  should  be  sent  to  the  House  without  delay.  Mr. 
E.  knew  of  no  reuon  for  opposing  tlie  resolution,  and 
tnisttd  the  House  would  accept  it  without  a  division. 
ThK  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

THE  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  offered  the  following: 

Boohed,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  in- 
■tnicted  to  inquire  into  Uie  expediency  of  reducina*  the 
price  of  such  portions  of  the  public  lands  as  have  been 
offered  at  public  sale,  and  have  remained  unsold  for  tlie 
period  of  five  years  and  upwar<U. 

Raoloed  furtkcTt  That  said  committee  inc^uire  into  the 
expediency  of  relinquishing  to  tlie  respective  Sutes  in 
which  they  are  situated  such  portions  of  the  public 
lands  as  may  have  been  offered  at  public  sale,  and,  being 
subject  to  private  entry,  have  remained  unsold  for  the 
penod  of  ten  years. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  CaroVmn,  observed  that  the 
resolution  involved  a  very  imporunt  c^uestioii— perhaps 
as  important  a  one  as  had  ever  been-oflercd  to  the  consi. 
deration  of  Congress;  and  he  wished  that  its  considera- 
tion should  be  postponed  to  Monday  next.  Why  was 
this  unceasing  demand  heard  for  the  relinquishment  by 
the  Onited  States  of  all  its  public  lands?  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  unable  to  g^ve  any  good  reason  for  it;  and  as 
be  desired  time  to  reflect  on  the  subject  of  the  resolution, 
he  moved  its  postponement  till  Monday. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  this  was  a  species  of  opposition, 
and  at  a  stage  of  the  resolution,  which  he  had  not  antici' 
pated.  The  resolution  proposed  a  nmple  inquiry,  and 
<lid  not  go  to  commit  the  House.  What  injury  coutd  re- 
sult from  confiding  such  an  inquiry  to  one  of  the  standing 
committees  of  the  House?  Was  the  gentleman  unwil- 
ling that  even  an  inquiry  riiould  be  instituted?  Was  he 
unwilling  to  hear  a  report  from  one  of  the  committees  of 
the  House?  He  would  not  at  present  urge  the  consider- 
ations which  in  his  judgment  ought  to  induce  Congress  to 
concede  to  the  new  States  all  they  asked  on  this  subject. 
Were  this  the  proper  Ume,  he  coald  ui^  the  many  and 
great  disadvantages  under  which  the  new  States  kbored 
from  having  a  large  part  of  their  territory  beyond  the 
reach  of  their  taxation  for  revenue;  and  be  was  prepared 
to  show,  from  documentary  evidence,  that  for  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  public  domain  it  was  impossible  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  ever  obtain  even  the  minimum  price 
allowed  by  lav.  But  be  should  not  press  those  topics 
now.    He  hoped  the  resolution  would  not  be  postponed. 

Hr.  SFEIGIIT  suggested  that  his  colleague  had  better 
move  to  reconsider  the  resolution  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Boov,]  which  went  in  aubstance 
to  the  same  object,  and  which  had  just  been  adopted 
without  debate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  his  resolution  differed  from  the 
other,  as  being  more  specific  in  point  of  time. 

The  CHAIR  having  compared  the  two  resolutions, 

jironounced  that  of  Hr.  Cut  to  be  saSieiently  difTorent 
rom  Mr.  Boon's  to  make  it  in  order  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  replie-i  to  Mr.  Cut,  and  ma  pro- 
ceeding  to  sbow  that  the  old  States  had  as  great  a  ngbt 


to  retain,  as  the  new  States  to  claim,  the  public  domain; 
and  should  those  lands  be  ceded,  the  olu  States  would 
experience  as  much  injuiy  as  the  new  States  would  ob- 
tain benefit;  but  * 

The  CUAIB.  atrealed  the  discussion, 'as  g(^ng  into 
the  merits  on  a  question  of  postponement. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  having  demanded  tha  yeas  and  nayi 
on  his  motion  to  postpone,  they  were  takeni  and  stood  as 
follows:— Yeas  106,  Nays  78. 
So  the  resolution  was  postponed' 
ftlr.  HEISTER,  of  Pennsylvania,  then  moved  to  recon- 
sider the  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Boov,  and  demanded 
the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  IBVIN,  of  Ohio^  obaerved,  that  the  inqtu^  pro- 
posed in  the  resolution  had  often  already  been  belwe  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  The  resolution  pro- 
posed merely  an  inquiry,  and  covered  no  ground  that 
was  not  already  covered,  by  referring  a  part  of  the  Pre- 
sident's message  to  the  (.and  Committee.  It  was  useless 
to  take  up  time  by  takio^the  vote  by  yeas  and  nays,  as 
the  resolution  nniher  went  to  add  to,  nor  to  take  from, 
the  duties  at  present  confided  to  the  commKtee. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  by  yeas  and 
nays  as  follows:~Yeas  90,  Nays83.  * 
So  the  House  agreed  to  reconsider. 
Tbe  resolution  was  then  postponed  to  Monday  next. 
Mr.  HARDIS  offered  the  following  resolutioos.- 
Senbed,  That  the  Committee  on  Publie  Lands  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  granting  to  tbo 
settlers  on  the  public  lands  of  the  United  Statea  a  right 
of  pre-emption  to  thdr  respective  improronenta. 

And  be  tt  further  resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  permitting 
the  citizens  of  thq  several  townships  in  tbe  United  Statea 
entitled  to  section  sixteen,  for  tJie  purpose  of  schools, 
where  the  same  issterile  and  valueless,  to  surrender  such 
section  to  the  United  States,  and  select  from  the  nmold 
lands,  within  the  limiu  of  the  Sute  where  the  section 
surrendered  may  be,  another  in  lieu  thereof. 

Hr.  ItOOT.ofNew  York,  said  he  had  hoped  tbe  House 
would  have  been  suflTered  to  rest,  upon  this  subject  of 
the  public  lands,  until  a  bill  should  come  up  for  connde- 
ration,  which  now  lay  over  from  the  last  session,  and 
wliicb  provided  for  ue  disposition  of  the  araili  of  tbe 
public  mida,  on  the  presumption  that  they  should  .con- 
tinue to  be  sold  as  heretofore.  The  present  resolution 
was  not,  he  perceived,  quite  so  charming  as  its  predeces- 
sor. This  proposed  to  inquire  as  to  disposing  of  the 
public  domain  to  a  certain  aescriptton  of  persons  some- 
times calletl  in  that  hall  "  pioneers,"  but  who  were 
known  in  bis  own  State  by  the  more  humble  name  of 
"  squattera"— persons  who,  without  law,  and  against 
Uw,  had  intruded  on  tbe  hmit  of  the  United  States,  and 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  quiet  in  their  possession  by  con- 
ferring upon  them  a  title  to  tbe  land  which  they  had  ob-, 
tatned  by  trespass.  Hr.  R.  said  he  would  not  consent 
even  tliat  a  committee  should  inquire  into  the  propriety 
of  rewarding  men  for  breaking  the  laws  of  their  country. 
He  was,  indeed,  well  aware  that  there  existed,  and  bad 
exuted  for  this  long  time,  a  atreng  desire  to  ^spose  «f 
the  public  lands  for  leas  tlun  thrir  value,  and  for  nothing 
at  all.  But  here  came  a  proposlUon  to  deprive  the 
good  old  thirteen"  of  that  wluch  rightfully  belonged 
to  them. 

The  CHAIK  here,  at  the  suggestion  of  Hr.  Spbiskt, 
arrested  the  course  of  Mr-  Root's  remarks,  as  going  into 
the  merits. 

The  question  was  tlien  taken,  and  the  consideration  of 
Mr.  Hardis's  resohition  waspostponed  till  Monday. 

A  report  was  received  from  Uie  Secretary  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury, accompanied  by  the  report  of  the  agent  employed 
by  the  department  to  examine  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  which  stated  all  the  de- 
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manda  upon  the  bank  to  amount  to  about  thirty-«x  miU 
lioiM,  ftnu  ftU  the  assets  of  the  bank  to  about  seventy-nine 
millioosi  which  stated  entire  con6denee  in  the  safety  of 
the  bMik  M  a  depontory  for  the  public  funds,  and,  in  re- 
ipect  to  the  debts  due  the  iiwUtution  in  the  West,  stated 
toe  opinion  that  they  were  as  ^ood  as  the  same  amount 
of  debt  would  or^narily  be  estimated  at  on  the  seaboard. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  moved  to  print  an  extra  number  of 
10,000  copies  of  this  report,  and  requeated  that  the  rule 
be  auspended  which  require!  Mcb  a  motion  to  Ue  one 

Mr.  WAYNE  obiecfiiw,  Mr.  WICKL1FFB  made  the 
motion,  but  it  Wied  to  wtain  the  votes  of  two-thirds  of 
the  members  present — yeas  91,  nays  63.  So  the  motim 
lies  till  to-morrow. 

The  SPEAKER  hud  before  the  Mouse  a  letter  from 
Mr.  BLAia,  of  South  Carolina,  requesting,  for  obvious 
reasons  he  stated,  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the 
Comoutteeon  Military  Affairs.  The  letter  wai  read,  and 
Ae  request  granted  bjr  the  Houae. 

The  Bouse  then  adjourned. 

WlSirXSDi.T,  DXCXXBSB  1?. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  yesterday  by  Hr. 
Cakbbbuvo,  cane  up  for  dMuideration: 

Muatxit  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
reeted  to  comniunicate  to  this  House  the  correspondeoce 
with  the  president  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  documents  fuml^ed  by  the  latter  relative  to  the 
arrangement  made  in  Europe,  on  the  p«rt  of  the  bank, 
for  toe  postponement  of  the  payment  the  three  per 
cent,  stock  of  the  Uiuted  States. 

Mr.  WICKLIFPE  observed  tb»^  on  hearing  this  reso 
lotion  read  yesterday,  it  had  ocoirred  to  him  that  it  was 
not  couched  in  tenns  sufficiently  broad  to  cover  all  the 
dociUBentary  infomiation  which  it  was  desirable  that 
Congress  should  possess  on  this  subject  of  the  tbt«e 
per  cents,  and,  on  examination,  he  found  that  his  first 
impression  had  been  correct.  The  gentleman's  resolu- 
tion called  only  for  tite  correspondence  of  the  president 
of  the  bank  in  relation  to  the  arrangemeirt  made  for  the 
purchase  of  three  per  cent,  stock  alntisd.  It  did  not 
embrace  the  correspondence  between  the  prendent  of 
the  bank  and  the  Secretary  of  the  treasury  prior  to 
such  arrangement,  and  which  correspondence  might  have 
been  the  very  inducement  which  led  to  the  measure  it- 
self. Mr.  W.  therefore  moved  to  amend  the  resolution 
by  wdiaa^  a  cUuse  embncmg  all  the  oorrespondence  be- 
die  bank  and  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CAH&RCLENG  said  that  the  geotleman  from 
Kentuekgr  had  nothing  in  view  butwhkt  be  (Mr.  C.)  had 
also  in  vtewt  but  it  the  gentleman  thought  that  hts 
amendment  would  better  promote  the  obje^  he  would 
adopt  it  with  pleasure  as  a  modification. 

Thus,  as  amendedi  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  yesterday  dTered  by  Mr.  WicKunx 
for  the  printing  of  K^OOO  eoptes  of  the  report  of  the 
agent  or  the  Treasury  as  to  the  existing  condition  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  Stalei  baling  been  read- 
Mr.  CAHBRELENO  observed  titat  it  would  have 
been  more  gratifying  to  hint  had  the  gentleman  so  modi- 
fied his  reswuticm  as  to  include  the  printing  of  the  cor- 
respondence, to  which  the  last  resolution  referred.  He 
tiimcht  this  he  more  important  then  the  report  now 
menlnmed  in  the  resolution.  The  just  made  would 
probably  be  answered  to-morrow,  and  u  the  gentleman 
would  consent  to  postpone  Us  resolution  till  then,  the 
whole  might  be  included. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  replied,  that  he  did  not  copatder 
the  correspondence  referred  to  as  so  connected  with  the 
report  of  the  agent  of  tiie  Treasury  that  both  should  be 
mehided  in  the  same  pamphlet.   Fkmb  what  he  daily 


heard  of  the  alarm  occadoned  by  the  Executive  connui- 
nications  as  to  the  safely  of  the  national  funds  io  the  bank, 
he  conceived  it  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  anti- 
dote to  that  communication,  proceeding  from  the  same 
source  as  the  poison,  should  be  disseminated  as  speedy 
and  widely  as  possible.  '  His  object  was  the  safety  and 
peace  of  the  country.  He  desired  to  show  to  the  people 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  been  mistAen  in 
the  suggestion  contained  in  bis  report,  that  the  bank  waa 
not  a  ufe  depository  for  the  national  funds.  He  wiAcd 
to  do  tiiis  by  laying  before  them  the  report  of  the  Trea- 
sury's own  agent — a  personal'  friend  uf  the  adnrinisln- 
tion — a  man  of  uninipeaebid>le  probity  and  of  great  intel- 
ligence, and  who  merited  that  highest  of  all  characters — 
the  chsiracter  of  an  honest  man;  a  roan  well  known  to  llie 
people  of  the  Western  country,  and  respected  wherever 
known. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  sud  that  the  gentleman^  in  his 
zeal  to  correct  the  errors  of  otlicrs,  would  find  tliat  he 
was  leading  the  public  into  very  dangerous  errors,  by 
disseminating  the  document  he  yas  so  anxious  to  get 
printed!  and  at  a  proper  time  Mr.  C.  would  endeavor  to 
show  how  far  the  genUeman  was  himself  mistaken,  lie 
should  go  into  the  subject  with  as  much  candor  and  &ir- 
ness  as  posuble,  mth  a  desire  to  do  justice  to  both 
sides.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Secretary  lad  had 
good  and  sufficient  grounds  for  the  suffgestion  he  bad' 
made,  but  be  would  not  press  the  subject  at  tMs  timei 
when  the  correspondence  ^ould  come  in,  he  sihouU 
move  for  the  printing  of  10,000  copies  of  that  comniuDi- 
cation. 

Hr.  POLK  moved  to  postpone  the  further  considera- 
tion of  Hr.  WicKLim's  motion  until  to-morrow.  He 
thouslit  the  public  ifoukl  suffer  nothing  hy  so  diMtade> 
lay,  hut  would,  on  the  contrary,  be  benelted,  hnviig 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  all  sides  of  the  questmii  net 
that  Hr.  P.  Imd  any  objection'to  the  pubfieation  of  the 
report}  let  it  go  to  the  world)  it  was  ncrthiiw,  and  pro- 
fessed to  be  nothing  but  a  compendium  of  the  monlUy 
reports  of  tlie  bank,  which  the  agent  bed  no  pneiHrfr  op- 
portunity or  means  to  verify. 

Hr.  WATHOUGU  opposed  tiie  postpcmementt  it 
could  produce  nothing  but  delay.  He  was  anxious  liat, 
before  the  House  should  go  into  the  debate,  it  should  be 
in  possesrion  of  all  the  facts  and  documents  Deccmaiy  to 
its  enlightened  discussion  of  the  subject. 

Hr.  BATES,  of  Haine,  saw  no  force  in  tlu%  aa  the 
House  already  possessed  the  ordinary  number  of  topics 
of  this  document:  the  present  question  had  reference  only 
(o  the  printing  of  an  extra  number.  He  demanded  the 
yeu  atid  nays  on  the  questim  of  postpooemert.  They 
were  taken  accordingly,  and  resulted  m  AUowk 

Yeas  85,  nays  101.  So  the  House  refiised  to  pos^pow. 
and  the  resolution  was  agreed  to* 

ELECTION  OF  CHAPLAIN. 

Tlie  House  then  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  Chap- 
\tixa,  for  which  office  several  gentlemen  were  nominated. 
On  counting  the  ba'llots,  it  appeared  that  the' Rev.  Wil- 
liam Haxmkt,  of  Vii^niaj  haA  received  lOB  votes  out 
of  179,  and  was  of  course  elected. 

BANK  UNITED  STATES. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  Hr.  Cohbict  in  the  Chair,  and  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  tiie  resolution  proposing  to  refer  ao  mnch 
of  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  Stxn 
u  relates  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  «  »e)cct 
committee.  The  question  bein^  on  the  followiilg  nmead- 
ment  offered  by  Mr.  Waxhx,  viz: 

"  With  power  to  call  for  persons,  and  on  the  bMk  end 
its  branches  for  papers,  and  to  examine  witneeam  fsne- 
ralty  in  reference  to  the  operations  of  the  buk.** 
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Mr.  SPEIGHT  expreaMd  huliope  that  the  gentlenun 
from  (ieor^  would  consent  to  withdraw  \u»  amendment. 
If  any  nich  powers  as  that  amendment  proposed  ^ould 
be  found  necessary  to  the  proper  discharge  of  its  duty, 
the  committee  could  at  any  time  apply  to  the  House  to 
obtain  them.  Mr.  S-  was  sorry  the  Mnendment  bad  been 
introduced  at  all)  as  he  believed  it  wav  the  wish  of  all  to 
avoid,  if  possible,  a  renewal  of  debate  on  the  general 
subject  of  the  bank.  Indeed,  he  bad  at  first  thought  of 
referring  the  subject  by  resolution  to  the  Comniittee  of 
Ways  and  Heansi  but,  as  the  President  had  made  it  the 
subject  of  special  observation  in  liis  communication  to 
Congress,  Mr.  S.  had  concluded  it  proper  and  respectful 
to  refer  it  to  a  select  ccDRtittee.  The  mere  mention  of 
the  sobject  was  always  sure  to  be  productive  of  great 
cKcitement  in  the  House,  and  the  mends  of  the  bank 
compluaed  of  the  injurious  effect  of  such  a  debate  on  the 
stock  of  the  I>ank.  Were  he  a  friend  of  the  bank,  (and 
he  declared  himself  not  to  be  its  enemy,)  he  riiould  con- 
sider the  refusal  of  an  investigation  as  the  most  injurious 
tiling  that  could  happen  to  the  credit  of  the  institution. 
He  did  not  believe  all  the  reports  that  were  currentj  but 
if  the  committee  needed  the  powers  proposed,  Ut  them 
apply  to  the  House,  and  they  would  he  ^ven. 

Mr.  WATHOUGH  disclaimed  ali  bitention  of  embar- 
raani^  the  action  of  the  House*  or  seeking  to  thwart  any 
course  that  might  be  deemed  necessary  and  proper.  But 
he  was  of  opinion  that  before  the  House  went  into  the 
discusnon  of  the  bank  subject,  it  was  desirable  that  it 
sliould  be  possessed  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  M 
documents^  endence  necessary  to  its  enUghtened  action. 
The  agitation  oi  sueh  atopic  ud  a  great  effect  not  on^ 
on  the  fortunes  of  individuals,  but  upon  the  whole  com* 
mercial  interests  of  the  country.  Wlfen  statements  inju- 
rious to  the  credit  of  the  bank  came  from  so  high  a 
source  as  Uiat  House,  and  from  sources  still  higher  and 
equally  responsible,  such  must  naturally  be  Uie  case.  He 
was  desirous  that  the  scrutiny  should  take  place  which 
any  gentleman  could  ask  or  desire;  but  accuBStions  of  so 
grave  a  character  sbouU  not  be  met  by  mere  declamatory 
speechest  the  House  should  be  referred  to  accurate  state- 
ments of  fact  The  charges  were  of  a  character  very 
piunfuUy  to  affect  the  character  and  feelings  of  honorable 
men,  and  should  not  lightly  be  msde.  What  ^vantage 
could  arae  from  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee? 
Would  Govemment  be  aided?  Would  commerce  be 
benefited?  Would  the  alarm  which  had  been  excited  in 
our  large  dtiea  be  allayed?  If  gentlemen  thouj^t  that 
the  scrutiny  gone  into  by  the  committee  fimnerly  ap- 
pointed was  notaaevere  one,  they  were grcatlymistaken. 
Had  tlut  examination  resulted  In  showing  that  the  bank 
was  not  a  safe  depoulory  for  the  funds  of  the  Govem- 
ment, and  that  the  conduct  of  the  gentlemen  who  pfe- 
sided  over  the  institution  had  not  been  upright  and  honor- 
able, then  he  would  be  for  the  appointment  of  a  select 
committee.  But,  aa  such  a  species  of  harassment  was 
very  touching  to  the  feelings  of  upright  and  honorable 
men,  such  aa  Mr.  W.  was  convinced  the  directors  of  the 
bank  would  be  found  to  be,  he  was  desirous  of  putting 
an  end  to  mere  ex  parte  statements;  and  his  object  in 
rising  was  to  move  to  amend  the  resolution  proposed  by 
the  ^ntleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Hr.  SpaieaT,]  by 
striking  out  the  words  "select  committee,"  and  inserting 
the  CoramiUee  Ways  and  Means.  He  had  no  objeC' 
tion  that  the  latter  committee  should  be  clothed  with  all 
the  power  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  widied  to  give 
them.  He  hoped  that  no  one  would  suspect  him  of  the 
slightest  whh  to  shield  the  bank,  or  any  individual  con- 
nectisd  with  it,  from  the  strictest  scrutiny  i  but  he  did  wish 
to  shield  from  premature,  unnecessary,  and  injurious  im- 
puution^  men  who,  he  was  fully  persuaded,  did  not  de- 
serve them.  The  document  which  bad  been  ordered  to 
be  printed  be  con^eted  as  highly  honorable  to  the  in- 


dividual from  whom  it  came;  and,  with  such  a  doeument 
before  him,  he  could  not  but  feel  anxious  that  no  party 
feeling,  and  no  premature  action,  should  be  permitted  to 
destroy  or  injure  an  institution  so  necessary  to  the  safety 
and  permanency  of  our  national  unkm  aa  he  eonmlered 
a  national  bank  to  be. 

The  CHAIR  reodnded  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia that  his  motion  would  not  lie  in  order  until  the  pend- 
ing amendment  abould  have  been  disposed  of. 

Hr..WATMOUGH  then  said  that  be  would  offer  his 
motion  as  an  amendment  to  tlie  amendment  before  the 
House. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  it  could  not  be  received  as 
such,  because  there  was  notliing  in  the  pending  amend- 
ment to  which  the  gentleman's  motion  could  adhere. 

Hr.  WAYNE  said  he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  com- 
ply with  the  wishes  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  Sphbht,]  by  withdrawing  his  amendment!  that, 
it  had  notbeen  made  without  due  consideration;  that~the 
time  which  had  since  elapsed  had  more  fully  convinced 
him  of  its  propriety]'  and  had  lie  needed  any  additional 
evidence,  it  would  be  found  in  the  sunestion  of  tlie  honor- 
able genUeman.  The  gentleman  wished  bis  proportion 
to  be  withdrawn,  and  the  whole  subject  to  go  to  a  select 
committee,  without  instructions;  and  if,  in  the  course  of 
their  discussion,  the  committee  ^ould  discover  that  they 
stood  in  need  of  such  powers  aa  Hr.  W.'s  amendment 
proposed  to  give  tbem,  the  gentleman  thoueht  that  would 
be  time  enough  for  the- House  to  confer  tnem;  but  this 
would  not  be  approaching  Erectly  to  the  object  on  which 
he  wished  to  move.  If  there  waste  be  any  investigation 
at  all  of  the  concerns  of  the  bank,  Mr.  W.  wanted  that 
it  should  be  known  at  once.  He  did  not  think  it  was  &ir; 
it  was  not  fair  to  the  bank  to  refer  the  subject  to  a  select 
committee,  who,  at  some  distant  period,  were  to  be  left 
to  come  to  the  House  and  apply  for  power  to  send  for 
persons  and  papers,  when  the  sesuon  should  be  so  far 
advanced  that  no  time  would  remain  for  any  definitive 
action  on  the  OHttter;  for  the  gentleman  could  not  forget 
that  the  powers  of  this  Congress  would  terminate  on  the 
4th  of  March  next.  Mr.  W.  said,  that  he  felt  no  very 
strenuous  desire  that  any  thing  should  be  done  upon  the 
subject  this  session;  but  if  any  thing  were  to  be  done,  the 
sooner  it  was  done  the  better.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
motives  and  intentions  of  the  genUeman  from  North  Ca- 
rolina were  perfectly  fiur  ana  upright.  The  nntleman 
wished  to  get  rid  m  the  difficulty  which  be  Jilt  to  be 
pressing  on  the  House;  but  he  put  it  to  the  gentleman  to 
say,  whether  the  course  proposed  by  him  would  not  lead 
to  a  delay  that  must  effectually  prevent  any  efficient  ac- 
tion. Mr.  W.  wi^ed  that  an  investigation  should  take 
place,  as  to  the  alleged  impropriety,  on  the  part  of  the 
bank,  in  reference  to  the  three  per  cent,  stock.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  thst  any  impropriety  bad  taken  pUcC} 
but  when  the  documents  should  come  in,  it  would  pro- 
bably appear  that  the  directors  bad  pursued  a  mistaVeii 
course,  although  they  might  have  been  actuated  by  the 
best  possible  intentions.  Mr.  W.  was  not  to  be  drawn 
ande  from  the  course  be  had  marked  out  for  himself. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Watmocsb] 
wished  the  subject  to  be  postponed;  but  could  the  gen- 
tlemsn  desire  tliat  tlie  state  of  doubt  and  anxiety  which 
now  agitated  the  public  mind  should  continue?  If  there  ' 
sboula  be  no  report  of  a  committee,  the  bank  must  con- 
tinue to  stand  under  the  accusation  which  had  been 
brought  against  it,  without  any  thing  to  meet  or  counter- 
act it  but  the  report  of  a  Treasury  agent— a  report  which 
did  not  prove  that  tlie  bank  was  in  any  better  situation 
than  had  been  apprehended,  and  which  did  not  comport 
with  the  instructions  ^ven  to  that  agent.  Of  that  report 
he  sliould  not  now  speak  farther,  though  be  might  here- 
after have  cause  to  examine  it  more  particularly;  but  be 
asked  the  friends  of  the  bank  whether  it  wu  better  to 
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leave  the  Institution  in  ita  present  attitude  before  tlie  pub- 
lic, or,  hy  investi^ting  ita  affairs,  to  test  the  truth  of  the 
allegation aminst  it?  Besides,  the  publication  of  that  re- 
port placed  those  gentlemen  who  believed  an  investiga- 
tion to  be  necessary  in  a  situation  which  called  upon  them 
to  act.  The  object  in  deapatchine  that  agent  had  been 
to  ascertain  the  soundness  of  the  debts  due  to  the  bank 
in  the  West;  and  what  did  his  report  cunt^n?  The 
agent's  opinion  as  to  the  solvency  of  the  hank*  and  a 
compendium  of  the  monthly  statements,  put  forth  by  the 
institution,  of  its  own  aJTairs. 

Mr.  JENIFER  made  some  remarks,  which  were  very 
imperfectly  heard  at  tlie  reporter'a  table.  He  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  the  subject  had  come  before  the 
House  in  a  manner  for  wliich  they,  as  representatives  of 
the  people,  were  not  responsible.  After  reading  the 
communication  of  the  President,  and  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  should  have  had  no  hesita- 
tion to  say  that  he  believed  there  must  be  some  ground 
to  doubt  the  solvency  of  the  bank,  simply  because  he 
never  could  have  believed  that  such  communications 
would  have  been  officially  made  to  the  Legislature  with- 
out good  and  substantial  reasdnst  but,  nnce  then,  there- 
port  had  been  received  of  an  agent  appointed  by  the 
Treasury  itself,  to  examine  into  the  affuirs  of  the  institu- 
tion. He  had  done  so,  and  what  was  the  result?  tt 
amounted  in  sum  to  this:  That  the  liabilities  of  the  bank 
were  for  ^7,000,000,  and  its  assets  to  meet  them  were 
179,000,000.  leaving  an  excess  of  $42,000,000  in  the 
hands  of  the  bank.  This  surely  was  sufficient  to  prove 
that  there  could  be  no  danger  to  the  public  funds.  As  to 
the  debts  of  the  West,  the  report  pronounced  them  to 
be  in  a  safe  and  wholesome  state,  and  that  no  greater  loss 
was  to  be  apprehended  in  the  collection  of  them  than  in 
collecting  the  same  amount  of  money  on  the  Atlantic 
seaboard.  How,  then,  did  the  matter  stand?  I'he  Secre- 
tary, in  his  report,  called  for  an  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of 
the  bank;  but  that  call  had  been  made  prior  to  the  re- 
turn of  the  agent.  Had  that  officer  made  any  call  since? 
Was  he  not,  or  ought  he  not,  to  be  aatisfied  with  the  re- 
sult of  hit  own  inquiry?  As  no  call  had  since  been  made, 
ani^  as  the  investigation  was  not  demanded  bv  any  member 
of  the  House,  Hr.  J.  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  and  the 
amendments  upon  the  (able. 

The  CHAIR  reminded  Mr.  J.  that  the  House  was  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  that  his  motion  could  not 
therefore  be  received. 

He  thereupon  moved  that  the  committee  riset  but  at 
the  request  of  Hr.  POLK,  he  consented  to  withdraw  the 
motion. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  said,  that  he  found  himself  between 
two  extremes.  Some  gentlemen  were  for  crushing  the 
bank  at  once,  others  were  for  shielding  it  from  all  investi- 
gation. '  Mr.  S.  said  he  was  no  bank  man,  but  was  in- 
clined to  pursue  a  middle  course.  His  opposition  to  this 
bank  arose  from  the  hostility  he  felt  to  banks  generally. 
For  what  kind  of  an  investigation  liad  the  President 
asked  In  his  message?  For  such  n  one  as  should  mttsfy 
the  House,  whether  the  bank  was,  or  was  not,  a  safe  de- 
pository for  the  public  funds.  The  report  of  the  agent 
of  the  Treasury  declared  that  it  was.  Tliere  ended  the 
question,  if  that  report  was  to  be  believed.  But  he  de- 
sired to  refer  the  whole  matter  to  a  select  committee; 
and  if  that  committee,  on  farther  investigation,  should 
believe  an  investigation  necessary,  and  if,  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  it,  they  should  need  further  power,  they  would, 
of  course,  apply  for  it.  The  very  reason  urged  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  why  such  powers  should  he 
conferred  on  this  committee,  was,  to  his  mind,  the  most 
satisfactory  reason  why  they  shoulc^  not,  viz:  that  the 
session  was  too  short  to  allow  time  for  their  profitable 
exercise.    He  sliould  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  AUAM3  sud,  that  hi»  own  impresnon  wai^  thai 


the  House  should  proceed  in  tills  matter  on  some  princi- 
ple of  law.  He  was  against  the  amendment  proposed 
oy  the  gentleman  from  Georvia,  because  the  gentleman 
had  not  made  out,  to  his  minu,  that  the  House  had  any 
motive  for  making  the  investigation  he  proposecL  Hii 
amendment  went  to  clothe  tiie  committee  with  power  to 
send  for  persons,  and  to  demand  papers  ftwn  the  bank 
and  its  branches,  and  to  collect  testimony  generally  in 
rehtion  to  its  afiUrs.  And  for  what  purpose?  Tes,  for 
what  purpose'  The  law  defined  the  only  purpose,  for 
which  the  House  reserved  to  itself  atithority  to  inqotre 
into  the  affairs  of  the  bank.  The  23d  aection  M  tfte 
bank  law  provided— 

"  I'hat  it  shall,  at  all  times,  be  lawful  for  a  committee 
of  either  House  of  Congress,  appointed  for  that  purpose, 
to  inspect  the  book^  and  to  examine  into  the  preeeed- 
ings  of  the  corporation  hereby  created,  ami  to  report 
whctlier  the  provisions  of  this  charter  have  been  by  the 
same  violated  or  not;  and  whenever  any  committee,  as 
aforesaid,  shall  find  and  report,  or  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shal^have  reason  to  believe,  that  the  char- 
'  ter  has  been  violated,  it  may  be  lawfiil  for  Congress  to 
direct,  or  the  President  to  ot^er  a  tetnfadiu  to  be  wed 
out  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  district  of  PennaylvaiHa, 
in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  (which  rtiall  be  cxecnt- 
ed  upon  the  president  of  the  corporation  tor  the  time 
being,  at  least  fifteen  days  before  the  commencement  of 
the  term  of  said  court,)  catling  on  the  said  corporation 
to  show  cause  wherefore  the  charter  hereby  granted 
shall  not  be  declared  forfeited;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
the  said  court,  upon  the  return  of  the  said  aareftmmtt  to 
examine  into  the  truth-  of  the  alleged  vttriationi  and  %f 
sueli  violation  be  made  to  appear,  then  to  pronomice 
and  adjudge  that  the  said  charter  is  forfeite<l  and  annulled 
Prooided,  hotoever.  Every  issue  of  fact  which  mKf  be 
joined  between  the  United  States  and  the  corporation 
aforesaid  shall  be  tried  by  jury.  And  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  court  aforesaid  to  require  the  produetion  of  such 
of  the  books  of  the  corprntion  aiitmay  deem  ttccnsaiy 
for  the  ascertainment  of  the  eontroverted  facts;  ud  tlw 
final  judgment  of  the  court  aforesaid  sha*1  be  examinable 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  by  writ  of 
error,  and  may  be  there  reversed  or  affirmed,  according 
to  the  usages  of  law." 

The  only  purpose  of  the  investigation  was,  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  bank  charter  had  been  violated  or  not. 
No  charge  was  made  that  the  bank  had  done  sb;  no  such 
allegation  was  to  be  found,  either  in  the  Prerident^  mes- 
sa^,  or  in  the  Sc^cretary's  report.  So  fiir  vis  this  fnim 
being  the  case,  that  if  any  credit  were  due  to  the  report  of 
the  special  ag^nt  of  the  Treasury,  theredkl  not  exist  die 
slightest  foundation  for  even  the  most  remote  cusj^ion 
that  the  charter  of  the  bank  had  been  violated.  And 
this  very  section  of  the  law  went  to  show  that  Congreas, 
in  reserving  to  itself  the  power  of  investigation,  bad  no 
intention  that  that  Umlse,  on  any  light,  frivolous,  and  un- 
founded sua|»cion,  tud  before  it  by  any  bod^r*  ahould 
enter  upon  so  solemn  an  inquiry;  but  that  the  investigs- 
tion  should  take  place  onW  when  a  well-founded  reason 
should  be  shown  to  exist  for  believing  that  the  charter  of 
the  bank  had  been  violated.  No  such  case  was  befyre 
the  House;  no  such  reasons  had  been  presented  to  it. 
Tliey  were  not  to  be  found  in  the  message  of  tl»e  Presi- 
dent, nor  in  the  Secretary's  report.  What  had  the  Ffoi- 
dent  intimated  in  his  message?  Slmply  'this:  that  there 
were  suspicions  that  possibly  there  might  be  aooie  haxard 
in  continuing  the  Government  deposites  in  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  Admit  the  fact,  and  still  there  would 
be  no  need  of  a  committee,  because,  by  another  aedlon 
of  the  same  law,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  wben- 
ever  he  sliould  entertiun  any  such  suspicions,  wai  au- 
thorized to  withdraw  the  Government  depontes  fron  the 
bank.   The  entire  RsponsUiility  was  devotred  u|ma  the 
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SecreUryt  and  that  officer  had  no  right  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  institute  a  committee  to  engsn  In  an  investiga- 
tion that  would  occupy  a  longer  time  than  the  Congress 
itself  would  last,  in  order  to  ascertun  wbeUier  it  would 
be  proper  for  him  to  exerdae  a  power  given  to  Um  or  no. 
What  said  the  law? 

**  Sec.  16.  AtdbeUfurtiarenaded,  That  thedepodtes 
of  the  money  of  the  United  States,  in  places  in  which 
the  said  bank  and  branches  thereof  may  be  establidied, 
shall  be  made  in  said  bank,  or  branches  thereof,  unless 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall,  at  any  time,  other- 
wise order  and  directt  in  which  case  the  Secretaty  of  the 
Treasury  shall  immediately  lay  before  Congresa,  if  in  ses- 
iion,  and,  if  not,  iaimediately  after  the  eanmiencnnent  of 
the  nest  session,  the  reasons  of  such  order  or  cUreetion." 

Here  was  no  provision  that  the  exercise  of  the  Secre- 
tary's power  should  be  preceded  by  an  investigation  on 
the  part  of  Congress.  In  the  nature  of  things,  this  would 
be  improper.  It  was  the  du^  of  the  Secretaipr  to  know 
enough  of  the  afiairs  of  the  bank  to  guide  him  in  that 
matter.  It  was  his  duty  to  know  whether  the  depo«tes 
of  the  Government  were  safe  or  not.  The  responu- 
bilihr  rested  by  law  upon  the  Secretary  himself.  He  had 
no  n^t  to  come  to  that  House  to  call  for  the  investiga- 
tion now  proposed,  and  which  tliere  was  no  time  to 
make.  Mr.  A.  said  that  the  inquiry  proposed  by  the 
amendment  would  be  useless,  nugatory,  and  improper.  It 
would  be  taking  off  from  the  Secretary  that  responsibility 
which  the  law  imposed  upon  him..  This,  he,  for  one,  was 
not  willing  to  do.  If  the  Secretary  had  grounds  of  sua. 
picion,  it  was  his  duty  to  act  upon  them,  and  aend  his 
reasons  to  the  Housej  but,  if  he  had  no  solid  ground  for 
such  a  step,  it  would  be  useless,  and  worse  thnn  useless, 
for  the  House  to  take  off  his  official  responsibility.  If  he 
had  no  ground  of  suspicion,  it  was  his  duty  not  to  with- 
draw the  depoutes;  if  be  bad,  it  was  bis  duty  to  withdraw 
them  at  onee,  and  tell  Congress  his  reasons  for  doing  so. 

Ur.  THOMAS,  of  Hd.,  said,  the  question  now  present- 
ed, and  heretofore  elaborately  discussed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  [Hr.  Anxxti,]  in  a  report  which  his 
friends  think  does  him  great  credit,  is  one  which  ought  to 
be  examined  before  we  proceed  to  dispose  of  that  part  of 
the  message  now  under  conuderation.  If  this  House  has 
no  power  to  examine  into  the  proceedines  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  except  to  ascertain  whether  its  charter 
has  been  forfeited,  then,  indeed,  we  are  engaged  in  un- 
profitable debate.  On  that  question  the  distinguished 
gentleman  and  himself  were  wide  asunder  as  the  poles.  He 
might,  perhaps,  when  adverting  to  the  difference  in  years, 
ana  standing  before  the  nation,  of  himself  and  the  gentle- 
man, shrink  from  this  open  avowal  of  an  uncompromising 
difference  of  opinion,  but  for  the  fact  tliat  the  doctrine  of 
the  gentleman  was  not  sustained  by  the  paat  action  of  Con- 
gress, or  countenanced  by  the  reoraded  opinions  of  some 
of  the  most  distinguished  men  of  whose  fame  the  country 
could  boast. 

To  all  who  doubted  the  illimitable  powers  of  this  House 
to  examine  into  the  transactions  of  the  bank,  Mr.  T.  would 
say,  look  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Dallas,  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  ofthe  United  States  tn  181S,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Calhoun,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  That  letter  wu  not  then  before  him,  but  lU  eba. 
racier  was  fresh  in  his  recollection,  and  he  maintained 
that  its  fair  construction  proved  that  the  writer  never 
doubted  that  Congress  would  have  a  right  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  solvency  or  insolvency  of 
the  bank,  if  the  charter  recommended  by  him  should  be 
grsnted.  I'bat  part  of  the  cbvter  recomtnended  by  Mr. 
D.,  the  proper  construction  of  which  is  at  this  kte  day 
broiiglit  in  question,  waa  aanctioned  by  Congress)  and  we 
are  now  told  that  it  does  not  confer  a  moat  important 
power*  which  it  must  be  conceded  Mr.  DaUas  designed 
should  devolve  on  Cot^^n. 


Mr.  T.  insisted  that  the  action  of  Congreib  in  1819  ful- 
ly justified  the  construction  of  the  charter  for  which  he 
was  contending.  At  that  time  rumors  were  prevalent 
like  those  which  now  filled  the  land.  The  bank  was  said 
to  be  on  the  verge  of  insolvency.  The  Congress  of  that 
day  didnothesitate.  They  did  not  imagine  that  there  waa 
n«  conservative  power  by  which  the  revenue  ofthe  Qor- 
emment  could  be  preserved  from  the  ink.  which  appear- 
ed to  await  the  monetary  concerns  of  the  whole  country. 
He  believed,  almost  without  oppoution,  t  committee  was 
appointed  to  inspect  the  books  and  examine  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  bank.  That  committee  was  not  restricted 
to  time,  but  was  given  ample  time,  and  clothed,  without 
stint,  with  fitll  power  to  meet  the  emergency,  and  qmet 
the  public  apprehennons.  On  that  committee  were  Mr.' 
Lowndes,  of  South  Carolina,  the  present  Secretary  ofthe 
Treasury,  Judge.  Spencer,  of  New  York,  and  others,  Xb- 
tinguished  for  their  high  attainments  and  elevated  patriot- 
ism. On  looking  into  this  report,  the  House  would  find 
that,  without  scruple,  they  examined  the  accounts  of  pri- 
vate individuab;  they  laid  bare  the  secret  transactions  of 
the  institutioni  and  the  courte  was  subsequently  aanction- 
ed by  Congress  and  the  whole  community.  Hr.  T.  said 
be  took  particular  pleasure  in  recalling  to  recollection 
these  facts,  as  they  lurni^ed  a  precedent  of  the  highest 
authority,  by  which  he  had  been  much  influenced  in  the 
discbarge  of  a  duty  recently  devolved  on  him.  This  re- 
port he  liad  closely  examined,  and  would  recommend  to 
all  who  could  doubt  on  this  question,  to  go  and  do  like- 
wise. The  precedent  he  quoted  was  entitled  to  great 
wei^t,  from  the  character  M  the  members  of  die  com- 
mittee. It  was  entitled  to  still  greater  weifAit,  beeauae 
Congress  and  the  committee  of  1819  acted  under  no  party 
bias  or  excitement. 

Hr.  T.  recalled  to  the  recollection  of  the  House  two 
prominent  features  of  the  report  of  1819:  that  paK  in 
which  the  maladministration  of  the  bank  officers  was 
proved  by  the  practice  of  making  large  loans  or  depo- 
sites  of  stock  certificates,  and  of  granting  aceommoda. 
tions  without  the  consent  of  the  directors.  No  one  would 
pretend  that  the  charter  of  the  bank  would  be  forfeited 
by  ^loans  being  made  without  personal  security,  or  by 
others  than  the  board  of  directors.  When,  therefore,  the 
committee  of  1819  pointed  out  such  transactions  as  repre- 
henmble,  they  manifested  an  entire  ignorance  of  the  new 
fiingled  doctrines  which  would  serve  to  cover  enormoua 
abuses  of  the  present  day. 

Mr.  T.  said  he  must  be  excased  for  arraying  the  opinion 
of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Bnaoas]  against  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  when  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  [Hr.  Cuttos]  presented  hisfamousbill 
of  indictments  against  the  bank,  the  gentleman  from 
lUiode  IsUnd  preaepted  for  our  adoption  a  resolution  ex- 
pressly authorizing  a  c(nnmittee  to  examine  into  trans- 
actions not  amounting  to  forfeiture  of  the  charter.  The 
opinions  of  other,  members  of  this  House  could  be  quoted, 
but  would  only  multiply  authority.  In  the  nature  ofthe  bank 
itself,  Mr.  T.  maintained,  waa  to  be  found  the  prmriety 
of  exerting  tlie  power  in  question.  Hie  stockholders  m 
all  private  banks  have  a  i^ht  to  assemble  and  revise  the 
proceedings  of -tlie  directors.  At  such  meetin^ps  (who 
ever  heard  it  doubted?)  they  had  aright  to  examine  whe- 
ther good  security  had  been  given  for  the  repayment  of 
any.  dollar  loaned.  The  people  of  the  United  States 
are  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the 
amount  of  seven  millions  of  doilars.  The  public  revenue 
paid  by  the  people  for  the  support  of  the  Government  ia 
collected  by  tlus  bank.  Of  that  fond  the  bank  has  on  de- 
posite  seldom  less  than  five  milliona  of  dollars,  and  sonie> 
times  fifteen  milliona  at  a  time.  The  amount  liable  to  pass 
through  the  bank  annually  is  not  less  than  twenty-five  nul> 
lions  of  dollars.    Would  it  not  be  extraordinary  if  the 
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people  bad  no  means  by  which  to  decide  whether  these 
.  Urge  iunu  were  in  safe  bands? 

Tb«y  cannot  aasemble  in  one  body  and  inspect  tlie 
boobi  of  this  institution.  They  can  only  act  on  this  great 
interest  by  the  means  of  agents.  This  Congress  is  too  nu* 
meroua  to  act  as  such  agents,  and  hence  the  propriety  of 
dcTotving  on  a  comnuttee  the  power  for  which  be  con- 
tended. 

Mr>  T.  said,  he  had  refVained  from  entering  at  Urge 
into  the  considerations  which  ougbt  to  induce  Congress 
now  to  exercise  the  necessary  and  important  power  for 
which  he  was  contending.  He  had  risen  soMly  to  lend 
his  aid  to  vindicate  the  contested  power  of  the  House. 
He  would,  however,  say,  that  enoagb  was  known,  he 
thought,  to  justify  the  investigation  recommended  by  the 
President.  Ue  knew  that  the  bank  had  &iled  to  pay  part 
of  the  public  debt  when  required  to  do  so  by  the  Secre- 
tary or  the  Treaauryi  aithou^  it  is  adoutted  that  the 
Umted  States  has  on  depodte  in  the  bank  money  enou^ 
due  to  the  United  States  to  meet  the  demand.  We  are 
told  by  the  President  and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on 
thdr  Ugh  responsibility,  that  these  facts,  with  othm, 
have  induced  the  fear  that  the  public  depoutea  are  not 
Mfe  in  this  institution. 

We  are  farther  told  by  these  hif^  officers  that  neither 
of  them  has  power  to  call  for  the  information  necessary, 
to  remove  or  confinn  their  fearsi  and  we  are  im^ted  to 
exercise  the  power  conlerred  on  this  Haose,  ,by  the  diBr< 
ter  of  the  bank,  to  cUrect  a  fall  InTeitigatimi..  When  he 
looked  to  the  momentous  interests  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  could  not  but  believe  that  the  request  or  the 
Present  and  Secretary  ought  to  be  promptly  complied 
with. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH  observed,  that  he  had  but  a  word 
to  say.  He  thought  the  House  was  q)ending  its  time  un- 
neeeaarily  in  the  diicosnon  of  questions  not  strictly  be- 
fbre  it.  An  attempt  had  been  made  bjr  the  gentleman 
from  North  Canrfina  to  divide  the  Preaident's  message, 
and  to  refer  its  several  parts  to  appropriate  committees. 
One  of  the  resolutions  he  had  offered  went  to  refer  this 
question  of  the  bank  to  a  select  committee.  To  that  re- 
solution a  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Hr.  Watri]  had  of- 
fered an  amendment,  proposing  to  clothe  the  committee 
with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papersi  and,  there- 
upon, a  question  was  now  made  whether  Congress  had 
any  power  to  institute  such  an  inquiry?  Couldthere  be 
any  necessity  of  discussing  abstract  questions  of  this  kind? 
Was  it  doing  any  kindness  to  ihejnstitution  to  say  we  had 
not  power  to  investigate  its  afTaira?  The  bank  itself  had 
■urged  no  such  objection:'  he  trusted  it  never  would.  He 
diould  greatly  regret  to  see  the  bank  take  that  ground, 
uwl  be  wo  periuaded  no  gentleman  on  that  floor  was 
authorized  to  do  so  in  its  behalf.  When  the  bank  diould 
deny  the  power  of  the  House,  it  would  be  time  enougli 
for  the  House  to  examine  its  rights.  For  himself,  be  cared 
not  whether  the  subject  went  to  a  select  or  to  a  standing 
committee,  tfthe  committee  to  which  it  should  go  came 
to  the  House  for  fiirther  powers,  it  would  then  be  time 
enou^  to  settle  the  question  of  granting  them.  Why 
shoufi  gentiemen  lash  themselves  into  &  rage  on  such  a 
question,  till  they  should  learn  whether  the  comnuttee 
found  any  need  of  the  investigation?  It  was  highly  pro- 
bable that  no  committee  would  ever  ask  for  such  powers. 
The  only  question  which  need  now  be  settled,  was,  whe- 
ther the  subject  should  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  decide  one  way  or  other,  and 
'  proceed  to  distribnte  the  meisage. 

Mr.  nEARBORN  was  underrtood  to  say,  that  when  the 
g  entleman  from  Xorth  Carorna  had  drawn  up-  Ins  resolu- 
tions distributing  the  several  subjects  in  the  message  to 
appropriate  committees  of  the  House,  finding  that  docu- 
ment to  contain  certain  intimations  with  respect  to  the 
bank,  which  were  altogether  of  a  general  character,  and 


contained  no  specific  chargea  against  the  institution,  the 
gentleman  felt  himself  warranted  in  refeniiw  the  whole 
matter  to  a  select  committee.  But  what  had  happened 
since?  The  House  had  received  from  the  Seeretaiy  of 
the  Treasury  the  report  of  his  own  ^enl^  contajniw  fiill 
and  plenary  evidence  that  the  bank  waa  afdveot,  and  the 
public  funds  in  not  the  slightest  danger.  If  the  Secretary 
still  entertained  apprAenrions,  such  as  he  had  stated  in 
his  first  communication,  he  would,  no  doitbt,  have  made 
an  intimation  to  that  efTect  in  the  communieatioiiiuA  re- 
ceived irom  him;  but  as  none  aach  was  to  be  foond  in  it, 
Mr.  D.  took  it  for  granted  that  both  the  Secretary  and 
the  President  were  now  satiiAed  that  the  nAire  of  the 
bank  were  In  a  sound,  safe,  and  healthy  oondilion.  Be 
could  see,  therefore,  no  reason  for  adopting  either  the  re- 
solution or  the  amendment.  He  thought  both  afaould  be 
rejected,  and  that  the  subject  should  be  referred  to  the 
C(Hnmittee  of  Ways  and  Means.  The  alarm  which  had 
agitated  our  principal  commercial  cities  would,  be  pre- 
sumed, be  eaectually  quieted  by  the  puUication  oT  the 
report  from  the  agent  of  the  Treasury.  As  tiie  Houk 
wu  now  witiiout  any  complaint  against  the  baidc,  it  was 
wrong  to  keep  tiie  pubUc  mind  any  longer  in  a  atate  of 
exatement,  and  keep  up  the  belief  that  there  waa  reason 
to  believe  the  bank  an  unsafe  depontory  for  the  pubfic 
money.  As  to  abstract  questions,  relating  to  the  power 
of  the  House,  there  was  no  need  of  going  into  Aein,  soce, 
aa  he  bud  nM,  tluM  wu  no  eompfaint  remuniny  agvoit 
the  bank.  Aoeordingkto  the  statement  of  Oe  ^^nl.  the 
stock  of  the  bank  ought,  on  mercantile  prindplea,  to  be 
twenty  per  cent  abwre  par.  Under  such  arcumataitoesi 
Hr.  D.  could  not  conceive  what  imaginable  necein^  there 
could  be  for  the  appointment  of  a  ipectal  comndttce  to 
investigate  its  aflnira. 

Mr.  DANIEL  said  that  he  greath  regretted  that  there 
should  have  intervened  a  moment's  delw  in  penntting 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  to  dtsaect  the  body 
of  W»  deceased  patient,  and  shrouding  him  as  aoaa  » 
possible  in  the  windingsheet  that  bad  been  prepafcd 
As  to  the  investigation  that  was  talked  abouC  •*  eouU 
■nswer  no  good  or  valuable  purposof  it  woald  rcsoH  in 
the  same  manner  as  a  similar  investigation  had  done  at 
the  last  sesnon.  An  investigating  comnuttee  had  bcca 
apiltnnted  then,  and  what  bad  been  reported  by  them? 
All  the  bets  on  both  aides,  every  thfaig  that  went  to  «it- 
tain  or  to  condemn  the  bank.  As  to  the  solvent  of  the 
institution,  Hr.  D.  said  he  had  evidence  of  it,  ehich  bad 
not  been  adverted  to,  and  which  the  gentlcBun  from 
Georgia  himself  would  not  dispute,  when  he  looked  at 
the  deep-toned  message  of  the  President.  He  band  that 
officer  had  told  the  counttv  that,  if  «e  bank  should  be 
reebartered,  its  stock  would  ioon  htMypee  oeM.  above 
par,  and  that  just  so  much  would  go  inlo  tte  pockets  of 
foreigners.  Was  this  not  evidence  that  the  bank  was 
solvent?  If  it  was  not  solvent,  its  rtock  wwild  be  fil^ 
per  cent,  below  par.  Placing  the  Prendents  veto  along- 
flide  of  his  message,  what  would  be  the  resuK  of  the 
comparison?  A  pointed  contradiction,  that  waa  aM.  Latt 
year  the  Secretary  had  sent  to  the  Home  one  of  the 
ablest  reports  that  bad  ever  been  made,  demooiH^ng 
that  the  bank  ought  to  be  rechartered.  It  waa  the  ablert 
document  kfr.  D.  had  ever  seent  ao  able  that  it  had  near 
ly  converted  him,  though  he  was  opposed  to  the  bank. 
Now  the  same  man  came  to  the  House  with  a  declaraOoo 
that  the  bank  was  in  danger,  and  the  pubfic  iiinda  not 
safe-  He  made  this  statement  the  Tory  day  befcre  kii 
own  agent  returned.  What  for?  Why  could  not  be  wut 
a  day  longer,  till  the  report  of  his  agent  came  in?  Why 
could  he  not  hasten  his  agent?  Aa  for  himael(  Ur.  D. 
saw  no  danger  either  of  the  banker  of  the  pid>Ee  money. 
The  gentleman  talked  much  about  unavailable  fnoda, 
and  had  insinuated  something  about  bod  debt*:  now,  sll 
the  bad  debu  due  to  the  bank  in  the  Weal  hsd  wamt  time 
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MDCe  been  discharged  at  fire  cents  and  ten  cents  in  the 
dollar.  The  insolvent  debtor  had  been  invited  to  make 
this  composition.,  tiiat  the  bank  mi^ht  clear  its  books  of 
them,  and  the  bad  debts  were  not  included  in  the  forty- 
two  milii'ons  reported  by  the  agent.  And  what  was  that 
aunt's  reporl?  Was  it  of  a  complexion  to  excite  suspicion  ? 
What  .was  the  result? '  Why,  that  the  bank,  after  paying- 
all  denuods,  possened  a  balance  of  forty-two  millions  of 
dollars.    Did  this  look  like  insolvency^ 

Mr.  D.  believed-  that  there  was  infinitely  moi-e  dangrer 
of  the  United  States  becominfinsolvent  than  of  the  bank. 
The  United  States  were  insolvent  r  on  the  first  of  January 
next  they  would  be  300,000  dollars  worse  than  nothing, 
and  this  with  an  income  of  SI, 000,000  and  a  lai^aur- 
plufl  in  the  treasury.  Ht  thought  it  would  be  miich  more 
appropriate  to  appoint  a  Committee  of  Retrenchment  to 
find  out  where  all  tliia  money  had  gone  to.  So  far  from 
the  bank  bring  inscdvent,  it  had  alvajv  been  Hr.  D.'s 
j^reatest  apprehension  that  it  would  be  too  solvent,  that 
It  would  swallow  up  every  thing  else:  hence  he  bad  al- 
ways been  opposed  to  it,  and  should  be  oppo^d  to  it 
still,  if  his  constituents  were  opposed  to  it.  When  they 
were  against  it  he  was  against  it;  but  now  they  were 
for  the  bank,  and  so  was  he.  It  was  very  well  known 
that*  in  Kew  York,  there  was  nothing  but  specula, 
tibn  upon  speculation  in  the  funds  of  tlie  countryj  it 
was  carried  to  a  most  disgraceful  extent,  luid  for  what.' 
For  the  benefit -of  the  country?  No;  to  benefit  indivi- 
duals who  weretheTavorites  of  the  administration.  For 
what  else  were  th'ese>  assattlts  upon  the  bank,  when  no 
mania  hia  senses- doubted  its  being  «olveht?   Even  the 

Stntleman  from  Georgia  would  not-  express  a  doubt  on 
at  pmnt)  and  the  gentleman  from^  North  Carolina,  who 
had  so  ably  cut  up-toe  Presideiitt  measage,  had  llold'-the 
House  that  he  was  no  enemy  to  the  bamc,  and  that  the 
qdestion  of  iu  solvency  was  at  an  end.  Ha  thought  the 
House  had  better  do  some  business,  and  not  waste  whole 
days  in  disputing  whether  they  should  examine  into  a 
bank  that  tliey  aU  knew  to  be  perfectly  solvent.  Not  a 
man  of  the  House  dare  deny  it:  there  was  not  one  who 
could  say  that  he  believed  that-  the  'funds  of  tiie-  bank 
were  in  any  dan;;er  whatever. 

Mr.  POLK  said,  that  nobody  could  be  more  anxious  to 
stop  this  debate  than  he  had  been  to  prevent  it.  He  bad 
foreseen  that  it  would  be  of  a  general  and  loose  charac- 
ter, and  tend  to  no  useful  end.  Gentlemen  resisted  the 
inquiry  proposed,  by  setting  up  the  report  of  the  agent 
of  the  I'reasury  against  the  message  of  the  President  and 
the  Secretary's  report,  and  seemed  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  highest  oracers  oT  the  Government  had  thrown 
out,  before  the  House  and  the  nation,  insinuations  wholly 
unfounded  in  truth.  And  what  was  this  report  of  tlie 
agent?  What  did  tlie  agent  himself  say  that  it  was?  A 
mere  compendium  of  the  monthly  reports  of  the  bank. 
That  report  gave  the  House  no  such  information  as  it  had 
learned  from  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  that  ttie 
bank  held  right,  miUions.of  unavailable  funds,  and  that 
the  amount  or  this  aort  of  debts  had  been  incrfiaung  for 
these  eighteen  years  .past  It  was  intimated  by  gentle- 
men that  the  arrangement  which  had  been  made  with 
foreign  stockholders  was  only  to  enable  the  bank  to  hold 
up  the  certificates  of  the  three  per  cent,  stock  of  which 
it  might  get  control,  in  case  the  Government  should  not 
have  means  to  redeem  them.  How  did  this  matter  stand? 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  given  public  notice 
that  tlie  whole  amount  of  the'tbree  per  cents  would  be 
paid  off  on  the  first  of  July.  The.  bank  was  apprized 
this  arrangement,  and  on  its  application  tlie  Treasury 
Department  consented  to  suspend  the  redemption  of 
one-third  of  this  stock  until  the  first  of  October,  the 
bank  paying  the  interest  in  the  metfn  while.  But,  if  the 
condition  of  the  bank  was  so  very  prosperous,  as  lias 
been  represented,  why  did  it  make  w  great  a  gacrifice  as 
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to  pay  interest  on  tliat  large  amount  for  thrro  months,  for 
the  sake  of  deferring  the  payment?  The  Secretary  of 
the  Treaaury,  on  the  19th  July,  determined  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  stock  should  be  paid  off*  on  the  1st  of  Oc- 
tober; and,  on  the  18th  of  July  what  did  the  h*n^  du^ 
It  despatched  an  agent  to  London,  without  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Treasury,  and  for  what?  In  efl'ect,  to  bor- 
row 5.000,000  dollaro,  for  that  was  the  amount  of  th« 
transaction.  From  this  fact  Mr.  P.  inferred  that  the 
bank  was  unable  to  go  on  without  the  public  deposites. 
They  then  Made  a  communication  to  the  TreaMlty,  itating 
that  the  bank  would  hold  up  tuch  certificates  at  it  ooola 
control,  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  Governmen,t|  but 
was  it  on  this  Account  that  they  .sent  their  agent  to  I<bn- 
don?  Did  the  president  of  the  bank  himself  assign  this 
reason  ?  No,  be  gave  a  very  different  account  of  the 
matter:  he  said  that  the  bank  apprehended  that  the 
spread  of  the  cholera  ipight  produce  great  distresa  in 
ibe  country,  and  tiiat  ihe  bank  wished  to  hql<)  itself  in 
an  attitude  to  meet  the  public  exigencies,  and  that  wltt( 
this  view  an  agent  was  sent  to  make  an  arrangement  with 
the  Barings  for  withholding  three  millions  of  the  stock. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  here  explained.  The  sUtement  he 
had  made  was  this:  that  the  Secretary's  letter  to  the 
bank,  dated  on  the  19th,  declared  that  the  arrangement 
was  in  accordance  with  an  underatanding  previously  had 
with  tlie  bank.  Would  the  gentleman  deny  that  the  Se- 
cretary wrote  this? 

Hr.  POLK  answered  yes:  and  when  the  papers  which 
have  been  called  for  should  be  received,  the  issue  be- 
tween himself  and  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  could 
bp  decided,  it  was  possible,  and  he  stated  it  as  mere 
epnjeeture,  that  some  conversation  mi^ht  haye  taken  place 
between  (he '  Secretary  and  ibe  prettdent  of  the  bank  is 
relation  to  the  nibjectt  but,  he  repeated,  that  tUi  wat 
mere  conjecture.  The  Secretary  knew  tint  the  revenue 
of  the  United  States  was  cons^ntly  flowing  into  the  bank* 
sometimes  at  the  rate  of  half  a  milUon  of  dollars  in  a  sin- 
gle week(  and  ,be  therefore  concluded  that  there  might 
be  funds  sufiicient  on  the  1st  of  October  to  pay  off  two- 
ll)irds  of  the  t^ree  per  cents.  But  if,  peradventure^  there 
should  not  lie  quite  funds  enough,  he  might  have  asked 
the'president  of  the  bank  whetlier  he,  as  the  agent  of 
Baring  &  Co.,  would  agree  to  hold  up  certificates  to  the 
amount  of  the  deficit,  say  2  or  300,000  dollars,  for  a  day 
or  two,  that  is,  to  the  2d,  or  ^d,  or  4th'  of  October,  until 
there  should  be  Government  funds  to  meet  them.  Some 
such  conversation  as  tliis  might  have  taken  place.  But 
could  it  ever  have  been  contemplated  that  the  bank,  on 
such  a  grouDd  as  this,  i^ld  send  an  agent  abroad,  with- 
out the  Knowl^ge'  of  any  branch  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment, to  obtain  for  the  bank  the  means  of  supplying 
the  pUce  of  the  public  deposites,  which  it  ought  to  pay 
over  on  the  Ist  of  October?  The  agent  was  to  get  Ba- 
ring &  Co.  to  buy  up  American  three  |>er  cent,  stock,  and 
place  the  money  paid  for  it  to  the  debit  of  the  bank,  and 
then  Uie  bank  was  to  draw  ttx  the  d^cit  in  ita  fiiMS  if 
need  should  be.  If  Barings  could  not  purchase  ta  the 
amount  of  5,000,000,  the  Dank  was  to  draw  for  the  de- 
firiency,  paymg  an  interest  of  four  per  cent.  What  was 
this  but  a  direct  loan?.  And,  if  so,  did  it  not  fiimisb 
grounds  for  suspicion  at  the  Treasury  that  the  hank  was 
not  a  safe  depository  for  the  public  funds? 

If  the  mstitution  was  compelled  to  resort  to  such  means 
to  meet  its  engagements,  did  the  fact  furnish  no  ground 
of  suspicion?  Mr.  P.  said  he  apprehended  that  the  in- 
structions given  to  the  agent  were  general  andunhmitedf 
but  after  the  stock  was  bought,  it  was  seen  by  the  direc- 
tors  that  to  hold  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  charter) 
and,  accordingly,  the  act  of  the  agfent  was  disavowed. 
But  still  the  great  fact  stared  them  in  the  face,  that  ow- 
ing to  an  arrangement  made  by  the  hank,  without  the 
knowledge  of  Qorermitent,  a  portion  of  three  per  cent- 
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stock  w«8  ftctuallf  withheld  froin  the  hands  of  the  Qo- 
verntnentt  to  that  it  could  oot  be  redeemed  though  there 
were  funds  to  meet  U.  To  be  sure,  it  wu  mid  that  the 
bank  paid  the  iatereat,  and  that,  therefore,  the  Gorern- 
nient  sustained  no  loss.  Very  true*  but  still,  the  Govern- 
ment was  liable ;  and  the  bank  had,  in  effect,  loaned  out 
the  Government depoaites  at  sis  percent.,  and  borrowed 
money  to  replace  them  at  four  per  cent. ,  making  a  clear 
profit  of  two  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount.  This  state- 
ment was  uncontradicted  by  Mr.  Toland,  and  it  was,  in 
itielf*  quite  enough  to  ruse  a  doubt  as  to  die  soundness 
of  the  Institution.  Something  had  been  said  about  the 
Secretary's  chai^  of  opinion  t  with  that,  Mr.  P.  had 
nothing  to  do.  The  Secretary  may  have  been  in  faror 
of  the  bank  upon  principle,  and  still  might  have  been  in- 
duced to  change  his  opinion  from  facts  which  had  since 
come  to  his  knowledge.  On  the  whole,  BIr.  P.  thought 
that  there  was  abundant  evidence  that  the  House  ought 
to  go  into  the  inquiry  proposed.  It  was  due  to  the  bank 
itselfi  ■  it  was  due  to  the  Executive  and  to  the  country. 
If  all  that  hid  been  said  was  mere  fiJse  clamor,  none 
would  be  ao  much  benefited  by  the  exposure  of  its  false- 
hood as  the  bank.  Mr.  P.  apologized  for  having  detun- 
ed the  House.  There  might  be  other  grounds  of  suspi- 
cion in  the  mlnda  of  the  Prendent  and  of  the  Secretary 
with  which  he  was  unacquuntedi  but  be  thought  those 
that  had  been  Mated  were  abundantly  sufficient  to  war- 
nnt  the  action  of  tbe  House. 

Ur.  WICKLTFFE  said,  that  before  the  final  vote 
should  be  taken,  he  would  endeavor  to  probe  this  matter 
of  accusation  a  little  further.  At  present,  however,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  putting  himself  Hght^  to  a  mat- 
ter of  bet.  His  statement  had  been  that,  on  the  19th  of 
July  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  written  to  the 
prendent  of  the  bank,  that  he  intended  to  pay  off  tbe 
whole  of  the  three  per  cent,  stock,  two'thirds  on  the 
first  of  October^  and  the  remaining  one-third  on  the  first 
of  January.  But  anticipating  the  possibility  that  there 
might  not  be  funds  in  the  treasury  to  meet  the  whole 
amount,  he  requested,  inaocordance  with  a  previous  un- 
derstanding between  him  and  the  prendent  of  the  bank, 
the  latter  would  withhold  so  much  of  the  three  per  cent, 
certifici^  as  the  bank  could  get  control  of.  Mr.  W. 
had  said  that  this  was  in  Ae  Secretary's  letter;  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee  denied  it. 

Mr.  POLK  explained,  and  said  that  this  was  not  the 
issue  which  he  had  intended  to  make  with  the  gentleman. 
He  had  meant  to  der^  a  different  proposition. 

Mr.  WICKLIFfli,  in  support  of  what  he  had  said, 
read  from  a  new^per  what  purported  to  be  a  copy -of 
the  Secretary's  letter.  When  the  returns  came  in,  the 
Bouse  would  know  whether  it  was  so  or  not. 

Mr.  POLK  Bidd  the  proposition  he  meant  to  denj-  was, 
that  the  measure  of  the  bank,  in  sending  its  agent  to 
London,  was  not  based  on  this  communication  or  under- 
standing between  its  president  and  the  Secretary.  He 
understood  the  gentleman  to  say  that  the  instructions  to 
the  i^nt  were  dated  on  rtie  19th  of  July.  Tbta  he  de- 
nied; the  instructioos  were  dated  on  the  l7th^  iriiereu 
the  Secretary's  letter  was  not  received  till  the  19th. 
The  Secretary  had  intended  that  the  bank  should  hold 
up  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  the  stock  for  a  few 
days,  and  on  this  the  bank  had  proceeded  to  make  a  loan 
of  millions;  and  now  the  gentleman  sought  to  represent 
the  Government  as  having  warranted  that  transaction. 
The  Government  had  done  no  such  thing.  It  was  an  af- 
fidr  of  the  bank  alone. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  BiOd  that  he  bad  not  intended  to 
enter  this  debate,  but  the  conversation  which  had  passed 
between  the  gentleman  tmm  Kentucky  [Mr.  Wickxiffs] 
and  the  gentleman  upon  hia  right  [Mr.  Polk]  obliged 
him  to  say  that  in  defending  tbe  prendent  of  the  bank 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  bad  taken  ground  vbkh 


tbe  prendent  of  the  bank  himself  could  not  and  would 
not  take.  That  officer  possessed  too  much  cvndor,  too 
high  a  sense  of  honor,  too  strong  a  sense  of  justice,  to 
put  this  negotiation  with  the  Barings  on  auch  a  groundas 
the  letter  from  the  'rrcasury.  He  did  not  pretend  to  do 
so.  The  bank,  as  was  well  known,  was  itself  tbe  agent 
for  the  foreign  holrlers  of  the  three  per  cent,  stock,  and 
it  could  of  course  present  the  certificates  of  that  stock  or 
withhold  their  presentation,  at  pleasure.  Tlie  Secretary' 
of  the  Treasury  bad  stud  to  the  bank,  Congresa  is  now  io 
seasioni  I  cannot  tell  how  much  money  tMy  will  appro* 

Eriate,  ami  therefore  I  am  not  certain  whether  1  ihsU 
ave  funds  to  meet  the  whole  of  this  three  per  cent, 
stock  or  no.  If  it  shall  turn  out  that  there  is  a  deficit, 
will  not  you,  as  agents  of  the  foreign  stockholders,  with- 
hold the  presentation  of  their  stock  until  I  shall  be  able 
to  meet  it?  To  this  the  prendent  of  the  bank  assented. 
At  the  close  of  the  aeanon  the  Secretary  SacawertA  that 
he  would  be  in  fiinds  to  pay  two-thirds  of  tbe  stock,  and 
he  wrote  tlie  president  of  the  bank  to  that  effect 

This  was  a  simple  statement  of  the  affair.  Vould  any 
man  pretend  to  place  a  five  million  loan  on  such  grounds' 
Whoever  made  the  attempt  did  little  &vor  either  to  the 
bank  or  its  president.  That  officer  himself  took  no  sucli 
ground.  He  placed  the  transaction  on  the  ground  of  the 
general  distress  of  tbe  countr)'  occasioned  by  tbe  cbolcra- 
When  the  lettera  ihould  be  communicated  totfie  Hour,  it 
would  appear  that  (he  one  was  not  tn'anawerto tlie  other- 
Mr.  INGERSOLL  thought  that  the  ir^ntlenkan  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Polk]  had  fallen  into  an  important  error 
in  point  of  fact.  From  liis  statement,  it  would  appear 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  sent  to  Mr.  KddW, 
and  entered  into  a  solemn  negotiation  on  behalf  of  tbe 
United  States  for  the  advance  ctf  1  or  300,000,  tat  wMcfa 
the  Government  professed  itself  ready  to  allow  interest 
for  a  few  days!  Could  any  one  believe  tlut  this  was  tbe 
whole  transaction?  The  object  of  the  negotiation  was  to 
relieve  the  Treasury,  in  case  it  should  be  embanasscd. 
The  Secretary  told  the  bank  that  if  tlie  whole  stock 
should  be  paid  off,  the  I'reasury  would  be  left  with 
onlv  1,600,000  dollars  in  its  ftvor,  of  which  l,400,0t;0 
dollars  were  mere  trash — mere  rags — the  evidence  eS 
chums  sgainst  •onw  of  those  private  banks  where  the 
Government  formerly  invested  its  funds.  The  Govern- 
ment would  then  possess  a  balance  of  only  300,000  dol- 
lars, and  if  600,000  dollars,  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
distributed  to  claimants  under  the  Danish  treaty  were  de- 
ducted, the  Treasury  would  be  minus  40C>,000  dollars. 
Besides  this,  as  much  as  five  millions  were  appropriated 
by  Congress:  net  all,  indeed,  to  be  paid  whhin  the  year, 
but  the  Secretory  did  not  know  how  much  of  it  would  be 
needed.  If  he  ^d,  (as  he  heard  the  gcntfcraan  from 
Tennessee,  near  him,  say,)  there  was  no  evidence  of  it 
in  the  report  before  the  House.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, believe  that  the  representation  gwen  bad  been 
strictly  correct. 

The  question  being  now  taken  on  Mr.  Watss's 
amendment,  it  was  negatived  without  a  count. 

The  queation  then  recurring  on  the  adoption  of  the 
fourth  resolution,  as  moved  by  Mr.  Srsiaar, 

Mr.  CAMBR£LENG  said  be  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  one  point  in  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  in  relation  to  this  same  subject  of  the  tbtee 
per  cents,  which  he  considered  '.vorthy  of  the  action 
Congress.    It  was  very  true  that  the  Secretary  was  war- 
ranted to  withdraw  the  public  depoaites  from  the  bank, 
but  tbe  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  would  percriie 
that  the  charter  left  tbe  power  to  do  this  in  the  lianis  o' 
Congress,  unless  during  the  reeess  ,of  its  sesdon.  Hie 
Seci'etary  was  required  to  report  bis  reasons  Ibr  what  \it 
had  done  to  Congress,  and  Congress  was  tolunretbcirfuil 
action  in  the  matter.    In  regard  to  the  maniibld  HnngC' 
ments  of  tbe  bank  with  the  house  of  Darii^^  Ibmj  were 
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of  I  nature  which  called  for  the  action  of  the  House. 
Those  tranisctions  had  been  communicated  to  the  Go- 
vernment shortly  before  the  meeting  of  Congreni  and 
thouEfh  the  Secretary  mi^it  have  withdrawn  the  public 
depontCB  on  hia  own  responubilitjri  be  chose  rather  to 
submit  question  to  that  House.  Hr.  C .  thought  it 
was  at  least  ^ue  to  the  country,  if  the  bank  laig-ht  inter- 
vene at  any  tifge  between  the  Government  and  its  credi- 
tors, and  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
pay  its  debts  when  it  had  the  means,  that  the  country 
should  know  it.  The  law  bad  ordered  the  stock  to  be 
redeemedt  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  directed  it 
to  be  redeemed;  yet  an  agent  of  the  bank  thou^t  proper 
to  interfere  and  postpone  (be  payment,  against  the  will 
of  both.  Possibly  the  bank  might  have  strong  reasons 
to  justify  ita  course;  if  it  had,  no  doubt  it  would  give 
them.  But  the  subject,  as  it  stood,  was  worthy  at  least 
of  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  investigation. 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  now  moved  to  amend  the  resolu- 
tion of  Mr.  Sfusht,  by  striking  out  the  worda  "  select 
committee,"  and  substituting  therefor  the  words  "Com- 
mittee of  Wajrs  and  Heam." 

The  committee  thereupon  msc,  and  the  House  ad- 
journed. 

TbOBSDAT,  DtCXXBEB  13. 

THE  CHICKASAW  TREATY. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE,  of  Kentucky,  said  it  would  be  recol- 
lected that,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  a  report  had 
been  made  by  a  committee,  of  wbicli  he  waa  a  member, 
touehutg  the  provision  in  a  treaty  concluded  with  the 
Chickasaw  Indians,  concerning  a  certain  salt  reservaUont 
which  report  recommended  that  the  report,  with  the 
the  original  papers  concerning  the  transaction,  should 
be  transmitted  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  as  the 
treaty-making  branch  of  Congress.  Circumstances  now 
induced  him  to  preaent  thia  proposition  more  directly  to 
the  Houae.  Hr.  W.  then  moved  the  following  resolution: 

Seaohed,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House  be  directed  to 
communicate  to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  report,  with  the 
original  documents  accompanying  the  same,  made  by 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  upon  the  subject  of 
the  Chickasaw  treaty,  and  the  reservation  of  four  miles 
square  in  ssid  treaty. 

Mr.  BEIX,  of  Tennessee,  said  he  should  be  sornr  to 
throw  any  obstacle  ih  the  way  of  ttiis  propoaition,  if  there 
were  not  principle  Involved  m  it.  He  presumed  that  no 
doubt  could  be  entertained  that  all  the  information  con- 
tained in  the  report  referred  to  was  either  already  in  the 
possession,  or  within  the  reach  of  the  Senatei  so  that 
conceabnent  of  it  from  the  Senate  could  not  be  supposed 
to  be  any  part  of  bis  objection  to  the  resolution  now 
under  connderation.  But  his  objection  to  it  was,  that  it 
proposed  an  interference  with  the  exclusive  duties  of  the 
Senate,  in  r^^  to  the  ratification  or  non-ratification  of 
a  treaty.  On  that  ground,  solely,  but  decidedly,  he  op- 
posed  the  resolution. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  disclaimed  entirely  any  disposition 
to  mvadethe  constitutional  prerogatives  of  the  Senate. 
**«  object  waa  only  to  place  before  them  information 
which  might  have  an  important  bearing  on  bunneas  be- 
fore tbem.  It  was  true,  he  sai^  that  the  Senate,  oraome 
member  of  that  body,  might  have  seen  or  heard  of  the 
report  which  had  been  made  to  this  body,  and  of  the 
evidence  connected  with  it;  but  it  was  not  in  any  manner 
officially  before  them;  for  the  original  papers  were  now 
in  possession  of  this  House,  although  they  might  be  of 
importance  to  the  Senate  in  its  action.  He  was  not  to 
know  here  what  was  before  the  Senate,  acting  in  ita  ex- 
ecutive capacity;  but  he  was  at  liberty  to  suppose  a  case. 
He  then  aupposed  a  caae,  which,  as  the  reporter  under- 
■tood  bim,  was,  that  the  treaty  heretofm  relerred  to  had 
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never  been  placed  befbre  the  Senate  for  eonfirmationt 
but  that,  ftilmg  to  obtun,  in  violation  oT  law,  a  sanction 
of  the  grant  of  ten  miles  square  of  the  public  domain  (the. 
Salt  Spring  tract)  to  particular  individuals^  .the  same  com- 
missioners bad  made  a  new  treaty,  which  had  been  placed 
before  the  Senate  for  confirmation,  by  which  the  United 
States  were  to  be  required  to  pH  money  at  the  rate  of  a 
dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  for  thia  very  reservation, 
instead  of  granting  the  land  itself.  Now,  he  said,  tup- 
pose  sudi  a  caae,  and  the  information  contained  in  the 
repent  of  the  committee  of  laat  session  was  necessary  to 
enable  the  Government  to  act  understandingly  upon  it, 
in  reference  to  the  interest  of  the  Government.  If  the 
committee  of  this  House  were  right  in  their  report,  thia 
land  was  public  domain,  and  not  private  property  ^  the 
Indians,  or  any  one  else.  And,  if  the  Senate  were  not  in 
possession  of  the  faet,  waa  it  not  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  place  it  befOTe  them? 

Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  said  that  be  had  an  objection 
to  the  resolution,  which  had  not  been  taken  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee.  The  proposition  was,  to  refer 
to  the  Senate  a  report  of  a  committee  of  this  House.  The 
proposition  was  an  extraordinary  one,  in  anjr  view,  but 
extremely  so,  inannuch  aa  the  report  in  queation  had  not 
:  undergone  investigation  by  this  Houae.  Such  a  thiiy 
had  never  before,  he  presumed,  occurred  in  the  Govern- 
ment. Besides,  said  he,  have  we  heard  that  any  treaty 
on  this  subject  is  before  the  Senate?  Would  it  not  be  at 
least  proper  to  wait  until  we  are  called  upon  by  that  body 
for  these  papers,  before  we  i^er  to-send  them?  But  the 
first  objection  which  he  had  stated  to  the  resohttion  was 
sufficient.  The  proper  course  for  the  ^ntleman  would 
have  been  first  to  move  for  the  consideration  of  hk 
report,  upon  which  the  House  could  then  act  under, 
standingly. 

The  question  on  agreeing  to  the  reaolntion  was  dien 
decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  aa  follows: 

YEAS.—Heurs.  Adams.  Allen,-  AlUson,  Arcbei^ 
Armstrong,  Arnold,  Babcock,  Banks^^irber,  Barn- 
well, Baratow,  Bates.  Branch,  Brigg^^ucher,  Bul- 
Urd,  Burd.  Burges,  Caboun,  Choate,  Collier,  Condiet, 
Condit,  Cooke,  Cooper,  Corwin,  Crane,  Cre'^bton. 
Dearborn,  Dewart,  Dickson,  Ellsworth,  Evans,  E.  Eve- 
rett, H.  Everett,  Felder,  Findlay,  Fitzgerald,  Grennell, 
Heister,  Hodges,  Hughes.  Huntington,  Ingersolt,  Cave 
Johnson.  Kendall,  Harshall.  Maxwell,  R.  McCoy,  Mc- 
Kennan,  Hercer,  Milligan,  Newnan,  Pitcher,  Potta, 
Randolph,  Reed,  Russell,  W.  B.  Shepard,  Slade.  South- 
ard, Stanbeiy,  Storr^  Taykv,  Tompkins,  Tracv,  Vance, 
Vinton,  Washington,  Watmou^.  E.  Whittlesey,  P. 
Whittlesey,  Wckliffe,  Young--r4. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Anderson,  Angel.  Barringer,  Bell, 
Bergen,  Bethune,  James  Blair,  John  Bla'ir,  Boon,  Bouck, 
J.  Brodhead,  J.  C.Brodhead,  Csmbreleng,  Carr,  Chand- 
ler, Chinn,  Claiborne.  Clay,  Coke,  Connor,  Coulter, 
Craig,  Crawford,  Davenport,  Dayan.  Doublcday.  Dray- 
ton, Draper,  Ford,  Foster,  Gaitber.  Gilmore,  Gordon, 
T.  H.  Hall,  W.  Halt,  Harper,  Hawea.  Hawkins,  Hoff- 
man. Hqpin.  Holland,  Horn,  Ihtie,  Jarvis,  '  JeiuliN^ 
Jewett,  Kavanagh,  Kennon,  J.  King,  H.  King,  Lamarv 
Lansing,  Leavitt,  Lecompte,  Lent.  Lcwia,  Mann,  Mardis. 
McCarty,  W.  McCoy,  Mclntirr,  McKay,  Muhlenburg, 
Newton,  Patton,  Fearce,  Pendleton,  Pieraon,  Plummer, 
Polk,  Reiicher,  Roane,  Hoot,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Smith,. 
Boule,  Speight,  Standifer.  Stepbena,  Sutherland,  Franda 
Thomas,  P.  Thotnaa,  W.  Thompson,  J.  Thompsra,  Ver-- 
planck.  Wardwell.  Wayne,  Weeks,  C.  P.  White— 91. 

So  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wicuim  was  decided  in  tba 
negative. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the*  House  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  accompuiyinc 
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the  correipondence  between  the  Treasury  Department 
wkI  the  preudeiTt  of  the  B^nk  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  paperB  relatiye  to  the  arrangement  entered  into 
by  the  ^nt  of  the  bank,  for  the  postponement  of  the 
Kdcmpti)^  of  tbe  three  per  cent,  stock,  called  for  by 
the  rcMMtioD  adopted  by  the  House  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  WICKLIPFE  moved  that  10,000  copies  of  it  be 
priDtcdt  which  having  been  wreed  to, 

Mr.  CAUBKELGNG  said,  that  it  was  obviously  de- 
"••bie  that  the  public  should  have  the  best  opportuni- 
tiei  anorded  than  of  forminy  a  correct  opinion  of  the 
buk>  fwd  su^ested  that  the  document  received  to^ay 
nwuU  be  appended  to  the  one  previously  ordered  to  be 
printed,  so  that  they  miffat  go  forth  m  eoiyunetion. 
Woald  the  gentleman  Irom  Kentucky,  [Mr.  WioKuni,] 
opfiose  a  pK^HMiiion  to  that  effect? 

Mr.WiCKUFFE  thought  the  documents  should  be 
sepBTste.  One  of  them  was  intended  for  the  information 
of  the  bosnesa  part  of  the  community,  and  the  other  was 
to  niit  the  purposes  of  a  knot  of  politicians.  His  (Mr. 
W.  s)  part  wai  to  forward  the  informtion<to  his  con- 
itttuenti,  who  were  men  of  business. 

Mj.  CAUBRELGNG  laid  he  would  then  move  to  ap- 
pend tlte  documents  now  received  to  the  former  ones. 
Tbe  gentleman  from  Kentucky  Ulks  about  the  business 
portion  of  the  nation.  Sir,  I  am  an:uous  that  the  buiineu 
men  of  this  country  should  see  in  what  difficulty  the 
bank  waa  unrolved  tn  July  and  August  last,  when  it  sent 
out  a  commissioner  io  negotiate  a  loan  in  England  for  Sve 
iDillKms  of  dolbrst  not  for  the  benefit  "of  the  commercial 
communityi  not  for  the  benefit  of  tiie  Oovemmentt  but 
for  Uie  benefit  of  the  bank:  to  meet  Its  own  wants  in  its 
widely  extended  concerns,  not  only  throughout  thii  coun- 
try, but  throughout  all  Europe. 

If  the  bank  did  not  make  this  loan  on  its  own  account, 
then  its  friends  are  driven  to  the  lard  necessity  of  ad- 
mitbng  that  the  bank  speculated  on  the  depositesofthe 
Government,  ud  was  concerned  in  tbe  poorest  and  must 
pet^  itock-jligbing  speculation  under  tbe  sun,  to  Rain 
•ome  one  or^o  per  cent,  on  the  loan.  It  would  be 
doirar  mjustice  to  the  character  ^of  the  president  of  the 
bank  to  admit  such  a  supposition.  What!  a  dignified 
and  extensive  insUtutioh  like  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Statea  make  a  loan  like  this,  and  get  the  payment  of 
'l  P*""  defers"!       '*>e  aake  of  realizing 

the  difference  of  interest!  Tbe  bank  had  no  such  ob- 
ject They  borrowed  because  it  could  not  pay  the 
itock,  although  it  had  the  depoiites  of  the  Government 
in  its  hands.  Mo,  ur,  it  could  not  pay  in  May,  nor  in 
January  or  July,  nor  in  September,  nor  in  October  nei- 
ther. And  1  here  pre'dicl  that  in  October,  1833,  there 
will  be  another  negotiation  of  the  same  kind.  To  tell  bu- 
nncsa  men  that  the  bank  would  engage  in  such  a  loan, 
ezoept  from  sheer  necessity,  is  to  tell  us  what  we  cannot 
believe.  Tbe  country  never  will  believe  that  the  bank 
would  engage  in  such  ait  operation  merely  as  a  stock- 
jobbing suteme. 

Mr.  WICKLlFFEi  I  have  heard  so  much  said  of  the 
inability  of  the  bank  to  pay  for  this  three  per  cent,  stock, 
and  especially  from  a  particuUr  quarter  of  this  House, 
and  a  particuUr  quarter  of  the  Union,  that  I  have  been 
led  witlun--the  last  three  or  four  monttu  to  look  a  little 
into  this  primer,  (holding  up  a  large  volume  of  the  report 
of  tbe  Bank  Committee  of  last  session,)  that  I  nug^t  see 
for  myself  how  far  the  facts  collected  by  a  select-  com- 
mittee of  this  House  corresponded  with  the  newspaper 
atatements  I  bad  read.  I  had  designed  to  advert  to  this 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  yesterday.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Ur.  CuiBsiLXire]  appears  now  as  a 
■*  oremonitory  symptom,"  and  to  announce  to  the  stock- 
holders tn  Wall  street  the  probability  of  the  failure  of 
this  national  bank.  If  the  genUeman  will  turn  to  this 
ToUime^  he  wiU  there  find  the  crUlenee  of  a  man  whoae 


honor  he  will  not  impugn,  and  whose  testimony  was  pro- 
cured at  his  own  instance.  He  will  find  it  at  page  5S0  of 
this  document;  and  will  tbe  gentleman,  in  the  face  of  this 
evidence,  state,  in  bis  pUce,  that  the  bank  was  not  able 
to  meet  the  enngementa  oif  the  QorernmeM?  -  Wai  he 
say  80  in  contraction  of  thia  testimony  reported  to  tbii 
House  by  himself?  Sir,  as  we  are  debating-  this  questtoo, 
not  so  much  to  enlighten  our  own  judgment,  as  to  gets 
pretext  for  doing  ttuit  which  it  has  been  determined  abaS 
oe  done — yes,  sir,  determined  shall  be  done;  not  in  tlus 
House,  but  out  of  this  House<-l  mean  that  the  depoaitcs 
of  the  Government  shall  be  withdrawn  from  thi»  bank  to 
be  placed  elsewhere — the  gentleman  knows-  let  ne  catt 
the  House  to  the  facta  in  rnerence  to  tlus  subject  of  tte 
three  per  oent.  stock. 

After  all  that  hsa  been  written,  published,  and  spoken 
here  and  elsewhere  by  those  opposed  to  the  continuance 
of  the  bank,  said  Mr.  W.,  not  a  newspaper,  not  a  writer 
or  a  speaker  has  ever  once  furnished  to  the  public  tbe 
evidence  embodied  by  tbe  gentleman  himself  upon  thia 
subject,  and  wUch  cootiadiets  flatly  the  atatements  made- 
Would  the  House  allow  him  to  read  it,  that  the  pubSc 
ought  in  thia  form  obtun'cofrect  information? 

Quation  to  the  president  of  the  bank. 

"Question.  Will  you  please  give  a  cop^  of  the  cor- 
respondence connected  with  your  application,  in  Uarcb 
last,  requesting  a  suspension  by  the  Government  of  tbe 
payment  of  a  portion  of  its  debt  intended  to  have  beea 
made  on  the  let  ot  July  next,  or  a  statement  of  die  ar- 
rangement made  In  relation  to  that  subject? 

**  Answer.  I  have  made  no  application  to  t^e  Govoa- 
ment,  nor  have  I  requested  any  suspension  of  tbe  pay- 
ment of  any  portion  of  tlie^public  debt. 

<'  The  inquiry,  I  presume,  relates  to  this  circumstance : 
I  revived  a  letter  from  the  acting  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
mry,  dated  the  34th  of  Mareb,  1833,  inforauog  me  thit 
the  Government  was  about  to  issue  a  notice  on  the  1st  «f 
April,  of  their  intention  to  pay,  on  tbe  lat  of  July  nex^ 
one  half  of  the  three  per  cent,  stock,  and  to  do  it 
by  p&ying  to  each  stockholder  one-half  the  unonnt  of 
bis  certificate.  He  added,  <  If  any  objection  oecurs  to 
you,  either  as  to  the  amount,  or  al  to  Uie  mode  of  pay- 
ment, 1  will  thank  you  to  suggest  it.* 

*'  Thus  invited  by  ttie  Government,  in  a  commuinca- 
cation  marked  *  confidential**  to  give  my  Miimon  on  ft 
measure  contemplated  by  the  Govcmraenl,  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  express  my  views  of  its  probable  operstkm.  In 
my  reply,  therefore,  dated  the  S9th  of  March,  I  atkted 
'  that  so  far  as  the  bank  is  concerned,  no  objection  occurs 
to  me,  it  being  sufficient  tlut  the  Govemmeot  bo  tbe 
necessary  amount  of  funds  in  the  bsnk  to  make  tbe  cod- 
templated  payment.*  I  then  proceeded  to  obserre,  that 
in  the  present  ntuation  of  the  mercantile  eoounuuty*  «m1 
with  a  very  large  amount  of  revenue  [amouotiiv  to  nine 
millions]  to  be  paid  before  the  1st  of  July,  the  debtor* of 
the  Government  would  require  all  the  forbearance  and 
all  the  aid  which  could  be  given  to  themt  and  that  the 
payment  proposed,  by  creating  a  demand  for  the  remit- 
tance of  several  millions  of  dollars  to  the  European  stock- 
holders. Would  tend  to  diminish  tbe  usual  &eilitics  afford- 
ed to  the  debtors  of  the  Government,  apd  nu^ht  ewdsn- 
ger  the  punctual  payment.  this  reason,  X  thoof^  '* 
for  the  interest  of  the  Goverriment  to  postpone  the  pi^' 
ment  till  the  next  quarter.  I  further  «uted.  that  the 
pbn  of  paying  to  each  stockholder  only  one-half  of  hii 
loan  would  not  be  soacceptable  as  if  his  whole  kwnvcie 
repaid  at  once> 

**  Having  thus  performed  my  du^,  in  giving  tbe  opi- 
nion asked,  I  left  it,  of  course,  to  tbe  Govern anani  to  de- 
cide.   On  the  part  of  the  bank,  I  sought  nntliht. 
requested  nothing.    After  weigtiioKthe  niii  iinw  ii. 
the  Gorcminent  were  detiroos  of  adc^liaf  tbn  MHMiei 
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but  the  diflieuhy  I  understood  to  be  this,  that  the  sinking 
fund  would  lose  the  quarter's  interest,  from  July  to  Oc> 
tober,  of  the  sum  intended  to  be  paid  in  July,  and  that 
the  GovemnieDt  ^  not  feel  itself  justified  in  making' 
the  postponement,  unleai  that  interest  could  be  Mvedt 
bat  th^  it  would  be  made,  provided  the  bsnk  would 
make  the  sinking  fund  whole  on  the  1st  of  October.  To 
this  I  aaid,  that,  as  the  bank  would  have  the  use  of  the 
fund  during  the  three  months,  it  would  consent  to  save 
the  sinking  fund  harmless,  P*yi>)K  the  three  months' 
interest  itaeir.  And  so  the  matter  stands. 

"  Now,  it  will  be  seen  that,  in  all  this,  the  bank  has 
had  not  the  least  agency,  except  to  offer  its  opinion, 
when  it  was  ariced,  in  renrd  to  a  lAeasure  proposed  by 
the  Govemltaent;  and  theA  to  offer  its  aid  in  carrying  that 
mnsuie  into  operation." 

**  TdCAtlTBT  DiVABTXIVT, 

.  **Mank2^  1833. 

**  DtAV  9ia:  It  is  believed  that  the  means  of  the  Trea- 
■urjr  will  be  sufficient  to  discharge  one-half  of  the  three 
per  cents  on  the  1st  of  July  next;  and  it  is  proposed  to 
give  notice  accordingly  on  the  Ist  of  April.  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  determine  by  lot  the  certificates  that  ore  to  be 
pi^,  but  simply  to  pay  one-half  of  each  certificate,  on 
presentation  at  the  proper  loan  office. 

*'  If  any  objection  oqcura  to  you,  either  as  to  tlie 
amount,  or  as  to  the  mode  of  payment,  I  will  tliank  you 
to  suggest  it. 

"I  shall  be  glad  to  be  informed  of  the  amount  purchas- 
ed under  your  direction,  though  I  am  not  aware  that  it 
can  have  any  influence  upon  the  proposed  measure.  As 
the  purchases  will  cease  on  the  appearance  of  the  notice, 
it  nacf.  bn  as  well  Ibr  you  to  direct  the  account  to  be  clos- 
ed with  the  tertnination  of  the  present  month,  and  ren- 
dered to  the  Treasury  for  settlement . 

'*  I  am,  dear  nr,  vety  Mncerely  and  respectfully  yours, 
••ASBURY  DICKENS, 

"  N.  BiDDu,  Esq."  "Jeting  Seerdary. 

Did  not  this  very  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Caiib>i»»,]  acting  as  the  friend  of  the  commercial 
community,  interpose  his  own  request  to  tlie  Treasury, 
that  it  would  stop  the  pa3rment  of  this  three  per  cent, 
•toek?  And  was  he  the  only  gentleman  unfriendly  to  the 
cauae  of  the  bank  who  prosed  such  a  measure  on  the 
head  iMF  the  Treasury?  [Al^r  waiting  for  a  reply,  Mr. 
W.  proceeded.]  Yet  ve  are  told,  and  told,  that  the 
bank  was  unable  to  meet  the  payment  of  the  stock  on  tbe 
1st  of  July.  I  will  now  inquire  what  amount  of  the  pub- 
lic debt  the  Government  proposed  to  pay  in  1832?  Ac- 
cording to  my  recollection,  not  15,000,000.  Probably 
about  10,000,000.  It  mieht  be  well  enough,  too,  to  in- 
quire why,  i^KMit  three  oajrs  after  the  adjournment  of 
Congress,  the  Government  engaged  to  pay  15,000,000, 
when  they  knew  there  would  not  be  money  enough  in 
the  treasury  to  meet  it?  It  will  not,  of  course,  do  for 
me  to  say  that  it  was  done  purposely  to  embarrass  the 
bank,  and  to  add  to  the  weight  thrown  against  it  by  a 
eerttin  very  popular  document.  8o  much  for  the  post- 
ponetnent  of  the  three  per  cents. 

As  to  the  negotiationa  of  the  bank  in  Europe,  I  shall 
look  into  that  subject  when  I  shall  hare  had  time  to  ex- 
amine the  documents  now  submitted  to  us  upon  tbe  call 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York.  I  cannot  consent  to 
append  his  document  to  mine,  because  I  consider  the  one 
as  peculiarly  fitted  for  the  use  of  political  stock-jobbers, 
but  the  other  adapted  to  enlighten  and  satisfy  the  com- 
lueroial  commumty  in  this  eountrr.  The  gentleman 
fceiDs  to  fear  the  effect  of  having  this  document  put  into 
their  bands,  lest  tjiey  ^ould  become  satisfied  as  to  the 
safety  of  their  funds  as  at  present  deponted,  and  the 
Treasury  should  hear  Uwtr  voice  thundering  back  a  pro- 
hibition against  their  rcrooral. 


Mr.  C  AMBRELENG:  There  are  many  diseases  in  our 
land,  besides  the  cholerat  there  are  many  kinds  of  fever; 
and  among  the  rest  there  are  political  fevers,  which  have 
their  premonitory  symptoms  in  like  manner.  There  is  a 
disease  which  has  been  very  prevalent  <m  this  country, 
and  which  has  been  remarked  to  tage  most  violently  in 
those  particular  cities  where  the  national  bank  has  iti 
branches  establishedi  it  is  called  by  some  tbe  bank  lever. 
I  do  not  myself  know  whether  any-  gentleman  of  thia 
HouK  is  or  IB  not  affected  by  this  species  of  fever;  but 
I  have  beaird  of  one  case  of  the-bank  running  ag^nat  a 
gentleman  of  thia  House,  who  fwind  it  a  most  fbmMaUe 
opponent  Indeed) eo  rouch4o,  that  he  was-  beard  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  would 
not  be  set  up  as  a-  candidate  for  the  Presidency.  This 
bank  fever  is  said  to  prevail  in  certain  other  portions  ef 
the  United  States,  ana  some  symptoms  of  it  are  even  said 
to  have  appeared  in  a  certain  gentleman — do  not  know 
exactly  where,  but  I  believe  sunewhere  beyond-  the 
mountains.  I  should  like  to  be  as  much.bencfited  by  my 
premonitory,  as  1  understand  that  that  gentleman  was. 

Sir,  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  WicKum] 
talked  about  "stock-jobbing,"  and  about  Wall  street." 
I  thank  God  that  no  one  has  yet  been  able  to  bring  any 
imputation  on  measaman  of  business.  Whoeveraams  the 
blow,  **  our  withers  are  unwrungt"  but  if  tbe  gentleman 
shall  pu^  the  inquiry,  be  may  perbapa  discover  that  aome 
of  bia  own  friends  have  been  cmcemed  in  that  business 
in  a  manner  which  deserves  the  censure  of  this  House, 
and  the  reprobation  of  the  country.  1  will  give  the  gen- 
tleman facts,  from  the  document  publisbed  by  his  own 
authority,  and  yesterday  brought  into  this  Houaet  and 
now  to  put  ande  at  once  the  whole  of  what  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  has  said,  I  uk  the  House  to  ;hear 
what  the  prendent  ef  the  bank  himself  saya  concerning 
the  causes  of  the  foreign  negotiation  of  the  bank  for  a  loan 
of  5,000,000  dollars.  It  is  true  that  the  letter  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  is  luggedint  but,  unluckUjr,  the 
truth  has  dispUiyed  itself,  in  apite  of  all  tbe  ingemiity  of 
the  writer  to  conceal  it,  whoever  he  was. 

"It  is  easy  for  the  Government,  when  tt  has  fifteen 
millions  of  revenue  scattered  over  the  whole  countnr, 
to  direct  that,  on  a  i^ven  day,  so  many  millions  shall  be 
paid  at  a  given  place.  But  as  in  our  moneyed  system 
these  millions  are  not  accumulated  in  tbe  bank,  but  lent 
out  to  be  used  by  tbe  citizens  until  they  are  wanted,  the 
detail  of  thus  withdrawing  them  from  business  requires 
the  greatest  precaution,  or  infinite  injustice  may  be  done 
to  the  community.  It  was  with  this  view,  and  with  this  view 
exclusively,  that  the  bank,  in  order  to  weaken  the  pressure 
of  so  exhausting  a  drain  upon  the  country,  at  a  period  of 
general  dismay,  thought  it  would  be  useful  to  obtain  the 
control  of  from  three  to  five  millions  held  in  Europe,  of  most 
of  which  tbe  bank  was  the  agent,  until  the  business  of  Uie 
country  should  have  time  to  resume  its  usual  course,  and 
the  community  might  recover  from  its  confusion." 

Now,  men  of  business  understand  perfectly  well  what 
the  means  of  tlie  bank  are  in  a  time  of  public  distreas, 
though,  unhappily,  others  do  not  Hie  meant  of  a  bank 
are,  and  must  be,  greater  when  there  u  a  aUgnation  of 
business  than  when  money  is  in  rapid  circulation.  In 
ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred,  every  bank  will  have 
surplus  capital  at  such  times.  Now,  if  the  Bsnk  of  the 
United  States,  at  a  time  when  the  Western  notes  weie 
not  pressing  upon  it,  waa  unable  to  meet  tlie  demands  of 
the  Government,  and  pay  up  the  three  per  cent*,  whto 
can  it  do  so?  Gentlemen  may  rely  upon  it,  that  the  diffi- 
cultiea  experienced  by  the  bank  next  October,  will,  un- 
less some  efficient  means  shall  be  taken  by  thia  House  to 
prevent  it,  be  greater  than  they  are  now. 

The  world  IS  now  at  peacet  but  within  the  next  three 
months  war  may  be  lighted  up,  not  only  in  Europe,  but 
here  also.  May  God,  in  lut mercy,  pterentit!  May  Heayen, 

Digitized  by  Google 


859 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


860 


H.  or  B.] 


Bank  of  the  Vhiied  StaUi. 


[Die.  13, 1839. 


in  its  infioite  mercy,  spare  the  blood  of  my  countrymen! 
Hot  will  the  bmt  be  able  to  meet  iti  engagements  then» 
when  it  is  unable  to  do  it  in  a  time  of  profound  peace  ? 

The  gentleman  referred  to  a  transaction  which  happen- 
ed at  the  time  I  was  in  Philadelphia.  The4>resident  of 
the  banic  urffcd  my  colleague  on  the  Banlc  Committee,  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  HcDurrix,]  to 
write  to  the  Secretary,  requesting  him  to  postpone  the 
pigment  of  three  per  cents  until  October.  That 
gentleman  asked  me  whether  I  concurred  in  the  request, 
and  requested  that  I  would  also  write.  I  did  so,  but  I 
acted  on  the  same  ground  which  I  talce  now.  Hie  bank 
had  loaned  out  the  deposites.of  the  Government  to  the 
commercial  communi^.  As  the  evil  was  done,  and  the 
bank  had  overtraded,  I  did  write  to  the  Secretary  in 
fiiTor  of  the  propontiont  but  I  also  stated  my  reasons, 
and  they  were  the  mme  which  I  now  state  to  this  House. 
I  adrisea  the  postponement,  in  order  that  the  oommercial 
community  might  not  be  thrown  into  embarrassment  on 
account  of  the  mismanagement  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  WICRLIFFE:  Before  I  proceed  to  make  a  few 
remarks  in  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  gentleman 
on  the  other  mact  I  should  Lke  to  know  from  tlwt  gentle* 
man  whether  I  am  the  indindual  veit  of  tin  mountains 
to  whom  he  alludes. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG:  I  believe  it  was  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE:  Then  I  am  happy  to  have  this  oc- 
casion of  compelling  tiie  editor  of  the  Government  news- 
paper in  this  ci^  <tf  admitting  into  his  columns,  by  a 
faithful  report  of  this  debate,  a  contradiction  to  his  own 

Eropagated  fidsebood.  I  could  not  ask  him  to  do  it,  and 
hve  not  done  so,  because  he  refused,  on  a  former  occa- 
non,  to  publish  a  contradiction,  in  respectful  language, 
and  by  positive  proof,  of  a  blsehood  published  in  the  same 
paper  against  me.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  al- 
luoed  in  his  remarks  to  an  article  which  had  its  origin  in 
that  great  national  foundry  of  slander' and  calumny,  which 
has  been  established  within  these  ten  miles  square,  called 
**  TheGlobe."*  Upon  inquiry,  he  will  be  unable  to  find 
that  I  have  ever  received,  in  any  shape,  favors  firom  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  wisli  I  could  say  the  same 
of  the  gentleman,  [Hr.  CAHBaaLSKs.]  He,  I  believe, 
was  employed  by  the  bank  to  select  a  suitable  site  for  a 
new  branch  of  this  bank  in  New  York.  What  he  received 
for  the  job,  he  best  knows.  A  gentleman  near  me  says 
$1,000.  It  is  very  true,  that,  having  preferred  principles 
to  men,  the  interest  of  countar  to  toe  mandate  of  party, 
or  the  advancement  of  unhallowed  purposes,  I  differed 
from  my  party  on  the  question  of  rechartering  the  Bank 
of  the  Umted  States,  and  probably  in  that  fact  the  motive 
must  be  found  for  assailing  me  in  the  article  alluded  to. 
Perhaps  the  gentleman  may  know  more  about  thbthan  I 
do.   He  who  operates  on  a  machhie  may  usually  be  ex- 

•  (.ZKife  ifi*.  »?aUtJe.}— In  the  Globeof  yesterday, 
the  editor  attempts  to  escape  from  the  responribtlity  of 
publishing  the  falsehood  and  calumny  above,  by  saying 
its  editor  had  it  from  a  respectable  source  in  Philadel- 
phia. It  is  not  believed  that  he  can  givethe  name  of  any 
respectable  man  who  is  willing  to  father  this  calumny. 
Until  he  does  so,  the  community  will  consider  him,  as  the 
conductor  of  a  public  press,  reiponsiblc  for  the  libel. 
Mr.  Wicsurra  was  misunderstood  by  the  reporter,  as 
it  would  appear  firom  the  article  in  the  Globe.  He  ^ 
not  say  that  the  editor  of  the  Globe  had  refused  to  do  him 
justice,  by  admitting  a  contradiction  of  the  stateraento 
above  in  his  paper,  but  said  that  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  i[\juBtice  had  been  done  him  in  the  columns  of  that 
paper,  he  had  been  denied  the  privilege  of  self>defence. 
Mr.  W.  never  asked  the  editor  of  the  Glt^e  unee,  in  any 
case,  to  correct  the  errors  of  that  journal. 


pected  to  be  best  acquainted  mth  tiie  reasons  for  its 
movements.  The  article  reads  asfollowB:  1  find  it  trans- 
ferred into  a  kindred  print,  accre^ted  to  the  Globe. 

"Charles  A.  Wickliffe,  of  Louisville,  Ky.,  has  been 
appointed  by  the  bank  agent  for  collecting  in  Kentucky, 
with  a  compensation  whicdi  will  amount  to  at  least  $10,000 
a  year."' 

Allow  me  to  say,  here  in  my  place,  (and  I  say  itin'order 
that  the  declaration  may  fiiid  its  place,  throwh  the  re- 
port of  debates,  in  the  same  place  where  the  dbndarbad 
its  origin,)  that  the  assertion  here  contained  is  utterly  &lse 
in  every  part  and  particular.  I  never  bad  any  contract 
with  the  bank,  in  any  form;  I  never  had  a  moment's  con- 
versation with  its  directors,  or  its  ofBcers,  or  agents^  on 
the  subject  of  collecting  the  bank  debts.  Will  the  gen- 
tleman now  withdraw  his  endorsement  of  the  slanderr 

Hr.  CAMBRELENG:  I  am  very  happy  to  hear  that 
the  gentleman  has  no  connexion  whatever  with  the  Danfc 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  what  has  been  alleged 
against  him  is  unfounded  in  truth. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE:  The  gentleman  wantsan  account 
of  my  election  compaign.  I  could,  were  he  in  Kentucky, 
instruct  him  how  we  in  the  West  ascertain  pubhc  senti- 
ment and  enlighten  its  judgment.  We  do  not  do  it  there 
by  fbree  of  committees  and  party  discipline.  We  meet 
the  blsehoods  of  a  corrupt  press,  and  their  supptalers^  if 
they  have  any,  openly,  before  an  honest,  intelligent  peo- 
ple, discuss  them,  and  put  them  down.  That  is  the  way 
we  do  things  in  Kentucky.  It  is  very  true  that,  in  1831, 
many  of  those  who  were  opposed  to  my  election  urged 
that  because  I  was  fi-iendly  to  General  Jackson,  and  Uiat 
he  was  against  the  bank.  It  would  not  be  safe  to  elect 
me  I  and  what  uid  the  fiiends  of  the  adnunistration  then  * 
General  Jackson  is  not  opposed  to  the  bank.  He  is  in 
favor  of  the  bank;  be  will  recfaarter  it  with  proper  mocti- 
6cations.  Sir,  we  once  met  there  veiy  nnich  as 
"Hickory  Club"  did  the  other  night  in  this  city,  (I  have 
got  a  list  of  them  here  before  me,)  and  we  drank  toasts 
too.  I  soon  saw  what  the  game  was  gcnng  to  be— I  saw 
the  bill  of  sale  which  was  to  transfer  the  Jackson  par^  in 
my  district— the  gentleman  knows  to  whom.  1  diA  not 
like  the  trill  of  safet  I  ehoee  to  have  a  privilege  whidk 
every  slaveholder  in  our  country  allows  to  the  slave  be  ia 
:  going  to  sell— tlie  privilege  of  choonng  his  own  masl^. 

In  answer  to  the  allusion  made  to  myself  on  one  of 
these  occasions,  I  nld,  jocularly,  that  I  hoped  the  bank 
would  not  run  for  Congress.  Is  the  gentleman  satined 
now? 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG:  Notentirely. 
Mr.  WICKLIFFE:   So  much  fiir  the  Mntlam«n*s  aUa- 
rioQ  to  myself;  andlam  glad  that  the  rAtation  will  find 
its  way  into  those  papers  where,  save  in  reports  of  the 
debates  of  the  day,  it  never  else  would  find  a  place. 

1  liave  nothing  more  against  appending  the  two  report* 
to  each  other,  than  wliat  I  have  already  said.  I  ttnnk 
the  gentleman's  documen^better  suited  to  politicians  than 
to  the  sober  business  part  of  the  community.  I  am  not 
mysdf  in  the  habit  of  bringing  forward  newspaper  slaiq; 
against  gentlemen  in  this  House.  I  made  no  imputatioo 
against  tilie  gentleman  on  the  subject  of  stock-joblnng, 
though  the  materials  are  before  me.  I  leave  that  subject 
between  him  and  his  constituent,  who  has  preferred  the 
accusation.  I  only  said  that  one  of  these  documeati 
would  convince  tiit  really  reflecting  business  men  of  Ukc 
country  that  the  national  bank  was  a  safe  deporitory  for 
the  national  fund%  at  least  safer  than  certain  SUte  banks; 
while  the  other  was  more'  nuted  to  tbe  political  part  of 
the  community. 

I  remarked,  at  first,  that  this  whole  affs^r  had  been  |p>t 
up  as  a  pretext  for  withdrawing  the  Government  depoate* 
mm  the  existing  l>ank.  I  do  not  believe  that  tbera  ia  a 
member  of  this  House  who  will  rise  in  his  place  and  my 
that  he  beUeres  the  bank  hu  manifested  way  auVSty  to 
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meet  the  denunda  and  wants  of  the  Goremment,  or  that 
he  is  satisfied  it  is  no  longer  a  sjife  depository  for  the  na- 
tional funds.  No  roan  bas  jxt  sud  that}  and  I  am  confident 
no  honorable  man  will  ny  it.  As  to  this  docatnent,  I 
wilt  give  the  gentleman  from  New  York  all  the  benefit  he 
can  make  out  of  it.  I  shall  send  to  my  constituents  that 
which  I  believe  they  will  have  time  to  read.  I  do  not 
want  another  such  document  asthe  Bank  Committee's  re- 
port of  last  year — a  volume  so  formidable  in  its  outside 
appearance,  that  no  man  will  hare  the  courage  to  attempt 
to  through  it;  the  consequence  was,  that  each  man 
believed  the  account  of  the  matter  which  he  found  in  hts 
own  paper;  insomuoh,  that  it  ii  doubtful  whether  the 
whole  truth  of  this  matter  had  ever  been  published  at  all. 
One  thing  is  certain,  that  no  administration  paper  in  the 
country  has  ever  published  this  testimony  of  Ur.  Biddle, 
or  the  proof  that  the  genUenun  from  New  York  himself 
applied  to  the  Treasury  to  have  the  payment  of  the  three 
per  cent,  stock  suspended.  I,  myself,  knew  long  ago 
that  the  action  of  the  bank  was  in  perfect  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Treasury,  and  thought  it,waa  the 
gentleman  himself,  and  his  friends,  who  pressed"  the  Se- 
cretary to  suspend  the  payment  of  tlw  stock;  yet  the 
gentleman  stands  liere  and  says  that  the  bank  begged  for 
time. 

Mr.  CAMBRELGNG;  As  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky appears  so  denrous  of  showing  one  side  only  of  this 
question  to  his  constituents,  and  keeping  back  the  other, 
witii  a  view  to  the  gentleman's  accommodation,  I  will 
withdraw  the  motion  I  made  fof  connecting  the  two 
documents,  and  consent  that  they  shall  be  printed  sepa- 
rately. 

The  House  then,  on  motion  of^r.  SPEIGHT,  went 
again  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  slate  of  the 
Union,  Hr.  Tatuk  in  the  chairt  and  tlie  question  being 
on  Mr.  WATKoveB's  motion  to  amend  the  resolution  of 
Mr.  BriiBHT,  so  as  to  refer  so  much  of  the  Premdent's 
message  as  related  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means — 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  said  he  felt  himself  bound  to  ad- 
here to  tlie  amendment  he  had  proposed,  and  at  the  same 
time  must  espresa  hia  refrret  at  the  continuance  of  this 
debate.  He  had  yesterday  refrained  from  stating  his 
views  to  the  committee,  from  aconuderation  that  no  good 
could  result  from  retarding  the  acUon  of  the  Rouse,  and 
delaying  thereby  the  many  important  matters,  of.public 
business  which  were  before  it,  and  which  must  be  acted 
on  ill  a  short  session  of  Congress.  Me  repeated  his  con- 
viction that  no  desirable  result  was  to  be  obtained  by  tlie 
debate.  Btatemenis  were  made  on  one  side,  wliich  were 
necessary  to  be  rebutted  on  the  other;  and  a  feeling  of 
excitement  was  ori^nated  which  liad  no  natural  connex- 
ion with  the  matter  under  consideration.  He  earnestly 
ui^fed  the  committee  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  to  have  the  whole  of  the  document  before  the 
House.  His  own  course  in  the  business  was  plain:  he 
was  there  as  the  organ  of  his  constituents,  and  their 
opinions  had  not  only  been  expressed  to  him  individually, 
but  promulgated  to  tlie  world.  Mr.  W.  here  alluded  to 
a  remark  nnde  on  a  former  day,  that  he  was  the  advocate 
uf  the  bank;  and  observed  that,  alUiough  he  was  anxious 
not  to  offend  either  the  personal  or  party  feelings  of  any 
one,  yet  he  must  disclaim  the  Imputation  whidi  the 
terms  conveyed.  On  the  subject  of  the  bank  he  had 
formed  his  own  opinions,  as  he  had  an  undoubted  ri^ht  to 
do;  and,  in  accordance  with  these  opinioiis,he  had  always 
acted,  and  always  should  act.  Itut  he  appeared  in  ttiat 
House  not  as  the  advocate  of  the  bank,  but  as  one  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people;  as  a  representative  more 
immediately  of  the  people  among  whom  the  bank  is  situ- 
ated, with  whom  most  of  the  directors  of  that  institution 
were  brought  up  and  reuded,  and  to  whom  those  direc 
tors  were  personelly  known.    He  concluded  by  repeat- 


ing that  he  could  not  withdraw  the  amendment  which  he 
had  proposed. 

Mr.  WAYNE,  of  Georgia,  explained,  in  a  very  urbane 
manner,  the  sense  in  which  he  had  used  the  words  al- 
luded to.  He  disclaimed  all  idea  of  using  them  in  an 
invidious  sense,  as  he  trusted  all  who  knew  both  him  and 
the  gentleman  from  PennqFlvania[Mr.  W^TKoiraB]  must 
be  aware. 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  was  fully  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation, and,  indeed,  should  not  have  adverted  to  the  cir- 
cumstance but  from  a  sense  of  what  might  be  thought 
due  to  his  constituents. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  was  sorry  that  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Watxovqb]  had  deemed  it  necessary 
to  make  another  bank  speech  this  morning;  but  to  avoid 
a  prolongation  of  the  discusMon,  he  would  accept  the 
proposed  amendment.  He  (Mr.  S.)  had,  indeed,  been  of 
opinion,  when  he  adopted  the  series  of  resolutions,  that 
the  subject  should  be  referred  to  the  Comnittee  of 
Ways  and  Means;  but  the^conuderation  which  he  had 
formerly  stated,  of  the  extent  and  importance  of  the 
business  which  would  xome  before  that  committee,  had 
induced  him  to  change  its  reference,  and  move  for  a 
select  committee,  which  would  have  full  time  to  devote 
to  the  matter. 

The  resolution  was  then  modified,  so  as  to  read,  that  so 
much  of  the  message  as  relates  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

The  twelfth  resolution  was  that  it  be 

Jteaoieed,  That  so  much  of  said  messa^  as  recom- 
mends an  amendment  of  the  constitution  in  relation  to 
the  election  of  President  and  Vice  President,  be  refored  ' 
to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  HOOT  observed  that,  upon  this  subject,  the  Pre- 
sident had,  during  four  successive  years,  expressed  an 
opinion  in  h»  annual  communication  to  Congress.  Their 
attention  had  been  repeatedly  called  to  this  important 
question  by  the  Executive;  and  he  (Mr.  R.)  had.  on  the 
2d  of  March  last,  submitted  to  the  House  a  series  of  re- 
solutions in  relation  to  it.  At  that  time  be  had  made  a 
[froposition,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the 
recommendation  of  the  Pre«(lent.  The  resolutions  were 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  wlueh 
was  ultimately  discharged  from  their  consideration,  and 
the  subject  was  referred  to  a  select  committee.  That 
committee  presented  a  report,  and  the  report  and  the 
subject  were  sent  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union.  The  whole  question,  therefore,  stood 
at  present  within  the  control  of  the  Comfnittee  of  the 
.Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union;  and  he  wished  the 
House  to  understand  that  it  was  his  intention  to  call  their 
attention  to  the  report  and  resolutions.  As  it  was  unne- 
cessary for  htm  to  dwell  further  upon  the  subject  now, 
he  should  conclude  the  few  remarks  he  had  deemed  it 
necessary  to  offer,  bv  submitting  an  amendment  to  refer 
that  part  of  the  President's  message  which  adverted  to 
the  election  of  President  and  Vice  President,  and  also 
an  amendment  to  the  tenure  of  their  offices,  to  the  same 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  to 
which  the  resolutions  offered  on  the  subject,  on  the  3d 
of  March,  1833,  had  been  committed. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  accepted  the  amendment  as  a  modifica* 
tion  of  the  original  resolution,  and  it  was  agreed  to  by 
the  committee. 
The  other  resolutions,  as  annexed,  were  then  agreed  to. 
Mr.  DANIEL  offered  a  resolution,  that  so  much  of  the 
message  aa  relates  to  the  exercise  of  doubtful  powers,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  SI'EIGHT,  the  committee  then 
rose  and  reported  the  resolutions  to  the  House. 

In  the  House,  Mr,  FOLK  moved  to  amend  by  striking 
out  the  words  "bank  stock,"  and  inserting,  so  «s  to  in- 
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dude  all  stocks  held  by  the  Government  in  incorporated 
companies,  to  the  Comtifittee  of  Ways  and  Means.  Mr. 
p.  shortl}'  stated  the  reasons  whjch  had  induced  him  to 
more  the  amendinent{  and  contended  that  though  the 
bill  for  subserihing>the  stock;  in  question  originated  in  the 
Committee  of  Intmial  Improvement  or  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  yet  the  subject  was  one  strkdy  of  re- 
venue! end  its  proper  distribution,  tlierefore,  was  to  the 
Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  MERCER  said  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  repeat  the  re- 
mark* he  had  made  on  a  former  day'.  That  part  of  the 
Pre«dent's  message,  to  which  the  honorable  gentleman 
frxaa  Tennessee  had  offered  an  amendment,  was  a  sug- 
gestion that  an  undue  infiuence  ibight  arise  from  the  pos- 
sesuon  of  shares  of  stock  in  incorporated  companies.  It 
was  not  a  suggestion  that  the  revcntie  was  wanted  which 
would  Srise  from  the  sale  of  the  shares  then  held  by  the 
Government.  If  this  had  been  the  case,  nothing  would 
have  been  more  appropriate  than  the  reference  of  the 
subject  to  the  Finance  Committee :  but  the  inquiry  was  of 
a  different  character,  and  the  Committee  of^  Ways  and 
Means  had  not_  the  opportunity  of*  answering  it.  Might 
not  that  committee,  which  was  acquainted  with  the  natufe 
of  thil  kind  of  property,  and  of  the  influence  arising  ou' 
of  it,  as  well  as  what  it  would  be  worth  if  brought  into 
the  market)  ought  not  such  a  committee,  he  would 
be  supposed  to  be  best  qualified  to  decide,  as  to  the  ex- 
pediency of  continuing  the  Government  investments  in 
such  property  ?  He  hoped  it  would  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals., 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  the  paramount  question  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  whether  the  funds  of  the  Govern- 
ment aliould  be  invested  in  tlie  kind  of  property  alluded 
to.  It  did  not  relate  to  the  value  of  the  present  stock  it 
held  in  incorporated  companies,  nor  had  it  any  reference 
to  roads  and  caiialsi  it  was  formally  a  question  of  ^n^nce, 
a  quMljcm  as  to  the  employment  of  tjie  funds  qf  the  Go- 
veroment.  For  hisDwn  part,  he  thpught  the  principle 
on  which  they  were  applied  to  the  parchase  of  shares  of 
stock  in  any  incorporated  companies,  was  a  bad  one,  and 
that  the  Government  ought  not  so  to  apply  its  fun,da:  but 
be  that  as  it  might,  it  was  evidently  a  question  of  finance, 
and  therefore  should  go  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.'  ' 

Mr.  MERCER  said  the  gentleman  from  New  York  did 
not  apparently  see  that  there  might  be  reasons  for  selling 
bank  stock  held  by  the  Government,  wholly  inapplicable 
to  the  stock  it  had  in  raids  and  canals.  The  influence 
derived  from  the  one  w.is  altogether  difTerent  from  that 
which  was  derived  from  the  other.  The  power  of  pro- 
moting works  of  improvement  and  public  utility,  byaub- 
Bcription  for  shares  of  stock,  was  a  circumstance  which 
rendered  it  entirely  distinct  from  the  purchase  of  bank 
atock'  .  Dutthe  gentleman  had  evidently  prejudged,  the 
questioi^  for  he  had  declared  bis  opinion  that  Goyern- 
roent  should  not  have  any  shares  of  stock  in  incorporated 
companies.  He  (Mr.  M.)  thought,  under  all  the  consi- 
derations which  he  had  suggested,  there  was  a  peculiar 
propriety  in  referring  tlie  subject  to  Ihe  Committee  on 
Roads  and  Canals. 

Mr.  CAUBRELENG  briefly  Replied,  after  which. 


Mr.  ELLSWORTH  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
disposition  of  this  question  was  intimately  connected  with 
that  of  anutlier  question;  namely,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  make  any  further  investments  of  its  funds  for 
the  improvement  of  the  country.  It  could  hardly  be  sup- 
posed, if  they  came  to  the  determination  to  sell  the  stock 
they  then  held,  that  they  would,  in  future,  make  any  new 
investments  of  this  character.  For  this  reason,  be  thought 
the  Bubjeet  ^ould  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Iknds 
and  Canals.  He  sliould  not  then  say  whether  he  thought 
this  employment  of  the  Government  funds  politic  or  itn- 
politic{  but  if  an  «zamination  was  to  take  place,  with  « 


view  to  an  ultimate  dewsion  of  the  question,  be  thoi^^ 
the  committee  he  had  just  named  was  particularly  quali- 
fied to  carry  on  the  examination,  and  to  lay  before  the 
House  all  the  information  which  could  be  obtained  on  the 
subject.  If  he  could  regard  it  as  a  mere  question  of 
finance,  it  might  as  well,  perhaps  better,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  But  he  looked  upon 
it  in  a  different  light,,  and  should^  therefore,  support  its 
ference  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Mr.  FOLK,  who 
pursued  his  former  argument,  that  the  stocks  subscribed 
for  by  the  United  States  were  matters  of  revenue,  and,  as 
such,  th«  consideration  of  them  appertained  to  the  Com- 
roitlee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  MERCER,  replit^di  and  the  yeas  and  nays  being 
taken  on  the  call  of  Mr.  JARVIS,  the  motion  was  agreed 
to  by  a  vote  of  91.  to  77. 

Mr.  STE  WART  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  iaaetl 
the  words,  "except  canal  ito^k,i!'  so  ju.to  except  that 
description  of  stock. 
T)|e  amendment  was  decided  Ipbe.ogt  of  order. 
Upon  the  seventh  re8olution,.a  question  of  order  arose 
as  to  whether  tli^  deciuon  of  the  House,  on  the  fourth  rft.< 
Bolu((on,  bad  not  fixed  the  destination  of  the  subject. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  MARSHALL,  Mr.  HERr 
CEB,  and  Mr.  POLK, 

Mr.  POLK  mored  to  strike  it  out  of  tbe.seriest  but  be* 
fore,a  decisioi^'  was  arrived  at,  the  Hoax/t  adjourned. 

Friday,  Decucbsb  14^ 
COIN  AND  BULLION. . 
Mr.  ROOT  offered  tlie  following: 
Whereas,  by  the  act  of  the  3d  oF  April,  1793,  establiab- 
ing  a  mint,  and  reflating  the  cnns  of  the  iTnited  States^ 
the  American,  dollar^  of  the  value  of   Spanish  milled  do^ 
lar,  was  required  to  contain  371 .35  grains  of  pure,  and  416 
grains  of  standard  silver)  and  the  American  eag^e,  of  tbc 
value  of  ten  dollars,  was  required  to' contain  347.5  grains 
of  pure,  and  370  grains  of  standard  ^Id:  and,  by  the 
some  act,  the  relative  value  between  silver  and  gold  was 
fixed  at  ]  5  to  one:  **  that  is  to  ny,  every  fifteen  pounds 
weiglit  of  pure  silver  shall  be  of  equal  i-alue,  in  all  pay- 
ments, with  one  pound  weight  of  pure  gold." 

And  whereas,  the  relative  value  of  ^Id  and  fflver  bul- 
lion has,  since  that  time,  materially  varied  in  the  principJ 
commerciill  countries  of  Europe  and  in  the  United  States, 
and  it  being  desirable  that  CungrMS  be  advised  of  the  ex- 
tent of  tliat  variation^:  Therefofe, 

Reaohed,  That  the  director  of  the  mint  do  report  to 
this  House',  as  far  as  it  is  in  bta  power,  tbe  present  relative 


of  the  same  weight  of  pure  gold? 

Reaohed,  I'hat  the  sud  director  do  report  to  this  House 
his  opinion- of  the  degree  of  fineness,  or  proportion  of  al- 
loy,'the  best  fitted,  in  geld  coins,  to  gite  durablVity  -and 
continued  brightness  to  the  metal  t  anc^  also,  his  opinion 
what  is  the  most  suitable  metal  for  tint  alloy. 

Mr.  R.  supported  the  resolutions,.  1^  statihg  a  num- 
ber of  facfs  'in  relation  to  Ihe  past  and  present  quality  of 
our  c<^ns  in  point  of  fineness,  and  of  their  relative  value 
to  each  other.  That  of  gold  to  silver  had  formerly  been 
as  fifteen  to  onie,  but-  it.  had  now  got  to  be  as  sixteen  to 
one.  The  intended  effect  of  the  measure  he  proposed 
would  be  to  prevent  the  gold  coins  oS  the  United  Slates 
from  being  more  valuable  as  bulRon  than  aseoii^  andecMi- 
sequently  ceasing  to  be  a  part  of  the  dreulating  mcdiam 
of  the  counlr)'. 
The  resolutions  were  agmd  to. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
Tlic  House  baring  resumed  the  cMinderatlon  of  tbe  un-* 
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finished  buiiness,  beii^  the  refcreoce  of  various  parts  of 
the  Prendent's  message. 

The  question  being  on  an  additional  resolution,  (the  fif- 
teenth,) mored  by  Mr.  Daitixl,  in  committee,  which 
referred  so  much  of  the  message  as  related  to  ttie  exer- 
cise of  doubtful  powers  by  Congress  to  a  select  commit- 
tee- 
Mr.  SPEIGHT  suj^^ted  that  the  gentleman  had  bet- 
ter insert  his  proposition  is  an  amendment  to  the  Mventb 
resolution,  so  at  to  make  that  resolution  read : 

'*  Baohedt  That  so  much  of  the  said  message  as  recom- 
mends an  amendment  of  the  constitution  in  relation  to  in- 
ternal improvements  and  the  reducing  the  same  to  some 
fixed  and  certain  rule,  and  the  exercise  by  Congress  of 
doubtful  powers,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee." 

Mr.  DANIEL  replied,  with  good*humored  irony,  that, 
as  the  geatlemanV  viewa  were  usually  sound  and  whole- 
some, he  would  take  his  advice. 

Hr.  WICKLIFFE  said  that  he  did  not  know  that  the 
Preudeiit  had  recommended  the  exercise  of  doubtful 
powers  by  Congress. 

Mr.  DANIEL  then  modified  the  resolution  so  as  to  read 
•*  and  so  much  as  relates  to  the  exercise,"  8ic. 

Mr.  MERCER  thought  it  would  be  best  to  strike  out 
the  clause.  He  had  thought,  at  first,  that  the  gentleman 
froa  Kentucky  t^^'  Daxiu]  had  been  intending  only 
the  indulgence  of  a  vein  of  humor;  but  he  perceived  that 
it  was  otherwise,  and  be  thought  that  the  subject  was  a 
very  proper  subject  of  reference.  The  question  whe- 
ther, before  any  power  is  exercised  by  Congress,  which 
some  gentlemen  considered  as  doubtful,  resort  must  be 
had  to  a  convention  of  three-fourths  of  alt  the  people  of 
the  Umted  States,  wai  eertjunly  a  subject  that  might 
veiy  properly  be  referred  to  a  committee  of  that  House. 
It  furnuhed  a  subject  of  serious  conrideration.  Yet  its 
seriousness  arose  more  from  the  lii^h  source  from  which 
such  a  sufj^stion  had  proceeded,  than  from  any  thing 
else.  He  apprehended  that  If  Congress  were  never  to 
exercise  any  power  which  had  been  doubted  until  two- 
thirds  of  the  people  of  the  Union  had  been  called  upon  to 
decide  the  question,  their  path  from  darkness  to  day 
would  be  long  and  difficult,  and  would  be  very  seldom 
travelled.  Mr.  H.  objected  to  coupling  this  clause  with 
that  in  relation  to  internal  improvements;  it  seemed  to 
imply  an  affinity  between  the  two  subjects  which  he  was 
disposed  to  dissolve. 

Ur.  POLS  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  "and  the 
exerdae  by  Congress  of  doubtful  powers."  The  Presv- 
dent's  message  suggested  the  propriety  of  dissipating  all 
doubt  about  the  constitutionality  of  works  of  improve- . 
raents  as  conducted  by  the  General  Government.  When 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  moved  his  resolution  about 
doubtful  powers,  Mr.  P.  had  supposed,  as  other  gentle- 
men seemed  to  have  done,  that  it  had  been  done  merely^ 
in  sport:  if  he  bad  not.  he  should  have  opposed  the  reso-* 
lution. 

[Here  some  desultory  discussion  arose  on  the  question, 
whether  it  would  be 'in  order  to  receive  Mr.  Polk's 
amendment,  and  the  Chair  was  understood  as  pronouncing 
it  to  be  in  order.] 

Mr.  DANIEL  said  he  couldassure  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Ur.  Polx]  tliat  in  making  the  motion  he  had 
done,  be  had  been  entirely  in  earnest.  The  gentleman 
waa  mistaken,  if  he  supposed  Hr.  D.  came  to  uiat  House 
for  the  purpose  of  making  sport  with  so  important  a  part 
of  the  message  of  the  Executive.  His  object  liad  been  to 
ascertain  what  powers  the  President  considered  as  ''doubt- 
ful poweiv,"  and  what  not,  in  order  that  Congress  might 
not  exercise  them  against  his  will  It  had  been  his  desire, 
if  he  cotdd  be  so  fortunate  as  to  get  upon  the  committee, 
to  hunt  out  the  President's  opinion,  if  it  were  poiHble  to 
dbcover  what  that  opinion  was,  on  pointa  of  constitutional 
Uw.  Tbat  had  been  his  wish,  ana  that  was  hit  purpose 
Vol.  IX.— J5 


in  ofiering  the  resolution.  Was  this  porting  with  the 
House?  He  vat  now,  however*  apprehensive  tbat  tha 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  SrxioHT]  had  got 
his  resolution  into  a  state  that  he  would  be  unable  to  do 
what  he  intended.  He  wanted  to  have  examined  the  va- 
rious communications  of  the  Execu^ve  to  that  House  at 
different  times,  and  also  the  expressions  of  his  opinions 
out  of  doors;  because  he  was  well  aware  that  the  ezpret* 
aion  of  an  opinion  by  the  Preudent  that  he  doubted  th* 
constitutionality  of  any  particular  power  rendered  that  a 
"doubtful  power,"  and  that  power  pught  not,  therefon^ 
to  be  exercised  by  Congress.  For  example,  he  desired 
particularly  to  know  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Pre«- 
dent  on  the  repeal  of  the  25th  section  of  the  Judiciary 
aett  this  he  hoped  to  get  from  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nesaee,  [Hr.  Pqik.]  who  wat  said  to  be  rery  intimate  at 
the  White  House.  He  wished  Autber  to  know  bow  fitr 
a  State  might  act  in  regard  to  its  own  internal  pofice. 
He  wished  to  get  at  these  Executive  opinions  aa  they 
were  to  be  gathered  from  declarations  public  or  privat^ 
and,  among  other  things,  from  the  proclamation  of  the 
Executive.  He  thought  that  if  this  could  be  atcertained. 
the  Union,  instead  of  being  dissolved,  might  be  presenredt 
if  the  House  would  onljr  declare  how  far  a  State  might  go. 
Hit  wish  was  to  save  this  Union  from  civil  war,  and  froBft 
foreign  war  also,  which  was  not  unlikely  to  be  exated  by 
the  course  the  Preudent  was  pursuing.  He  would  have 
desired  to  make  a  report  upon  this  subject— upon  the  sub- 
ject of  internal  improvements  also.  He  wished  It  settled 
exactly  how  far  the  House  nught  go,  to  that  vetoes  should 
cease*  The  House  must  not  run  counter  to  the  Presi- 
dent's opinions  on  constitutional  law^rovided  it  could 
discover  what  those  opimoos  were.  Iliat  wlueb  Mr.  D. 
had  thought  to  be  perfectiy  constitutional,  he  now  found 
to  be  "diMibtful."  He  wanted  to  find  out  just  bow  far 
Congress  might  go.  The  Frendent  had  declared  in  his 
message  that  no  power  ought  to  be  exercised  if  one-fourth 
part  of  the  States  believed  it  to  be  unconatitutionalt  all 
such  were  **doubtful  powers.'*  and  should  by  no  meant 
be  exercised.  Hr.  D.  taid  that  in  this  he  fulhr  accorded 
with  the^  l>rerident.  All  such  questions  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  people.  It  was  the  exercise  of  these  "doubt- 
ful powers"  which  had  occauoned  so  much  excitement  ia 
some  of  the  States.  It  was  the  people  who  were  the  pro- 
pet  menders  of  the  constitution:  they  were  iu  author^ 
and  they  could  modi^  it  at  pleasure.  Hr.  D.  wat  uudoul 
to  obuin  a  report  which  should  show  hoiw  fax  the  exerclie 
of  "doubtful  powera"  had  produced  the  public  £acon- 
tents.  The  people  would  nevercomplain  of  havingthete 
questiont  submitted  to  them;  especially  questions  which 
were  in  danger  of  dissolving  the  Union.  Hr.  D-.  how- 
ever, said,  that  he  was  as  much  opposed  to  the  exercise 
of  "  doubtRil  powertf  *  by  the  Executive  as  by  Congresa. 
He  thought  the  question  ought  to  be  referred  to  the  peo- 
ple, when  a  lam  portion  M  the  country  was  cUssatisfled 
with  the  exercSe  of  even  constitutional  powers.  Tbeae 
were  his  motives  for  ofFering  the  resolution  he  had  offer- 
ed. This  was  not  sporting  with  the  President's  message^ 
He  believed  itwasamost  important  subject  for  reference. 
The  powers  of  the  States  ought  to  be  investigated. 

Mr.  FOSTER,  of  Georgia,  said  that  he  believed  tho 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  DasisLl  had  been  more 
candid  in  his  exposi  than  he  had  intended  to  be.  The 
resolution,  it  seemed,  wai  intended  as  a  cut  at  the  Fred- 
dent.  Now,  Mr.  F.  considered  it  as  looking  just  the 
other  way.  To  him  It  appeared  as  containing  a  terere 
reflection  on  the  conduct  of  both  Houses  of  Congress  in 
the  exercise  of  doubtful  powers.  If  the  gentleman 
wished  to  examine  what  were  the  opinions  of  Uie  Preii- 
dentt  if  the  House  of  Representatives  wasto  be  occupied 
in  tiie  very  becoming  and  dignified  employment  of  tend- 
ing about  in  all  quarters  to  pick  up  declarationt  of  the 
Executive  opinioa^  he  thought  the  most  aidtable  coono 
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would  be  to  appmnt  a  committee,  not  of  the  members  of 
this  House,  but  of  the  editors  of  newsptpen,  as  that  class 
of  persons  wu  usually  Ter>-  busy  in  a  rimUar  way.  This 
was  no  part  of  the  Executive  mesis^.  How  would 
such  «  resolution  look^  Or  how  would  the  report  ap- 
pear,  which  the  gentleman  wished  to  produce  by  it? 
A  committee  Rrarely  reporthiff  to  the  House  that  thev 
hud  discovered  that,  at  such  a  certiun  time,  the  Presi- 
dentbad  expressed  one  opinion,  and,  at  another  time,  that 
he  had  expressed  such  and  such  other  opinions.  Did  the 
gentleman  wish  to  give  the  committee  power  to  send  for 
persons  and  papers?  Or  did  he  propose  to  employ  a 
corps  of  spies,  or  of  those  letter  writers  who  were  swarm- 
ing in  this  city?  Thiawould  be  dignified  indeed!  The 
gentleman  had  told  the  House  that  if  he  should  be  so 
fcvtunate  as  to  get  upon  the  select  committee,  this  would 
be  what  he  should  do.  If  this  was  to  be  the  business  of 
the  committee,  Mr.  F.  (though  not  apprehensive  of  being 
selected)  beg^^  in  advance  to  be  excused  from  serving 
upon  it.  He  hoped  the  object  in  view  would  be  stated 
a  little  more  dennitely. 

As  to  the  oUier  port  of  the  gentleman's  deigns,  he 
jmned  heartily  in  it.  He  should  wish  to  see  what  were 
Ae  powen  pottessed  by  Afferent  branches  of  this  Gov- 
ernment.  He  wished  to  see  a  report  which  should  point 
out  those  doubtful  powers,  the  exercise  of  whieh  was 
bearing  on  this  Government  with  accelerated  velocity 
to  ruinj  powers,  the  exercise  of  which  the  States  would 
not  mudi  longer  brook.  There  were  far  too  many 
doubtfiil  powers  exercised  by  Congress.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  stop  in  a  course  which  was  the  downward 
course  to  ruin. 

Mr.  STEWART,  of  Pennsylvania,  SMd  that,  with  a 
view  of  putting  an  end  to  this  discussion,  which  he  con- 
sidered  as  premature,  lie  would  move  to  strike  out  so 
much  of  the  resolution  as  related  to  the  subject  of  inter- 
nal improvement,  which  had  already  been  referred  to  the 
committee  charged' with  the  subject. 

The  CHAIB  re|died  that  this  would  not  be  in  order, 
as  the  House  had  adopted  one  part  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  8TEWAR1'  said  there  was  no  need  of  referring 
any  part  of  the  message  to  a  aelect  committee,  with  a 
view  of  getting  at  the  opinions  of  the  Prendent,  as  to 
doubtful  powers.  Whoever  read  the  proclamation  re- 
cently put  forth  by  the  Executive  could  have  no  doubt 
as  to  what  were  the  President's  opinions  on  the  constitu- 
tional powers  of  this  Government)  that  document  left  no 
room  for  any  man  to  doubt.  The  views  there  given 
were  perftctly  sound  and  orthodox.  He  considers  the 
whole  paper  as  one  of  the  most  able,  lucid,  sound  argu- 
ments ne  had  ever  Been.  On  those  principles  alone 
could  this  Government  ever  be  preserved.  The  gentle- 
man from  Geor^  had  told  the  House  that  the  exercise 
of  doubtful  powers  had  brought  this  Government  to  the 
briilk  of  ruin.  Mr.  B.  thought,  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
was  the  doctrines  held  by  that  gentleman  himself,  and  by 
those  who  agreed  with  liim,  aiM  which  were  triumphant- 
ly refuted  in  the  proclamation,  which  had  brought  the 
Government  into  danger.  It  was  the  doctrine  of  State 
rights,  a  doctrine  which  left  the  General  Government 
powerless  and  useless,  which  had  brought  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  brink  of  ruin.  These  doctrines  had  been 
widely  diffused  over  the  country;  and  wherever  they 
came,  they  operated  like  po'son  on  the  body  politic.  The 
doctrine  was  impracticable;  it  was  a  doctrine  under  which 
this  Government  could  never  get  along.  It  was  the 
doctrine  alone  put  forth  in  the  Executive  proclamation, 
which  could  save  the  Government,  and  enable  it  to  con- 
tinue its  functioQS.    He  w:is  rrjoiced  to  see  that  doctrine 

Eromul^ated  under  the  great  seal.  He  trusted  it  youtd 
e  sustained  by  the  nation,  and  would  furni^  a  tetfbook 
fbr  aftcrtlnes.  He  trusted  that  the  people,  of  an  par- 
ties, would  rally  as  one  man  round  the  Frenden^  and 


sustain  btm  in  all  constitutional  measures  to  enforce  the 
laws,  and  preserve  the  Union.  He  then  i^oved  to  lay  the 
resolution  and  amendment  on  the  table. 
'  On  this  question  Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  demanded 
the  yeas  and  nays,  lliey  were  taken  accorcHngly,  and 
stood  as  follows:  Yeas,  59 \  nays,  118. 

So  the  House  refused  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  tabfev 

Mr.  POLK  said  that  he  had  not  anticipated  such  a  de- 
bate as  now  seemed  likely  to  srise  on  a  mere  in^ental 
question.  The  clause  of  the  message,  which  had  refer- 
ence to  the  exercise  of  doubtfvtl  powers,  only  spoke  of 
those  powers  as  connected  with  the  subject  of  internal 
improvement.  Mr.  P.  was  unwilling  to  be  res^nsible 
for  the  debate,  and,  therefore,  consented  to  withdraw 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  DANIEL  said  as  the  motion  had  been  withdrawn, 
he  had  nothing  to  say  but  to  express  his  astonidiment  that 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  StswaBt]  should 
express  his  approbation  of*^  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent. Had  that  gentleman  reflected  whether  the  con- 
stitution was  established  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  or  by  those  of  the  States?  That  proclamation 
coQtuned  the  very  essence  of  the  doctrine  of  consolida- 
tion. He  was  anxious  to  know  whether  the  Hoyse  ap- 
proved of  the  principles  set  forth  in  that  paper,  in  which 
an  individual  was  singled  out  firr  martyrdom.  He 
wished  to  learn  whether  the  House  were  disposed  to 
brintf  on  a  civil  war.  Why  riiould  the  nation  involve 
itself  in  a  civil  war?  If  any  State  wished  to  quit  the 
Union,  why,  in  Ood's  name,  shall  she  not  be  permitted 
to  go  in  peace? 

Mr.  POLK  called  Mr.  Datiikl  to  order.  He  n-as  pro- 
ceeding to  remark  m  a  paper  not  before  the  House, 
and  which  had  no  connexion  with  the  subject  beftwe  the 
House. 

The  CHAIR  read  the  resolution  before  the  House,  and 
said  that  he  could  not  decide  whether  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  was  in  order  until  be  proceeded  farther 
in  his  remarks. 

Mr.  POLK  said  the  gentleman  was  going  to  discuM  the 
President's  proclamation. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  that  would  not  be  in  order. 

Mr.  DANIEL  said  that  be  regretted  that  he  sbouM  be 
found  transcending  the  boundaries  of  order,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  who  was,  he 
knew,  a  great  judge  of  order,  and  himself  a  very  orderljr 
member  of  the  House.  He  regretted  that  such  a  gentle- 
man should  consider  him  out  of  order.  He  was  about  to 
express  his  regret  that  any  member  of  that  House  should 
declare  himself  satisfied  with  all  the  sentiments  eontained 
in  that  proclamation — a  proclamation  that  declares  that  a 
Representative  was  not  the  Representative  of  his  own 
constituents,  but  of — 

.  The  CU  AlH  decided  the  genUeman  to  be  out  of  order. 
Tlie  proclamation  was  not  befbre  the  House,  and  the  dia- 
cua^on  of  it  wm  irrelevant  to  the  subject  proposed  for 
the  action  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DANIEL  said  he  bad  intended  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject of  doubtful  powers^  and  was  going  to  bring  in  to 
his  aid  the  opinions  of  the  President,  as  exprened  in  a 
certain  paper.  He  had  been  going  to  ask,  whether  the 
doctrine  that  a  Representative  was  a  Representative,  not 
of  his  own  constituents,  but  of  the  whole  people  of  the 
United  States,  was  a  doctrine  that  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  would  contend  for>  and  whether  the  gen- 
tleman approved  the  doctrine  that  the  constitution  was 
formed  by  the  people,  not  In  separutc  communities,  but 
as  an  aggregate?  If  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
agreed  to  such  sentiments,  then  Mr.  D.  disagreed  with 
him  in  Mo.  He  regretted  that  any  member  oftlie  House 
should  agree  to  tuch  notionat  to  Um  thty  appeared  to  be 
the  veT3'  easenee  of  consolidation.  Totf  bad  bean  oo 
con^erc^  and  so  represented  by  all  the  repvUkuu 
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who  fibred  on  the  theatre  at  the  time  the  constitution 
was  adopted.  Ur.  D.  said  he  was  in  Favor  of  a  reaotution 
that  would  bring  these  (questions  upt  that  if  these  were 
doubtful  pawer%  tli^  might  be  stated;  especially  (if  the 
Chair  pleased)  on  tne  subject  of  internal  improvement. 

He  said  he.had  been  ar^uine  in  favor  of  the  reference 
he  had  moved.  The  message  laid  down  the  general  po- 
sition that  no  power  should  be  exercised  by  Congress 
whenever  one-fourth  of  the  people  of  the  Union  were 
opposed  it.  He  was  desirous  of  having  a  report  on  this 
doctrine,  in  order  to  prevent  civil  war  and  disunion.  He 
hoped  Congress  would  take  up  the  subject,  and  settle  it. 
He  had  seen  u  paper  purporting  to  be  a  proclamation, 
vhieh  the  genHeman  from  Pennsylvania  said  he  approved. 
He  supposed  the  gentleman  approved,  too,  that  a  single 
individual  should  Be  ungled  out  for  martyrdom;  and  that 
sn  endeavor  should  be  made  to  excite  one  part  of  the 
Union  against  another  part  of  it;  It  wai  high  time,  in- 
xleed,  that  Congress  should  act. 

-  So  fiir  M  the  President  recommended  peace  and  har* 
mony,  Mr.  D.  vent  with  him.   But  if  kny  one  of  the 

"States  chose  to  go  off  from  the  confederacy,  in  God's 
name  let  it  go  in  peace.  He  would  not  be  for  whipping 
it  in.  Let  them  part  in  harmony,  and  with  good  feeling. 
These  were  his  opinions.  ^ 

The  CHAIRsaid  he  could  not  permit  such  a  discussion 
to  proceed)  it  was  entirely  out  of  order. 

nr.  DANIEL  nid  he  was  diseusnn^  the  subject  of 
internal  improvement,  and  discussing  it  as  calmly  as  he 
oould. 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  Mr.  D.  to  be  out  of  order. 
He  was  discussing  subjects  not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  had  no  disposition  to  transcend  the 
ttmita  of  order;  and  as  he  vas  contradicted^by  the  Chair, 
he  supposed  he  must  submit.  He  would,  however,  say 
to  the  honorable  Speaker,  that  he  understood  what  was 
the  question  before  the  House;  he  stood  in  need  of  no  in- 
formation on  that  subject.  He  was  in  favor  of  the  refe- 
rence of  this  part  of  the  message  to  a  select  committee, 
because  he  thought  it  would  bring  up  the  whole  subject 
of  doubtful  powers  generally.  To  get  at  that  subject, 
he  had  acceded  to  the  proposal  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  [Mr.  SriiearJ  to  ofibr  hii  resolution  in 
the  tbrm  of  an  amendment.  He  was  now  told  he  could 
not  go  on  to  discuss  the  subject  of  doubtful  powers, 
though  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Foster]  had 
done  the  same,  and  was  not  called  to  order  for  it  It 
seemed,  however,  that  he  could  not  be  permitted  to  refer 
to  the  opinions  of  distinguished  individuals,  by  way  of 
illustration  of  his  opinions.  The  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia had  sud  that  discontent  and  disunion  followed  the  ex- 
ercise  of  doubtful  powers.  He  had  followed  in  the  gen- 
tleman's wake,  and  believed  as  that  gentleman  did,  that 
the  exercise  of  these  powers  would  lead  to  bad  conse- 
quences. In  illustration  of  this  sentiment,  he  had  refer- 
red to  the  procUmation  of  the  President,  and  had  been 
about  to  discuss  that  document  with  this  view. 

The  CHAIR  said  it  was  not  in  order  to  do  so. 

Mr.  D.  then  observed*  that,  if  he  was  declared  out  of 
order  by  the  Chair,  be  would  take  fau  seat.  And  be  sat 
down. 

Mr.  STEWART  observed,  he  had  not  said  that  he  ap- 
proved of  every  thing  that  was  contained  in  the  proclama- 
tion; he  had  only  slUthat  he  approved  of  all  the  consti- 
tutional doctrines  tnate  set  forth — he  approved  of  the 
doctrine  of  the  proelatnh|§on  aa  to  the  powers  of  the  Go- 
vernment. * 

The  CHAIR  said  it  was  not  in  order  now  to  discuss 
that  document. 

Mr.  STEWART  said  he  was  only  explaining  to  the 
House  and  to  the  nation  what  he  liad  declared,  what  he 
meant  to  deobre,  and  what  h«  was  ready  to  i^nd  by  and 
defend  htre  and  elsewhere. 
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Mr.  VINTON  called  Mr,  Stswamt  to  order. 

After  some  explanations  between  those  gentlemen  and 
the  Chair.  Mr.  HcDUPFIE  said  that  there  was,  no  doubt, 
some  misapprehension  of  the  question  of  order.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  been 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  pronouncing  an  eulogium 
on  a  document  which.  In  Mr.  HcD'a  opinion,  hud  low  the 
liberties  of  the  country. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  subject  of  the  proclamation  could 
not  now  be  discussed,  save  by  special  leave  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McDUFFIE  said  he  was  not  going  into  the  discus- 
sion, but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say  a  single  word.  His 
rejoiced  that  the  doctrines  of  that  instrumenl  had  not  re- 
ceived the  ratification  of  that  House;  if  they  had,  he 
should  regard  the  liberties  of  the  country  as  at  an  end. 

Mr.  ARCHER  said  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
would  have,  before  long,  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  subject. 

Mr.  McDUFFIE  replied,  that  he  had  not  BOU|^t  the 
occasion  of  dtdng  so. 

The  resolution  was  then  sgreed  to,  and  the  select  com- 
mittee ordered  tb  consist  of  seven  members. 

The  House  then  a^otimed. 

Sjltobdat,  DxcxxBim  15. 

This  d«r  was  ipent  in  disposiDgr  of  resolotioM  and  act- 
in^  on  pnrate  bills. 

UovniT,  Sxcnsn  17. 
FEDERAL  COURTS. 

Mr.  VBRPUINCK,  from  the  Comodttee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  offisred  the  following  resolution: 

Beaohedt  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiuaiy  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  and  report  what  law  or  other  regula- 
tion may  be  necessary  for  dimimshing  the  annuu  ex- 
penses of  holding  the  SupMOie,  Circuit,  ud  Distria 
Courts  of  the  United  SlateSk  &e.  including  tiiceontiofent 
chatvea  of  the  Judiciary  esudilidimen^  and  thc.expeMea 
of  suits  and  prosecutions  chargeable  to  the  United  States . 

Mr.  V.  said  that  this  resolution  waa  oflTered  in  conse- 
quence of  an  item  in  the  bill  just  reported  by  himself. 
That  bill  contained  an  additional  appropriation  for  the 
various  expenses  of  the  courts  of  ttw  United  States,  and  of 
suits  and  prosecutions  chai^^eable  to  Government  during 
the  present  year,  in  addition  to  the  annual  appropriation 
made  for  that  purpose  at  the  last  searion.  As  that  ap- 
propriation was  now  exhausted,  and  as  a  further  grant 
seemed  absolutely  necessary  for  the  ordinary  operation  of 
the  courts,  the  committee  had  no  heulation  in  now  re- 
commending the  allowance  uf  the  sum  requested  by  the 
department.  But  in  examining  the  causes  of  the  defi- 
ciency, and  comparing  the  expenses  of  several  yean  last 
past,  th^  bad  perceived  that  ne  several  years  there  has 
been  a  lai^  aiid  continual  increase  of  diese  expeniesi 
and  this,  so  fiu*  as  they  could  asoert^n  from  circumstances^ 
on  which  the  Treasury  Department  could  have  little  or 
no  control.  One  large  item  of  this  increase  was  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  speual  committee  who  bad 
prepared,  and  were  about  to  report  a  code  for  the  go- 
vwnment  of  this  ^strict,  (as  the  Committee  of  Wi^  and 
Means  were  inbrmed,)  were  about  to  propoae  a  remedy 
for  this  evil.  The  commiUee,  in  the  hope  that  a  sin^lar 
remedy  might  be  extended  to  the  general  judicial  system, 
had  determined  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Judkiaiy  Com- 
mittee to  the  subject  in  a  special  manner. 

The  resolution  waa  agreed  to. 

LIEN  LAWS. 

The  lien  bill,  (giving  to  workmen  within  the  District 
of  Columbia,  engaged  m  building  a  bouse,  apd  those  who 
fumisbed  the  materials^  a  lien  upon  the  boute  when  built,) 
having  been  read  a  second  time- 
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Mr.  WASHINGTON  aud  th«t  the  bill  h«d  been 
brought  forward  latt  aeaaion.  The  measure  which  it  ad- 
TOcated  waa  one  which  bad  met  with  the  universal  appro- 
bation of  the  mechanics  and  tradesmen  of  the  city  of 
Washington.  It  was  a  bill  projected  for  the  purpose  of 
protectinff  those  persona  and  others  of  the  city  from  a 
■pecies  in  fraud  which  had  been  frequently  practised 
upon  them  by  persons,  whose  affairs  were  in  a  state  of 
bankruptcy,  purchaang  land  on  mortgsffe,  building  upon 
it,  and  then  selling  the  property,  leaving  the  workmen 
and  those  who  supplied  the  buflding  materials  unpaid. 
The  bill  had  been  prepared  with  great  care  and  atten- 
tion, at  the  unaiumous  request  of  the  people  of  Washing- 
ton cA^\  and,  in  the  frasiing  of  it,  it  waa  endeavored  so 
to  do  It  that  every  daaa  m^t  be  provided  fori  and  it 
waa  done  at  the  instance  of  men  of  respectability.  The 
etty  had  been  liable  to  ^reat  impositions.  Owing  to  the 
tircuDutances  of  its  bemg  the  seat  of  Government,  and 
other  causes^  persons  had  come  to  it  from  all  parts  of  the' 
j^bei  adventurers  had  undertaken  contracts  which  they 
were  unable  to  fulfil,  and  thua  brought  ruin  upon  them- 
■etveauid  others.  For  the  ii^urydone  the  adventurers 
oared  but  Httlef  many  of  them  had  no  characters  to  loset 
and  all  they  bad  to  do  was  to  try  their  fortunes  eliewherr; 
but,  niiilst  speculators  might  come  to  the  city,  and  tin- 
dertske  woric,  frequently  absconding  and  leaving  the  de- 
mands of  both  the  tradesman  and  the  mechanic  unsatis- 
fied, it  sweated  to  him  to  be  requiaite  that  the  mechanic 
and  tradeimaii  should  have  aecuri^  against  this  ipeciea 
of  fraud. 

Hr.  SPEIGHT  said  the  object  of  the  bill  met  his  con- 
currence. It  had  been  well  known  that  persons  in  this 
city,  who  were  bankrupts,  had  emplt^ed  honest,  hard- 
woricing  mechanics  upon  buildings,  which,  when  com- 
pleted. Dad  been  ^sposed  of  in  a  manner  which  deprived 
those  who  had  done  the  labor  and  furnished  the  materiala 

all  means  of  obtaining  compensatim. 

Mr.  8BMME8  said  the  biU  had  been  dnwn  by  the 
iMe  Mr.  Doddridge,  with  great  care  and  p^n%  after  ex- 
HDuung  similar  provisions  made  by  the  laws  of  several 
the  Statea.  Among  the  honest  citizeni  of  this  city 
'tiiere  probabhr  was  not  a  dissenting  voice  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  such  a  law.  This  city  had  attracted  adventur- 
•n  from  every  qui>rter,  who  bad  neither  diaracter  nor 
proper^  at  stake  i  aflter  building  howN%they  had  disposed 
of  uem,  and  left  the  mecfaanica  and  those  who  fumldied 
tile  materials  to  suffer.  Mr.  8.  tbought  if  gentlemen 
would  examine  the  bill  aa  amended,  no  dissenting  voice 
would  be  heard  as  to  the  propriety  of  its  becomings  law. 

Mr.  HOOT  said  be  believed  the  gentleman  waa  mis- 
taken as  to  one  fact  in  what  he  had  said  relative  to  the 
operation  and  extent  of  the  lien  laws.  The  gentleman 
had  said  that  the  law  proposed  in  the  bill,  then  offered  to 
the  House,  was  the  same  as  those  of  New  York  and  Phi- 
ladelphia. Of  the  e^stenoe  of  such  a  law  in  Philadelphia, 
be  (Mr.  B.)  badheardt  he  did  not  know  if  it  was  so;  but 
■a  to  the  Bute  of  New  York,  he  did  know  that  appli- 
cation bad  been  made  for  the  passage  of  such  a  law,  and 
■to  apply  it  to  tbe  cities  and  villages,  as  well  as  to  the  city 
(tf  New  York)  but  die  appUcants  fiuled  of  success.  With 
.tiw  det^  of  the  preacnt  bill  be  was  unacquainted;  nor 
lud  lie  been  able  to  aioertun  predaely  what  they  weK, 
■Mwagh  Ae  bill  had  been  read  by  the  clerk.  As  far  «s 
he  andenrtood,  however,  it  waa  proposed  to  pve  to  the 
laborers^  as  well,  aa  to  those  who  furnished  the  materials, 
a  lien  'on  the  houaes  which  they  built;  which  mortgage 
was  to  remain  for  a  definite  time — for  two  or  three  years; 
and  whosoever  purchased  the  house  was  bound  to  pay 
up  ail  this  variety  of  mortgages,  from  the  pane  of  glass 
In  the  windows  to  the  hob-nail  driven  into  the  wall.  Such 
a  law  would  be  fbr  the  interest  either  of  the  meclia- 
ideorthepropMetor,  whilst  it  would  injure  the  purchaser, 
and  stop  the  growth  of  the  city.  If  proper^  should  be 
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thus  encumbered.  Other  laborers  had  no  such  security. 
He  believed  tbe  tots  of  the  city  were  sufficiently  mort- 
gaged already  to  admonish  purchasers,  without  superadd- 
ing mortgages  on  tbe  nails,  glass,  and  hinges,  as  well  m 
the  shingles  and  timber,  with  which  the  Iiouses  were 
erected.  And  how  were  the  purehasen'to  know  bow 
many  mor^gea  a  house  waa  encumbered  with'  He  did 
not  know  that  any  provision  was  made  in  tbe  bill  for  re- 
gistering these  mortgages.  If  there  was  not,  how  were 
purchasers  to  be  advised  as  to  the  responnbilities  they 
had  to  assume?  The  mortgages  on  the  lots  mlglit  be  a^ 
certained  from  the  city  registry,  or  the  records  of  the 
courts.  He  did  not  know  what  provision,  or  if  any,  waa 
made  in  the  present  bill,  on  this  subject.  He  waa  sure 
that  tbe  bill  waa  unnecessary.  Public  expediency  M  sot 
require  it.  He  knew  it  was  aaid  that  the  people  of  the 
District,  at  least  of  one  part,  had  made  application  for  the 
bill  to  pass.  But  It  should  be  recoIlect«l  that,  in  other 
parts  of  the  Uiatrict,  the  people  had  voted  that  they 
would  have  no  self-government;  no  voice  'in  the  manage* 
ment  of  their  own  afTairs;  that  they  would  not  have  n 
Representative  on  that  floorj  neither  would  ihey  go  back 
anun  to  the  Statesi  but  would  keep  in  a  state  ormcapK-  - 
city  to  manag^e  their  own  affairs,  and  let  Congreas  have 
the  entire  management.  He  should  suppoae,  therefore, 
after  such  a  vote,  that  the  suggestion  concerning  the  will 
of  the  people  of  this  District  themselves  ought  not  to  be 
regarded,  but  that  the  subject  ought  to  be  taken  up  on 
the  general  view,  whether  or  not  the  measure  could  be 
beneficial  to  the  District.  He  (Mr.  R.)  thought  it  would 
be  an  incumbrance  to  builders,  and  an  objectioa  to  p«r^ 
chasing  any  house  until  after  the  lapse  of  the  time  when  tbe 
purchaser  might  come  in,  secure  from  a  mortgagcoe  bis 
purchase,  for  a  pane  of  glass  or  abundred  four-penny  nuls. 

Mr.  SU  rHCRLAND  said  that,  so  fiir  as  bis  constitu- 
ents were  concerned,  the  bill  before  the  House,  creating* 
a  lien  in  the  District  of  Colun>bia  in  favor  of  mechanics 
and  persons  furnishing  bqiWng  material^  was  of  little 
importance:  it  went,  however,  to  establish  the  priociple 
that  he  roost  cordially  approved^  and  in  auppwt  of  ^ 
bill  gave  the  followmg,  unong  other  reasons,  wby  fit 
ought  to  be  passed; 

1.  It  was  a  scriptural  precept  that  the  hborer  was 
worthy  of  bis  hire;  and,  by  giving  him  the.bencfitof  ■ 
lien  law,  we  furnish  him  with  the  most  certain  means  of 
obtaining  a  sure  return  for  his  industry. 

2.  He  was  an  advocate  for  the  bill  because  it  had  been 
tried,  and  found  so  beneficial  to  the  working  class  m  the 
city  of  Philadelphia,  that  its  provisions  had  been  extend- 
ed by  the  Legislature  of  Penn^lvania  to  the  interior 
cities  and  must  of  the  boroughs  of  that  commonwealth. 

3.  He  contended,  also,  that  the  passage  of  such  a  law 
did  not  sanction  a  novel  project,  but  went  to  wstun  one 
that  had  been  adopted  in  many  of  the  States,  and  had, 
therefore,  an  enlightened  experience  to  re*  its  weU  el- 
lested  claims  on. 

4.  He  said  the  bill,  if  it  should  receive  the  sanction  of 
Congress,  would  add  greatly  to  the  growth  and  prosperi- 
ty of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  it  would  encouTSge 
lumber  merchants  and  otiier  individuals  having  tbe  mate* 
Hall  on  band,  and  mechanics  who  wished  to  be  emph^- 
ed  in  a  nfe  business,  to  nuke  contracts  Ibr  ifaproving 
the  city,  by  building  without  delay.  • 

5.  This  bill,  he  contended,  would  put  it  out  of  the 
power  of  the  speculator  to  tak^' advantage  of  the  me- 
chanics; and  instead  of  repcflug,  as  they  have  to  do  now, 
upon  the  faith  of  the  contractors,  they  wiU  have  the  pro* 
tection  of  the  lien  law  for  their  safety. 

llie  bill -was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  its  ikird 
reading. 

FRENCH  AND  SPANISH  LAND  CUUMt. 
A  bin  reported  last  session  from  tbe  Cillllllflhpc  on 
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the  Public  Linds,  to  prevent  the  confirmation  of  fratidu- 
lent  French  and  SpanUh  land  cUimai  coming:  course, 
Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  moved  to  refer  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  opposed  the  motion,  and  was  desi- 
rous that  it  might  be  at  once  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
He  insisted  on  the  neceswty  of  such  a  bill  to  ^e  protec- 
tion of  the  public  domun,  and  the  propiie^  oi  tti  beinr 
pasted  as  early  as  practicable,  as  the  granU  to  which  it 
related  were  now  in  a  course  of  adjudication.  He  repu- 
diated the  doctrine  that  the  written  grant  for  bind  by  a 
Spanish  sub-detegate  or  Governor  was^Mr  «,  and  on  its 
Uce,  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  of  such  Governor 
to  make  ttw  grant.  This  must  be  abown  by  the  claimant. 

Mr.  WHITE  incited  on  hia  motion  to  commit  the  bill, 
which  he  conddered  u  involving  the  validity  of  treaties, 
Md  of  the  dectsiona  of  the  Supreme  Coarti  as  the  bill 
concerned  the  rights  of  American  citizens  cluming  under 
treaties  with  fbreigTi  Governments,  the  question  involved 
pertained  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  not  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  The  bill  was  mis- 
named: it  was  not  to  prevent  fraudulent  grants,  but  to 
prevent  the  confirmation  of  good  and  bona  Jtde  claims. 
The  principle  objected  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky  had  been  solemnly  decided  on  by  the  Supreme 
Co\irt,  and  the  bill  went  in  fact  to  nullify  a  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Ur.  WICKLIFFE  insisted  tliat  the  bill  was  a  bill  ,to 
nullify  private  speculation.  It  could  not  overturn  grants 
already  confirmed,  but  prevent  the  confirmation  of  un- 
founded claims  in  future.  He  further  insisted  on  the 
principles  he  had  before  advanced,  anil  stated  tlie  danger 
of  admitting  grants  for  millions  m  acres  as  valid,  when 
there  waa  no  law  of  Spun  giving  the  Governors  power 
to  make  such  grants. 

Mr.  PLUHUER  said  he  bad  never  heard  of  the  bill, 
though  he  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
I.ands,  until  it  had  been  reported  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky.  He  expresKd  bis  views  as  cirinciding  with 
those  stated  by  Mr.  Waira,  and  agreed  with  him  tlut  the 
bill  ought  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Louisiana,  took  a  similar  view  of  the 
subject,  and  dwelt  on  the  hardship  of  requiring  a  claim- 
ant to  prove  what  no  claimant  ever  could  prove,  and 
thus  deprive  him  of  hit  land. 

Mr.  IRVIN  repFied  to  Mr.  PiVKXca'a  remarks  as  to 
the  bill's  being  new  to  him.  The  subject  of  this  bill  had 
oAen  been  a  matter  of  diseuuion  before  the  committee, 
though  the  gentleman  might  not  have  been  present. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  repelled  what  he  considered  as  an 
insinuation  that  he  had  brought  the  bill  aurreptttiously 
into  the  House,  and  still  farther  insisted  on  the  propriety 
and  necessity  of  requiring  claimants  to  show  the  power 
of  the  Governor  from  the  laws  of  Spain,  called  *'the 
J-AVt  of  the  Indies." 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  WHITE 
and  PLUMMER,  the  Chair  aeveral  times  interposing  to 

Erevent  it»  being  turned  aside  upon  the  merits  of  the 
illi  when,  the  queation  being  taken,  Mr.  White's  motion 

Srevailed,  and  the  hill  waa  sent  to  the  Cotnnuttee  on  the 
udiciary. 
The  House  then  a^joamed. 

TvasBAT,  SacucaiH  18. 

0E9STON  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Boov,  of  In- 
diana, having  been  read — 

Jiaolvedf  lliat  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reducing 
and  paduating  the  price  of  such  of  the  public  lands  of 
the  United  Statea  as  ^all  or  may  have  been  five  years 
aubjeet  to  t^  at  prirate  entiyi  and  abo  to  Inquire  into 


the  expediency  of  surrendering  the  refuse  pablie  hnd^ 
after  >  given  period,  to  the  Steles  respectively  in  which 
they  are  situated. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  offered  the  fol- 
lowing amendment,  viz:  to  strike  out  after  the  w<n^ 
"  Bemhed,"  and  insert — 

That  it  Is  not  expedfent  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  Statea  to  surrender  the  right  which  all  the  States 
have  to  an  equal  share  of  the  public  Undsf  and  that  unHl 
some  equal  mode  of  distribution  shall  have  been  adopted, 
it  is  not  expedient  to  modify  or  change  the  present  sys- 
tem for  dispostng  of  the  public  lands  in  any  manner  to 
as  to  deprive  all  the  Statea  of  their  Joit  proportion  of 
the  same.'* 

Mr.  BOON  observed  that,  at  the  object  he  had  In 
view,  in  offering  the  resolution,  bad  been  subttandallv  ae* 
complished  by  the  reference  of  the  subject  generalhr  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands,  he  would  withdraw 
the  resolution.    Of  course,  the  amendment  fell  with  it. 

The  following  resolutitms,  offered  by  Mr.  Cut,  of 
Alabama,  were  then  read:  ~ 

Baoloedt  That  the  Comnuttee  on  Pabfie  Lands  be  iii< 
structed  to  inquire  Into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the 
price  of  such  portion  of  the  pubfie  lands  as  have  been 
offered  at  public  sale,  and  have  remained  unsoM  tor  die 
period  of  five  years  and  upwards. 

Jtetohed,  Jurther,  That  said  committee  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  relinquishing  to  the  respective  States,  in 
which  they  are  situated,  such  portions  of  the  public  landa 
as  may  have  been  offered  at  public  tale,  and,  being  sub- 
ject to  private  entry,  have  remained  unsold  for  the  period 
of  ten  years. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  thereupon  offered  the  tame  amend- 
ment he  had  before  proposed  to  the  resolution  offered 

by  Mr.  Booir. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  that  as  the  gentleman  who  had  offered 
the  amendment  evinced  no  dispontion  to  sustain  it  by  ar- 
gument, he  felt  himself  called  on,  instead  of  following  the 
example  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Boov]  by 
withdrawing  hia  reaolution,  to  offer  a  few  words  in  its  ex- 
planation and  support.  He  was  aware  that  the  general 
subject  to  which  the  reaolution  referred  had  been,  hy  the 
House,  committed  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
But,  the  message  of  the  Present,  as  he  understood 
that  document,  went  to  recommend  a  reduction  of  the 
price  at  which  the  public  domain  was  now  held,  and  the 
ultimate  surrender  of  the  same  to  the  States  in  which  It 
was  situated;  in  addition  to  which  he  had  had  the  honor 
of  presenting  to  the  House  a  memorial  from  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Alabama,  asserting  the  propriety  of 
the  policy  recommended  by  the  Executtvet  and  he  bad 
thought  It  proper,  in  pursuance  of  the  object  of  both 
these  recommendstiona,  to  draw  up  the  reaobition  he  had 
offered,  and  which  differed  from  that  of  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Booir,]  chiefly,  in  that  it  waa  more 
specific.  The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Williams,]  had  asked,  when  this  resolution  had  first 
been  offered,  why  this  unceasing  demand  was  heard  that 
the'  United  States  should  surrender  the  public  lands  to  the 
new  States?  Mr.  C.  was  not  aware  that  any  unceasing 
demand  had  been  made  on  the  tubjcet.  It  was  true  that 
the  people  and  the  Legislatures  of  the  new  States  had 
again  and  again  called  upon  the  Government  to  mitigate 
tlie  existing  system  in  the  disposal  of  the  public  domain. 
But  this  was  the  first  time,  within  the  hist  three  years, 
that  a  proposition  had  been  brought  forward  for  a  relin- 
quishment of  that  domain  to  the  States  in  which  it  Ur. 
When  Mr.  C.  had  presented  the  resolution,  he  had  ob- 
served that  It  would  not  be  difficult  to  show  reasons  why 
the  policy  proposed  as  the  object  of  inquiry  should  not 
only  be  inquired  into,  but  adopted.  He  had  then  alluded 
to  the  disadvantages  under  which  the  new  SUtet  labored, 
fmm  having  to  large  a  portion  of  thnjcsml  held  mthoot  the 
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reach  of  their  power  of  taxation.  He  would  now  add,  thatl  aome  daim,  not  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  lands,  but  to 


the  policjr  recommended  by  the  Executive,  and  by  the  Le 
gislaturc  of  Alabama,  would  not  only  be  highly  advantage- 
ous to  the  new  Statea.  but  of  equal  benefit  to  the  General 
Governinent.  The  land  held  up  by  the  present  lyateni 
waa  land  which  not  only  would  not  command  the  mini- 
mum price  demanded  by  the  Government,  but  which  re 
anuned  unsold,  although  it  had  been  for  ten  years  offered 
to  settlers  at  private  sale.  Would  the  United  States  per- 
severe ad  ir\prtttum  in  Iceepii^  up  such  a  system?  Mr. 
C.  insisted  that  tt  would  be  better  to  sett  the  lands  for 
what  they  were  worth.  lie  would  now  show>  from  do- 
cuments which,  he  believed,  few  members  of  the  House 
bad  examined,  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  thif  land 
was  not  only  not  worth  the  mmimum  aaked  for  it  by  the 
Government,  but  was  wholly  unfit  for  cultivation.  When 
this  was  shown,  could  gentlemen  be  in  favor  of  still  liold- 
ing  up  this  land,  at  the  very  heavy  cost  annually  incurred 
by  toe  keeping  up  of  the  public  land  offices,  none  of 
which  cost  Uie  Government  less  than  1,000  dollars  a  year, 
and  many  of  which  did  not  sell  land  to  the  amount  of  1 00 
dollars  a  year?  He  trusted  not.  He  insisted  it  would  be 
better  to  graduate  the  price  of  the  land  according  to  the 
time  it  had  remained  in  market  unsold,  to  the  end  that  it 
might  be  purchased  by  individual  settten 

The  same  gentlenun  who  now  so  strenuously  resisted 
the  present  inquiry,  bad,  with  equal  zeal,  opposed  various 
laws  brought  forward  at  a  former  session  for  the  benefit 
of  settlers;  particularly  the  taw  extending  the  right  of 
pre-emption,  and  the  law  allowing  settlers  who  had  for- 
feited their  lands  to  purchase  the  same  at  a  graduated 
value;'both  which  laws  had  been  attended  with  the  most 
beneficial  consequences,  insomudi  that,  although  previ- 
ously to  the  passage  of  those  laws  the  annual  amount  of 
money  derived  from  the  siEle  of  the  pubUc  lands  had 
rarely  exceeded  one  million  of  dollars,  it  bad  during  the- 
first  year  since  increased  to  two  millions,  and  during  the 
last  year  had  risen  to  upwards  of  three  millions.  The 
gentleman  would  probably  say,  that  the  effect  of  those 
bills  had  been,  that  the  land  had  sold  at  a  less  price  than 
it  otherwise  would,  and  that  the  Government  had  receiv- 
ed less  money  in  proportion  to  the  land  sold.  But  such 
had  not  been  the  fact.  There  were  documents  on  file 
which  would  disprove  the  assertion.  The  land  sold  with- 
in the  States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  during 
the  three  years  previous  to  the  session  of  1839-30,  had 
not  averaged  half  a  mill  over  the  minimum  price  esta- 
blished by  law.  In  the  State  of  Alabama,  even  in  the 
heart  of  the  SUte,  and  in  the  moat  thickly  settled  part  of: 
Uu.coHntry.  the  average  price  bad  been  $1  39  3-10ths{ 
and  during  the  year  commencing  the  29th  of  October, 
the  average  price  in.Obloliad  been  (1  '26;  in  Indiana,  the 
samet  andin  Missouri,  Illinois,  Mississippi,  and  Alabama, 
it  had  been  just  f  1  25.  Not  one  average  had  gone  higher 
than  ti  26  24-100.  In  Florida,  where  only  50,000 
acres  had  been  sold,  the  average  had  risen  to  fl  34 
oJ-100.  The  price,  rinee  the  passage  of  tlie  bills  he  had 
referred  to,  had  reiDuned  as  oefore,  but  more  money 
bad  been  received  into  tile  treasuty.  Tet  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  had  then  told  the  House,  that  if 
those  bills  should  pass,  the  whole  landed  system  of  the 
country  would  be  broken  up.  The  gentleman  was  as 
far  wf-ong  now,  as  be  had  been  then.  Could  it  be  the 
true  policy  of  this  Government  to  keep  up  the  lands  from 
the  hands  of  purchasers  at  the  present  high  minimums, 
and  with  all  the  expenses  of  the  existing  system?  Would 
the  trifling  excess  of  nx  mills  be  sufficient  to  compensate 
the  whole  expense  of  employing  registers,  receivers, 
and  auctioneers?  It  would  not.  Therefore,  the  present 
land  sj-stem  was  attended  with  a  positive  loss  to  the 
Unifin. 

In  regard  to  the  right  of  the  new  States  to  the  lands 
witliin  their  chartered  limits,  Mr.  C.  thought  they  had 


such  of  them  as  had  been  offered  for  sale  at  auction,  and 
afterwards  exposed  at  private  sale,  but  still  remained 
without  a  purchaser.  The  terms  on  which  new  States 
were  received  into  the  Union  were  dedared  to  be,  that 
they  should  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  origi- 
nal States,  in  all  respects  whatever.  It  had  been  added, 
by  way  of  condition,  that  they  should  not  interfere  with 
the  primary  disposition  of  the  soil,  nor  tax  it  until  five 
years  afler  the  time  of  sale.  It  bad  been  muntuned  by 
more  than  one  of  the  ablest  men  of  the  country,  that  the 
new  Statea  had  a  right  to  these  lands— to  the  whole  of 
them. 

But  without  inwsting  on  the  whole  length  of  that  doc- 
trine, Mr.  C.  would  only  ask,  whether  the  new  Statea 
could  be  said  to  be  placed  on  "  an  equal  footitig  in  all 
respects"  with  the  old,  while  tbey  were  cut  off  &m  the 
same  source  of  revenue  which  the  others  ei^oyed'  He 
would  not  insist  that  the  new  States  could  (usiiD  a  right 
to  the  soil;  but  he  inauted  that  it  was  the  true  policy  to 
enable  them  to  sell  the  land  to  actual  settlers.  They  did 
not  ask  the  Government  to  give  them  these- lands  without 
receiving  any  money  for  them;  but  only  that  wben  all  the 
fertile  land  bad  been  exhausted  by  sales  on  Government 
account,  the  residue  might  be  ceded  to  the  States  with- 
in which  it  layj  or,  at  least,  that  a  graduated  value  should 
be  placed  upon  the  whole.  Mr.  C.  then'referred  to  a 
report  made  four  years  ago^  and  lud  on  the  table  the 
Senate,  containing  a  tabular  view  of  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  the  public  lands,  and  stating  bow  long  it  had 
been  in  the  market.  Prom  this  he  quoted  the  total  quan- 
tity in  various  States,  and  the  snull  comparative  amount 
of  land  of  the  first  quality.  Very  much  of  it  was  so  bad 
as  to  be  returned  unfit  for  cultivation.  The  examination 
which  bad  taken  place  since  tiie  time  this  report  bad  been 
made  went  to  show  a  stilt  larger  proportion  of  bad  land. 
There  was  much  mountain,  much  pine  barren.  Ought 
this  to  be  kept  at  a  minimum  price  of  a  dollar  and  a  quar- 
ter? The  lands  in  Indiana,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi,' Alabama,  and  Florida,  bad  been  ofier«l 
by  fordgn  Governments  as  a  fVee  gift  to  any  one  tiiat 
would  settle  on  and  improve  them.  This  offer  bad  been 
open  to  every  body  for  fifty  years;  since  which  they  bad 
been  exposed  to  private  sale  for  twenty  or  thir^  yean 
longer,  and  still  they  lay  uncultivated.  Could  it  be  sound 
policy  to  hold  this  land  at  the  existing  price?  To  him, 
the  reverse  was  evident.  He  had  invited  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  questions,  that  a  report  might  be 
submitted  as  to  the  policy  of  abandoning  a  system  so  in- 
jurious to  the  best  mterests  of  the  Union,  and  aa  to  the 
propriety  of  ceding  to  the  new  Slates  such  land  as 
could  not  be  sold,  aAer  being  in  market  for  ao  Jong-  a 
course  of  years.  He  could  not  see  the  utility  of  op- 
posing such  an  inquiry,  even  in  its  incipient  stage. 
The  subject  had  already  been  referred  in  general  tetmt 
to  the  Land  Committee.  All  Mr.  C.  wished  was,  to  pre- 
sent the  inquiry  in  a  somewhat  more  definite  and  speeifie 
shape.  When  the  House  remembered  tiiat  the  expense 
of  selling  926,000  acres  had  amounted  to  121,000  dollars, 
and  in  another  year  the  cost  ofdisposing  of  341,000  acres 
had  been  47,7j0  dollar*,  he  trusted  that  they  would  at 
least  agree  to  the  expediency  of  an  inqiury  upon  the 
subject. 

Hr.  WILLIAMS  rose  in  replv.  He  said  it  had  been 
far  from  his  intention  to  go,  at  this  time,  into  tiie  subject 
of  the  amendment  or  the  resolution.  Ha  object  bad  been 
not  to  provoke,  but  to  prevent,  debate.  But,  as  the  gm- 
tleman  from  Alabama  nad  not  followed  (he  example  set 
him  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Book,]  but  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  address  the  House  at  some  koctli. 
he  trusted  the  House  would  excuse  him  for  troubBBfdMni 
with  a  word  or  two  in  reply- 

The  gentleman  had  lid)wed  hard  to  prore  that  a  grent 
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proportion  of  tlie  lands  which  he  wu  deairoua  of  having 
ceded  to  the  new  Sutes  was  ao  bad  as  to  be  unfit  for  cuN 
Uvation.  Now,  Mr.  W.  could  scarcely  express  his  sur- 
prise Out,  if  these  Untls  were  ao  bad  as  to  be  abacrfutely 
unfit  for  use,  tlinse  States  should  extub'it  lo  eager  an  anx- 
iety lo  get  hold  of  them. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  could  not  possibly  be 
iDore  surprised  at  his  course  than  he  was  at  the  course  pur- 
sued by  that  gentleman.  The  gentleman  offered  a  reso> 
lutlon  modestly  asking  the  Union  to  cede  to  the  new  States 
all  their  public  lands,  and  then  was  greatly  aurprised  Uiat 
Mr.  IV.  should  oppose  the  proposal.  He  had  told  the 
House  that  Mr.  W.  had  opposed  certain  bills  which  tlie 
gentleman  represented  as  highlv  beneficial  to  the  settlers 
of  our  new  lands.  Mr.  W.  Tiad  at  all  times,  so  far  as  he 
had  participated  in  the  councils  of  the  Union,  been  op- 
posed to  the  profuse  waste  of  the  public  property  of  the 
States.  He  had  reusted  all  lawa  that  tended  to  such  a  re- 
sult; and  so  long  as  he  held  a  seat  on  that  floor,  should 
continue  to  oppose  them.  The  gentleman  would  have 
hereafter  as  much  cause  of  surprise  a^  he  had  at  present. 
He  could  not  consent  to  ut  quietly  by,  and  see  the  do- 
main in  which  his  constituents  bad  an  equal  right  with  the 
other  States  of  the  Union,  taken  f^om  them  to  be  given  to 
a  few  States  of  this  confederacy.  What  ri^t  had  uie  new 
States  to  demand  such  a  thing.'  Had  th^  purchased  these 
lands?  He  believed  not.  iTiey  might  nave  aided  in  pre- 
serving or  even  in  conquering  this  domunt  but  that  gave 
them  no  right  to  that  wnich  was  the  common  property  of 
all  the  States.  He  never  would  consent  that  the  share  be- 
longing to  his  constituents  should  be  taken  from  them 
without  their  consent.  He  always  had  resisted,  and  al- 
ways would  renst,  such  a  measure  by  whomsoever  brought 
forward.  Nor  tUd  he  consider  wis  as  fumiriting  any 
ground  of  reproach  or  of  wonder.   But  the  gentleman 

{irofeased  to  be  thus  anxious  to  get  possession  of  the  pub- 
ic domain  purely  with  a  view  to  relieve  the  Union  from 
the  expenses  attending  the  sale  ofitt  and  he  thought  that 
the  Government  was  bound  to  accord  its  thanks  to  the 
honorable  gentleman  for  his  truly  benevolent  and  perfect- 
ly disinteroted  feelings  and  purposes. 

But,  as  far  as  Mr.  W.  was  concerned,  he  preferred  to 
retain  the  management  of  this  property  in  the  Govern- 
roent*s  own  bands.  He  believed  that  th&  proceeds  would 
more  than  compensate  for  any  expense  that  might  aecom> 
pany  it.  He  would  call  the  minds  of  the  members  of  the 
House  lo  one  fact:  it  was  that  the  (now)  old  State  of  Ohio, 
one  of  the  greatest  and  most  powerful  States  of  the  West, 
had  been  settled,  and  that  with  unexampled  rapidity, 
when  the  public  lands  were  bekl  at  two  dollars.  This  so- 
litary ftct  was,  in  itself,  a  full  and  satisfiwtory  answer  to 
the  gentleman's  whole  argument.  That  ailment  waa, 
tliat  the  present  price  of  land  was  the  efficient  obstacle  in 
reUrding  the  settlement  of  the  new  States.  The  settle- 
ment of  Ohio,  at  a  higher  price,  was  an  unanswerable  re- 
futation of  tliat  aigument.  He  insisted  that  the  price  of 
the  land  waa  no  impediment  to  its  sale.  I'he  true  reason 
why  the  lands  were  not  sold  was  precisely  this,  tliat  there 
was  more  in  market  than  there  was  a  demand  for.  It  was 
ju»t  the  same  with  regard  to  land  as  it  was  with  all  other 
commodities  exposed  for  sale;  if  so  great  a  quantity  were 
thrown  into  the  market  at  once  as  to  overwhelm  the  de- 
maud,  tliat  commodity  would  find  a  slow  sale.  The  total 
amount  of  the  public  Und  owned  by  tlie  United  Suies  was, 
if  he  cmrectly  remembered,  aJ>out  one  thousand  millions 
of  acres.  Of^  this,  the  quantity  surveyed  and  offered  for 
sale  was  about  two  hundred  millions)  and  the  total  quan- 
tity sold  within  tlie  forty-five  years  the  land  had  been  in 
market  was  twenty-five  millions.  Now,  was  it  surpri^iig 
that  the  sale  of  land  was  slow?  And  did  any  one  seriously 
believe  that  reducing  the  price  would  advance  tlie  settle- 
ment of  the  new  States,  when  Ohio  had  been  settled  with 
the  hod  at  two  dollars? 


Suppose  the  country  should  be  engaged  in  another 
war — ^it  was  not  imposwble,  though  he  hoped  it  was  very  im- 
probable, and  that  the  counby  would  enjoy  the  sunshine 
of  peace  for  many  yean  to  come)  whtf  fond  vouM  the 
gentleman  pronde  on  wbidi  the  Goremment  would  be 
able  to  borrow  the  money  it  would  need?  The  funds  for 
the  last  war  had  been  obtained  on  a  pledge  of  the  public 
domain;  and  with  the  proceeds  of  that  domain  the  publie 
debt  had  been,  in  part,  extinguished.  What  substitute ' 
had  the  gentleman  in  rea<hneas  when  his  favorite  scheme 
should  have  been  carried? 

[At  this  point,  Mr.  W.  was  reminded  that  the  hour  al- 
lotted to  resolutions  bad  expired,  and  the  debate  waa 
consequently  nupended  for  the  present] 

CHICKASAW  TREATY. 

'I'he  House  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WICKLIFFE,  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  a  report  made  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  on  the  6th  day  of  June,  1833,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  "  lease  of  Indian  resenration  under  treaty  with 
the  Chickasaws." 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  said  he  understood  that  a  new  treaty 
had  been  concluded,  wtuch  waa  likely  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Senatei  by  which,  according  to  his  understanding,  the 
United  States  were  likely  to  be  deprived  of  their  pubuc  do- 
main. He  would,  therefore,  offer  to  the  Umtse  the  fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Mudvedj  That  a  eopy  of  Uiis  report,  and  the  evidence 
taken,  be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United  Statesf 
and  he  is  hereby  requested  to  lay  the  same  before  ttie  Se- 
nate of  the  United  States,  whenever  he  shall  submit  to  that 
body  for  their  advice  and  ratification  any  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Chickasaw  Indians,  in  which 
may  be  contained  anv  stipulation  relating  to  tlie  said  re- 
servation of  four  miles  square. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  only  re- 
newing the  same  proposition  that  had  been  disp(»ed  m  the 
other  day.  As  he  believed  the  time  of  the  House  could 
be  better  employed  than  in  the  discussion  of  this  subject, 
he  would  move  to  lay  the  resolution,  with  the  amend- 
ment, on  the  tablet  and  on  this  question  he  asked  the  ayes 
and  noes. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  sud  he  wished  lo  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  if  it  waa  not  bis  intention  to  redeem  the 
pledge  he  had  given  the  other  day,  that  discussion  ^ould 
take  place  on  tTie  subject,  when  ue  report  of  the  laatsei- 
sion  came  before  the  House? 

Mr.  CLAY  aaid  he  gave  no  such  pledge.  He  had  mere- 
ly said  it  would  be  time  enough  to  send  the  report  to  the 
Senate  when  that  body  sbonldask  for  it. 

The  vote  was  then  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  when  the 
motion  was  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Adair,  Alexander,  Angel,  Archer, 
Barringer,  James  Bales,  Deardsley,  Bell,  Bergen,  B«- 
thune,  James  Blair,  John  Blair,  Boon,  Bouck,  Bouldin, 
J.  Brodhead,  J-  C.  Brodhead,  Cambreleob  Carr,  Chand- 
ler, Chinn,  Claiborne,  Clay,  Clayton,  Coke,  Connor, 
Coulter,  Craig,  Crawford,  Davenport,  Doubleday,  Dray- 
ton, Draper,  Ford,  Foster,  Gaither,  Gilmore,  Gordon, 
Harper,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  HoRhuui,  Holland,  Horn, 
Howard,  Hubbard,  Ihrie,  Irvin,  Isacks,  Jarvis,  Jewet^ 
Uichard  M.  Johnson,  Kavanagh,  A.  ICng,  J.  King,  H. 
King,  Lamar,  Lansing,  Leavitt,  Lecompte,  Lent,  Lewis, - 
Lyon,  Mann,  Mardis,  Mason,  W.  McC^,  Mclntirc,  HcKav, 
Mitchell,  Muhlenberg,  Patton,  Pierson,  Plummer,  Polk, 
Heed,  Bencher,  Roane,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Speight,  SUn- 
difer,  Stephens,  Francis  Thomas,  P.  Thomas,  J .  Thomson, 
Verplanck,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Wayne,  Weeks,  Campbell 
P.  White,  Wortliington— 91. 

NAYS.— Mesws.  Adams,  Chilton  Allen,  Heman  Allen, 
Allison,  Appleton,  Arnold,  Babcock,  Barber,  Barbour, 
BamwelU  Burstow,  Isaac  C.  Bates,  Branch,  Brigga, 
Bticher,  Burd,  Burgee  Caboonf  Choate,  CidUer,  Condiet, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


879 


GALES  &  S£ATON*S  REGISTER 


880 


H.  mB.] 


TJu  FuifHe  Land*. 


[Dm.  19,  1833. 


Ctmditi  Cocdw,  Cooper,  Corwin*  Crane,  Creighton, 
Dtniel,  John  Davis,  Warren  IL  Davis,  Dearborn,  Denny, 
Dewart,  Dickson,  Ellsworth,  George  Evans,  E.  Everett, 
H.  Everett,  Felder,  Findlay,  Fitzgerald,  Greimell,  Grif- 
fin, Heister,  Hodges,  Hughes,  Huntington,  Ingersoll, 
Cave  Jt^nsoii,  Kendall,  Marshall,  Maxwell,  R.  McCoy, 
McDuffie,  UcKennan,  Mercer,  HiUiKan,  Nelson,  New- 
nan,  Newton,  Pearee,  Pendleton,  Pilcher,  Potts,  Ran- 
dolph, John  Reed,  Root,  Russell,  Semmes,  Sladr,  Smith, 
Southard,  Stanbery,  Stewart,  Storrs,  Sutherland,  Taylor, 
W.  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Tracy,  Vance,  Vinton,  Wash- 
ington, Watmough,  E.  WhitUesey,  White,  Wickliffe,  Wil- 
liams, Young — 74. 
So  the  suoject  was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 


Wbditudat,  DaCBXBKa  19. 

THE  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  conuderation  of  the  reso- 
lution submitted  by  Mr.  Clat,  of  Alabama,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  public  lands. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  resumed  the  course  of  hisremarks,  (in 
reply  to  Mr.  Clat,  of  Alabama,)  which  had  beensuapend- 
•d  jetterday  by  the  expiration  of  the  hour  alloUed  to  re- 
{Wrts  and  resohitions. 

Ue  said  Uiat  when  be  had  suspended  bii  remarks  yester- 
day, he  had  been  endeavoring  to  show  that  the  public 
landa  were  a  common  fund,  owned  alike  by  all  the  States, 
to  be  appropriated  only  to  common  put^oses,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  all  the  Sutes  collectively.  Since  then,  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  examining  the  variotia  ceinon  acts 
of  the  several  States  who  had  relinquished  their  unculti- 
vated landa  to  the  General  Government.  He  found  that 
New  York  had  ceded  in  1781,  Vii^inia  in  1784,  Massa- 
chusetts in  1785,  Connecticut  in  1786,  South  Carolina  in 
1787,  N<H>th  Carolina  in  1790,  and  Geoi^in  1803.  In 
all  these  instruments  of  cenion  be  fbnnd  one  uniform  pro* 
nsion  to  this  effect: 

*'  That  the  lands  they  ceded  to  the  United  States  shall 
be  coiwdered  asa  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  United  States  of  Atnerica,  (the  ceding  State  includ- 
ed,) according  to  their  respective  and  usual  proportion  in 
the  general  charge  and  expentUturet  and  shul  be  fiuthful- 
ly  disposed  of  for  that  purpose*  and  for  no  other  use  or 
purpose  whatever." 

Tbia  clause,  found  in  ereiy  act  of  cession,  clearly  show- 
ed what  had  been  the  object  ofihe  ceding  States  in  giviiw 
-  up  their  unsettled  lands.  By  the  very  terms  of  the  dee^ 
these  lands  were  to  constitute  a  common  fund,  ftithftiliy  to 
be  applied  to  the  general  benefit.  One  of  the  ar^ments 
he  had  been  urging  in  favor  of  retaining  the  public  do- 
D»in  in  the  possession  of  the  General  Government  had 
been  drawn  irora  the  possiUe  contingency  of  a  state  of 
war.  It  was  not  reasonable  to  hope  that  tliis  cotmtry 
would  enjoy  a  state  of  uninterrupted  peace;  and  should 
war  arrive,  these  lands  would  constitute  a  good  and  valu- 
able pledge  on  which  to  borrow  the  money  which  might 
be  demanded  by  the  public  exigenciea.  Until  the  gentle- 
man and  those  who  acted  with  him  sliould  point  out  some 
other  fund  which  might  be  substituted  for  such  a  purpose, 
Mr.  W.  Uiought  it  manifestly  inciimbent  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  tioldon  upon  the  public  domain. 

Another  general  purpose  to  which  the  public  lands 
might  be  applied  was  found  in  the  payment  of  soldiers  en- 
listed  by  the  United  States.  In  the  late  war  with  Great 
Britain,  the  country,  being  deprived  of  its  ordinary  pecu- 
niary resources,  had  been  obliged  to  resort  to  this  com- 
mon fund  to  sustain  itself  in  the  struggle,  and  the  soldiers 
enlisted  were  promised  a  bounty  in  had  aa  well  as  in  mo- 
ney. Many  were  induced  to  enlist  by  an  offer  oi  this  kind 
who  would  have  been  moved  by  no  otiier.  Tlie  same 
thing  might  occur  i^n,  when  this  landed  fund  would  be 


found  veiy  convenient,  and  highly  important  to  the  puh> 
lie  defence.  Mr.  W.  knew  it  to  be  a  fiict  that  many  bad 
been  tempted  to  enlist  by  the  prospect  of  possessing  a 
permanent  home  after  the  tolls  and  dangers  of  the  war 
were  past.  Now,  unless  the  gentleman  waa  able  to  pwnt 
out  some  other  means  of  psying  our  troops  In  such  an 
emergency,  Mr.  W.  was  in  favor  of  retunmg  tiiis.  But 
this  tmmain  furnished  the  means  not  only  of  increasing  our 
army,  but  of  augmenting  our  naval  force:  it  would  enable 
the  Government  to  add  to  that  arm  of  its  strength  which 
bore  the  national  flag  over  every  aea,  and  lent  it  to  the 
very  ends  of  the  earth. 

Another  general  purpose,  common  to  all  the  Statei^ 
which  would  be  met  by  this  common  fund,  was  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government— the  payment  of  the  civU  Uat. 

If  this  public  property  of  the  Union  should  be  sutren. 
dered,  then,  (admitting  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  to  amount 
to  three  millioni  of  dolTars,)  his  own  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina would  have  to  pay  from  one  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand to  two  hundred  thousand  more  than  if  the  Govern- 
ment retained  it,  in  the  shape  of  boun^  to  soldiers,  aug- 
mentation of  the  navy,  and  paying  the  eurreat  chaigea  of 
the  Government. 

If  diese  lands  should  not  be  equally  divided  among  tlie 
States,  then  North  Carolina  would  lose  that  amount  criT  re- 
venue entirely  t  but  if,  on  the  contrary,  the  proceeds  were 
to  be  equally  divided,  she  would  gain  that  amount.  He 
asked,  therefore,  whether  it  was  reasonable  in  the  new 
States  to  call  for  the  setting  apart  of  the  whole  of  tbis 
public  property  for  their  benefit  exduuvely?  Were  not 
the  old  States  asked  to  do  for  them  what  tb^  would  be 
brfrom^ing  for  the  old  States?  Suppose  he  diould 
put  in  a  umilar  claim  in  behalf  of  the  old  Statea  of  lliis 
Unionj  would  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  yield  the  mo- 
tion his  support?  The  gentleman,  he  perceived,  shook 
hia  head.  He  knew  it  must  be  so.  Then,  by  what  rule 
of  equity  could  the  gentleman  ask  him  to  do  what  tfaat 
gentleman  publicly,  in  hiaplace,  declared  himself  to  be 
unwilling  to  do  for  him?  The  gentleman  wanted  Nonb 
Carolina  to  |pve  tip  all  the  share  she  owned  in  the  public 
domain)  while  he  frankly  admitted  that  Alabama  would 
do  no  such  thing.  Was  this  reciprocal  le^slation?  He 
thought  not.  Until  the  gentleman  was  willing  himself  to 
do  f'jr  others  what  he  very  modestly  asked  oUiers  to  do 
for  him,  Mr.  W.  was  for  holding  on  upon  the  public  pro- 
perty of  the  nation.  Now,  if  the  law  of  retaliation  abouU 
uke  pUce,  where  would  the  gentleman  unA  tut  frtenda  b* 
found?  Congreas  would  take  from  them  what  tb«y  bad 
soiigitt  to  take  from  others^  and  the  new  States  would  lose 
all  snare  in  the  public  domun.  And  would  not  Cot^ress 
be  justified  in  measuring  out  to  these  States  what  thcjr 
had  prepared  for  the  other  Sutes?  But  Mr.  W.  was  far 
f^om  proposing  any  measure  of  such  acharacter-  Let  ail 
the  Statea  continue  to  enjoy  an  equal  diare  in  that  which 
was  the  common  property  of  all. 

The  gentleman  had  said  that  the  new  States  did  no\ 
ask  these  lands  for  nothings  but  the  gentleman  had  not 
told  the  House  what  the  new  States  would  give  for  them. 
Me  took  it  fur  granted  they  would  not  give  one  dolUr  and 
twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  wlitch  is  now  the  minimum 
price  established  by  law.  Would  they  give  fifty  cents 
per  acre?  If  they  did,  then  the  old  States  would  lose 
seventy-five  cents  per  acret  if  tbey  would  not  nvc  more 
than  twenty-five  cents,  then  the  old  States  would  loee  ODe 
dollar  per  acre;  and  if  tbey  would  aotgive  more  than  ten 
cents,  then  the  old  States  would  lose  one  dollar  and  fif- 
teen cents'  on  every  acre.  .  In  whatever  raUo  the  new 
States  were  to  gain  by  the  bargain,  tlie  old  States  were  to 
lose.  Mr.  W.,  for  one,  was  not  prepared  to  ne|;oliate 
until  he  had  fully  heard  the  terms  proposed. 

But,  admitting  that  Congresa  must  sell  the  pubSe  do- 
main to  the  new  States,  what  lectirity  were  thcrto  re- 
ceive for  the  payment  of  the  mtmey?  Ue  wh  mtit>g  to 
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truit  the  new  States  ta  far  u  he  would  truit  any  body; 
yet  be  rather  concluded  that  if  the  GoTemment  once 
gave  up  the  land,  the  affair  would  end  in  giving  up  the 
money  too.  He  thought  they  had  better  keep  poises- 
aion  while  they  bad  it  There  was  something  permaiieot, 
something'  rem),  something  undestnietible,  connected  with 
the  idea  oF  Uiidf  but  if  the  Goremment  riuMild  be  com- 

(lelled  to  give  up  its  claim  to  the  land,  it  was  much  more 
ikely  to  abandon  its  cliim  upon  money. 

The  gentlenun  had  said  that  the  people  of  the  new 
States  had  augmented  the  value  of  the  public  Unds.  Mr. 
W.  did  not  know  how.  The  truth  was,  they  bad  added 
nothing  to  thdr  value.  Had  tiiey  deared  these  lands? 
Had  they  erected  houses  upon  them,  or  barns^  Had  they 
planted  orchards?  He  believed  not  Had  they  eommu- 
nicated  one  additional  degree  to  the  fintiltty  of  their  smP 
He  bad  never  heard  so.  The  gentleman  might  as  well 
tell  the  House  that  his  constibients  had  improved  the 
value  of  grain,  if  wheat  should  sell  next  year  at  two  dtA- 
tars  per  bushel.  The  same  universal  law  of  depreciation 
and  appreciation  applied  to  land  which  applied  to  wheat. 
Unless  the  gentleman  could  prore  bis  doctrine  true  in  re- 
lation to 'wheat,  Mr.  W.  could  not  beliere  k  in  rdation  to 
land.  It  was  true  the  neople  of  the  new  SUtes  bad  im> 
proved  their  own  landsi  but  they  bad  all  the  benefit 
ar  i^ng  from  such  improvement  in  the  production  and  sale 
or  their  own  crops.  If  any  benefit  had  accrued,  it  had 
•e  crued  to  themselves.  The  Oovemment  surely  was  not 
bound  to  pay  them  fbr  th'n  impraremeiit  oC  their  own 
foTtunes. 

The  genHeman  had  said,  further,  that  the  hods  which 
he  wished  to  have  ceded  to  the  new  SUtes  were  of  no 
valuei  and,  in  proof  of  the  position,  bad  read  a  statement 
goin^  to  show  that  out  of  ten  millions  of  acres  of  land  in 
Mississippi,  eight  millions  were  reported  sa  unfit  for  cul- 
tivation. Now  it  struck  Mr.  W.  with  great  surprise,  that 
the  gentleman,  as  representing  the  new  States  in  this 
matter,  should  be  so  extraordinarily  solicitous  to  get  pos- 
session of  lands,  which,  according  to  bis  own  showing, 
were  of  no  value!  The  very  fact  of  the  gentleman's  so- 
licitude went  fiir  to  show  that  those  lands  were,  at  least 
by  the  people  of  the  new  States  themselves,  eonndered 
as  of  some  value.  He  could  not  bring  himself  to  believe 
that  those  States  would  be  to  anxious  to  get  hold  of  lands 
whidi  were  of  no  use  or  value.  And  It  was  precisely 
ih\t  reason  that  he  was  equally  denrous  that  the  Govern- 
rncnt  should  hold  on  upon  their  land.  He  knew  that  it 
was  of  value.  Tht  conduct  of  gentlemen  proved  that 
it  was,  and  that  they  knew  it.  If^the  land  was  of  no  va- 
lue to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  would  it  be 
appreciated  by  being  transferred  to  the  new  States? 

If  the  Und  ms  of  no  value  to  the  whole  Union,  would 
U  be  of  any  value  to  the  State  of  Alabama?  Would  the 
transfer  improve  ita  fertility^  He  thought  not.  If  It  was 
of  no  value  to  the  United  States  as  an  aggrq^te,  it  could 
be  of  none  to  the  State  of  Akbama  separately.  Every 
bodv  knew  what  was  the  usual  progress  of  setthng  vacant 
Uncto.  The  lands  of  the  best  quality  were  selected  firstf 
and  when  tiiese  were  all  taken  up,  then  that  of  inferior 
quality  was  brought  into  markett  and  it  often  happened 
that  this,  owing  to  the  advutccd  Mttlenent  of  the  coun- 
try, sold  for  a  higher  price  than  &r  better  land  bad 
brought  at  first.  What  had  the  experience  of  all  the  old 
States  proved  on  this  subject?  In  Virginia,  for  example, 
the  good  soil  had  been  first  taken  upt  but  when  this  had 
been  disforested,  the  adjoining  land,  though  of  inferior 
quality,  commanded  a  better  price  than  we  good  land 
had  been  sold  for.  In  one  of  the  a^joiidng  cmmtics  of 
that  State,  I  am  told,  said  Mr.  W.,  that  land  which,  in 
1790,  sold  for  one  dollar  an  acre,  had,  during  the  late 
war*  brought  sixty  dollars.  The  same  tlung  wss  taking 
place  every  day  in  North  Cardini.  Inferior  Unds  will  be 
brought  into  cultivation  as  soon  as  those  of  better  qoality 
Vofc.  IX.— S6 


have  been  occupied.  The  same  resulu  will  also  follow 
in  the  progress  of  the  new  States.  How,  then,  could 
gentlemen  contend  that  the  land  of  less  than  the  first 
quality  was  of  no  value?  The  lands  which  were  now  too 
poor  to  command  immediate  settlement  would  here- 
after become  valuable  for  the  timber  tbey  contained.  Thb 
happened  in  Europe;  it  happened  all  the  world  over. 

The  gentleman  bad  said  that  the  land  was- refuse  and 
valueless.  Mr.  W.  was  unable  to  comprehend  this.  He 
did  not  believe  that  nature  had  ever  dengned  any  land  on 
the  face  oi  the  earth  to  he  refuse,  and  of  no  use.  The 
highest  moontam  land  was  (^some  usei  it  was  not  wholly 
refuse,  if  it  would  grow  msi^  or  the  snMllett  shrub. 
Possibly  the  summit  of  the  Andes  might  be  conrideied  u 
useless,  and,  with  respect  to  the  porpowi  of  nan,  as  re- 
fuse. But  there  wsavetyUttle  land  of  irtiieh  tlus  could 
be  said  with  truth. 

But,  Mr.  W.  sud,  he  was  now  denrous  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  fhct  which  wss  of  importance 
in  this  argument  The  gentleman  from  Alabama  bad 
pnxlpced  and  read  to  the  House,  with  great  eo^hssis,  a 
document  mid  to  euntahi  a  renort  from  the  Registers  an4 
Receivers  aD  the  Land  Offioei^  from  which  he  stated 
the  large  propwtion  of  the  unsettled  lands  which  were 
unfit  for  culhvation.  Now,  he  had  since  learned  that 
these  documents  were  not  worthy  of  being  received  by 
the  House  as  evidence.  He  bad  reason  to  betieve  that  the 
officers  who  had  made  this  report  had  not,  in  one  case 
outofabundredfSecnan  acre  of  the  land  th^undotodc 
to  describei  and  bow  could  they  testify  that  it  was  unfit 
fi>r  cultivation? 

Mr.  CLAY  here  explained,  stating  that  their  reports 
had  been  founded,  in  part,  upon  the  pfarts  of  the  surv^- 
ors,  as  well  as  on  personal  observation.  He  had  not  said 
that  all  the  land  to  be  transferred  was  valuelesi^  but  that 
much  of  it  was  lune  barren. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  replied,  that  pine  barrens  were  often 
the  most  valuable  desmption  of  umd|  not  on  account  of 
the  soil,  but  of  the  timber.  Hucn  of  the  trade  of  both 
the  Carolinas  wu  carried  on  in  this  sort  of  timber.  The 
lofty,  long-leafed  pine,  was  one  of  the  most  stately  and 
valuable  trees  ot  the  forest.  The  time  was  approaching 
when  the  pine  forests  of  AUiama  would  be  among  the 
most  valuable  possessions  of  the  State.  This  was  ttie  case 
in  North  Cmlmaf  and  he  had  been  toH  by  intelligent 
gentlemen  from  South  CaroUu  that  ttie  same  thmgheld 
good  in  that  State.  As  to  the  mountMn  lands  in  Alaba- 
ma, if  they  would  grow  grass,  they  were  the  most  valua- 
lable  lands  tbey  hsdt  the  hiriier  the  ground  lay,  the  bet- 
ter for  crops  of  that  sort  But  the  gentleman  had  laid 
great  stress  on  the  eondition  expressed  in  the  constitution* 
receiving  the  new  Statea  Into  the  Untoiii  thai  they  should 
be  admitted  in  all  respects^on  the  same  footing  with  the 
original  States.  Now,  Mr.  W.  could  not  understand 
bow  the  sovereignty  of  the  new  States  was  impured  by 
the  fact  that  the  General  Government  held  lands  within 
their  chartered  limits.  The  right  of  proper^  wss  one 
thin^l  the  rij^t  of  Juris^cUon  was  another.  The  juris- 
diction of  the  Stake  of  Aldiama  was  u  complete,  throu^- 
out  her  limits,  as  if  the  State  owned  ^  the  soil.  The 
gentleman  was  too  good  a  lawyer  not  to  perceive,  and 
perfectly  to  understand,  this  distinction.  One  indepen* 
dent  Government  nught  bxAd  land  within  the  limita  of 
another.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  held  at 
Miit  very  time  a  house  and  lot  at  the  Hague  t  and  If 
the  United  States  could  hold  land  in  Holland,  without 
disturbing  the  sovcregnty  of  that  Government,  surely 
th^  might  hcdd  land  in  the  limita  of  AU>sma  mUwui  in- 
terfering widi  her  sovereignty. 

Again:  the  gentleman  could  not  deny  that  our  Govern- 
ment mig^t  declare  war  whenever  it  wss  necesssry  to 
preserve  tlie  safety  or  nodicate  the  honor  ot  the  nation. 
Vor  the  parpow  of  carrying  on  war,  it  mi|^t  be  neccs- 
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Aty  to  reiort  to  direct  tuutioni  and  if  the  tax  should  not 
be  pftid,  might  not  the  United  States  parchaie  the  land 
and  hold*it  till  tiie  tax  ii  pi^  or  the  land  redeemed  in 
atime  other  way?  Surely  tbii  course  would  be  perfectly 
ConBtitutional  and  proper;  but,  according  to  the  gentle- 
man's doctrine,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
never  could  'become  the  purchaser  In  ^ort,  the  argu- 
ment on  wbleh  he  laid  so  much  atreaa  would  go  to  strip 
the  General  Government  of  ereryattribtrteofaoveraKn^ 
HpoaaeBKd,  and  prostrate  the  whole  of  its  powers.  There 
was  anotiier  view:  thb  oM  States  bad  ceded  their  vacant 
territo^  to  the  General  Government,  and  provided  that 
these  Territoriea,  so  soon  as  their  population  would  war- 
rant it,  riiould  be  admitted  into  toe  Union  on  the  same 
footing  with  themselves;  and  they  had  also  provided  that 
tiie  hnd  thus  ceded  should  be  a  common  fund  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  all  the  SUtes.  How  were  these  two  pro- 
'  visions  to  be  recimciled?  Both  must  be  complied  with. 
Ttae  only  war  was  to  admit  the  new  StateSi  but  still  re- 
tain the  land  as  a  common  fiind.  Yet  the  gentlemsn 
would  hav6  the  Howe  believe  that,  admitting  the  new 
Statea  did^  tpao  fieto,  take  fW>m  the  General  Government 
•n  itght  of  applying  the  public  lands  to  the  common  be- 
nefit of  the  Union  I  ati^  eonsequenthr,  Ihs  Uuited  SUtes 
wu  to  be  stripped  of  lUl  title  in  tiie  hndt  ud  it  must  be 
Hrrendered  to  the  new  States;  Such  waa  the  conse- 
quence of  the  gentleman's  doctrine.  The  gentleman 
Aook  hiabeadt  out  Hr.  W-  could  see  no  other.  The 
gentleman  wouU  not  sliske  his  head  at  the  proposition 
Uiat  Ok  lands  were  to  be  a  common  fiind  for  the  benefit  of 
tbe  Union;  yet  be  maintained  that  it  become  the  proper- 
if  of  the  new  States  as  soon  as  adoAtrd*  because  they 
Were  to  be  placed  on  an  equal  IboUng'wilh  the  old  States. 

[Mr.  CLAT  exphiined.  He  had  stated  that  U  had  been 
at  Ki^  phiusibly  maintMned  that  the  new  States  were  not 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  old  ones,  so  long  as  th^ 
were  deprived  of  the  disposition  of  the  soil  within  their 
Bmits;  but  he  had  not  himseir  taken  that  view  of  the 
subject.] 

Mr.  W.  sdd  he  was  happy  to  hear  the  gentleman's  ex- 
planitiont  he  was  glad  to  nid  that  he  had  been  mistaken 
m  Ma  appKhendon  t^the  gentleman's  opinion.  Mr.  W. 
knew  that  it  bad  been  maintained  bysome  Aat  tiie  public 
lands  belonf^  lo  the  States  where  they  layt  but  he  de- 
nied that  it  had  been  ever  **  pUunbly'*  maintained.  He 
denied  the  doctrine  in  Mo.  It  had  been  maintunea 
■boptustically,  illoglcally,  inconclusively.  The  ailment 
never  had  any  influence  on  his  ndnd.  Hie  whole  affair 
was  the  merest  sophistry  he  had  ever  aeen  In  print.  The 
elwm  seemed  to  be  now  renewedly  urged  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama,  in  utter  repugnance  with  the 
terms  voluntarily  accepted  by  bis  State,  and  by  all  the 
other  new  States.  Various  propositions  had  been  ten- 
dered to  the  convention  of  the  States.  Mr.  W.  had  them 
before  himi  but  there  was  no  need  of  reading  them  all. 
.  He  would,  however,  read  one  or  two  to  Uie  House. 
They  were  in  the  ftjiowing  terms: 

"Jhidpni^dedaiwayt,  Thuthe  said  conventlonitoll 
provide  by  an  ordinance,  irrevocable,  without  the  consent 
of  the  United  States,  that  the  people  inhabiting  the  said 
Territory  do  sgree  and  declare  that  they  forever  disclaim 
All  right  and  title  to  the  waste  or  unappropriated  lands 
lying  within  the  said  Territor)-;  and  that  tbe  same  i^all 
be  and  renuun  at  the  etde  and  entire  disposition  uS  the 
tThited  States:  and,  moreover*  that  each  and  every  tract 
of  land  add  by  the  United  States,  after  the  first  day  of 
September,  in  the  year  one  thousand  mht  hundred  and 
nineteen,  shall  be  and  remain  exempt  from  any  tax  hud 
by  the  order,  or  under  the  authority  of  the  SUte,  whether 
tot  Slate,  county*  township,  parish,  or  any  other  purpose 
Whatever,  for  the  term  of  five  year*  from  and  after  the 
respeottveAayaoftheeala  thereof:  and  tfaatthe  lands  be- 
lo(«;ng  to  eiutena  of  the  United  States,  rmldfi^  without 


the  nid  State,  shall  never  be  taxed  higher  than  the  hods 
belonging  to  persons  rending  tberrin:  and  that  no  lax 
shall  be  imposed  on  lands  the  property  of  the  United 
States,"  &c — [Laws  of  the  United  SUtes,  vol.vi.  p.  333.1 
Here  the  States  expressly  covenanted  to  renounce  aU 
claims  to  the  waste  and  unoccupied  lands  belonging-  to 
the  General  Government,  and  not  to  tax  them  during-  a 
period  of  five  years  after  their  sale,  l^e  claim  now  set 
up  by  tfie  new  States  wsa  directly  m  the  teeth  of  ^ 
solemn  covenant— a  eompacf  coeval  with  tiie  politiea]  ex- 
istence of  those  States. 

How  was  it  that,  after  those  States  had  enjoyed  Ihe 
benefit  of  the  compact,  on  their  ride,  they  turned  about 
and  aaked  of  the  General  Government  to  relinquish  alt 
the  benefits  on  its  side  of  the  bargain  Mf  they  widicd 
the  Government  to  be  fiiitbful  to  its  pledges,  let  tfiem  be 
faithful  to  theirs.  Alabama  waa  one  of  the  parties  totbis 
contract;  and  Mr.  W.  contended  that  she  was  sttll  fiiUy 
holden  by  it;  and  so  were  all  the  other  new  Stide%  re- 
ceived in  Uke  manner.  He  trusted  the  gentlnnan  wouU 
not  perrist  in  seeking  to  engross  all  the  benefits  to  him- 
self, and  leave  none  to  the  rest  of  the  Union.  He  hoped 
the  gentleman  would  let  the  public  domain  rentun  in  its 
present  condition.  If  not,  in  what  condition  would  the 
eountiy  be  placed  f  The  Government  bad  recaved  mfire 
than  twenty  millions  of  dollars  from  the  State  of  Ohio  for 
these  very  laitds. 

[Here  his  remarks  were  cut  short  by  the  expiratifm  of 
the  hour  allotted  to  resolutions.  On  the  next  day  he  re- 
sumed as  follows:] 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  resumed  the  course  of  bis  lemsrki^ 
by  observing  that  be  had  not  sought  the  present  £scu»- 
sion;  it  ludbeen  forced  upon  bim  by  the  fpentleman  from 
Alabama.  Tliat  gentleman  had  chosen  to  discuss  hb  reso- 
hi^on,  and  Hr.  W.  hoped  the  House  would  excuse  bim 
for  proceeding  in  the  discussion  of  the  amendment  be  had 
offered. 

When  tlie  debate  bad  been  cut  off  by  the  expintioo 
of  the  hour  yesterday,  he  had  been  endeavoring  to  allow 
that  if  the  Umted  States  should  consent  to  reunquidi  to 
the  new  Stateathe  public  domain,  they  would  be  rewiorcd, 
by  every  conrideration  of  equity  and  justice,  to  rcHnd  to 
the  State  of  Ohio  all  the  money  paid  for  pubGo  lands 
within  the  limits  of  that  State.  If  the  public  lands  wn« 
to  be  relinquished  to  Ahbama,  Missouri,  and  Uie  oAer 
SlRtes, .  where  the  land  lay,  it  must  be  on  the  principle 
that  the  Government  had  no  right  to  hold  them,  and 
could  no^  under  the  conatitution,  rightfully  eqfey  the 
benefit  of  the  conrideration  money  received  w  toem. 
If  this  were  a  just  and  sound  principle,  then  .it  applied 
with  equal  force  to  the  past,  as  to  the  present,  or  the 
futuret  and  the  Government  must  reAind  the  whole 
aoioiint  they  had  received.  Now,  they  bad  been  paida 
by  settlers  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  more  than  twenty  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  He  ssked  whether  the  House  would 
adopts  policy  which  would  render  it  necessary  to  refund 
the  money?  He  hoped  not.  Agun:  If  the  Government 
refunded  to  Ohio,  tbey  would  be  obliged  to  do  the  same 
to  other  States.  When  the  public  domain  had  been  dis- 
posed of,  must  they  not  retmb\irse  the  State  of  Vu^nia 
for  all  the  loss  she  wotdd  sustain  from  the  adoption  of 
thia  line  of  policy?  Unquestionably.  Suppose  thia  dMNskl 
require  twenty,  thirty,  fortv,  or  fifty  miUiona  of  doUara; 
must  not  the  whole  be  piidf  UndoubtecUy. 

Mr.  W.now  proceeded  to  inquire  what  had  beat  done 
by  the  United  States'  Government  ftir  the  new  States, 
admitted  into  this  Union,  in  consequence  of  their  pK^nila- 
tion  having  settled  portions  of  the  public  domain.  On 
thia  subject  much  misapprehendon  existed  in  the  cantty. 
Congress  bad  made  very  liberal  grants  to  the  new  Mntee. 

I.  They  had  been  auowed  every  16tb  se^Oft  l>  each 
townriiip  tot  the  support  of  commt^  sobpeb. 
n.  Tbey  had  been  allowed  five  pMT  cent,  mdltlie 
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sales  of  public  lands,  to  be  applied  to  the  conatrut^tion  of 
roada,  (three  per  cent,  by  the  State  Lcgialaturea,  and 
two  per  cent,  by  CongTeB3.J 

lU.  All  salt  springs,  witbin  their  limits,  had  been  given 
them,  to|^ther  with  all  the  land  requinte  for  the  working 
of  them  in  the  manufaeture  of  salt. 

IV.  Serenty-two  sections  in  each  new  State  had  been 
granted  to  endow  seminaries  of  learning.  And  to  the 
State  of  Alabama  there  had  been  given  1,620  acres  of 
land  for  the  seat  of  Government.    Were  not,  then, 

-  great  advantages  enjoyed  solely  and  exclusively  by  the 
new  States?  All  these  were  over  and  above  the  sliare 
due  to  tiiose  States,  on  an  equality  with  all  the  others,  in 
the  proceeds  of  the  public  domain.  Ought  not  those 
Statea  to  be  satisfied?  Ought  they  not  ghi^y,  thanUully, 
to  receive  what  had  been  granted  them,  and  to  be  con- 
tented with  the  exclusive  privileges  the/  enjoyed?  U 
seemed  to  him  that  they  ought. 

The  gentleman,  however,  maintained  that  the  new 
States  were  injured,  because  they  did  not  enjoy  the  right 
of  tiaing  all  the  lands  within  their  limits.  He  thought 
tfaat  the  advantages  enjoyed  by  those  Statea  were  ft  full 
equivalent  for  this  privation.  The  restricUon  was  conBii- 
ed  to  five  years.  But,  supposing  the  lands  did  belong  to 
those  States,  would  they  tax  wild  land  not  appropriated? 

-  Did  the  State  of  Virginia  tax  all  the  lands  within  her 
limits?  Would  die  State  of  Alabama  attempt  such  a  thing? 
Who  would  pay  the  taxes  if  they  should  be  laid^  Wlio 
wouktpay  the  tax  of  land  that  had  no  ownei'  but  the  pub- 
lic? How  IMS  it  to  be  taxed  unless  it  should  be  sold? 
And  how,  then,  was  Alabama  injured,,seeingthat  if  she 
owned  the  land  she  could  not  collect  Uie  tax? 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  had  expressed  his  sur- 
prise that  a  proposal  for  a  mere  inquiry  should  meet  with 
such  decided  opposition;  especially  as  the  Subject  had 
been  recommended  to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  in 
the  message  of  the  President.    If  that  gentleman  was 
surprised  at  the  oppoution,  Mr.  W.  was  equally  sur 
prised  at  the  introduction  of  the  resolution.   The  subject 
of  the  messHge  had  been  referred,  according  to  tlie  uni- 
form usage  oT  the  House,  to  appropriate  committees. 
This  was  a  thing  of  course-    But  Mr.  W.  hoped  it  was 
not  a  thing  ol  course  that  the  House  should  originate 
-every  Bieaaure  recommended  by  the  Executive.  The 
President  acted  upon  lua  own  re^onubilityt  the  House 
upon  Its  responsibility.    Each  department  of  Gov- 
ernment must  act  according  to  its  own  sense  of  duty. 
Un  this  ground  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Hr.  Booh] 
bad  consented  to  withdraw  his  resolution.    But  the  gen- 
tlenuui  from  Alabama  had  persisted  in  his,  and  had  gone 
into  a  lengthy  discussion  of  it.    What  was  the  obvious 
inference  from  the  gentleman's  conduct?  Tliat  this  pro- 
ject of  giving  up  the  public  lands  would  gain  additional 
atrengtb,  should  hii  reatdution  he  adopted.     If  the 
gentleman  did  not  believe  this,  wliy  had  he  pressed 
his  resolution?  He  must  have  thought  that  it  would  fur- 
ther the  object  he  had  ao  much  at  heart.  Well,  it  was  for 
that  very  reason  that  Mr.  W.  had  opposed  the  resolution. 
He  was  unwilling  that  even  an  inquiry  should  be  enter- 
tuned  opon  the  subject.     The  measure  appeared  to 
him  so  wholly  inexpedient  that  he  would  not  even  con- 
sent it  dujuld  be  taken  up  at  all.    Buppoae  a  gentleman 
should  get  up  and  move  a  resolution  that  it  wa*  inezpe- 
■dient  longer  to  continue  the  present  Government  of  the 
United  States;  would  it  be  entertained?  Mr.  W.  thought 
the  present  resolution  much  of  the  same  kind.    He  was 
opposed  to  all  projects  of  this  kind.    He  was  aware,  in- 
deed, that  the  subject  would  be  brought  up  before  the 
House  by  the  report  of  a  comnuttee.   He  trusted  that 
committee  voiUd  bdce  the  course  which  he  approved; 
and  he  trusted  also  that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
would  follow  the  example  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
llie  Goyomment  bad  bo  right  to  give  up  the  public  do- 


main. It  would  be  an  unconstitutional  ast.  Where  was 
the  word  or  syllable  in  the  constitution  which  empower- 
ed Congress  to  make  such  a  surrender?  It  waa  true  that 
there  mif^t  have  been  aome  acts  of  ceasion  previouvto 
the  adoption  of  the  constitutiont  but  that  initrument. re- 
cognised all  the  obligations  which  bound  the  Government 
at  the  time  of  its  adoption,  and  this  Government  was 
bound  to  fulfil  them.  Congress  were  bound  to  use  this 
public  domain  as  a  common  fund,  for  the  common  benefit 
of  the  people  of  all  the  SUtea.  Where  was  the  ri^t  of 
the  House  to  divert  this  fund  to  a  different  purpose?  It 
was  true  the  constitution  empowered  Congress,  generally, 
of  the  Union.   But  in  thia  case 


to  diapose  of  the  property  ' 

th«r  do^  was  qiMificaUy  declared,  and  they  could  not 
evade  it. 

He  was  opposed  to  the  relinqutshment  of  the  public 
fund,  because  it  operated,  in  effect,  as  a  cement  to  the 
union  of  the  States.  AH  such  bonds  ought  to  be  che- 
rished and  guarded.  Whatever  tended  to  weaken  them 
ought  to  be  deprecated  and  promptly  put  down.  It  was 
a  uctato  of  sound  philoBophy  ana  umTetsal  experience 
that  mankind  wouU  always  act  in  accordance  with  what 
they  believed  to  be  their  mterest.  If  it  waa  the  intereat 
of  the  people  of  the  United  Statea  to  support  (he  Gene- 
ral Government,  and  that  the  existii^  union  of  the  Statea 
should  flourish  foreirer  in  immortal  youth,  then  a  measure 
cnuld  not  be  wise  that  tended  to  destroy  the  Government 
and  obliterate  the  attachment  of  tlie  people  to  the  Union. 
Were  it  for  this  reason  alone,  Ur.  W.  would  never  con- 
sent to  part  with  the  public  domMn.  It  constituted  ao 
inezliaustible  fund  for  the  ^ood  of  all.  It  woidd  meet  all 
the  exigencies  of  the  nation;  it  would  pay  the  public 
debt;  it  would  enable  tlie  nation  to  borrow  money  when- 
ever it  mi^bt  need  to  do  so;  it  would  raise  her  armyt  it 
would  equip  her  navy;  it  woidd  pay  the  expenses  of  Gov- 
ernment. Why  should  the  Government  give  it  up? 
He  trusted  such  a  meaiote  would  never  aueceed.  The 
nation  posseved  a  Government  unrivalled  in  the  nnnala 
of  human  history.  Would  they  do  a  deed  that  must 
bhut  all  the  fiiir  hopes  of  its  perpetuity?   He  trustednot. 

[After  Mr.  W.  lud  concluded  tua  remark^  ttie  whoU 
subject  was,  on  motion  of  another  member,  ordered  to  £e 
on  tlie  table.] 

SOUTHERN  ASSAY  OFFICES. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  CARSON,  the  Hooie  then  veot 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Cut,  of  Alabama, 
in  the  chair,  and  took  up  the  bill  to  estabU^  assay  o^ce* 
in  the  gold  regions  of  the  South. 

klr.  CARSON,  who  bad  reported  the  bill,  moved  to  fill 
the*  bUnk  for  the  salary  of  tne  aasayer  with  the  sum  of 
01,500;  and  that  appropriating  money  for  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  the  four  aaaajr  offlcea  to  be  created,  with  the 
aum  of  92(^000.  He  pn^Maed  that  the  compenaatioa  of 
the  commissioDen  to  be  app<rinted  for  the  lelccting  of 
the  several  fitei  fiff  the  aMey  offieea  should  be  Ibur  dol- 
lars per  day. 

Mr.  ROOT  said,  it  would  really  afford  liim  great  aatia- 
faction,  if  the  gentlemen  from  the  South,  who  were  al- 
ways found  to  be  ao  sedulously  careful  to  guard  againat  all 
infnngement  of  the  constitution,  would  be  so  obfigiog  as 
to  inform  him  from  what  clause  or  part  of  the  consUto- 
tion  tliey  derived  the  power  to  pass  such  an  act  of  Coji- 
greas.  He  well  remembered  that  the  gentleman  who  bad 
reported  this  bill  [Mr.  Caksok]  was  always  extremely 
careful  as  to  the  exercise  of  any  implied  or  assumed 
powers.  Even  the  encouragement  of  an  agricultural  pro- 
duction of  great  interest  proposed  by  a  bill  at  the  last 
session  [Mr.  R.  alluded  to  the  A\k.  bill]  had  been  lueccM- 
fully  opposed  by  that  gentleman  and  others  from  the  aame 
quarter,  on  the  ground  that  Con<rw  i]osieMed  no  power 
to  pass  such  an  act.  What  was  the  object  of  tiie  present 
bill?  ItwuiAmplytoMiftygoUfbrexportfttioa.  Uwu 
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not  intended  thkt  the  gold  auayed  should  go  to  the  mint, 
and  come  under  the  power  given  by  the  constitution  to 
coin  money.  Its  value  was  to  be  fixed  upon  the  scientific 
principlei  to  be  fumiahed  by  the  director  of  the  mint, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  its  fineness  for  the  jewel- 
ler or  the  exporter,  and  to  aave  tliem  the  trouble  and 
expense  of  atsayinr  it  He  hoped  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  it  would  become  profitable  to  take  gold  to 
the  mint.  Whenever  the  bill  reported  by  bis  colleague 
shcAiId  come  tip,  he  trusted  a  decision  would  be  had  upon 
ft  which  would  render  the  mint  useful  for  other  purposes 
than  stamping  gold  for  exportation.  The  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  this  bill  be  regarded  as  of  little  impor- 
tance compared  with  that,  to  aiy  nothing  of  the  consti- 
tutional question.  Under  his  present  views  of  constitu- 
tlonal  power,  he  moved  to  strike  the  enacting  clause  from 
the  bill. 

Mr.  CARSON  said  he  was  never  in  his  life  less  prepar- 
ed to  go  into  the  discussion  of  any  question.  He  had 
arrived  in  the  city  but  this  morning,  and  had  not  had  the 
(mportunity  of  looking  into  a  single  paper.  If  the  gen- 
tleman wished  an  explanation,  he  hopea  he  would  waive 
his  motion  for  the  present,  and  suffer  the  bill  to  go  through 
the  committee,  and  be  postponed  for  a  day  or  two.  He 
contd  only  answer  kit  question  now,  by  asking  snother — 
where  was  the  constitutional  power  fbrestablQiing  a  mint 
derived? 

■  Mr.  ROOT  thought  it  would  be  better  for  the  commit- 
tee to  rise  and  report  progress.  As  to  the  gentleman's 
question,  it  was  easily  answered.  Congress  had  power  to 
create  a  mint,  as  ■  necessarv  instrument  or  tool  for  the 
coining  of  money.  If  it  haa  power  to  plough  a  field,  it 
lud  power  to  make  a  plough  to  do  it  with.  But  these 
subordinate  assay  officers  were  no  help  towards  coining; 
they  only  stamped  tlie  gold  for  sale  or  exportation. 

Mr.  CARSON' said  the  assay  was  the  first  step  in  the 
process  of  giving  coin  its  established  value.  His  consti- 
tuents wished  to  avoid  the  risk  of  transporting  their  gold 
aU  tiie  way  to  Philadelphia  to  have  its  vitlue  fixed. 
'  Mr.  CLATTON,  of  Georgia,  expressed  his  hope  that 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  would  consent  to  the  bill's 
passing  the  committee.  It  was  of  great  importance  to 
the  State  from  which  he  came.  Gold  was  fast  becoming 
to  the  South  a  subject  of  greater  interest  than  any  other 
product  except  the  staples  of  those  States,  insomuch  that 
the  citizens  of  the  State  of  Geof^  had  resolved  on  send- 
ing a  deputation  to  Congress  upon  the  subject.  As  to 
4ie  eonilitutional  question,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  would  bimseli  admit  that  the  people  of  the  South- 
em  States  were  as  little  disposed  to  violate  the  constitu 
tion  as  any  citizens  of  the  Union.  In  order  to  carry  into 
effect  the  provision  of  the  constitution  giving  Congress 
power  to  coin  money,  an  assay  office  had  been  established 
at  Philadelphia.  All  they  asked  was,  that  branches  of 
that  ofiiee  might  be  established,  for  greater  ]>ubtic  con- 
venience, within  their  own  States.  Mr.  C.  said  he  was 
\^ell  acquainted  with  the  frauds  and  speculations  practised 
on  the  owners  of  gold,  and  would,  at  a  proper  time,  pre- 
sent to  the  committee  many  facta  on  that  suoiect. 

Mr.  CAMBRGLBNG  hoped  the  wishes  of  the  gentle- 
man would  be  complied  with.  His  collei^e  had  him- 
self lately  offered  a  resolation,  propunng,  as  well  as  he 
recollected,  nmething  about  the  assay  w  foreign  etnns. 
That  involved  the  same  constitutional  difficulty  with  the 
present  bill. 

Mr.  ROOT  stated  the  reasons  why  he  could  not  con- 
aent  to  suffer  this  bill  to  pass  without  opposition  f^m  the 
committee  into  the  House.  The  committee  was  the  pro- 
per place  to  collect  the  requisite  information,  and  to  dis- 
cuss the  constitutional  question  before  the  ^g  should  be 
imposed  upon  them  in  the  shape  of  the  previous  question. 
Po«»b1y  -the  suggestion  of  hts  colleague  [Mr.  Caxbab- 
tkKe}  aa  to  the  constitutimat  difficult  attending  a  reso- 


lution calling  upon  the  director  of  the  mint  to  state  ts  the 
House  the  relative  value  of  gold  and  silver  coins,  was 
correct;  the  gentleman  might  find  some  eonstitatkmal 
question  even  in  such  inquiry;  some  solemn  invasion  of 
the  constitution  might  be  involved  in  it.  But  here  was  a 
bill  appropriating  money,  creating  new  offices  and  new 
salariest  and  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  waa  the  pnqier 
place  to  diseufs  it  Gentlemen  pretended  that  mese  as- 
say offices  were  required  in  connexion  with  Uie  mint 
No  doubt,  if  the  mint  coined  gold,  and  silver,  and  copper, 
it  must  have  gold,  silver,  and  copper  to  coin)  but  h  nmst 
also  have  iron  to  use  in  the  coining.  But  if  the  Bt:gunieat 
was  a  good  one,  be  supposed  that  wherever  there  was  a 
forge  or  an  iron  foundiy,  there  must  be  an  aawr 
to  stamp  the  iron  as  of  the  firsts  second,  or  thard  qualift. 
He  must  insist  upon  his  motion. 

Mr.  PENDLETON  said  that  he  understood  the  objec- 
tion of  Ills  colleague  to  this  bill  to  be,  that  the  operation  of 
an  assay  would  be  performed  at  the  expense  of  tlie  pab- 
lic>  instead  of  being  paid  for  by  the  individuals  concerned. 
But  as  no  selniorage  was  required  at  the  mint,  the  ob- 
jection of  his  respected  coileague  £d  not  lie.  The  as»y 
of  the  metal  waa  the  initiatory  opention  in  the  fmoem  «f 
coining;  and  if  it  was  constitutioiial  to  coin,  K  wa%  tboe- 
fore,  constitutional  to  assays  and  if  it  was  constitutiona]  lo 
assay  at  Philadelphia,  it  waa  equally  f»)astitutM>nal  toaaqr 
in  Georgia,  Vii^nia,  or  the  Carolinas. 

Mr.  FOSTER  said  he  had  himself  anticipated  swse 
constitutional  difficulty,  and,  with  a  view  to  obviate  it,  be 
proposed  to  amend  the  bill  by  addini^  tbe  words  **s> 
branches  of  tbe  United  States  mint." 

Mr.  ARCHER  thought  there  was  no  neceasty  tf  de- 
ciding the  constitutional  question  whether  tbe  United 
Sutesmint  could  rightfully  extend  its  branches  tntotiie 
diflisrent  StiAes.  He  wanted  to  know,  first,  what  neceMty 
there  was  for  creating  the  establishment  proposed.  Tbe 
bill  went  to  erect  four  assaying  establishments — one  in 
Virginia,  one  in  North,  and  another  in  South  Cartriina,  and 
a  fourth  in  Georgia.  Now,  he  waa  reiy  nirc  there  was 
no  want  of  any  such  office  in  bis  own  Slate.  AD  ^  pdd 
that  had  been,  or  waa  likely  to  be  found  there,  wn  not  oC 
sufficient  amount  to  authorize  such  a  measuret  nor  bad 
the  committee  any  evidence  before  them  to  slww  the  ne- 
cessity of  erecting  these  offices  in  the  other  Statesnancd. 
He  should  therefore  vole  for  striking  out. 

Mr.  CARSON  asked  the  gentlemaa  whetiwr  be  had 
read  the  report  and  documents? 
Hr.  ARCHER  replied  that  he  had. 
Mr.  CARSON  expressed  surprise  at  Ins  oppontioii»  Init 
was  willing  to  strike  out  the  State  of  Vit;ginia  fran  the 
bill.  The  greatest  difficulty  of  the  gold  prt^rietors  was 
to  have  its  value  ascertained.  They  liad  a  scientific  gen- 
tleman at  the  South  who  had  astsyed  the  aieta^  mkI 
stamped  it  in  pieces  of  different  wses,  of  the  value  of  (wc 
dollar,  five  dollars,  ten  dollars,  &c.;butthisaiBn«aadtew 
titute  «f  official  autiiority,.and  speculators  KVaaed  them- 
selves of  this  state  of  things  to  defraud  the  gold  proprie- 
tors. The  gentleman  was  not  probably  aware  of  tba 
amount  of  gold  produced.  The  year  befwe  last  U  bad 
amounted  to  304,000  dollars  in  North  Can^u  alone,  aad 
last  year  that  amount  liad  been  doubled. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  tiief  onlv  adud  tbat  adswi- 
tage  for  their  gold  which  was  ei\jojred  in  tbe  gentknai^s 
own  State  by  the  tobacco^of  Virginia,  via:  having  its  va- 
lue increased  from  being  offidalTy  ascertained.  Mr.  C 
insisted  that  the  practical  effect  of  tbe  bill  would  be,  aot 
to  prevent  American  gold  from  reaching  tbe  mint,  bsl 
rather  to  give  it  that  direction.  At  present,  orach  tbe 
gold  went  into  the  hands  of  a  jeweller,  and  tbenee  foiwi 
its  way  to  Europe. 

Mr.  BOULOIN  said  that,  from  the  fint  tteelMbKl 
heard  of  the  propontion  in  this  bill,  be  had  bem  niintiny 
much  on  the  subject,  and  was  uaabla  to  makeujf  dUnc- 
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tion  between  the  inqwction  of  flour,  beef,  or  tobacco, 
ftnd  the  assay  office,  now  de«red  to  Btamp  the  deg^e  of 
ftneness  upon  this  article  of  commerce.  The  Government 
of  the  United  Statei  had  no  power  to  pasa  such  a  bill. 
The  regulation  of  inspection  laws  was  adverted  to  by  the 
constitution  in  terms,  and  was  expressly  declared  to  be 
within  the  control  of  the  States  alone.  Nor  was  the  acci- 
dental fact  that  the  gold  of  North  Carolina  or  Georna 
would  thereby  find  its  way  to  the  mint  any  reason  why 
this  inspection  sliouU  take  place  under  a  law  of  the  Unit* 
ed  States.  Every  valuable  object  proposed  by  this  bill 
nugfat  be  attained  by  a  State  taking  precisely  the  same 
meaaiires  in  relation  to  go\d  as  it  did  in  reniect  to  flour, 
fisb,  or  tobacco.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that  the  owners  of 
the  gold  were  chei^d  by  sharpers;  but  Mr.  B.  thought 
that  the  United  States'  Government  bad  gone  quite  far 
enough  in  the  cfibrt  to  set  themtehrea  up  as  regulators  of 
the  local  concerns,  not  only  of  States*  bat  of  individuals. 
He  trusted  that  no  tiicli  things  as  inspection  taws  would 
be  attempted  by  the  General  Government,  whether  as  to 
gt>ld,  brass,  iron,  or  lead.  Mr.  B.  had  not  examined  the 
reasons  which  might  or  might  not  induce  the  States  con- 
cerned to  pass  such  laws  as  should  prevent  either  the 
dealers  from  cheating-  the  buyers  of  gohl,  or  the  buyers 
from  cheating  the  dealers. 

Mr.  BOOT  having  withdrawn  bis  motion  to  strike  out* 
Mr.  FOSTER  proposed  the  amendment  he  bad  befbre 
mentioned,  viz:  to  add  the  words  **aa  brenchet  of  tbe 
United  States  mint."  Hr.  F.  professed  as  great  delicacy 
as  any  other  member  could  feet  in  relation  to  tbe  powers 
of  the  General  Government;  a  subject  on  which  be  hoped 
never  to  slumber,  whether  hii  own  interests  or  those  of' 
others  were  eoncemed.  He  held  the  erection  of  these 
assay  offices  to  be  perfectly  constitutional,  under  that 
clause  which  empowers  tbe  General  Government  to  coin 
money.  If  it  was  constitutional  to  create  a  mint,  and  to 
erect,  aa  its  auxiliary,  an  assay  office  at  Philadelphia, 
why  was  it  not  equally  so  to  establish  similar  offices  else- 
wjiere?  Soon  after  the  gold  mine  had  been  discovered, 
the  amyer  bad  marked  the  pieces  of  metal,  of  various 
Tklue,  from  one  dollar  upwards.  The  difficulty  had  been 
wif^ested  at  that  time  as  to  the  constitutional  right;  but 
the  difficulty  had  been  met  by  tbe  consideration  that  such 
pieces  could  not  be  made  a  legal  tender  but  by  the  au- 
thority  of  Congress.  If  the  General  Government  should 
stamp  them,  they  would  then  pass-  into  circulation  as 
coin.  If  these  offices  were  merely  for  inspection,  be 
•hould  admit  the  force  of  the  objection  which  had  been 
urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Hr.  BovLsiirt] 
but  they  were  for  a  different  purpose,  and  would  be  no- 
thing more  than  branches  of  the  mint. 

Hr.  ELLSWORTH  inquired  whether  there  had  been 
any  communication  with  the  officers  of  the  mint  as  to 
the  measure  of  extending  it  by  branches.  Hr.  B.  was 
desirous  of  knowing  both  the  neceraity  of  such  a  mea- 
sure  and  its  consequences.  It  might  be  proper  to  inquire 
whether  further  guards  were  not  necesssry  befbre  such 
s  measure  should  be  adopted.  Mr.  E.  was  entirely  un- 
inrormed  upon  the  subject,  and  desired  further  prelimi- 
nary informa^on. 

Mr.  DEARBORN  suggested  that  the  difficulty  might 
be  obviated  by  inserting  the  words  *'aa  branches  of  the 
assay  office." 

Mr.  HOWARD  observed  that  the  eft'ect  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr 
FoBTiB,]  would  be  such  as  that  gentleman  did  not  anti- 
cipate, unless  fiirther  provisions  were  added  to  the  bill. 
As  it  stood  at  present,  the  bill  left  the  mint  to  be  regula- 
ted as  by  the  existing  laws.  If  these  offices  were  to  be 
branches  of  the  mint,  they  would  be  subject  to  the  same 
rules  with  the  mint)  and  one  of  those  was,  not  to  assay 
bullion  untesa  for  the  purpose  of  converting  it  into  coin. 
AU  balUon  brought  to  the  mint  ww  required  bylaw  to  be 


lell  there  until  it  should  be  owned.  To  introduce  a  regu- 
lation like  this  into  the  assay  offices  would  defeat  Ute 
very  object  of  creating  them;  which  object,  as  stated  bjr 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  whs  to  enable  the 
owners  of  gold  to  sell  it  in  tbe  form  of  bullion:  the  law, 
however,  clothed  the  director  of  the  mint  with  power  to 
contract  with  the  owners  of  bullion  to  exchange  it  for  an 
equal  weight  of  cma.  But  the  director  could  not  tcana<' 
fer  Aia  power  tn  the  proposed  offices,  unlets  tbe  law, 
should  authorize  him  so  to  do.  If  an  individual  purcba*- 
ed  coin  with  bullion,  the  ordinary  rule  was  to  deduct 
one-half  per  cent,  as  seiniorage.  This  would  have  to  be 
paid  by  the  people  ^f  Georgia  and  the  Carolinaat  not 
would  even  this  regulation  take  effect  without  farther 
provision  in  the  bill.  The  object  of  the  meaaure  was  to 
enable  the  holder  of  gold  to  receive  its  value  aa  qiuekly 
as  possible,  and  the  bill  might  be  so  constructed  as  to  en- 
able him  to  receive  it  at  once. 

Mr.  FOSTER  quoted  the  law  establishing  and  regula- 
ting the  mint,  to  show  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry had  a  discretionary  power  as  to  the  rules  of  assay,  and 
he  could  obviate  the  diffictdty  suggested  when  he  should 
lay  down  rtilea  for  those  offices.  Mr.  F.  dwelt  upon  the 
great  convenience  of  having  a  branch  of  the  mint  estab* 
fished  in  the  region  where  gold  was  produced:  it  would 
be  a  benefit,  not  only  to  the  parties  immediately  concern- 


ed, but  to  the  whole  eommu^ni^,  by  introdudng  a  small 

objected  to. 


gold  coinage  instead  of  tbe  smalt  bills  at  present  so  moeh 


Mr.  HOWARD  reminded  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
that,  though  the  Secretary  could  make  regulations  under 
the  law,  he  could  not  m^ce  regtilations  inccmnstent  with 
the  lawt  and,  aa  the  law  confined  the  power  in  question 
to  the  director  of  the  mint,  the  Secretary  could  make  no 
rule  giving  that  power  to  any  one  else. 

Mr.  COKE  said  it  would  give  him  much  pleasure  to 
vole  for  both  bill  and  amendment,  if  his  principles  did 
not  oppose  both.  But  believing  that  the  General  Gov- 
ernment did  not  possess  the  power  to  do  what  tbe  bill 
proposed,  he  would  not  consent  to  exercise  a  power  in- 
directly, which  could  not  be  done  in  a  direct  manner, 
if  he  was  compelled  to  vote  at  present,  be  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  in  the  negative:  he  therefore  moved  that 
tbe  committee  rise,  report  pmgnnt  and  ask  leave  to  At 
again;  but 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR,  the  motion  WM 
withdrawn,  and  the  bill  for  tbe  present  laid  aside. 

ASYLUM3F  OH  DEAF  AND  DUMB,  AND  BLIND. 

The  committee  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
granting  a  townsliip  of  land  to  the  New  England  A^lum 
for  the  Blind,  and  the  New  York  Asylum  for  the  Deal 

and  Dumb. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  moved  to  amend  tbe  bill  by  ma- 
king a  similar  grant  to  the.Asylum  for  the  Blind  in  New 
YoA. 

Mr.  WARD  said  he  was  in  fjtvor  of  the  bill  as  it  had 
been  reported  by  the  committee  to  fvhom  it  bad  been 
referred,  and  he  hoped  his  honorable  colleague  [Mr. 
CAMsaaLSiro]  would  withdraw  the  amendment  which  he 
had  proposed  in  favor  of  the  institution  for  the  blind  in 
New  York,becau8e,  be  said,  tiiat  he  ahould  deeply  lament 
the  rejection  of  this  bill,  which,  he  said,  might  be  the 
consequence  if  such  a  proposition  aliould  prevail  (for  If 
one  amendment  should  be  admitted,  no  one  could  predict, 
with  any  degree  of  certainty,  where  we  should  stop. 
Besides,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  it  is  not  usual  to  amend  a  bill  in 
this  manner,  when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  by  lack- 
ing a  similar  application  to  it:  such  amendments  have 
heretofore  been  invariably  refected.  The  tpplieation 
(said  Mr.  W.)  ought  to  hav6  been  referred,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  one  of  the  standing  committees,  or  to  a  corn- 
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fliiUee  rwsed  expressly  for  'the  purpose.  Mr.  W.  nid 
that  the  committee  lud  not  been  informed  whether  a 
foundation  bad  as  yet  been  laid  for  the  institution  for  the 
blind  in  that  city.  He  hoped  the  bill  under  consideration 
would  not  be  embarrassed  by  the  amendment  proposed; 
and  he  pronused  bis  colleague  [Mr.  Cahbbkliks]  that 
should  the  bill  be  reported  in  favor  of  that  in■titutioI^  ha 
would  give  it  hia  cordial  support  Mr.  W.  stated  that  he 
had  done  htmaelf  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  House  the 
memorial  from  the  Deaf  and  Dumb  Institution  in  New 
York»  which  was  referred  to  a  select  committee,  and  ttus 
bill  was  reported  for  its  relief  from  the  said  committee, 
by  the  honorable  rentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Hr. 
ErtBSTTil  and  he  therefore  felt  interested  in  the  success 
of  the  application.  He  said  it  was  proper  to  remark  that, 
in  the  ye«rl830,  a  bill  paised  the  Senate  granting^  a  tOwo- 
ship  of  land  to  this  instituttou,  which  he  regretted  to  say 
was  tost  in  the  House  for  w^nt  of  time  to  act  upon  it. 
Mr.  W.  said  he  would  take  this  occasion  to  observe  tliat 
this  institution  was  6rst  opened  as  a  charity  school  in 
May,  1818,  and  has  been  fourteen  years  in  operation, 
during  wbtd)  time  its  founders  have  had  to  contend  with 
veiy  many  difficidttes,  widch  have  been  in  a  great  mea- 
sure surmounted.  The  director*  hare  completed  a  build- 
ing sufficiently  large  to  contain  alt  the  deaf  mutes  who 
may  be  disposed  to  attend  the  institution  from  that  and 
die  adjoining  States.  The  building  will  accommodate  at 
least  two  hundred,  the  aggregate  coat  of  which,  includ- 
ing other  buildings  connected  with  it,  and  th^  improve- 
ments made  in  ornamenting*  the  grounds  about  it,  was 
something  like  937,000.  The  State  of  New  York  con- 
tributed, by  an  act  of  the  Legislature,  passed  in  1827, 
#10;000  to  that  huidable  objectf  and  the  sum  of  916,000, 
or  Uiereabouts,  was  contributed  by  the  benevolent  oti- 
zens  of  the  city  of  New  York{  and  the  balance  was  raised 
by  ^  loan,  the  greater  part  of  which  is  now  due.  To 
meet  tbia  debt,  as  also  to  enable  tlie  directors  to  extend 
the  benefits  of  ttie  institution  to  a  larger  numlwr  of  deaf 
mates,  b  the  object  of  the  prayer  of  the  directors.  Tbegr 
have  not  nAed  that  the  boun^  oT  this  nation  should  be 
extended  to  them  without  showing,  in  the  first  place,  that 
private  charity  has  done  something  fur  the  creation  of  an 
institution:  they  have  shown  that  a  foundation  has  been 
Lud,  and  ^at  the  institution  is  in  fiill  operation,  and  ex- 
tending thebenc£ts  of  inatntction,  so  Ikr  as  its  means  will 
enable  it  to  do.  Private  benevolence  has  done  much, 
and  riioold  Uie  public  bounty  conspire,  a  beneficial  result 
will  be  produced.  Sir,  the  individuals  who  have  lauda* 
bly  undertaken  to  saperiotend  tliat  institution,  acting 
fi-om  humane  and  benevolent  motives,  have  not  only  con- 
tributed liberally  in  money,  but  have  devoted  their  time, 
their  attention,  and  their  labor  to  the  object,  without 
which  no  institution  can  flourish,  and  without  which  it  is 
not  at  all  probable  that  the  bounty  of  the  nation  would 
cwli  private  charity  into  action.  That  institution  u  now 
in  a  flourishing  condition,  and  the  patronage  of  the  Gov- 
ernment is  only  required  to  render  it  one  of  the  most 
useful  in  the  country.  The  directors  have  taken  unwea- 
ried pains  to  procure  competent  assistants  from  the  Itoyal 
Institute,  where  the  principle  and  practice  of  Uie  Abb^ 
Sicard  are  pursued.  Indeed,  sir,  they  have  proceeded 
thus  ^r  with  a  fuli  determination  tliat  the  institution 
should  stand  among  tlie  first  for  the  instruction  of  mutes 
in  this  country,  and  all  Iber  now  ask  ts  additional  means. 
Thirty-two  indigent  mutes  have  heretofore  been  annually 
admitted  at  the  expense  of  the  State  of  New  York:  tlie  Le- 
gislature of  that  SUte  having  appropriated  the  necetsnry 
means  for  that  object.  The  State  provides  for  no  mort-, 
although  there  are  now  at  least  1,000  deaf  mutes  within  iu 
limttstand  it  is  tu  be  regreUed  tliat  there  are  numerous 
applicant!^  who  cannot  be  admitted  for  H'ant  of  further 
means.  It  has  been  estimated,  doubtless  by  those  well 
acquainted  with  the  subject  that  this  unfortunate  diss 


exists  in  the  ratio  of  one  in  every  3,000;  consequenth-, 
there  are  upwards  of  7,000  in  the  United  States:  of  that 
number  the  State  of  New  York  contuna  at  least  the 
one-seventh  part.  In  the  New  York  institution,  those 
mules  who  are  not  able  to  pay  any  part  of  their  expenses, 
are  admitted  as  charity  schoUrsi  but  in  all  cases  where 
the  parentaare  able  to  piy  a  part,  then  a  part  only  ii  re- 

?iuited.  Sir,  it  is  a  lamentable  fiwt,  that,  uotH  witUn  a 
cw  years,  the  deaf  mutes  throughout  Uie  world  have 
been  looked  upon  as  outcasts  in  society,  and  that,  ^tb 
the  best  efforts  of  the  friends  of  humanity,  only  a  small 
number  of  tbem  have  as  yet  been  raised  fi^mi  darkness, 
ignorance,  and  barbarism.  Let  us  not  be  unmindful  that 
they  are  a  part  of  the  human  family;  that  they  labor 
under  deprivations  brou(^t  upon  them  without  their  own 
agency,  and  most  generally  in  the  period  of  childboad; 
tbey  are,  therefore,  peculiarly  entitled  to  the  sympathy 
of  the  community,  to  the  liberal  beneficence  or  the 
nation.  The  means  to  raiae  them  to  the  stale  of  bunun 
understanding  is  no  longer  unknown;  the  veil  b  now 
witlulrawn;  methods  liave  been  discovered  to  compen- 
sate, in  a  great  measure,  for  the  privations  they  have  suf- 
fered in  the  loss  of  hearing.  Charity  rgtricea  at  the  ef- 
forts made  for  their  relief  and  religton  will  lend  its  be- 
nign influence  to  consummate  the  noble  worit. 

Congress  has  beeii  bountiful  to  aimiUr  institutions. 
Uranta  of  land  have  heretofore  been  made  to  the  deaf  and 
dumb  institutions  in  Connecticut,  and  in  the  State  of  Keo- 
tncky.  The  population  of  the  whole  of  the  Eastern  States 
exceeds  but  little  (if  any)  that  of  the  poptUation  of  the  State 
of  New  York]  and  he  said  if  it  were  just  to  grant  relief 
to  the  institutions  in  Connecticut  and  Kentucky,  he  would 
ask  whether  it  was  not  equally  just  to  grant  relief  to  the 
deaf  and  dumb  institution  in  the  ciW  of  New  York^  Be- 
sides, add  Hr.  W . ,  as  lat^e  tracts  of  bnd  have  been  grant- 
ed for  literary  purposes  in  all  of  the  Western  States,  and  as 
we  are  daily  told  in  this  House  that  these  lands  beloar  to  the 
States  after  the  payment  of  the  national  deb^  he  £oa|^t 
that  the  chum  now  befive  the  conouttee  was  pannHwot 
'  to  any  such  ewMidention.  The  bene*olent  atixens  of  New 
York  city,  who  have  erected  thb  institiition,  and  who  fee) 
a  deep  and  lively  interest  in  its  prosperity,  are  entitled  to 
all  praise  for  wluit  they  have  already  done;  and  when  the 
fact  is  taken  into  consideration  that  those  citizens  have 
many  calls  upon  their  charity  from  every  section  of  our 
country  to  aid  in  erecting  chnrdies,  coUeges,  and  other 
seminaries  of  learning  and  religion,  as  also  for  the  relirf 
of  tufTerera  by  ftre  and  flood,  and  that  in  every  instance 
they  contribute  to  those  objects  cheerfiilly  and  widk  mi 
unsparing  hand,  Itseemed,  he  said,  to  him,  that  they  were 
now  entitled  to  some  conndention.  Mr.  W.  aaid,  that 
as  he  was  not  one  of  the  Representatives  Air  that  city,  but 
as  he  hatf  the  honor  to  represent  the  adjoining  congres- 
sional district,  he  considered  biinself  at  Uber^  thus  to 
speak;  as  no  motives  of  delicacy  restrained  him  in  tkut 
respect,  he  could  speak,  he  said,  of  things  as  they  were, 
without  the  imputation  of  making  an  improper  compli- 
ment. He  conceded  to  merit  only  its  due,  uid  he  con- 
gratulated himself  that  the  occasion  bad  been  leered  him^ 
and  that  tiie  House  had  it  in  its  power  to  extend  a  sala- 
ble reward  to  thb  institution,  consistent  alike  with  the 
policy  of  the  nation  and  the  dictates  of  humanity.  But, 
he  said,  he  did  not  wuh  to  be  understood  as  urging  to  thia 
House  that  that  State  hod  cl^ms  ajion  thb  nation  Ibr  its 
bounty;  but  he  asked  the  relief  solirated  as  an  aet  of  pub- 
lic charity,  and  he'  trusted  it  would  be  granted,  in  view  of 
the  motives  which  have  guided  the  institution  tn  l4t  its 
measures,  and  more  especially  in  this  application.  Be 
begged,  in  conclusion,  that  a  bill  so  laudable  in  ita  emcct 
might  not  be  embarrassed  by  the  amendment  proposed 
by  his  honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  CiMaaxLass.] 

Hr.  GAMBRELENG  said  be  had  offered  Ub  «and- 
meat  only  .in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  the  ynftlc- 
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nun  [Mr.  Vupukck]  who  hsd  presented  a  memorial  in 
fiiTor  of  that  institution,  and  who  was  absent  from  hia 
place  on  leave.  All  these  institutiona  stood  on  the  same 
common  ground  of  humanity]  but  m  the  gentleman  [Hr. 
Wabd]  seemed  so  solicitous,  he  would  gntti^  Um  bjr 
withdrawing  the  amendment 

Mr.  IRVlNi  of  Ohio,  moved  an  tmendmentp  gnnting 
the  same  quantity  of  land  to  fte  institution  in  Ohio. 

Hr.  EVERETT  expressed  his  hope  that  the  gentlemui 
from  Ohio  would  follow  the  praiseworthy  example  of  the 
gentleman  near  him,  |Mr.  CiUBaxLEHo,]  and  consent  to 
withdraw  his  amendment,  lest,  by  overloading  the  bill, 
its  safety  might  be  endangered.  Two  institutiou  for  the 
deaf  and  dumb  had  been  already  endowedi  hut  thla  was 
the  first  institution  for  the  blind.  He  pledged  himself  to 
lend  all  the  aid  in  hts  power  towards  a  separate  bill  for  the 
benefit  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  IRVIN  could  not  consent  to  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment. The  report  of  a  standing  committee  had  recom- 
mended a  donation  to  the  institution  in  his  Statet  and, 
though  it  was  situated  beyond  the  mountains,  that  fur- 
nished no  reason  why  it  was  not  as  worthy  of  patronage 
as  if  it  was  on  thti  nde.  That  State  bad  psid  into  the 
treasuiT  18,000,000  dolhra  ftom  the  public  landi^  be- 
sides 13,000,000  more,  which  had  gone  to  satisfy  military 
warrants.  All  the  expenses  of  the  State  were  raised  by 
direct  taxation  on  the  landed  propertyi  and  was  it  just 
that  the  landholders  of  Ohio  should  be  taxed  to  sustain 
this  institution,  and  the  General  Government,  so  great  a 
landholder,  contribute  nothing  towards  it^  He  thought 
the  claim  rested  on  eonnderations  of  Justice,  as  well  as 
bumani^. 

Before  any  question  was  tafcen^  the  committee  rose, 
and  reported  the  bills  to  the  House,  and  asked  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  sit  again  on  them. 

The  Rouse  then  adjourned. 


TauasBAT,  Dkcxvbsb  20. 

Ur.  WILLIAMS  resumed,  and  concluded  his  remarks 
in  support  of  the  amendment  offered  by  him  to  the  reso- 
lution of  Mr.  Cut,  of  Alabama,  on  the  aubject  of  a 
cession  of  the  public  lands  to  the  new  Statei^  [as  giren 
above.] 

This  imndentil  debate  wat  ended  by  a  aoticNl  of  Hr. 
SPEIGHT  to  lay  the  retolntion  and  amendment  upon  the 
table. 

Both  Mr.  CLAT  and  Mr.  WILLIAMS  azprened  their 
assent  to  this  arrangement. 

AMENDMENT  OF  THE  CONSTITUTION. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  yesterday  by  Mr. 
WicKLinB,  next  came  up: 

Seaahed  fty  the  Senate  md  Ibuae  of  S^retentathea  of 
ike  DhitedS&aetofJifaeneainCongreu  aieemMedt  (two- 
thirds  of  both  Houses  concurring,)  Tliat  the  following  be 
proposed  to  the  SUtea  as  an  amendment  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  to  Uke  effect  from  and  afler 
the  ratification  of  the  same  by  the  Legislatures  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  States,  viz:  No  Senator  or  Representative 
shall,  during  the  time  for  which  he  was  elected^  be  ap- 
pointed to  any  civil  office  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  au- 
thor!^ of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  repeated  the  wiib  expre«ed  by  him 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  a  vote  riiould  be  taken  on  this 
subject  during  the  present  session  of  Congress.  It  was 
not  his  desire  to  press  the  question  upon  the  House  at 
this  time,  and  he  would  therefore  move  to  postpone  it 
until  this  day  week,  and  to  make  it  the  special  order  for 
that  day. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  raggcsted  that  perhaps  the  preferable 
reference  would  be  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 


the  state  of  the  Union;  a  resolution  on  an  analogous  sub- 
ject bad  been  committed  to  that  committee,  and  a  recom- 
mendation in  respect  to  it,  contained  in  the  Preddent's 
message,  likewise  had  been  subjected  to  its  action. 

Hr.  WICKLIFFE  regretted  that  he  should  differ  in 
opinion  with  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Smawr,]  as  to  die  proper  destination  of  the  subjeet 
which  he  had  deemed  it  bis  doty  to  bring  under  their 
consideration.  He  should  object  to  a  reference  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Uie  state  of  the  Union,  be- 
cause he  was  fully  satisfied,  from  his  experience  in  that 
House,  of  one  fact;  and  that  was,  that  one  of  the  most 
successful  modes  of  disposing  of  a  quetticm,  wiUiout  de- 
liberating upon  it,  was  to  send  %  m  a  riwrt  session  of 
Congress,  to  a  Comnuttee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union;  and  thus,  perhaps,  to  prevent  an  opportuni^ 
of  Uking  a  vote  upon  it.  Re  should,  therefore,  pro* 
pose  to  keep  the  bill  upon  the  Speaker's  table,  if  it 
were  only  to  occupy  as  much  of  the  time  of  the  House 
as  would  su£Rce  for  the  takii^  of  the  yeas  and  nays.  He 
was  satisfied  that  this  could  not  be  effected  if  the  subject 
should  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union.  His  (Hr.  W.'s)  mind  had  long  been 
made  up,  at  least  as  'to  tbe  propriety  of  propoung^  such 
an  amendment  to  the  constitution.  Upon  that  point  he 
did  not  stand  alone,  but  was  supported  by  lugfa  authority. 
He  mi^t  be  permitted  to  say,  that  there  had  been  chid- 
ing in  some  quarters  as  to  why  this  question  had  not  been 
considered  by  the  last  Congress,  or  the  present  one.  He 
concluded  by  asking      the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  shortly  replied,  and  observed  that  his 
sole  object  in  moving  the  reference  of  the  resoIutjoM  to 
a  Comnuttee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
was,  tiut  the  whole  subject  might  be  brought  up  in  con- 
nexion. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  withdrew  his  motion  to  postpone  till 
this  day  week,  in  order  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
might  be  evinced  by  yeas  and  nays  on  the  proposition  to 
commit  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  tbe 
Union.  He  intimated  that  it  was  bis  intention  to  renew 
the  motion  to  postpone,  uid  make  the  resolutiona  tha 
special  order  for  this  day  week,  in  the  event  of  the  mo- 
tion for  commitment  being  negatived. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  taken  on  Mr  Spbiobt'b 
motion,  and  it  was  negatived— Ayes  88,  noes  91. 

The  resolution  was  then  postponed  to  Monday  next. 

ASSAY  OFFICES. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  same  bills  as  yeaterdayt  when  '*the  bill 
for  establishing  assay  ofBcea  in  the  gM  region"  was  re- 
sumed. 

Mr.  ROOT  asked,  whether  that  seemed  now  lo  be  con- 
stitutional, which,  on  another  occarion,  in  tbe  estimabon 
of  some  gentlemen,  at  least,  was  not  so'  Here  wasan  at- 
tempt made  to  establish  offices  for  the  inspection  of  a  com- 
modity for  exportation,  and  to  render  the  measure  consti- 
tutional by  appending  it  to  the  mint.  The  right  of  in- 
spection was  one  which  the  United  States  had  always  re- 
served and  exercised,  and  still  should  hold  and  exercise. 
But  would  the  assaying  of  gold  belong  to  tbe  mint  by  tbe 
provinons  of  the  present  bill  as  now  amended^  and  four 
new  assay  offices,  connected  with  the  mint,  were  asked 
for.  Would  it  be  for  these  establishments  to  ascertam  the 
fineness  of  an  ingot  of  gold,  stamp  the  value  upon  it,  and 
then  let  it  pass  for  moneyf  It  might,  indeed,  jiracticallv 
pass  as  coin,  because  the  coin  of  this  country  being  worth 
more  tlian  its  speofied  value,  persons  receiving  these  in- 
gots might  dispose  of  them  advantageouJy.  But  would 
this  stamped  ingot  pass  as  a  legal  tender  in  payment  of 
debts?  Tha  attempt  to  establish  tbe  constitutionality  of 
tiie  meuure,  appending  the  proposed  assay  offices  to 
tbe  mint,  «ru  geUing  round  the  constitution  in  a  way,  in- 
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nnious,  indeed)  but  not  novel.  But  vould  theae  offices 
belonjr  to  the  mint?  They  would  not.  And  if  they  should 
ftctuiilly  belong  to  it,  then  the  House  ought  to  pause  be- 
fore it  passed  the  bill.  To  have  four  assay  offices  at  a 
Stance  from  the  mint  would  not  gire  the  gold  a  tenden- 
cy towards  theminti  it  would  rather  give  itanother  direc- 
tion. X<ast  year,  gcAd  to  the  valae  of  half  a  milSon  of  dol. 
lars  was  taken  to  the  mint  to  be  refined,  assayed,  and 
■tampedt  but  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  circulation. 
It  was  taken  there  for  cheapness,  and  because  this  was 
done  at  the  United  States'  expense.  The  mint  must  mix 
one-twelfth  alloy  with  the  gold,  and  fine  gold  would  sell 
for  more  than  gold  so  alloyed.  But  such  were  the  powers 
of  chemisti^,  that,  if  the  gold  was  alloyed  with  «lver 
•lone,  the  silver  could  be  extracted  without  expense]  the 
^rer  obtained  in  the  proceis  being  looked  upon  a*  an 
equiTalent  for  the  Ubor  oF  the  proceas.  It  ought  to  be 
•lu^ed  with  copper.  It  was  evidently  the  interest  of  the 
proprietor  of  balfion  to  take  it  elsewhere  than  to  the  mint, 
because  the  mint  not  only  assays,  but  must  alloy  the  me- 
tal. These  offices  would,  therefore,  direct  the  gold  else- 
wherei  it  would  drive  bullion  from  the  mint,  whilst  it  was 
Miayed  and  atamped  at  the  national  eipeniei  for  tiie  pur- 
poae  of  being  sent  out  of  the  countiy.    If  a  law  were 

Eused  to  regulate  the  value  of  gold,  gold  enough  would 
e  taken  to  the  mint  to  be  coinedt  Uiertf  would  be  no  oc- 
casion for  district  assay  offices  for  that  purpose;  it  would 
make  gold  coin  current  in  the  country  for  what  it  was 
worth.  Until  then,  the  assay  bffices  would  not  attract 
gold  to  the  mint)  they  would  give  it  a  different  direction. 
The  law  ought  to  be  allowed  to  remain  as  it  was.  There 
was  no  necessity  for  putting  the  United  State*  to  the  ex- 
pense of  twenty  thousand  dolhui  a  year  for  no  national 
purposes  or  use  whatever.  The  mint  was  only  of  use  to 
the  United  States  in  the  coining  of  ulver  and  copper.  It 
was  of  no  use  to  the  States  that  two  hundred  uiousand 
eagles,  or  that  amount  in  eagles  and  half  eagles,  were  coined 
at  the  mint  last  year.  The  nation  was  at  twenty  or  thirty 
thousand  dollars  expense,  but  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
proprietor  of  the  gold,  snd  for  the  jeweller,  who,  knowing 
the  quantity  of  alloy  contuiied  in  the  gold  so  assayed  and 
coined,  could  add  more,  and  reduce  the  metal  to  the  gold- 
smith's standard.  The  only  advantage  that^could  arise  from 
the  proposed  asssy  offices  was,  that  dealers  would  not  be  bo 
liable  to  be  impoaed  upon  by  Jewa  and  sharpers  as  they  used 
to  be.  If  the  law  were  made  aa  it  should  be,  there  would 
be  no  occarion  to  invite  gold  to  the  mint.  He  hoped  the 
amendment  would  be  stricken  out.  It  made  the  bill  worse 
than  it  was  In  its  first  form,  imu^much  as  it  made  it  appear 
to  be  a  constitutional  measure,  when  he  could  not  con- 
ceive XtaX  to  be  the  fact. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  B.  BVBRETT,  the  further  connder- 
ation  tiS  the  bill  was  postpoped. 

LAND  TO  DEAF  AND  DUMB  ASYLUMS. 

The  committee  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  New  England  in- 
stitution for  the  blind,  and  another  to  the  New  York  asy- 
lum for  the  deaf  and  dumb.  The  question  being  on  an 
amendment  offered  by  Hr.  IRVIK,  of  Ohio,  propodng  a 
KouUr  donation  to  the  asylum  in  Ohio, 

Mr.  VINTON  oflfcrea,  by  way  of  substitute,  an  amend- 
ment for  the  same  object,  but  so  worded  as  to  put  the  do- 
nation on  the  same  footing  as  the  school-fund  was  placed 
by  the  laws  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  IRVIN  accepted  the  amendment  as  a  modification 
'of  his  own. 

Mr.  VINTON  observed,  that  two  donations  of  a  similar 
quantity  of  land  had  been  heretofore  granted  byCongresS( 
one  to  the  institution  for  the  deaf , and  dumb,  in  Connecti- 
cut, and  the  other  for  that  in  Kentucky.  The  State  of 
Ohio  had  also  a  school  for  the  indigent  deaf  and  dumb, 
but  it  had  beta  inoorporatcd  and  endowed  by  the  State. 


This  building  had  cost  twen^T'Ceven  or  thiz^  tboomnd 
dollars.  The  Legislature  had  been  encouraged  by  the 
hope  that  the  General  Government  would  extend  the  same 
liberality  (he  might  say  justice)  towards  that  Slate  whidi 
it  had  towards  others.  Being  n^ithout  funds,  theLegisla- 
ture  had  appropriated  a  small  fund  derived  from  auetioa 
sales  fbr  the  aid  of  the  institution  t  it  might  annuiit,  m  aJI, 
to  about  tiiree  thousand  dollars.  In  support  of  the  aneod- 
ment,  Mr.  Y.  sent  to  the  Clerk's  table  a  meaaagie  from  the 
Governor  of  Ohio  to  the  Legislature,  detaiKi^  the  presntf 
condition  of  the  institution;  which  was  read,  and  the 
amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EVERETT  proposed  an  amendment,  by  way  of 
substitute,  for  part  of  the  first  section  of  the  bill.  Ite 
amendment  wi^  rendered  necessary  by  the  &ct  thmt  tke 
,bill,  as  it  stood,'  made  the  grant  confonnable  to  the  grants 
made  to  Connecticut  and  Kentucky:  but  these  gnida 
were  not  aliket  and  as  the  grant  m  the  bill  could  not  be 
like  both,  some  difficulty  would  arise  in  intapret^g  t&e 
law. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  suggested  the  proprietf  of  placing 
the  same  limit  to  this  grant  as  bad  been  done  in  the  case  m 
Kentucky,  vie:  Uut  the  vhole  quanti^  of  Isnd  dMiild  be 
located  m  one  tract.  To  allow  it  to  be  located  m  nafl 
quantities  made  the  grant  of  much  greater  value. 

Mr.  EVERETT  admitted  this,  and  said  that  that  was 
its  recommendation  to  him.  As  the  object  was  beocficeii^ 
the  ampler  the  grant  the  more  good  would  be  done. 
Though  the  grant  to  Kentucky  had orinnally  required  tbt 
whole  to  be  in  one  body,  the  law,  he  believed,  bad  after- 
wards received  a  different  construction,  and  dw  loeatioe 
had  been  nude  in  the  same  manner  aa  that  of  the  bad 
given  to  the  Connecticut  Asylum. 

Mr.  BELL  thought  it  would  be  better  for  genOemento 
wait  until  they  ahould  see  what  would  be  the  &tc  of  the 
proposition  to  adopt  a  uniform  rule  aa  to  the  distributioD 
of  the  public  domain.    He  did  not  doubt  the  nncetity  of 
the  manifestation  which  had  been  made  on  this  subject  at 
the  last  seasion.    Since  then,  they  bad  bad  wbal  seeMcd 
to  be  a  counter-propoRtion.    Did  gcMleiDen,  by  vgiag 
the  present  bill,  utink  to  get  the  start  of  any  final  amoR- 
ment  which  should  take  place  in  relaticm  to  tbe  pnnue 
lands?   How  could  those  gentlemen,  who  were  m  &ra 
of  giving  the  lands  to  settlers  at  a  price  which  should  do 
no  more  than  cover  the  expense  of  survey,  ccmsent  to  put 
so  laige  a  portion  of  the  juiblic  domain  into  tbe  bands  ef 
corporations  who  mivht  hold  it  up  at  a  high  price  >  Thia 
donation  was  pressed  on  die  eround  that  a  sioular  one  had 
been 'made  to  the  Statea  of  Connecticut  and  Keatec^. 
But  if  this  argument  were  valid,  they  would  hare  to  go 
round  the  Union,  and  give  to  alMhe  Statea.  All  the  Stntca 
contuned  deaf  and  dumb,  and  blind}  sod  if  noasyfon  bad 
been  established  in  some,  it  was  because  their  means  of 
public  charity  were  less.    And  ifthetewetetobedi^iio- 
tions  and  partiality  in  legislation,  be  thought  t^  weak, 
ought  first  to  be  relieved.   They,  in  the  BouthwcA  por- 
tion of  the  Union,  needed  such  liA.  more  than  their  bre- 
thren in  the  North  and  East.    He  thought  someu^fbml- 
ty  ^ould  be  observed.    Let  tiiese  pmrtisl  donationa  be 
suspended  until  a  general  rule  could  be  agreed  upon. 
As  a  test  of  the  sense  of  the  committee,  be  would  Bove  u 
strike  out  the  enacting  clause  of  the  biU*  [i.  c;.  to  de- 
stroy it.  ] 

Mr.  VINTON  expressed  great  surprise  at  theobjeetion, 
as  coming  from  the  gentleman  from  Tenneaaee»  on  tbe 
ground  of  inequality.  The  gentieman  bad  inqmred  wbe> 
ther  Ohio  wished  to  get  the  start  in  a  distributiosa  of  ^ 
public  lands^  This  was  a  veir  pertinent  inqoiry.  Bow 
stood  the  fact?  The  SUte  that  gentleman  repfoeMed 
had  received  fh>m  tbe  General  Government,  oot  of  tbe 
public  domain,  100,000  acres  for  eeOege«,  nod  lOfl^OOO 
acres  more  fbr  aeademtesi  •mountiD^m  alU  to  bIm  w  ^ 
townsbipsi  while  no&e  of  Ibe  oev  Btilea  bid  nhtt'i i1  w 
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much,  tnd  Ohio  not  a  foot.  He  would  ask  that  (gentle- 
man, m  turn,  whether,  if  a  un'iform  rule  should  be  adopt< 
ed,  he  was  willing  to  dis^t^  before  a  distribution  should 
be  made?  He  believed  the  gentleman  would  say  no.  It 
wai  sit^lar  that  ttfe  gentleman  from  Tennessee  and  him- 
self should  always  be  found  acting  diametriemlly  opposite 
on  mibjects  relating  to  the  public  domun.  When  bills 
were  proposed  granting  gratuities  to  individuals  who  had 
no  other  claim  upon  the  Government  than  what  arose  from 
a  trespass  on  the  public  landt  when  bills  were  proposed 
to  grant  (without  any  one's  being  aware  of  it)  ten  times 
as  much  as  ns  given  by  Uiis  bill,  the  gentleman  bad  al- 
ways been  m*favor,  and  himself  always  oppowd  to  them. 
Mr.  y.  went  on  tbe  principle  that  as  the  public  lands  con- 
stituted a  common  fUnd,  it  was  to  be  used  just  as  the  reve- 
nues of  the  treasury  were  to  be  used)  and,  therefore, 
while  he  should  refuse  to  grant  them  for  the  benefit  of  in- 
dividuals, he  would  go  as  &r  as  any  gentleman  in  appro- 
priating them  for  usettil  public  purposes.  What  was  the 
objection  to  the  amendments  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Hftssachusetts'  Why,  that  the  grantees  in  the  bill 
were  allowed  to  go,  as  all  other  purchasers  of  the  public 
land  went,  and  select  tracts  where  they  liked  best.  In 
the  case  of  Kentucky,  the  land  was  required  to  be  located 
in  one  entire  township;  and  in  that  of  Connecticut,  it 
miglU  not  be  in  less  tracts  than  of  four  sections.  The  ob- 
jection urged,  and  with  some  force,  against  those  bills 
had  been,  that  they  enabled  the  grantees  to  hold  up  large 
quantities  of  land  from  settlement,  in  order  to  awlUiem- 
selves  of  the  Increased  value  arising  from  the  settlements 
around.  This  objection  was  met  and  removed  by  the 
amendment.  The  practice  of  permitting  locations  in 
small  quantities  was  so  far  from  being  a  novelty,  that  it 
migiit  be  considered  now  as  the  established  policy  of  the 
House.  Mr.  V.  quoted  various  acts  in  eoDfirmation  of 
this  Temark.  The  gendeman  from  Tennessee  had  spoken 
about  granting  away  avery  large  share  of  the  public  lands. 
Indeed*  Should  the  amendment  be  adopted,  the  bill 
wo\iId  grant  away  three  townships  of  land;  and  what  did 
that  amount  to?  Not  the  hundredth  part,  not  the  three 
hundredth  part,  of  one  million  of  acres,  out  of  the  thou- 
sands of  ntillions  which  had  been  given  away  to  any  who 
woidd  take  them.  He  had  nothing  further  to  say,  than 
that  what  was  now  proposed  was  no  more  than  had  been 
granted  for  the  benefit  of  colleges. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  said  he  was  op- 
posed'to  all  special  grants  of  the  public  lands;  but,  if  any 
grant  of  this  character  ms  to  be  made,  it  ought  to  be 
equally  enjoyed  by  all  the  States.  He,  therefore,  moved 
an  amendment. 

But  it  was  pronounced  by  the  CHAIR  not  now  to  be  Ui 
order. 

Mr.  EVERETT  suggested  that  the  motion  to  strike 
ont  the  enacting  clause  of  a  bill  was  not  in  order,  until  the 
friends  of  the  bill  had  had  an  opportunity  of  rendering  it 
as  perfect  as  they  could. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  a  motion  to  strike  out  the 
ctwetiDg  eUuse  of  a  bill  was,  at  all  times,  in  order. 

Mr.  BELL  said  that  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  gen- 
tlemmn  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vutfon]  were  such  as  demanded 
a  reply.  The  gentleman  had  observed  that  he  and  Mr. 
B.  were  always  opposed  to  each  other  on  subjects  of  this 
kind;  but  he  could  remind  the  gentleman,  if  it  were  worth 
while,  that  he  had  been  opposed  to  many  of  his  own 
friends  in  relation  to  the  bills  granting  land  to  private  set- 
tlers, to  which  the  gentleman  had  alw  been  opposed. 
When  he  had  asked  whether  the  gentleman  from  Oluo 
wished  to  get  the  start  of  any  general  provinon  for  dis- 
posing of  the  public  lands,  he  had  intended  nothing  in- 
vidious by  the  remark;  far  from  it.  He  had  only  called 
gentlemen  to  the  fact  that  it  might  be  supposed  they  had 
such  an  intention.  However  himself  and  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  might  differ  on  some  matters,  in  relation  to  this 
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general  subject  they  did  not  differ  at  all.  On  one,  how- 
ever, they  diflTered  most  essentially.  He  never  had  per- 
mitted himself  to  be  governed  by  feelings  of  an  invidious 
character,  or  indulged  in  remarks  which  went  to  draw 
comparisons  between  the  States  as  to*  what  they  had  re- 
ceived Irom  the  Geaerat  Government.  Yet  it  had  been 
his  fate  to  endure  this  tirade  of  abuse  from  the  gendeman 
from  Ohio,  whenever  his  State  was  adverted  to-  Mr.  B. 
wished  to  disabuse  the  committee  as  to  what  they  had 
heard.  It  was  not  true  that  the  State  of  Tennessee  had 
recnvedwbatthe  gentleman  had  stated.  Inl606abebad 
received  a  donation  of  306,000  acres  of  land  for  coll^ei; 
but  it  was  of  land  which  did  not  rightftilly  belong  to  the 
United  States,  but  was  sold  over  the  heads  of  settlers  who 
had  been  upon  it  all  their  lives,  and  who  had  a  pre-emp- 
tion right  to  the  land  thev  heldt  and  the  State  bad  never 
been  able  to  make  the  land  available  to  one-fborth  part 
of  the  minimum  price  estabUshed  by  law. 

It  was  true  that  the  Lwislature  of  the  State  had  l»d 
chim  to  another  portion  orknds  to  which  they  maintain- 
ed that  the  United  States  had  no  Just  right.  Of  the  pru- 
dence of  this  step,  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature,  lie 
should  express  no  opinion.  But  he  disclaimed  utterly  all 
imputations  of  selfishness  on  this  subject.  He  had  been 
opposed  to  many  projects  in  that  House,  which  would 
have  been  for  the  benefit  of  his  own  State,  and  had  sacri* 
ficed  largely  to  what  he  beUeved  would  tend  to  the  peace 
and  harmony  of  all  the  States.  He  had  never  governed 
his  votes  by  any  consideratloa  of  what  the  State  of  Oluo 
got,  or  did  not  get.  He  was  in  fiiTor  of  the  adoption  of  any 
rule  that  would  give  general  satisfaction;  and  he  trusted 
that  Congress  would  express  its  sentiment  as  to  the  im- 

ftropriety  of  proeeeding  In  the  present  course  of  partial 
egislation, 

Mr.  B.  denied  having  intended  to  say  that  the  laod  now 
proposed  to  be  appropriated  formed  a  large  proportion 
of  the  public  donuun.  What  he  meant  had  been  Ail: 
that,  if  Congress  should  proceed  in  the  course  proposed 
by  tiiia  bill,  and  others  of  a  nmilar  character,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  public.lands  would  have  to  be  given  away  in 
such  donations;  and  that  thev  would  interfere  with  the 
luloption  of  any  general  and  equitable  rule  of  distribu- 
tion. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  proposition  in  this  bill,  as  it 
had  been  originally  reported,  wasof  sufficient  importance 
to  deserve  the  consideration  of  the  House,  but  the  adop- 
tion of  the  amendment  had  given  it  a  much  more  impor- 
tant aspect  In  fact,  the  whole  character  of  the  hilt  had 
been  changed.  At  first,  it  had  been  proposed  to  make  a 
donation  only  of  such  lands  as  bad  been  exposed  for  sale 
at  private  entry;  but  as  the  bill  now  stood,  land  might  be 
selected  which  bad  never  been  offered  at  sale  at  all,  and 
in  tracts  as  small  as  eighty  acres.  This  went  beyond  what 
bad  ever  been  done  even  by  the  new  States  where  the 
lands  lay.  The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
WiLLiufs]  had  given  notice  that  he  should  offer  an 
amendment  extending  a  mmilar  donation  to  all  the  States 
of  the  Union.  In  conducting  tiie  ^Bcuasion,  subjecti  bad 
bf^en  introduced  which  he  conndcred  as  whoUy  irrelr- 
vant — the  propriety  <^  granting  pre-emption  ripi^  and 
the  chatacterandmeritsoftheaettlersof  land.  Hewoold. 
therefore,  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progrei^ 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  motion  was  negatived . 

Mr.  EVERETT  said  that,  out  of  respect  to  the  sug- 
ge^Dof  the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  TMr.  Cut,]  and 
m  compliance  with  the  wishes  of  some  of  his  friends,  he 
would  modify  his  amendment,soas  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  land,"  the  words  "subject  to  entry  at  private  sale." 

Mr.  IRVIN  said  he  believed  the  Government  did  not 
own  a  single  foot  of  land  in  Ohio,  which  had  not  been 
offered  for  entry. 

The  question  was  now  taken  on  Ur.  Bill's  motion 
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to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause,  and  decided  in  the  ne- 
gatJTe, 

The  question  then  recurring  ui  Mr.  Etbestt's 
amendment, 

Mr.  CLAY  wished  him  to  modify  it  so  u  to  limit  the 
time  of  aale  to  fire  years. 

Hr.  EVERETT  expressed  his  regret  that  he  waa  una- 
ble to  comply  with  the  suggesUon.  It  was  the  interest 
of  the  gnnteea  to  sell  as  soon  as  possible;  the  land  was  of 
no  value  to  them  until  it  was  sola;  to  limit  a  time,  within 
which  the  land  must  be  sokl,  would  compel  the  holders 
to  HH^ca  the  land. 

Mr.  Etiutt's  amendment  wm  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  now  oflTered  his  amendment  in  the 
words  following: 

' '  .Stid  be  it  further  enacted.  That  there  is  hereby  grant- 
ed to  each  and  every  State  which  has  not  her^oTore  re- 
ceived aoeh  grant,  one  entire  township  of  land^  on  tiie 
same  terms  and  conditions  as  are  contained  in  the  first 
section  of  this  act,  to  be  appropriated  by  said  States  for 
the  support  and  maintenance  of  schoola  or  asylums  for 
the  educaUon  of  the  deaf  and  dumb,  and  blind,  in  said 
States  respectively. 

Mr.  SEMMBS  suggested  the  propriety  of  modifying 
the  amendment  so  as  to  allow  States  where  there  was  no 
institution  for  the  deaf  and  dumb,  to  send  tbem  abroad 
into  other  States.  This  was  done  by  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, notwithstanding  laige  appropriations  bad  been  made 
by  the  Legislature  Ibr  the  deaf  and  dumb  of  tiie  State, 
who  were,  nevertheless  sent  to  the  inatitutioa  in  Phih- 
delphia.  . 

Mr.  SLADE  offered  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  WiiLiAMS,  as  follows: 

*'0r  in  case  any  State,  shall  have  no  such  school  or 
•fflum  within  its  Kmit^  fat  the  support  and  miuntenance 
of  itt  deaf  and  dimib,  at  such  schools  or  asylums  as  it 
may  direct.'' 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  accepted  it  as  a  modification. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  observed  that  tfiere  was  a 
principle  contained  in  ue  amendment,  which  was  of  the 
greatest  importance.  It  had  been  iugrested,  with  a  View 
of  carrying  out  the  idea  advanced  by  the  same  gentieman 
who  bad  offered  the  amendment,  vtz:  that  the  public 
lands  were  a  common  fund  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States 
of  the  Union;  hence  it  was  proposed  to  make  the  same 
grant  to  every  State.  The  principle  to  whtcli  he  alluded 
was,  that  the  United  States  might  rightfully  prescribe  to 
the  States  the  purposes  to  which  they  should  apply  their 
own  property.  He  trusted  the  comnuttee  were  not  pre- 
pared to  establish  such  a  principle  as  ttus.  Ifgentlemen 
looked  at  the  principles  of  this  ^wit,  and  at  the  gross  and 
palpable  inequaliU  m  which  it  must  result,  they  must  be 
sennble  that  the  aa vantages  to  be  gained  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient to  compensate  for  the  monstrous  principle  that  would 
be  established.  If  the  object  was  uniformity,  this  measure 
would  effectually  prevent  itt  but  if,  as  had  been  asserted, 
the  public  lands  were  to  be  viewed  in  the  same  light  aa 
ao  much  money  in  the  treasury,  then  he  utterly  demed 
the  right  of  Congress  to  make  any  such  application  of  it. 
He  was  gratified  at  witnesang  the  poution  taken  by  the 
geodetoan  from  Tennessee,  and  hoped  to  see  a  more  un- 
equivocal  expression  of  the  opinions  of  the  House  in  iU 
favor.  He  was  opposed  to  the  amendment,  as  involving 
the  right  of  Congress  to  distribute  the  public  lands  une- 
qually among  the  States,  and  to  dictate  to  the  States  how 
uiey  muflt  dispose  of  their  own  property.  His  original 
oppoution  to  the  bill  had  been  greatly  strengthened  and 
confirmed  by  the  amendment  waich  bad  been  offered. 

Mr.  BATES,  of  Maine,  inqub^  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Caroluia  whether  he  would  modify  his  amend* 
«nent,  lo  aa  taadd  aAer  "deaf  and  dumb"  the  words 
"  or  bBnd.'*  ^ 

Hr.  VILLIAMS  consented. 


lite  questbn  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  as  thus 
modified,  and  decided  as  follows:  Yeai,  78;  noes,  43. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  moved  a  further  amendment, 
so  as  to  allow  ti)e  land  appropriated  to  be  taken  Mt  ef 
anv  land  belonging  to  the  States  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated. The  grants*  tutherto^  had  all  been  located  in 
the  Territories. 

This  amandment  was  also  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SEVIER  moved  to  add  after  the  word  '*Statc9r 
the  words  **  and  Territoriea;"  but  it  was  negatived. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  (to  cover  the  possibility  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  Mr.  Williams's  amendment,  when  the  biD  sboiikl 
come  into  the  House)  moved  an  amendment,  gnntingi 
township  to  the  Pennsylvania  institution;  but  it  waa  ne- 
gatived. 

As  was  also  an  amendment  propoaed  by  Mr.  WICK- 
LIFFE,  to  include  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Hr.  JENIFER  offered  an  amendment,  giving  power  to 
the  Stata  receiving  the  land  to  apply  it  to  any  jnujiose 
of  education  they  might  prefer. 

This  was  negatived. 

Hr.  CLAY  moved  a  proviso,  limiting  the  period  of  nle 

to  five  years.   

Mr.  EVERETT  accepted  this  as  a  modification. 
The  comnuttee  then  rose,  and  reported. 

FaiQAr,  DsDxxm  31. 
RELATIONS  WITH  BUENOS  AYRES. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  some  days  since  bj 
Mr.  Adahb,  came  up  for  consideration: 

Retohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Slates  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  this  House,  act  &r  as  in  Us 
opmion  may  comport  with  the  public  interctf ,  the  corre- 
spondence between  he  Government  of  the  United  Stales 
and  that  of  the  republic  of  Buenos  Kytea,  wUdkbu  re- 
sulted in  the  departure  of  the  Charge  d'Affaires  of  the 
United  States  from  that  city. 

Mr.  ADAMS  modified  the  resolution,  by  addJi^tbe 
words  "and  instructions  to  said  Charge  d'AMres." 

He  sud  that  he  did  not  know  that  there  would  be  say 
oppontion  to  this  resolution.  It  rehled  to  the  naeatiow 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Gorernmeiitor Boenos 
Ayres.  [Mr.  A.  here  quoted  the  message  of  tbe  Pren- 
dent  at  the  opening  of  tbe  last  seauon,  in  wluch  tbe 
difficulty  with  the  Government  of  Buenos  Ayres  it  stated, 
and  the  intention  of  aending  out  a  Chajgf  d'A&ires  to 
settle  it.}  The  minister  had  been  sent  accordiogfvi  but, 
after  some  negotiation,  he  had  returned  witbouten^'oi^ 
an  adjustment  of  our  difficulties  with  that  Government. 
Before  his  return,  the  Executive  bad  declared  in  bia  mes- 
sage of  this  year — 

"I  refrain  frqm  making  any  commnmcation  oo  tbe  sub- 
ject of  our  affairs  with  Buenoa  Ayres,  becaose  the  nego- 
tiation communicated  to  you  in  my  bit  umusH  meMagj. 
was,  at  tbe  date  of  our  last  advices,  still  pending,  «Bd  m 
a  state  that  would  render  a  publication  (rt  the  detaSa  *w- 
expedient." 

Since  the  date  of  this  communication,  the  negotisitim 
referred  to  had  terminated,  and  the  Charge  had  returned. 
It  appeared  to  Mr.  A.  that  tbe  subject  waa  cme  wbkii 
deserved  the  attention  of  Congress.  Tlie  country  aecoird 
to  be,  towards  one  of  tbe  Govemmentsof  South  America, 
in  a  condition  approaching  to  a  state  of  war.  tt  waa  tbe 
duty  of  Con^reas  to  ascertain  what  waa  the  nature  of  our 
difference  wAh  that  Government,  and  wheUur  vuj  mea- 
sures were  necessary  for  the  protection  of  tbe  conuDercc 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  There  waa  u  edfi- 
tional  reason  for  the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  Siaoe 
the  rupture  of  the  negotiation  the  Govemmeiit  of  Pnrnns 
Ayres  had  published  in  tbe  Spanish  languagtt  the  ceare- 
spondence  between  the  two  Govennneat^  tagdttiv  «itli 
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a  oommunication  from  the  Buenoi  Ayrem  Wnister  of 
Foreirn  Affairs  to  that  republic,  in  which  U  wai  repre- 
sented ttiat  that  Government  had  cxuse  or  complaint 
against  the  Government  or  the  United  Stalest  and  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  the  impreuion  existing  there 
was  Btrong:1y  ag;ainBt  the  United  States.  The  minister 
there  stated  that  his  GoTcmmenthad  aclaim  for  indemnity 
on  this  country  for  outnig'eH  committed  against  its  citi- 
zens, and  for  which  tkcy  aliould  reljrupon  thejusUce  of 
the  United  States.  Under  these  circumstances  he  bad 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  present  this  resolution. 

Mr.  ARCHER  (chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Rttlations)  (^served  Utat  there  was  no  ground  to  fear  a 
war  with  Buenos  Ayres.  It  was  true  that  the  negotiations 
between  the  two  GoTemmenta  had  been  suspended!  but 
that  of  Buenos  Ayres  had  since  then  manifested  a  dispo- 
sition U>  renew  it  at  this  place.  He  presumed  there  could 
nut  be  tlie  least  objection  to  a  full  disclosure  of  all  the 
resolution  called  for. 

The  resolution  was  tlien  agreed  to. 

APPOINTMENTS  OF  MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  WtcKLirrs, 
next  came  up  fur  consideration: 

Haolwd,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  Uid  before  the  House  a  list  of 
all  appointoients  made  by  tlie  Executive  since  the  l.ith  of 
April*  1836r  from  the  members  of  Congress  during  their 
term  <^  service,  and  for  twelve  months  thereafter;  stating 
the  names  of  the  persons  appointed;  the  Stale  or  Terri- 
tory by  them  represcntedi  the  time  when  they  were  ap- 
pointedt  the  natiu'e  ofthe  appaiitment  conferrcdt  and  the 
amount  of  salary  or  their  emoluments  received  by  virtue 
of  such  appointment. 

Mr.  FOS'l'CR  said  that  he  had  never  opposed  any  call 
for  information  In  that  House,  provided  he  considered  the 
information  sought  by  it  to  b«  useful  and  important 
Since  he  Iiad  first  heard  the  present  resolution  read,  he 
had  thought  seriously  upon  the  subject  of  it,  and  was 
wholly  unable  to  imagine  one  single  useful  purpose  that 
would  be  effected  by  the  call,  if^ it  should  be  sent.  It 
seemed  a  strange  proceeding  to  call  upon  the  President 
for  what  every  member  could  obtain  for  himself;  to  call 
upon  him  fur  appointments  made  long  before  be  came 
into  office;  to  call  on  him  for  what  could  at  any  time  be 
obtained  by  taking  a  walk  to  the  other  end  of  this  build- 
ing, and  applying  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  He 
presumed  that  all  the  appointments  the  gentleman  wlslied 
to  inquire  about  had  passed  through  the  Senate.  I'lie 
President  would  have  to  go  back  six  or  seven  years,  and 
compare  all  the  appointments  of  the  Government  with 
lists  of  tlte  members  of  different  Congresses;  and  all  to 
what  purpose/  From  the  source  whence  this  resolution 
proceedea*  and  tbe  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  the 
same  gentieman  on  the  subject  of  an  amendment  of  the 
constitution,  he  should  conjecture  that  the  resolution  liad 
respect  to  such  a  measure.  This  object  could  be  answer- 
ed without  any  call  upon  the  President. 

He  was  with  die  gentieman  in  Iits  proposed  amendment 
of  tbo  conititutioni  but  until  such  amendment  shiHild 
iiave  actually  been  made,  no  resolution  on  that  subject 
could  hare  any  binding  effect.  Could  the  resolution  be 
designed  as  a  reflection  upon  the  President?  Why,  if  the 
President  had  filled  all  tbe  ofEces  in  the  country  from  out 
of  the  two  halls  of  Congress,  no  censure  could  affix  itself 
to  tlie  measure  so  long  as  no  clause  in  tiic  constitution 
prohibited  it.  If  the  President  was  to  ht  censured,  tlie 
censure  would  lig^it  equally  on  all  who  had  applied  to  him 
tot  office.  Was  it  a  greater  crime  to  give  an  office  to 
a  member,  tlian  for  a  member  to  ask  tlut  office?.  Tbe 
censure  would  go  still  further;  it  would  touch  not  only 
all  wlio  had  received  office,  but  all  who  had  asked  it  and 
been  refused.  There  was  no  stopping  place.  He  pre- 


sumed there  was  hardly  a  gentleman  in  that  House  who 
had  not  been  willing,  at  some  time,  to  have  received  an 
office.    He  was  sure  he  should.    The  censure,  there- 
fore, would  reach  from  the  Preudent  downward.  It 
argued  disrespect  to  the  PAiudent  to  call  upmi  him  fbr 
information  which  every  member  could  give  in  fiAeen 
minutes.  It  implied  a  censure  upon  htm  which  was  whol- 
ly undeserved.    It  could  lead  to  no  good  result;  it  could 
contribute  no  aid  toward  the  adoption  ofthe  nntleman's 
amendment  ofthe  constitution,  (which  Mr.  F.  noped  soon 
to  see  inserted  in  that  instruments)  *nd  for  all  these  rea- 
sons he  should  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  tiie  tabl*. 
He  would,  b6wever,  withdraw  the  motion  in  Umr  ofthe 
mover,  if  he  dented  to  submit  any  remarks  in  reply. 
The  motioD  having  been  witbwawn, 
Mr.  WICKL1FFE  observed,  in  reply,  that  he  was 
afraid  the  gentleman  had  served  his  resolution  very  mudi 
as  the  pious  Quaker  was  said  to  have  done  a  dog  that  had 
offended  him;  he  would  not  hurt  the  animal,  but  would 
give  it  a  bad  name;  by  which  means  he  set  aB  tbe  boys 
of  the  neighborhood  to  pelt  the  po«  beast  to  dearth.  Tbe 
gentleman  had  civen  his  res<rfution  abadnamei  he  bid 
itirown  out  tbe  fatal  idea  that  it  was  disrespectful  to  the 
President    The  gentleman  could  not  certainl]f  infer  this 
from  the  language  ofthe  resolution;  and  if  be  inferred  it 
from  the  source  from  whence  the  resolution  proceeded, 
he  was  equally  mistaken.    I'hat  the  rescdution  conveyed 
any  censure  against  the  President  did  not  appear  upon  the 
face  of  it,  nor  could  it  be  argued  from  the  source  wbenoe 
the  resolution  had  cman^ed.    Mr.  W.  did  not  coneeire 
it  to  be  in  any  way  disrespectfiil  to  the  Chief  Mvetimte 
to  call  upon  bim  for  information  which  mi|^t  become 
necessary  to  enUghten  tiie  House  in  its  deliberations  upon 
the  public  concerns.    He  was  well  aware,  however,  that 
Ttliatwasthe  cluracter  given  to  his  resolution,  or  if  it 
was  even  feared  that  such  an  inference  might  be  drawn 
frran  it,  his  resoltition  was  destined  to  sluuv  tbe  fide  of 
other  mstters  which  bad  been  ordered  to  lie  upon  the 
table. 

Hr.  W.  denied  that  liis  resolution  impfied  any  censure 
either  upon  the  appointed  or  the  disapptunted  members 
of  the  House;  nor  was  the  information  sought  by  it  so 
easily  obtained  as  tiie  gentleman  supposed.  Even  into 
tbe  archives  of  the  Senate,  members  of  that  House  had  no 
right  to  dive  so  long  as  tbe  seal  of  secrecy  remuned  on 
its  executive  proceedings.  Dut  were  this  otherwise, 
they  must  go  further  t£in  the  journals  of  the  Senate. 
Some  ofthe  appouitments  might  bsve  to  do  with  the  Post 
Office  Department;  and  for  others  it  might  become  ne- 
cessary to  traverse. tbe  almost  boundless  regions  of  the 
Indian  Department.'  It  might  be  requiute  to  go  to  the 
books  of  the  custom-house.  There  were  some  books  in 
the  bureaus  that  iid|^t  posnbly  furnish  much  of  this  in- 
formation In  a  condensed  form.  To  all  tbeae  sources  the 
President  had  ready  access,  though  the  members  of  llwt 
House  bad  not. 
Hr.  W.  said  he  had  offered  a  resolution  contaitung  a 

Efroposition  for  the  amendment  of  the  constitution  in  re- 
ktion  to  the  subject  of  appointments.  Such  an  amend- 
ment he  believed  was  desired  by  tbe  great  bo^y  of  the 
people  of  this  Union,  but  it  could  not  originate  with  the 
people  ofthe  States  unless  it  should  first  come  from  that 
House,  except  resort  should  be  hsd  to  tbe  tedious  pro- 
cess of  a  convention  of  all  the  States.  He  thought  it  the 
doty  of  Congress  to  submit  such  a  proposition  to  the  1^- 
gislatures  of  the  several  States,  and  let  them  dispose  of  it. 

He  might  be  called  upon  to  point  out  where  was  tiie 
great  and  alarming  evil  which  called  for  remedy,  and 
where  was  the  danger  of  the  growth  of  the  evil^  He 
might,  to  be  sure,  have  recourse  to  newspaper  state* 
ments;  but  then  liis  faith  would  be  regulated  by  tbe  esti* 
mation  in  which  they  might  chance  to  bold  the  integrity 
of  the  editors.  There  were  many  difficulties  which  be 
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did  not  wish  to  encounter,  in'relyinar  on  «ny  other  bat  tn 
offioiiil  statement. 

Iflhia  call  vai  exiled  diirefiptctful  to  the  present  in- 
cumbent of  the  PrewdentuI  Chair,  other  Presidents  had 
been  subjec ted-to  the  like  disrespect.  The  call  was  not 
without  precedent.  [Here  Hr.  W.  referred  to  a  similar 
eaU  in  Mr.  Monroe^  time.]  Ai  to  appljringr  to  the  Preai- 
dent  for  what  had  transpired  before  he  came  into  office, 
that  was  not  rery  unusual,  he  believed.  But  he  had  a 
precedent  directly  in  point.  On  the  26th  of  April,  1826, 
uie  House  having  under  consideration  a  proposition  to 
unend  the  constitution,  called  upon  the  President  in 
[here  he  quoted  a  call  simitar  to  his  own.] 

This  reaolation  had  paawd  without  any  imputation  of 
censure  on  the  mover  of  it,  and  it  had  been  promptly 
answered.  Thus  a  list  waa  already  furnished  dawn  to 
J826.  He  now  wished  that  list  extended  to  the  present 
time,  so  that  the  country  mig-ht' be  satisfied  either  tiiat 
such  appointments  were  no  evil,  or,  ifthey  were,  that  the 
evil  waa  rapidly  increasing'.  Mr.  W.  concluded  by  ex- 
preiwny  himself  happy  to  find  that  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  was  nvon^le  to  the  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion he  had  proposed. 

Mr.  FOSTER  said  the  reasons  he  had  heard  did  not 
satisfy  him  that  the  resolution  ought  to  pan,  and  he  there- 
fore renewed  his  motion  to  lay  it  upon  the  tablei  but 
withdrew  it  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  who  obtained  the  floor  just  as  the 
hour  allotted  to  resohitiona  expired. 

The  House,  on  motion,  puoed  to  the  ivders  of  the 
dijt  which  embraced  only  private  bills. 

SATDBBaT,  DiCBKBBK  33. 

HEHfiERS  OF  CONGRESS. 

The  resolution  of  Mr.  Wickiittx,  under  discussion  yes- 
terday, coming  up  again  this  morning — 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Georgia,  (who  had  obtained  the 
floor  yesterday,  but  having  been  prevented  by  the  expi- 
ration of  the  hour  from  addresring  the  House,)  observed 
that  he  had  not  yesterday  intended  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  a  long  timej  nor  should  he  have  spoken 
a(  all,  but  that  he  found  himself  differi  ng  in  opinion  from 
his  colleague,  [Mr.  Fostir,]  for  whose  opinions  he  cher- 
ished at  all  times  the  highest  mpect.  He  could  not  con- 
sider'the  call  contuned  in  this  resolution,  nor  any  call 
made  by  Congress  for  information  from  any  other  depart- 
ment of  Government,  as  having  been  dictated  by  impropei- 
raotivea.  He  took  it  for  granted  that  all  calls  proposed 
by  members  of  Congress  were  designed  to  answer  some 
useful  purpose.  Few  propositions  could  be  of  greater 
importuice  or  utility  than  the  amendments  of  the  consti- 
tutKm  propowid  by  the  gentleman  who  had  offered  the 
present  roolution.  It  was  an  object  which  the  people 
of  Georgia  had  long  been  very  anxious  to  see  accom- 
pKahed,  in  proof  of  wluch  it  would  only  be  neceasary  to 
refer  to  the  journals  of  that  House.  It  would  there  ap- 
pear that  one  of  the  most  patriotic  and  talented  of  her 
sons  bad  advocated  a  measure  of  the  same  character,  and, 
he  was  under  the  impression,  had  preceded  it  by  a  reso- 
lution containing  a  nmilar  call.  Of-  that,  however,  he 
would  not  be  pontive.  There  vta  certainly  precedent 
for  it,  as  the  honwable  mover  had  yesterday  satisfactorily 
shown.  Qut  Mr.  C.  was  fully  satisfied  that  neither  the 
amendment  derired  by  that  gentleman,  nor  any  other 
amendment  of  the  constitution,  would  ever  pass  in  that 
House,  unless  it  was  first  known  and  thorottghly  approv- 
ed by  the  people  of  the  Union.  The  only  way  of  reach- 
ing and  influencing  public  opinion  was  to  put  facts  before 
the  public  mind.  .Mr.  C.'s  object  was  to  enlighten  the 
community,  by  presenting  to  it  a  condensed  view  of  the 
mischief  growing  out  tS  the  existing  state  of  thingsj 
and  wiOi  this  view  he  wished  them  to  see  a  complete  Ik 


of  all  the  member*  of  Congress  who  had  been  appointed 

to  office  by  the  Executive  recommendation,  with  the 
amount  of  salnry  attached  to  the  offices  conferred  on 
them.  He  had  not  the  least  expectation  that  sach  a 
statement  would  have  any  material  effect  before  that 
Housei  what  he  wanted  was,  to  spread  it  before  the  peo- 
ple. The  trouble  that  such  a  call  mwfat  occBKon  to  the 
officers  of  Government  formed  no  objection  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution,  and  he  hoped  no  such  argument 
would  ever  be  advocated  in  that  House.  If  the  officers 
were  not  well  enough  paid,  he  would  engage  to  find  ap- 
plicants in  abundance  to  fill  the  places  they  might  resign. 
It  was  to  prevent  members  the  trouble  of  culling  out  from 
all  the  records  of  Government  the  facts  they  mlf^t  have 
occasion  to  refer  to  in  the  discharge  of  their  onicial  du- 
ties, that  members  of  the  House  were  clothed  with  the 
right  of  making  calls  upon  tiie  departments.  Nor  was 
the  call  to  be  considered  as  in  the  least  disrespectful  to 
the  President.  Calls  of  a  similar  kind  had  been  made 
upon  his  predecessors.  It  did  not  ask  for  a  list  of  those 
appointments  only  which  had  been  made  during  his  own 
administration,  but  during  those  also  which  had  preceded 
it.  Mr.  C.  said  he  should  not  go  into  the  expediency  of 
the  proposed  amendments  of  the  constitutiont  but  he 
held  that  a  call  for  information  that  might  be  useful  to  the 
country  ought  never  to  be  opposed.  Ours  was  a  Govern- 
ment resting  entirely  upon  public  opinion,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  people's  agents  to  enlighten  that  opinion;  nor 
was  any  individual  so  high  as  to  be  e^mpt  tnm  public 
scrutiny.  He  concluded  by  again  observing  that  nothii^ 
could  be  more  desirable  to  the  people  of  the  South,  and, 
he  hoped,  to  the  people  of  the  Union  generally,  than  the 
adoption  of  such  an  alt««tion  tn  the  constitution  as  that  to 
which  this  call  had  immediate  reference.  The  re  was  a 
vulgar  saying,  which  was  not  the  less  true  or  appocite 
from  theiownesa  of  tlie  figure,  that  if  you  wished  to  mur- 
der the  master  yuu  must  first  kill  his  watchdog. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  confessed  tiiat  he  entertained  the  same 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  constitution  as  the  gcBtleman 
fi'om  Georgia  who  had  just  taken  his  seatt  but  be  could 
not  see  the  necessity  of  making  a  call  upon  the  Executive 
for  information  which  was  already  well  known  by  all  in- 
telligent men  in  the  country  who  were  in  the  habit  of 
reauing  the  newspapers.  He  did  not  attach  so  much  im- 
portance to  the  proposed  amendment  as  some  gentlemen 
did,  because  he  did  not  see  so  much  evil  to  grow  out  of 
the  existing  practice  as  many  others,  llie  amendment 
presupposed  that  something  wrong  existed  at  prescntj 
that  corruption  had  grown  out  of  the  appointment  of 
members  of  Congress  to  public  offices,  or  was  £kely  to 
grow  out  of  it.  It  could  hardly  happen  that  a  gentleman 
of  the  intelligence  of  the  mover  of  this  resolution  could 
propose  such  an  amendment  in  the  sacred  charter  of  our 
liberties  unless  be  apprehended  some  great  eviL  Now, 
it  was  wonderful  to  him  that  it  could  escape  the  gentle- 
man's attention  how  easily  this  aroendiBent  iri^  be 
evaded. 

[Here  the  CHAIR  reminded  Mr.  S.  that  he  was  speak* 
ing  to  a  subject  not  before  the  House.] 

Mr.  S.  said  he  hoped  the  resolution  would  not  be 
adopted.  The  call  did  not  go  far  enough  back;  let  it 
commence  in  March,  1835.  He  waa  aware  that  the  in- 
formation prior  to  that  time  had  already  been  given,  but 
he  lud  no  doubt  it  slumbered  and  slept  in  the  minds  of 
the  people. 

[Here  Mr.  AVICKUFFE  rose  to«ay  that,  if  this  call 
should  be  agreed  to,  he  would  then  move  that  the  docu- 
ment alrca^  furnished,  anA  which  extended  down  to  the 
^ear  1826,  should  be  reprinted,  so  as  to  present  the  vhole 
m  one  view.] 

This,  Mr.  8.  admittcdiwould  render  the  call  less  excrp- 
tionibtet  and  he  desired  to  be  understood  as  not  iiMating 
to  tlie  gentlemui  from  Kentucky  any  mtention  nnmcndly 
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to  the  Pretident  in  propoung  this  resolution.  He  bad  no 
doabt  the  MTitleraan  wm  actuated  by  patriotic  motives. 
But  he  bwTUie  nghtof  conndering  the  propriety  of  the 
meaBures  he  proposed.  He  was  rery  sure  there  was  not 
one  man  in  the  country,  in  the  least  conversant  with  poli- 
tics, but  knew  the  name  of  every  member  of  Coneress 
who  bad  been  appointed  to  office  within  the  last  eigbt  or 
ten  years.  It  wu  said  that  he  could  not  collect  a  list  of 
them  in  twenty-four  hours.  The  gentleman  must  surely 
suppose  that  the  records  were  somewhere  locked  up 
from  all  access.  The  gentleman  asked  whether  he 
would  give  the  House  a  list  of  such  appointments:  how- 
ever able  he  might  be,  he  saw  no  need  of  making  such  a 
statement  at  that  time.  Any  member  of  the  House  could 
obtain  the  information  with  far  less  trouble  than  a  clerk 
in  the  departments. 

Ur.  BURGBS  said  that  it  seemed  to  be  agreed,  on  all 
hands,  that  it  was  needful  to  know  the  number  of  Rcpre- 
■  sentativet  that- had  been  appmnted  by  the  Executive  to 
salary  offices  under  the  Government.  The  only  question 
seemed  to  be,  how  it  was  to  be  known.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Speight]  had  just  told  the 
House  that  the  number  and  the  names  of  tlie  members  of 
Congress  so  appointed  were  in  the  knowledge  of  every 
man  in  the  country  who  read  the  newspapers.  Ur.  B. 
confessed  it  was  not  within  hiij  and  if  it  were,  he  was 
Tery  sure  it  was  not  in  the  knowledge  of  his  constituents. 
Now,  he  did  not  consider  it  to  be  his  duty  to  write  to  each 
one  of  them,  nor  to  order  an  advertisement  to  be  inserted 
in  the  papers  giving  them  the  list  desired.  But  the  gen- 
tleman has  D^rved  tlwt  every  member  of  the  House 
could  api^y  at  the  departments  and  obtain  the  infunna- 
tioD  for  himself.  Now,  he  desired  to  ask  the  gentleman 
which  would  occanon  to  the  clerks  of  the  departments 
the  less  trouble — to  make  out  a  list  of  these  appointments 
for  every  member  who  should  apply  for  it,  or  make  out 
a  single  certificate  iu  answer  to  this  call,  and  have  that 
multiplied  by  the  press  ^  What  objection  could  there  be 
to  knowing  how  the  fact  stood?  It  was  requisite  that  this 
information  should  be  diffused  among  the  peoplCi  in  or* 
der  to  judge  of  the  expediency  of  the  vnenraent  of  the 
constitution  which  might  be  proposed  to  them.  No  suc- 
cessful  objection  could  he  urgeil  against  the  call,  for  in- 
formation of  a  similar  kind  had  already  been  given  as  far 
down  as  1826.  Why  must  it  stop  there?  Why  were  gen- 
tlemen BO  reluctant  to  spread  this  information  before 
the  public?  What  interpretation  would  the  community 
naturally  put  upon  such  reluctance}  Obriouily,  one  not 
very  frieiwly  to  the  reputation  of  that  House.  It  would 
be  said  tliat  the  members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives were  unwilling  that  their  names  should  go  out  to  the 
people.  Would  it  not  strike  them  with  the  suspicion 
that  all  was  not  right?  Buch  a  suspicion  was  wholly  un- 
founded. Mr.  B.  never  would  believe  that  the'  two 
Houses  were  to  be  purchased  by  offices  of  honor  and 
prefernient.  He  had  ever  been  against  the  proposed 
aniendment  of  the  constitution.  He  would  not  admit 
that  the  membefa  might  be  corruptedf  but  if  they  were 
corruptible,  it  was  at  least  more  honorable  to  the  coun- 
try, and  more  creditable  to  the  Executive  also,  that  tliey 
were  bought  by  office,  than  if  they  had  been  purchased 
by  money.  Gentlemen  might  be  assured  that  if  the  mem- 
bers of  Congress  were  actually  in  the  market,  the  consi- 
deration would  be  found  to  purchase  ttwm  In  that  great 
fund  of  honor  and  profit  which  was  at  the  Executive  dis. 
posal.  To  oppose  the  publication  of  the  names  called 
for  by  tlie  resolution,  was  to  strengthen,  in  the  most  ef- 
fcctuul  manner,  every  suspicion  that  might  lurk  in  the 
minds  of  the  peoplcf  it  went  to  cast  a  deep  and  lasting 
reflection  not  only  on  the  Executive,  but  on  tiie  men 
themselves  who  seemed  thus  to  dread  the  exposure. 

Mr.  I8ACi^3  aud  that  he  was  not  sure  the  informatkin 
sought  hy  this  resolutioa  would,  when  obtained,  compen- 


sate for  the  time  occupied  in  the  debate  on  its  adoption; 
nor  was  he,  on  the  other  hand,  convinced  that  any  evil 
would  follow  it  sufficient  to  mSke  it  worth  while  to  oflTer 
serious  objection  to  its  adoption.  One  short  argument 
would  induce  him  to  vote  for  the  resolution.  I>unng  the 
last  administriition  (to  which  he  was  thought  to  be  op- 
posed) he  had  voted  for  a  similar  call;  he  was  supposed 
to  be  friendly  to  the  present  administration,  and  he 
should  be  ashamed  to  record  his  vote  against  a  resolution 
of  the  same  tenor  with  that  he  had  once  advocated. 
Whether  the  result  would  be  very  beneficial  or  not,  (and 
he  believed  it  might  be  of  some  small  service,)  he  should 
vote  in  its  favor. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  observed  that  the  present  call  includ- 
ed such  members  as  had  been  appointed  within  twelve 
months  afler  their  term  of  service  in  Congress  expired: 
he  willed  to  know  whether  the  former  document,  which 
terminated  in  1826,  required  a  similar  statement' 

Ur.  WICKLIFFE  repfted  that  it  extended  only  to  six 
months  after  tlie  expiration  of  the  congressional  term. 
.He  had  extended  the  term  in  compliance  with  the  views 
of  some,  who  thought  that  a  twelve  montli's  quarantine 
was  none  too  long. 

Mr.  ADAMS  inquired  whetlier  the  yeas  and  nays  had 
been  ordered  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

The  CHAIH  replied  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  ADAMS  then  said  that,  whether  they  ^ould  be 
ordered  or  not,  he  should  vote  in  Avor  of  the  resolutton} 
and  that,  not  simply  in  compliance  with  the  courtesy 
which  was  usually  extended  to  all  members  who  desired 
to  obtain  inrormation  from  any  of  the  departments.  He 
should  vote  for  the  call,  as  he  was  satisfied,  from  the  notice 
given  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  'Wicx- 
tivFS,]  that  he  should  follow  it  up  by  a  motion  for  re- 
printing the  information  contained  in  a  prior  document  of 
uimilar  character  with  that  now  sought.  As  be  under- 
stood it  would  not  be  iu  order  to  discnss  at  this  time  the 
amendment  to  the  constitution,  which  was  the  baMs  of 
the  present  resolution,  he  should  refhun  from  dmng  so. 
In  voting  for  the  resolution,  however,  he  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  did  not  at  all  agree  in  the  views  of  its 
mover,  in  relation  to  the  amendment  of  the  constitution 
which  he  had  proposed.  He  held  that  any  alteration  of 
the  constitution,  on  that  point,  instead  of  an  amendment, 
would  be  a  great  deterioration  of  the  consUtution;  and, 
if  the  Umise  should  indulge  the  gentleman  with  the  in- 
fonnatioQ  he  had  called  for,  (as  he  hoped  it  would,)  and 
the  proposal  for  ui  amendment  should  come  before  the 
House  in  order,  Mr.  A.  reserved  to  himself  the  r^ht  of 
stating,  in  a  few  words,  the  grounds  and  reasons  on  which 
he  was  led  to  think  that  it  would  be  one  of  the  most  per- 
nicious alterations  in  the  constitution  that  could  be  pro. 
posed. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  now  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  Ills  resolution,  and  they  were  ordered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  KENNON,  of  Ohio,  sud  that  he  was  in  &vor  of  the 
resolution.  The  amendment  of  the  constitution,  to  which 
the  resolution  related,  was  not  now  a  subject  of  discusnon. 

This  resolution  was  intended,  as  he  understood,  to  call 
out  the  names  of  all  Uie  members  of  Congress  who  had 
received  Executive  appointments  to  office  within  a  given 
period]  and  when  the  answer  should  be  obtained,  it  was 
to  be  printed  in  connexion  with  another  document  which 
carried  the  statement  much  furtiier  back.  Now,  if  the 
information  was  called  fur  at  all,  it  was  ftxr  the  avowed 
purpose  of  enlightening  the  House  and  the  public  of  the 
evils  growing  out  of  such  appointments.  The  true  point 
of  inquiry  obviously  was,  what  influence  the  appointment 
of  members  of  Congress  to  office  had  upon  their  course 
in  that  body.  If  a  member  had  applied  for  an  office,  and 
afterwards  received  it,  the  fair  inference  seemed  to  be 
thattbt  hope  of  it  hsd  induced  that  member  to  follow  the 
will  of  the  Executive  in  a  manner  other  thxn  would  have 
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been  dictated  by  his  own  judgment  and  conscience. 
Tliere  was  something  in  that{  but-if  this  was  the  object, 
die  resolution  ought  to  go  further.  It  nugfat  happen  that 
the  Executive  appointed  a  member  on  the  ground  of  his 
known  fitness  for  a  particular  office.  When  this  was  done 
without  any  application  on  the  part  of  the  member  ap< 
pointed^  the  moUve  to  subserviency  would  not  be  the 
Baq)e.  '  The  true  point  to  be  got  at,  then,  was  this:  what 
members  had  been  applicants  for  ofRoe^  He  tberefbre 
offered  the  following  amendment  to  the  reaolutiCHi:  *'  «id 
also  the  numbers  and  names  of  the  members  of  Congress 
who,  since  the  1st  of  Februar}-,  1824,  had  been  appli- 
cant, either  by  themselves  or  their  friends,  for  office,  or 
who  had  recommended  others." 

On  this  amendment  Mr.  CLAY  demanded  the  yeas  and 
nay%  and  thqr  were  ordered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFB  said  that  it  would  bare  giren  him 
great  pleasure  if  the  gentleman  had  moved  this  call  in 
the  shape  of  an  original  resolution.  He  should  vote  for 
it  as  it  was,  though  he  was  ajiprehensive  that  it  might 
swell  the  labors  of  the  Executive  so  much  as  to  delay  the 
reply  a  little  beyond  the  time  he  had  hoped  to  receive  it; 
but  he  should  like  to  see  the  call  extended  a  little  fur- 
ther, so  as  to  inquire  who  bad  been  the  applicants,  which 
of  them  had  been  appointed,  and  the  reason  for  such  ap- 
pointment? who  had  been  removed  from  office,  and  the 
reason  for  such  removal* 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  that  he  should  be  compelled,  very 
reluctantly,  to  vote  gainst  the  amendment,  for  tlic  reason 
that  it  was  very  doubtful  to  him  whether  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  President  to  furnish  the  information 
Bougnt.  The  oall.  he  perceived,  went  back  to  the  Ist  of 
Februanr,  183^  at  whieh  time  tbe  Ezeentire  of  the 
United  States  was  a  person  (Mr.  Monroe)  unfortunately 
now  no  more.  Another  person  had  been  President  nnee 
his  term  expired,  so  that  the  present  RxecuUve  would 
not  have  it  m  his  power  to  give  a  list  of  all  the  applica- 
tions made,  not  only  during  his  own,  but  througfaout  part 
of  two  prnieding  idininiatraUons.  It  wM  not  eonsiatent 
with  tbe  dignity  of  the  House,  nor  with  the  rules  of  pro- 
priety, to  Mndto  the  Prendcnt  of  the  United  States  a  re- 
Mdulion  which  the  House  must  know  it  would  not  be  in 
bis  power  to  comply  with.  It  might  not  be  in  hia  power 
to  state  what  members  had  made  application  for  offlee, 
even  since  the  time  of  his  own  appomtment.  Applica- 
tion was  often  made  verbally,  and  under  circumbtancea 
which  make  it  impossible  that  tliey  should  all  be  retained 
in  bis  memory.  Some  applications  wereaddressed  to  him 
in  writing,  and  some  of  tiiem  were  signed  with  the  name 
of  the  applicant;  but  this  was  not  always  ttie  case.  Ap- 
plications were  made  by  members  more  frequently  for 
their  friends  than  for  themselves.  Mr-  A.  believed,  ain* 
cerely,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Preudent  to 
comply  with  the  eall,  even  in  reference  to  his  own  period 
of  office.  He  knew  it  would  with  respect  to  Vat  of 
bis  immediate  predecesswf  nor  did  he  believe  he  could 
give  the  infbrmstion  in  respect  to  the  last  year  of  Mr. 
Monroe's  administration,  which  was  included  within  the 
period  stated  in  the  amendmenr. 

He  should,  tiierefore,  be  under  the  necesrity  of  voting 
against  it  in  that  view.  Hut  he  had  another  reason.  It 
was  a  species  of  exposure  of  tbe  individuals  concerned. 
It  seemed  to  imply  that  there  was  something  wrong  in 
members  of  Congress  applying  for  offices  under  Govern- 
ment; and  it  seemed  to  hold  such  members  up  to  the 
view  of  tbe  community  as  guilty  of  some  offence,  if  they 
had  applied  either  on  tlieir  own  behalf,  or  that  of  their 
frientls. ,  There  was  something  i,he  did  not  aay  in  the  in- 
tention of  the  mover,  but  in  the  measure  itself)  of  an  in- 
vidious kind.  In  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  fpnn 
Kentucky  there  was  nothing  of  that  Und.  That  caH  re- 
lated only  to  official  acts  of  tbe  Prendent,  for  which  be 
was  bound  to  answer  when  called  upon)  but  hers  he  was 


.  required  to  state  the  names  of  individuals  who  ndght  have 

at  any  time  held  a  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject 
of  appointments,  either  directly  or  otherwise,  either  for 
themselves  or  their  friends,  and  with  tbe  best  intentimwi 
and  all  such  persons  were  held  out  to  tbe  view  of  the  na- 
tion as  so  many  parasites,  seeUng,  by  flatteiy,  to  obtain 
Executive  favor.  Such  a  call  was  unworthy  of  that 
House. 

Ur.  BRANCH  said  that  he  should  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment. No  adequate  remedy  could  ever  be  applied  to  Uie 
evil  compUined  of,  unless  the  inquiry  should  go  to  thb 
extent.  It  was  proposed  to  amend  tbe  constitution  to  as 
to  prevent  the  influence  of  Executive  action  on  the  de- 
bates and  decisions  of  that  body.  To  effect  this  end, 
they  must  first  ascertain  the  actual  extent  of  the  evil. 

Mr.  B.  said  it  was  far  teom  being  his  opinion  that  every 
application  Ibr  office  by  memben  of  either  Houae  was, 
in  Itself,  an  evil.  Or  implied  viy  thing  like  crime;  &r  from 
It.  On  tbe  contrary,  he  was  persuaded  that  many  such 
applications  sprang  from  the  most  patriotic  motive^  and 
the  most  honorable  feelings;  but  he  was  as  fully  per- 
suaded that  many  others  were  productive  of  subserviency 
to  the  Executive  will,  such  as  was  utterly  subversive  of 
the  freedom  of  debate.  He  thought  it  due  to  the  people 
of  the  Union  that  they  should  know  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  Congress  who  had  applied  to  the  Executive  for 
favors,  and  had  received  them)  for  be  was  convinced 
that  no  member  of  that  House  could  do  his  duty  as  be 
ought  to  do  it,  so  long  at  the  denre  of  offioe  tempied  him 
into  subserviency  to  the  Executive  wiU.  He  should  vote 
for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KENNON  said  tliat  the  gentleman  from  Uaasncbu- 
selts  [Mr.  Arams]  seemed  to  think  that  there  was  sonie- 
thing  invidious  in  the  amendment,  though  not  in  tbe 
original  resolution.  On  the  point  whether  the  constitu- 
tion ought  to  be  amended  or  not,  Mr.  K.  had  said  nothing, 
but  it  was  perfectly  evident  that  the  resolution  had  a 
direct  reference  to  that  subject.  All  seem^  to  jigree 
that  the  evil  to  be  remedied  was  the  effect  upon  tbe 
Representative  ctf  the  derire  of  officet  and  the  true  point 
of  inquiry  was  whether  the  members  of  that  Houae  did 
feel  and  act  under  such  influence.  If  th^  the  public 
should  know  it.  Now,  if  it  should  tuni  out  to  be  a  fact 
that  almost  every  member  of  that  House  had  applied  to 
the  Executive  for  office,  and  this  fact  came  to  tlie  view 
of  the  public,  then  the  public  would  see  tbe  necessi^  of 
havii^  tiie  constitution  amended  in  thia  respeet.  As  to 
the  question  whether  H  would  or  would  not  he  in  the 
power  of  the  Executive  to  comply  with  the  call,  tbejgrn- 
tieman  from  Massachusetts  was  much  belter  acquamted 
with  the  facta  on  that  subject  than  he  ^ould  be:  but  thia 
formed  no  objection  to  tlie  amendment,  because,  if  it  waa 
not  in  the  power  of  the  President  to  furnish  the  iofbrma- 
tion,  all  that  the  President  bad  to  do  was  to  aay  so. 

Mr.  FOSTER  observed  that  tbe  debate  of  tfui  morn- 
ing Iwd  fblly  conArmed  him  in  the  opiiuoB  he  had  early 
expressed,  that  Uiia  resolution  was  calculated  to  do  no 
good,  especially  as  one-half  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  ad- 
vocated the  call  had  declared,  in  advance,  that  they  ahould 
oppose  the  amendment  of  the  constitution,  to  which  alone 
the  call  had  reference-  If  he  could  think  that  tbe  judg- 
ment of  one  member  on  that  floor  would  really  be  coa- 
trotled  by  tbe  reply'  to  that  call,  he  would  not  «pp«se 
it.  Rut  it  was  not  so;  and,  as  he  was  an»aus  to  have  the 
conititutton  amended,  and  saw  that,  in  preanng  thia  reso- 
lution, the  House  was  about  to  blend  a  mere  party  war- 
Are  with  tiie  (jTCat  principles  of  tbe  conatitutHHig  be 
could  not  yield  it  hia  support  If  they  pushed  tbeir  in- 
quiries so  fkT  as  to  ask  who  bad  appUed  for  offioe*  Ibey 
ought  to  go  the  whole  length,  and  find  out  wh*  bad 
wanted  tMce.  He  had  no  doubt  many  aembcia  kad 
wanted  nffiee,  and  did  not  get  it,  who  w«rs  iDUch  battw 
fit  ftir  it  than  those  who  did.  HecoadudedbyreiMnitif  hia 
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motion  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table.  But  before  any 
qiieation  wu  takeni  the  hour  allotted  to  reiolutiona  ex* 
pircd. 

The  reminder  of  the  day  waa  spent  In  conudering 
private  bilk,  and  then 

Adjourned  to  Wednetday  next.  * 


MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS. 

The  following  resolution,  ofTered  by  Mr.  "Wxcmm, 
coming  up  again  for  consideration — 

ReMhed,  That  the  Preaident  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  ttie  House  a  list  of 
all  appcHntments  made  by  the  Executive  sinde  the  13th  of 
April,  1826,  from  the  members  of  Conj^ess  during  their 
term  of  service,  and  for  twelvemonths  thereafter;  stating 
the  names  of  the  persons  appointedj  the  State  or  Tern- 
lory  by  them  represented;  the  time  when  they  were  ap- 
pointed;  the  nature  of  the  appointment  conferred;  and 
the  amount  of  salary,  or  their  emoluments  received  by 
virtue  of  such  appouitment: 

Together  with  the  fallowing  atnendment  thereto  pro- 
posed by  kfr.  Kxirifoir: 

■<  And,  also,  the  numbers  and  names  of  the  members  of 
Congress  who,  since  the  first  of  February,  1824,  had 
been  applicants,  either  by  themselves  or  ^elr  friends,  for 
office,  or  who  tud  recommended  others." 

And  the  question  recarring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Fos- 
TKB,  to  la^  the  resolution  and  amendments  on  the  table, 
it  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays:  Yeas,  54;  nays,  116. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Adair,  Anderson,  Archer,  John  S.  Bar- 
bour, Jamea  Bates,  Beardsley,  James  Blur,  Boon,  Bouck, 
John  Brodhead,  John  C.  Brodbead,  Burd,  Carr,  Chand- 
ler, Chinn,  Claiborne,  Silas  Condit,  Connor,  Craig,  Da- 
venport, Dayan,  Doubleday,  Edward  Everett,  Fitzgerald, 
Ford,  Foster,  Gaither,  Gilmore,  Gordon,  Harper,  (fofF- 
nun,  Holland,  Hubbard,  Jewett,  R.  M.  Johnson,  Kava- 
nagh,  Henry  King,  Lecompte,  Mann,  McCarty,  McCoy, 
Mitchell,  Fearce,  Plummer,  Folk,  Roane,  Sewall,  Shep- 
ard,  Speight,  Stephens,  Philemon  l^tHiiai,  Ward, 
Weeks,  Wilde— 54. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Adams,  Alexander,  Chilton  Allan, 
Robert  Allen,  Heman  Allen,  Allison,  Angel,  Appleton, 
Armstrong,  Arnold,  Babcock,  Banks,  Noyes  Barber, 
Barringer,  Barstow,  Isaac  C.  Bates,  Bell,  Bethune,  John 
Blair,  Branch,  Briggs,  Bucher,  Bullard,  Gaboon,  Cam- 
breleng,  Carson,  Choate,  Clay,  Clayton,  Collier,  Lewis 
Condict,  Eleutheros  Cooke,  Bates  Cooke,  Cooper,  Cor- 
win.  Coulter,  Crane,  Crawford,  Creighton,  Daniel,  John 
Davis,  Warren  R.  Davis,  Dearborn,  Denny,  Dickson, 
Drayton,  Draper,  Ellsworth,  Horace  Everett,  Felder, 
Findlay,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Thomas  H.  Hall,  Heister, 
Hodges,  H(^n,  Hughes,  Huntington,  Ihrie,  Isacks, 
Jarvis,  Cave  Johnson,  Kendkll,  Kennon,  Lamar,  Leavitt, 
Letcher,  Lewis,  Lyon,  Mardis,  Marshall,  Maxwell,  Robert 
McCoy,  McDuffie,  McKay,  HcKennan,  Milligan,  Muh- 
lenberg, Nelson,  Newnan,  Newton,  Pendleton,  Pierson, 
Pitcher,  Potts,  John  Reed,  Edward  C.  Reed,  Rencher, 
Boot,  Russell,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Blade,  Smith. 
Soule,  Southard,  Stanbery,  Stanaifer,  Storrs,  Taylor, 
Francis  Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Tompkins,  Vance,  Ver- 
planck,  Vinton,  Wardwell,  Watmou^,  WUUn,  Wheeler, 
Elisha  Whittlesey,  Frederick  Whittlesey,  Edward  D. 
White,  WickUfie,  Williams,  Young— 116. 

The  question  being  on  Mr.  Kixijos's  amendment, 

Mr.  L.  CONDICT  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
by  inserting  a  clause  extending  the  call  ao  aa  to  embrace  a 
statement  of  the  particular  offices  taught,  the  time  of 
their  application,  and  any  letters  in  the  possession  of  the 
Freudent  relating  thereto. 

Mr.  ISACKS  said  that  he  would,  in  a  few  words,  ex- 
plain his  reasons  for  voUng  against  both  amendments. 
He  thought  gentlemen  were  cariying  thi^  matter  too  ftr,  | 


and  were  making  light  of  what  might  possibly  prove  to 
be  a  very  useful  call.  To  request  the  President  to  ran- 
sack his  private  papers  to  see  who  had  made  applications 
for  office,  or  who  had  recommended  others,  wnen  very 
probgJiIy  some  of  the  letters  had  been  mislwd  or  lost, 
was  entering  on  a  concern  which  Mr.  I.  thought  the 
House  might  as  well  let  alone.  Besides,  the  coll,  if 
agreed  to,  would  not  reach  the  object.  If  the  object  of 
gentlemen  was  to  ascertun  the  nunes  of  all  who  {ud 
made  applications  for  office,  both  printupals  ud  en- 
dorsers, they  would  find  that  they  were  unaole  td  accom- 
plish  it.  Gentlemen  could  not  but  know  that  many  of 
those  applications  were  not  made  in  writing,  but  in  verbal 
conversation.  Some  members  might  have  thought  them- 
selves on  terms  suffidently  intimate  to  go  to  the  Presi- 
dent in  person,  and  to  say  to  him  that  such  or  such  an 
office  would  be  acceptablet  not,  perhaps,  for  themselves, 
but  for  some  other  person.  Mr.  I.  had  no  doubt— in- 
deed, he  knew  that  aueh  applications  were  often  mode 
verbally.  Could  all  these  conversations  he  recollected^ 
Gentlemen  could  not  expect  it.  He  could  remember 
but  very  few  of  them,  either  of  the  names  of  the  persons 
applying,  or  those  in  whose  favor  the  applications  were 
made.  The  call  would,  therefore,  not  go  half  way 
towards  effecting  the  object  it  sought  to  accoihplisb.  He 
was  opposed  to  it  entirelyt  not,  liovever,  because  he 
hod  die  least  fear  his  name  could  be  found  in  any  of 
the  pigeon-holes  of  the  Executive  Department  as  an  ap- 
plication  for  office,  either  in  his  own  behalf,  or  that  of. 
any  other  member  of  Congress.  But  he  thought  the 
whole  inquiry  one  which  the  House  of  Representatives 
should  not  seriously  present  to  the  President  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  BARRINGER  observed  that  he  had,  for  years  past, 
looked  with  anxie^  to  see  some  supplemental  article  ap- 
pended to  the  etmstitution,  such  as  that  which  hod  been 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky;  and  he  was 
ready  to  join  in  any  measure  that  might  tend  to  show  the 
propriety  of  such  an  amendment.  And  as  the  call  con- 
tained in  the  original  resolution  had  this  tendency,  he  was 
disposed  to  sustain  it.  But  he  waa  indisposed  to  do,  in 
tliis  mtXbe^,  what  he  can^dered  as  unneeeiaaiy  towards  » 
right  understanding  of  what  the  House  was  called  to  do. 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  sentiments  just  expressed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Isacb:s.]  The  ob- 
ject of  the  amendment  to  the  resolution  was  foreign  to  the 
proposed  amendment  of  the  constitution.  Mr.  B .  had  no 
desire  to  expose  any  gentleman  in  the  House.  -Not  that 
he  had  personally  any  thing  to  apprehendi  for  be  bod 
neither  applied  for  ofnce  himself,  nor  had  be  asked  in  be- 
half of  any  member  of  Congress.  But  he  entreated  gen- 
tleman to  state  Vhat  useful  end  could  possibly  be  effected 
by  tlie  adoption  of  such  a  call.  Was  any  member  of  Con- 
gress, who  might  have  applied  for  an  appointment  under 
the  Government,  either  for  himself  or  his  friends,  to  be 
held  up  as  derelict  and  base*  Was  it  to  east  odium  upen 
the  names  of  gentlemen  ?  Was  it  not  as  lawful,  as  nght, 
as  legitimate,  (if  he  might  use  that  word,}  for  members 
of  Congress  to  apply  for  office  u  it  wu  for  any  other  per- 
Bon>  Did  the  constitution  forbid  it?  So  long  as  that  in^ 
strument  retained  its  present  form,  this  coula  not  be  any 
crime.  He  concluded  by  expressing  his  hope  that  the 
House  would  adopt  neither  of  the  amendments. 

The  question  being  then  taken,  Mr.  Cowbict's 
amendment  was  negatived  without  a  eount. 

Mr.  KtirHOM's  amendment  waa  also  negatived  by 
yessand  najrs,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Hepsn.  Robert  Allen,  Angel,  Armstrong,  Ar- 
nold, Ashley,  Banks,  Barber,  Bell,  Bethune,  James  Blair, 
John  Blair,  Boon,  Branch;  Brige^  J.  Brodhead,  Bucber, 
Bullard,  Csmbreleng.  Clay,  Corwin,  Craig,  John  Davis, 
Dayan,  Denny,  Doubleday,  Findlay,  Fitzgerald,  Foster, 
Gaither,  Griffin,  Thomas  H.  Hall,  William  Hall,  Harper, 
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Hoffoura.  HogM,  Hubbard,  Jarrii,  Jewett*  &vai»gh, 
Kennon,  A.  King,  Letvitt,  I.ccoinpte,  Letcher,  Lyon, 
Huin,  klard'M,  Mftrshall,  W.  McCoy,  McKay,  McKennan, 
Pienon,  -Pitcher,  Polk,  Edward  O.  Reed,  Root,  Russell, 
Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Smith,  Soule,  Speight,  Standifer, 
Stephens,  John  Thomson,  Vinton,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Wat- 
mouf^,  Weeki^  Wicktiffe.  WUlianis,  Young— 72. 

NATS. — Mcaira.  Adnma,  Adiiir,  Alexander,  Chilton 
Allan,  Heman  Allen,  ATUaon,  Andetvon,  Appleton,  Arch- 
er, tUbcock,  Barbour,  Barnwell,  Barringer,  Barstow, 
Isaac  C.  Bates,  James  Bates,  Beardsley,  Bouck,  Bouldin, 
J.  C.  Brodhead,  Burd,  Cahoon,  Carr,  Carson,  Chandler, 
Ch'mn,  Choate,  Claiborne,  Clayton.  Coke,  Collier,  Con- 
^ct,  Condit,  Connor.  Eleutheros  Cooke,  Bates  Qooke. 
Cooper,  Coulter,  Crane,  Crawford,  Creighton,  Daniel, 
Davenport,  Dearborn,  Dickson,  Drayton,  Draper,  Ella- 
worth,  Joshua  Evans,  B.  Everett,  H.  Everett,  Felder, 
Gordon,  Grennell,  Heister,  HodKet,  Holland,  Hughes, 
Huntington,  Ihrie,  Ingersoll,  fsacks,  Richard  M.  John- 
son, Cave  Johnson,  Kendall,  H.  King,  Lamar,  Lewis,  Ma- 
son, Maxwell,  McCarty,  R.  McCoy,  McDuffie.  Hclntire, 
Miliigan,  Mitchell,  Muhlenberg,  Nelson,  Newnan,  New- 
ton, Pearee,  Pendleton,  Plummer,  Potts,  Rcncher,  Roane, 
William  B.  Shcpard,  Blade,  Stanbeiy,  Stewart,  Stom, 
Taylor,  Fnncia  Thomas,  P.  Thonua,  W.  Thompson, 
Tompkins,  VanCe,  Verplanek,  Washington,  Wilkin, 
Wheeler,  Elisha  Wfaittleaey,  Fredetiek  Whittlesey,  White, 
Wilde— 105. 

The  question  was  then  put  tliat  the  House  do  agree  to 
the  resolution  as  moved  by  Mr.  Wickuffk,  and  decid- 
ed as  follows: 

YBAS^Meaart.  Adams,  Alexander,  Chilton  Allan,  R. 
Allen,  Heman  Allen,  Allison,  Appleton,  Archer,  Arm- 
rtrong,  Arnold,  Ashley,  Babeock,  Banki^  Barber,  Bam- 
well,  Barringer,  Barstow,  IsaacC.  Bates,  Branch,  Briggs, 
Bucher,  Cahoon,  Choate,  Claiborne,  Clayton,  Coke,  Col- 
lier, Condict,  Eleutheros  Cooke,  Bates  Cooke,  Cooper, 
Corwin,  Crane,  Creighton,  Daniel,  John  Davis,  Dearborn, 
Denny,  Dickson,  Drayton,  Draper,  Ellsworth,  Joshua 
ETana,  Horace  Everett,  Felder  Grennell,  Griffin,  Thomas 
H.  Hall,  Hritfer,  Hodges,  Hughes,  Huntington.  Ihrie,  In- 
gersoll, Isaeka,  Jarvis,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  John- 
son, Kendall,  Letcher,  Lyon,  Mardis,  Mason.  Marshall, 
Maxwell,  Robert  McCoy,  McDuffie,  Mclntire,  McKay, 
McKennan,  Miliigan,  Nelson,  Newnan,  Newton,  Pearce, 
Pendleton,  Pitcher.  Potts,  John  Reed,  Rencher,  Root, 
Russell,  Augustine  H.  Shesperd,  Blade,  Stanbery,  Stew- 
art, Storrs,  Taylor,  Francis  Thomas,  Tompkinsp  Vance, 
Vinton,  Ward,  Washington,  Watmough,  Wilkin,  Whee- 
ler, Elisha  Whittlesey,  Frederick  Whittlesey,  Edward  D. 
White,  Wickliffe,  Williams,  Young— 102. 

NAYS- — Messrs.  Adair,  Anderson,  Angel,  John  S.  Bar- 
bour. James  Bates,  BeardslCy,  Bell,  Bethune,  James  Blair, 
John  Blair.  Boon,  Bouck,  John  Brodhead,  JohnC.  Brod- 
hesd,  Burd,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Carson,  Chandler,  Chinn, 
Clay,  Condit.  Connor,  Coulter,  Craig,  Crawfivd,  Daven- 
port, Dayan,  Doubleday,  Duncan,  Edward  Everett, 
Ftndlay,  Fitzyenild,  Ford,  Foster,  Gaitber,  Gilmore, 
Gordon.  Wilham  Hall,  Harper,  Hoffman,  Hogan,  Hol- 
land, Hubbard,  Jewett,  Kavanagh,  Lamar,  Lanwng,  Lea- 
Vitt,  Lecompte,  Lewis,  Mann,  McCarty,  Mitchell,  Pier- 
sun,  Plummer.  Polk,  Edward  C.  Reed,  Roane.  Sewall, 
William  B.  Shepard,  Smith,  Soole,  Sprint,  SUndifer, 
Stephen^  Philemon  Thomas,  Wiley  'Thompson,  John 
Thomson,  Verplanek,  Wardwell,  Weeks,  Wflde— 74. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

DEAF  AND  DUMB  ASYLUMS. 

The  bill  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  New  Eng- 
Und  aqrlum  for  the  blind,  and  to  the  New  York  anylum 
KIP  the  deaf  and  dumb,  as  reported  with  aundiy  amend- 
meotafrom  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  came  up  in  courae. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  add  a  proviso  restricting  the 
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State  receiving,  in  which  the  land  lay,  dam  taxhv  it  at 
a  higher  rate  than  other  lands  of  the  SUtet  vhia  wma 

agreed  to. 

The  question  then  being  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a  (turd 

reading, 

Mr.  BOOT,  of  New  York,  said,  that  he  had  ttrm^  ob- 
jections to  the  bill;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether  there 
was  a  majority  of  the  members,  and  if  there  was,  who 
they  were,  that  were  wilUng  to  grant  away  a  portion  of 
the  public  landa  for  purposes  the  control  of  vhkh  per- 
tained exclunvely  to  the  State  Governments,  and  to  ds- 
tribute  the  public  domain  among  the  different  States  ia 
equal  quantities,  whether'those  States  were  great  or  snalL 
The  public  lands  belon^d  to  all  the  States,  and  to  ead 
in  the  proportion  in  which  that  State  was  bound  to  pays 
direct  tax.  Those  lands  were  holden  by  cc»on  fran  ^ 
Stately  by  purchase  fi>om  other  GoVemmenls,  or  by  con- 
quest. Omitting  the  large  purchases  of  Fitmda  aad 
Louisiana,  the  greater  part  of  the  residue  had  been  ac- 
quired by  conquest.  They  were  denonunated  crown 
lands,  but  remained  within  the  jurisdiction  of  some  of  the 
colonies.  It  had  been  agreed,  at  the  revolution,  th^  they 
should  be  holden  as  a  general  fund,  and  owned  by  the  se- 
veral States  in  proportion  as  direct  taxes  were  wiiaaed  by 
the  old  Congress.  At  first,  and  early  in  the  revoluticrH 
;  these  taxes  had  been  laid  according  to  a  valuation  of  the 
lands;  but,  subsequently,  and  by  the  old  Congress  thn 
hsd  been  changed  for  the  ratio  at  present  cstabUsbed. 
This  had  been,  in  fact,  a  compact  of  the  other  Sutes  with 
the  States  ceding  their  vacant  lands  for  the  genetal  good; 
which  contract  it  was  now  proposed  by  the  bill  to  violate, 
openly,  by  distributing  the  land  for  other  objects^  and  in 
equal  quantities  to  each  State. 

The  provii^ons  of  this  bill,  in  his  judgment,  pot  at  de- 
fiance  that  \;1ause  of  the  constitution  in  relation  to  tbe  pub- 
lic lands,  which,  though  it  authorixes  tlongrcss  to  make 
all  needfid  rules  and  rejplations  respecting  them,  yet  pro- 
vides that  nothing  therein  shall  be  construed  to  prejudice 
the  claims  of  the  Umted  States  or  of  any  particular  State 
to  them:  that  is,  the  oliumof  the  Umted  States  to  them 
as  a  general  fund,  for  the  benefit  of  all;  and  of  esch  par- 
ticular State,  in  its  just  proportion,  according  to  its  »de- 
ral  nomberr. 

The  propriety  of  pasung  the  provinons  of  tbe  biD  as 
originally  reported,  and  of  the  amendments  made  in  com- 
mittee, is  uTgtd  from  the  circumstances  that  some  yean 
ago,  in  an  improvident  moment,  an  appro^niation  of  a 
portion  of  the  public  domun  was  made  to  aid  an  tnstito- 
tion  at  Hartford,  in  Connecticut,  for  the  instructioo  cftbe 
deaf  and  dumb.  Thus,  this  act  of  mtmiided  cfaari^  is 
seized  upon  as  a  precedent,  and  ia  msde  use  of  as  an  en- 
tering wedge,  to  open  tbe  way,  not  tmt^  /or  an  unequal 
distribution  of  a  general  fund,  but  'mdavctfy  to  stretch 
the  power  of  the  General  Government  over  the  States  ro 
the  regulation  of  their  internal  policy  and  public  instruc- 
tion, under  the  guiae  of  extending  its  chnWca,  to  uwTfi 
the  powers  which  belong  to  the  States,  and  to  them  alone . 
He  was  for  distributing  the  avails  of  the  public  lands  among 
the  several  States  in  their  just  proportions,  and  leaving 
it  to  them  to  make  their  application  either  for  the  instruc- 
tion of  the  deaf  and  dumb,  the  blind,  or  otherwise  un- 
fortunate, or  in  such  other  manner  as 'they  may  tlunk  pro- 
per.   He  repeated  his  call  for  the  yean  and  nays. 

Mr.  MASON,  ofVirginia,  said  that  he  concurred  hear- 
tily in  the  opinion  just  expressed  In'  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  [Mr.  RootiJ  and  aa  he  should  be 
constrained  to  vote  against  the  engronment  of  the  hllR,  be 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  state  the  reasons  on  which  hia  v«t 
would  be  founded. 

The  bill,  though  unpretending  in  its  title,  contwncd 
three  principles  m  great  importance,  to  neither  of  wUcb 
he  could  yield  his  assent.  1st..  It  aasuaed  that  it  av 
competent  for  Congress,  out  of  the  eonnnon  fund  of  the 
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public  Undo,  to  endow  p&rticul&r  charitable  institutionE 
within  the  StatM.  2d.  That  the  public  domain  mig^ht  be 
diitributed  among  all  the  States  aa  intec^  members  of 
the  Union,  in  equal  portions,  without  regard  to  their  re- 
Bpective  population.  3d.  That  it  waa  witMn  the  power 
of  Congress  to  prescribe  to  the  States  the  uses  they  shall 
make  of  tbe  land  thus  riven  to  them  by  the  General  Gov- 
ernment. And  he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject,  in  order  that  he  and  the  public  might  know  what 
the  powers  were  which  Congress,  in  this  bill,  undertook 
to  exercise,  and  which,  it  might  reasonably  be  expected, 
would  govern  its  future  measures  in  regaitl  to  tbe  public 
lands. 

1.  The  bill  maintained,  or  took  it  for  granted,  that  it 
was  competent  for  Congress  to  endow  charitable  institutions 
within  the  State;  a  power  yhich  he  was  very  confident 
the  framen  of  the  constitution  never  dreamed  of  confer- 
ringi  and  which,  in  practice,  must  involve  the  most  in- 
convenient, if  ncH  dangerousand  disgraceful  coinequenees. 
There  was  not  a  literary  institution  in  this  wide  country 
that  did  not  stand  in  need  of  pecuniary  aid;  and  many  as 
much  as  those  for  whose  benefit  this  bill  waa  intended. 
Mr.  M.  said  he  felt  evety  degree  of  regard  and  sympathy 
for  thp  unfortunate  beings  whom  it  was  designed  to  oenc- 
(it:  but  there  was  not  a  literary  institution  in  the  country 
which  might  not  present  as  high  claims  as  these  institu- 
tion* did(  other  public  charities,  the  lunatic  asylums,  the 
almshouses,  tbe  orphan  asylums,  and  those  nuipberless  en- 
terprises of  benevolence  which  abound  in  our  country, 
might  presentas  strong  a  demand  on  the  patronage  and  li- 
berality of  the  Genera)  Government,  and  might  with  equal 
reason  petition  Congress  for  a  donation  out  of  the  public 
funds  of  the  nation.  If  the  principle  of  this  bill  was  to  he 
sanctioned,  there  would  be  none  which  Congress  might 
not,  if  it  pleased,  endow.  Every  institution  for  literary 
or  philosophical  purposes  might  come  and  ask  fora  share 
of  the  public  domain.  Congress  might  endow  a  college, 
or  erect  an  observatory,  in  every  quarter  of  the  country. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  not  give  its  deliberate  sanc- 
tion to  a-principle  like  this.  He  asked,  by  what  reading 
of  the  constitution  was  this  power  derived?  in  what  part  of 
that  instrument  waa  it  to  be  founds  He  was  aware  that 
there  were  Mme  who  contended  that  Congress  could 
make  cUsposition  of  the  public  lands,  to  which  tbe  reve- 
nue in  tbe  treasury  could  not  be  aubjectedi  uid/on  that 

{>rinciple,  this  bills  eetned  to  be  founded.  In  this  oinnion 
le  could  not  concur:  neither  could  he  concede  the  autho- 
rity claimed  for  the  precedents  established  by  the  Govem- 
ment  in  former  legislntton.  There  had,  indeed,  occurred 
two  or  three  insUnces  of  similar  grants,  iTdapted  with  but 
little  deliberation^  and  two  or  three  only:  for  he  denied 
that  the  provinon  in  the  compacts  with  the  new  Statea  on 
their  adodtrion  into  the  Union,  by  which  the  lixteentb  sec- 
tion in  each  towndiip  was  set  apart  for  the  use  of  common 
schools,  were  at  all  a  parallel  case.  In  that  dase,  tbe 
States  receiving  the  benefit  had  given  to  the  United  States 
more  than  en  equivalent.  Because  the  public  lands  were 
exempt  from  State  taxation  for  a  number  of  years  after 
their  sale:  and,  for  himself,  he  considered  the  States  as 
hnring  given  up  more  than  they  gained  by  that  arrange- 
ment. Besides,  a  grant  of  this  kmd  admitted  of  defence 
on  tlie  ground  that  the  Government,  asa  great  landholder, 
might  appropriate  a  portion  of  its  property  in  sudi  a  man- 
ner as  to  promote  the  sale  of  the  residue,  and,  by  afford- 
ing facilities  of  education,  encourage  the  settlement  of  the 
counttyf  but  these  reservations  were  far  from  justifying 
tbe  claim  to  power  set  up  in  this  bill.  I'he  principle  it 
conUined  was  without  possible  limit,  lliere  wu  not  a 
county  or  a  neighborhood  in  the  whole  eountiy  to  wUch 
a  donation  for  the  purposes  of  education  would  not  be  ac 
ceptable. 

3.  But  the  bill  contained  another  principle,  if  posMble 
still  more  obnoxious.-  it  assert^  that  it  vu  Air  and  cquit* 
VoK.  IX— 58 


able  to  divide  the  public  lands  in  equal  portionsatnong  the 
States,  without  regard  to  their  respective  population — a 
rule  of  distribution  wholly  imjustifiable,  whether  you  con- 
sider thelands  as  purchased  by  money  outof  tbeoommon 
treasury,  or  as  originally  ceded  by  the  Statea  claimmg 
the  waste  and  unappropriated  territory  within  their  re- 
spective limits,  after  the  revolution.  As  had  already  been 
observed  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Root,} 
it  was  inconsistent  with  the  conditions  expresKd  in  tlie  va- 
rious cession  acts  which  conveyed  these  lands  to  the  United 
States.  Whoever  examined  those  instruments  would  per- 
ceive that  such  a  distribution  of  the  common  proper^  of 
the  Union  wai  utterly  repugnant  to  the  views  and  piw^ 
poses  of  the  parties  ceding.  What  waa  the  express  con- 
ation on  which  the  fund  was  created?  Tliat  it  should  be 
a  common  fund  belonging  to  the  whole  Union,  snd  ritould 
be  administered  on  the  same  principle  as  all  the  other  re- 
sources  of  the  country,  principally  for  the  payment  of  the 
public  debtt  but,  if  otherwise  applied,  for  the  coonnon  de< 
fence  snd  general  welfiire,  sabjeet  to  the  Umitstions  of 
the  constitution.  If  the  lands  now  held  by  the  Govern- 
ment, or  the  proceeds  of  the  annual  sales,  are  to  be  distri- 
buted, there  was  no  justice  in  departing  from  the  prinei- 
pip  that  the  federal  numbers  of  the  population  of  the  seve- 
ral States  should  govern  the  distribution  of  their  funds. 
Did  this  bill  observe  that  rule?  It  did  not.  According  to 
the  bill,  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  was  to  have  as  targe  a 
share  of  the  public  domain  as  New  York.  Such  a  distri- 
bution utterly  subverted  the  principle  on  whteli  the  ces- 
sions of  that  domain  had  been  m^e.  If,  then,  tiie  condi- 
tions imposed  bjr  the  cedipg  States  are  to  be  respected,  the 
rule  prescribed  m  the  bill  cannot  be  adopted.  Nor,  sud  Mr. 
.M.,  can  it  be  considered  just,  if  you  regard  the  lands  as 
purchased  by  the  revenues  of  the  Government,  derived  to 
the  treasury  by  your  duties  on  foreign  commerce.  That 
s>'stem  of  revenue  was  beKeved  to  be  grossly  uneqnal  in  its 
operationst  and  the  mode  of  distribution  proposed  ecttunfy 
did  not  remove  the  inequality.  But  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  revenue  derived  through  the  euatoih* 
houses  hsd  been  sided  by  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  in 
paying  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  H.  said  that  a  very  interesting  doenment  bad  been 
furnished  to  the  House  at  tbe  last  session  from  tbe  Tre»- 
sury  Uepartment,  which  he  wsa  sorry  to  observe  badnot 
attracted  that  stwre  of  notice  which  its  importance  de- 
servedi  it  was  an  account  of  the  public  lands  with  the 
United  States,  stated  by  wily  of  debit  and  credit)  from 
which  it  would  appear  tlut  the  public  domain,  so  lar  from 
having  accomplished  its  original  object,  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt,  as  a  fund,  was  debtor  to  the  treasuiy  to 
the  amount  of  eleven  millions  of  dollars.  Mr.  If.  pro- 
fessed himself  at  a  loss  to  mneeWe  how  genllement  who 
hekl  that  the  proposition  to  divide  the  surplus  revenue  in 
the  treasury  among  the  Stales  was  unconstitutional,  could 
support  this  bill,  or  any  other  which  in  any  mode  diverted 
tlic  sales  of  tlie  public  lands  from  the  treasury,  and  made 
a  distribution  of  that  portion  of  the  revenues.  He  eouht 
not  conceive  how  such  a  distinction  could  be  taken.  For 
himsejf,  he  could  not  doubt  that,  if  in  any  form  s  distribu- 
tion of  the  public  lands  was  had,  die  necessary  and  inen- 
table  consequence  must  be,  that  tbe  surplus  m  the  trea- 
sury, derived  from  the  eustoro-buuses,  after  meeting  tbe 
annual  appropiiations,  woukl,  in  like  manner,  be  distri- 
buted— a  consequence  deeply  to  be  deprecated.  But  if 
that  obnoxious  measure  was,  indeed,  to  come  upon  the 
country,  would  any  man  deem  it  just  to  lake  the  number, 
merely,  of  the  States,  as  the  measure  of  distribution  ? 

3.  The  bill  involved  another  principle  equslly  ob- 
ectionable,  viz:  that  it  was  competent  to  Congress  to 
irescribe  to  the  States  tbe  uses  to  which  they  were  to  ap- 
ply their  own  property.  If  it  were  true  that  the  puhlio 
domain  did  not  constitute  a  coimnon  fund,  and  that  its 
sT^were  of  the  suae  cbsntcteru^otb^revemiesof 
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the  country,  wnd  to  be  distributed  in  the  nme  ntanner,  he 
■hould  like  to  know  where  Congress  got  the  power  to  do 
what  WM  now  proposed?  If  the  purpose  for  which  these 
lands  had  or^sall;  been  ceded  had  been  accomplished, 
and  the  origiMl  motives  for  retaining  the  public  lands  no 
longer  ejosted,  and  therefore  a  distribution  wss  to  be 
•inaae  of  tfaetn,  where  was  it  that  Congress  obtained  the 
power  of  dictating  to  the  States  how  they  were  to  employ 
their  respective  portions?  Congresa  here  undertook  to 
say  to  the  States  that  they  should  not  have  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  public  binds,  unless  tliey  should  apply  it  to  the 
support  of  institutions  for  the  deaf  and  dumb.  This  was 
inconnatent  with  the  arrangement  according  to  which  the 
fund  was  acquired,  and  ought  to  be  distributed.  Mr.  H. 
nerer  oould  yield  his  consent  to  so  monstrous  a  principle. 
Obserre  its  consequences.  In  this  mode  Congress  might, 
by  indirection,  exercise  powers  exchisiTcIy  belonging  to 
the  State  Legislatures,  and  which  none  would  clahn  for 
thb  Oovenimentt  indeed,  it  might  wholly  deprive  any 
State  of  its  diuc  of  the  pubUo  properfy,  unless  that  Slate 
would  eonsent  to  become  the  agent  of  its  de«gns.  Sup. 
pose  that  Coiwress  should  prescribe  that  the  lands  distri- 
buted should  be  used  for  purposes  of  colonizing  some 
ptntion  of  the  papulation  within  the  States;  and  suppose 
that  the  State  of  Oeorg^ia  or  Vti^nia  should  object-  to 
•uch  an  application  of  her  portion,  and  refuse  to  make  the 
necessary  lawst  she  could  receive  no  portion  of  the  pub- 
lic domain,  while  the  States  more  jdetaing,  and  whose  po- 
licy or  interests  such  measures  would  promotet  would 
ree^Te  theirs.  It  is  therefore  idle,  if  not  absurd,  to  un- 
dertake to  divide  the  lands  among  the  States  by  a  law 
which  makes  them  but  your  agents  in  executing  plans 
which  yoit  devise,  and  applying  this  portion  to  purposes 
which  you  prescribe .  He  trusted  the  House  would  not 
cstiUilish  a  principle  like  this.  If  the  public  lands  be- 
longed to  the  Slates,  let  the  States  bold  them  free  from 
•11  restriction  by  Congress.  If  they  possessed,  let  them 
enjoy  J  and  let  not  their  rights  be  trammelled  with  eondi- 
tiOos  imposed  without  their  suggestion,  but  which  might 
be  agunst  their  wishes.  If  the  public  lands  were  to  be 
given  away,  let  them  be  given  freelyt  if  they  were  to  be 
(ustributeo,  let  them  be  distributed  justly.  If  Congress 
must  assume  the  patronage  of  literature,  and  the  endow- 
aent  of  charitable  establi^mentt  within  the  State*,  let 
tbem  do  it  bj  a  general  qrstem.  And  let  not  every 
neighborhood  be  invited  to  send  in  itt  memorial  for  a 
portion  of  the  public  funds,  to  be  appropriated  -to  pur- 
posea  not  confided  to  the  General  Government,  and  for 
whieb  it  ia  wholly  incompetent  wisely  to  legislate. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  hnd  felt  some  diffidence  in  occupyirw 
•o  much  of  the  time  of  the  House  tn  considering  this  bill, 
which,  nominally,  was  of  a  very  limited  extent;  but,  with 
the  amendments  adopted,  had,  in  bis  judgment,  assumed 
a  eturacter  of  momentous  importance.  Some,  perhaps, 
might  think  it  but  a  small  affiur.  Others  might  suppose 
him  to  be  opposed  to  education  through  the  country, 
or  insensible  to  the  claims  of  the  destitute  and  unfortu- 
nate. No  man  was  more  anxious  than  he  was  to  see  the 
blesKogs  of  education  dispensed,  by  proper  means,  to 
every  class  and  condition  in  our  country.  He  believed  it 
to  bo  the  great  parent  of  public  virtue,  and  the  surest 
support  oroiir  free  institutions.  He  sympathized  most 
deeply  with  thoae  unfortunate  human  being!  for  .whose 
improvement  the  institutions,  sided  by  this  bill,  are  de- 
signed. Tet  he  could  not,  as  a  Representative  of  the 
people,  charged  with  high  duties,  and  limited  powers, 
and  sworn  to  support  and  to  execute  the  constitution, 
conseientiotisly  support  a  measure,  even  for  these  benevo- 
lent purposes,  wliieh,  in  his  judgment,  was  inconnatent 
mth  those  powers,  and  unauthorized  by  the  constitution. 
Such  he  conceived  tu  be  the  objections  to  ttie  bill  under 
conMentioni  and  he  shotild,  therefore,  vote  at  once  for 
its  rtgeetion. 


Mr.  VANCE  offered  the  following  amendment,  which 
was  agreed  to: 

*<  That  no  location  shaH  be  made  on  lands  ceded  to  the 
United  States  by  any  of  the  Indian  tribes,  in  wliieh  th^ 
have  reserved  a  remainder." 

The  question  beingi  then  put  on  ordering  the  bill  f  o  its 
third  reading,  and  it  was  decided  by  yeas  imd  nays  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allen,  Heman  Allen, 
Allison,  Anderson,,  Appleton,  Arnold,  Ashley,  Bsbcock, 
Banks,  Barstow,  Isaac  C.  Bates,  Briggs,  Bucher,  Cahoon, 
Cambreleng,  Collier,  Condict,  Condit,  Eleutlierua  Cooke, 
Bates  Cooli,  Cooper,  Corwin,  Crane,  Crawford,  Cre'gh- 
ton,  Jun.,  Ihiniel,  Dearborn,  Denny,  pickson,  LHswottI*, 
Evans,  Edward  Everett,  Horace  Everett,  Kndlsy,  Fitr- 
gerald,  Hodges,  Hughes,  Huntington,  Kavansgh,  Ken- 
dall, Kennon,  Letcher,  Lyon,  Marshall,  McKennan,  Mtl- 
ligan.  Nelson,  Pearce,  Potts,  jr.,  Jolm  Heed,  Russell, 
Shepard,  Slade,  Southard,  Stanbery,  Stewart,  Storrv, 
Thompson,  Tompkins,  Vance,  Vinton,  Ward,  Waahine. 
ton,  Watmough,  Weeks,  Wilkin,  E.  Whittlesey,  WtlVams, 
Young— 70, 

NAYS. — Alexander,  Aii^l,  Archer,  Armstrong,  John 
S.  Barbour,  Barnwell,  Bamnger,  James  Bates,  Beardsl^, 
Bell,  Bethune,  James  Blair,  John  Blair,  Boiiek,  Brancb, 
J.  Brodhead,  Bullard,  Carr,  Carson,  Chandler,  Chinn, 
Cboate,  Claiborne,  Clay,  Clayton,  Coke,  jr.,  Con- 
nor, Coulter,  Davenport,  Warren  R.  Davis,  Dayan, 
Doubleday,  Drayton,  Draper,  Duncan,  Felder,  Pord^ 
Foster,  father,  Gihnore,  Gordon,  Grennell,  Griffin, 
Thomas  H.  Hall,  William  Hall,  Hei^ier,  Hoffman,  Hogan, 
Holland,  Hubbard,  Ihrie,  Isacks,  Jarvis,  Jewett,  ttichard 
M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  John  King,  Henry  King', 
Lamar,  Leavitt,  Lecompte,  Lewis,  Mann,  Uardis,  Ma- 
son, Maxwell,  HcCarty,  WilKam  McCoy,  Kobert  McCoy, 
HcDufRe,  Hclntire,  McKay,  Mitchell,  Mitltlenberg,  New- 
man, Pendleton,  Pierson,  Pitcher,  Plummer,  Polk,  Ed- 
ward C.  Read,  Hencher,  Roane,  Root,  Sewali,  Augustine 
H.  Bhepperd,  Speight,  Standifer,  Stephens,  Tkykir, 
Francis  Thomas,  Philemon  Thomas,  Wiley  lltomson, 
Verplanck,  Wardwell,  Wheeler,  F.  WUtUesey,  Ettwaxd 
D.  White,  Wilde— 99. 
So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOOT,  however,  immediately  moved  a  rvconn- 
deration,  with  a  view  to  propose  an  amendment  dbtribut* 
mg  the  avuls  of  the  nubne  lands  among  tiie  several  States 
ofthp  Union,  for  a  definite  time,  according  to  their  pro- 
portions of  a  direct  tax.  He  moved  a  postponement  of 
the  question  till  to-morrow,  which  the  Houae  refused; 
but  immediately  adjourned. 


Thvbsbat,  Dbcimskb  ST' 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  CONVENTION. 

Tlie  following  resolution,  herefoTore  moved  by  Mr-_ 
Anixa,  came  up  for  consideration : 

AeioW,  Tlut  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  this  House  a  copy  of  him 
proclamation,  dated  on  the  10th  instant,  and  of  the  ordi- 
nance of  a  convention  held  in  the  State  of  South  Caroli- 
na, to  which  it  refers. 

Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  moved  the  question  of  con- 
ridetation,  viz:  wlietherthe  House  will,  at  tMs  time,  con- 
sider the  restdution?  and  demanded' the  yeas  and  nays 
upon  it. 

Mr.  ARCHER  observed,  that  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama need  not  press  his-  motion,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adaxs]  was  not  desirous  of  pressing 
the  consideration  of  his  resolution  for  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  ADAMS  asked  of  the  Chair  whether  the  question 
of  consideration  sdmitted  of  debate} 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  A.  Then  I  am  to  underst«nd^tb»t  it  will  jiot  in 
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anler  for  me  to  state  the  reasons  which  induced  roe  to 
offer  the  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER:   It  will  not. 
-    The  qiiHtion  on  eonaiderstton  was  then  taken,  and  de- 
cided by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Allison,  Ap- 
pleton,  Arnold,  Babcock,  Banks,  Noyes  Barber,  Barn- 
-well.  BarstoHT.  Isaac  C.  Bates,  Bri^^t,  Burges,  Cahoon, 
Ghoate,  Condit,  Eleutheros  Cooke,  Bates  Cook,  Cooper, 
Corwin,  Crane,  Creigbton,  Daniel,  John  Davis,  Warren 
R.  Davis,  Dearborn,  Denny,  Dieknn,  EUsvortii,  Georwc 
Bvans,  Horaee  Everett^  Feldeiv  Gordm,  Orennell,  Onf- 
An,  Uelster,  Hodges,  Huglies,  Huntington,  Ihrie,  Ken- 
dall, Kennon,  HcDufSe,  McKennan,  Nelson,  Newton, 
Pearce,  Pendleton,  Pitcher,  Potts,  Rencher,  Slade,  Sou- 
thard, Stanbery,  Stewart,  Storrs,  Tsyior,  Vance,  Vin- 
ton, Watmough,  Wilkin,  Elisha  Whittlesey,  Frederick 
Whittlesey  WickliflTe,  Williami~65. 

NATS. —Messrs.  Alexander,  Chilton  Allan,  RobeH 
Allen,  Anderson,  Angel,  Armstrong,  Ashley,  John  S. 
Barbour,  Barringer,  Beardsley,  B^l,  Bethitne,  John 
Blair,  Boon,  Bouck,  Branch,  Bucher,  Bullard,  Cambre- 
leng,  Carr,  Carson,  Chandler,  Chinn,  Claiborne,  Clsy, 
Coke,  Collier,  Connor,  Coulter,  Craig,  Crawford,  Daven- 
port^ Dayan,  Dewart,  Doubleday,,Draytnn,  Draper,  Dun- 
can, Edward  Everett;  FindUy,  Ford,  Foster,  Gilmore, 
Thoima  H.  Hall,  WilTiam  Hall,  Harper,  Hoffman,  Ho- 

gm,  Holland,  Ibibbard,  Ingersoll,  Isacki,  Jarvis,  Jewett, 
ichard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Kavanagh,  Adam 
King,  H.  King,  Lamar,  Lansing,  Lecompte,  l^nt,  Letch- 
er, Lewis,  Lyon,  Hann,  Mardti,  Marshall,  Maxwell,  Mc- 
Carty,  McCoy,  Hclntirt,  McKay,  Milligan,  Mitchell, 
Muhlenberg,  Newnan,  Pierson,  Plummer,  Polk,  John 
Heed,  Root,  Russell,  Bemmes,  Sewall,  Augustine  H. 
Shepperd,  Smith,  Soule,  Speight,  Standifer,  Stephens, 
Francis  Thoma^  Philemon  Thomas^  Wiley  Thomson, 
John  Thomson,  Tompkins,  Verptanek,  Ward,  Wardwell, 
Washington,  Weelu,  Wheeler,  Edward  D.  White, 
Wilde,  Young— 106. 

4o  Uie  House  refused,  at  this  time,  to  conmler  the  re- 
•olution. 


GENERAL  MACOMB. 

The  bill  for  the  reficf  of  General  Macomb  ea«e  up  foe 
ks  third  reading, 

[Thu  bill  proposes,  only,  in  so  many  word%  to  releue 
General  Macomb  from  all  responsibility  as  the  security  of 
Samuel  Champlain,  in  a  bond  given  by  him,  as  paymaster 
in  the  army,  bearing  date  8th  May,  181  li  but  the  report 
accompanying  the  bill  has  reference  to  certain  brevet  pay 
due  to  General  Macomb,  as  constituting  an  offset  in  his 
Avor  as  the  surety  of  ClMmplain.1 

Mr.  SEMMES  obaerring  that  the  hill  contained  a  very 
important  prinwple,  desired  to  hear  something  more  in 
explanstion  of  m  provision^  beftrre  be  was  prepared  to 
vote  upon  it.  * 

Mr.  BLAIR,  of  South  Carolina,  agreed  wiUi  Mr. 
Saiixas,  and  conudered  the  bill  as  one  which  went  to  es- 
tablish a  priitcrple  that  would,  by  releasing  securities,  if 
carried  out;  destroy  the  security  of  the  Government  for 
moneys  due  to  the  Government  by  prineipab. 

Mr.  SEMMES  mond  to  eoBunit  the  to  the  Com. 
mittee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  cslled  for  the  reading  of  the  report 
accompanying  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Kentucky,  thought  that,  when  the 
nets  were  understood,  none  could  object  to  the  bill. 
Dtnens  of  similar  cases  bad  been  provided  for  by  spedal 
legislation.  General  Macomb  had  been  security  for  an  of- 
ficer who  bid  become  a  defiuiUer  to  the  GovcnimeDti  the 
Government  had  tuffered  tKb  ease  to  remun  many  years 
^ihoDt  prosecuting,  and,  in  the  mean  while*  bad  promo* 
ted  the  officer.   General  Mieomb  hwl  been  ordered  to  a 


distance  in  bis  country's  service,  and  bad  no  i^portunily 
nf  urging  the  officers  of  Government  to  do  tMir  da^  in 
the  case,  and  be  ought  not  to  suffer  for  tbe  negfigence  of 
the  Government 

Mr.  SEMMES  thought  the  stateraeBtgivenwaasnffleient 
proof  that  the  bill  ought  never  to  hare  gone  to  the  Iltili* 
tary  Committee.  It  was  not  a  military  subject  but  more 
properly  pertained  to  the  Committee  on  Claima  or  that 
on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WARD  insisted  that  this  objection  sbould  have 
been  pressed  when  die  niemcmal  was  first  refenedi  uid 
reoionetrated  against  tbe  recommitment  of  a  Ull  reported 
by  one  standing  committee  of  the  House  to  another  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  DRAYTON,  though  opposed  to  the  commitment 
of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Chums,  was  whtdly  dis- 
satisfied with  the  reasoning  in  tbe  reportj  and  went  into 
an  argument,  at  considerable  eztenC  t«  Anw  that  tbn 
cbtim  for  pay,  according  to  brevet  rtaUtt  «eukl  not  bo 
susttined,  and  that  the  elwm,  on  the  ground  of  the 
general's  being  tbe  cluef  of  the  engineer  corps,  was 
equally  unfounded.  As  to  the  delay  on  the  part  of  the' 
Government,  that  had  nothing  to  dp  in  the  matter,  unless 
it  had  rendered  the  prineipsi  leaa  able  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  Government,  which  was  not  shown  or  pretend- 
ed. He  regreUed  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  claim,  for 
he  highly  rMpeeted  the  eluiMn^  bat  be  eoidd  not  in 
candor  pve  it  tua  support. 

Mr.  PLUMMER  observed  Aat  the  Military  Commit- 
tee had  not  allowed  the  claim  on  the  grouncl  of  brevet 
rank;  all  that  part  of  the  cl»m  had  been  rejected.  He 
renewed  the  motion  (which  had  been  irithdrawn  by  Mr. 
SsxKss)  to  commit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  clums. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  thought  the  question  on  which  tbe 
claim  rested  was  wholly  of  a  judicial  nature,  and  that  tho 
bill  aa^t  to  go  to  the  Jn<£ciary  Committee;  he  did  not^ 
bowever,  make  the  motion. 

Mr.  VANCE,  perceiving  that  there  bad  been  some 
misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  [Mr. 
Wa>9}  who  had  drawn  up  the  report,  as  to  the  views  of 
the  Military  Committee,  intended  to  have  been  embodied 
in  it,  moved  to  postpone  the  eonnderation  of  the  bill  for 
one  week  I  whidi  was  a^ed  to.  So  the  bill  will  come 
up  tm  Thursday  next. 

ASSAY  OFnCBS  IN  THE  GOLD  REGION. 

The  HoiiB«  then  went  again  into  the  Comadttee  of  the 
Whole,  Mr.  Cut,  of  Ala^iama,  in  the  Chair,  on  tbe  bill 
to  eatabli^  assay  offices  in  the  |^ld  region.. 

Mr.  FOSTER  said  that,  having  endeavored  to  profit 
from  the  various  grounds  frf'  oppomtion,  and  the  different 
amendments  proposed  wbra  thii  bill  was  last  in  commit- 
tee, he  had  prepared  an  amendment,  by  way  of  substi- 
tute; which  he  sent  to  the  Clerk's  table,  and  which  was 
read,  as  followst 

<*  Be  itenaded,  &c..  That  the  Prendent  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  be  is  hereby,  authorized  to  establ!^  an 
assay  office  in  or  near  the  gold  district  of  Georgia,  an- 
other in  or  near  that  of  South  Carolina,  and  another  in 
that  of  North  Carolina,  as  branches  of  the  assa^  office  of 
the  mint  of  the  United  States)  and  to  appoint  m  each  an 
assayer  of  the  office,  fbr  the  purpose  of  assa^ng  such 
native  gold  cr  wlver  as  may  be  offered  at  such  offices^ 
and  fiir  exchanging  theremr  tbe  coina  of  the  United 
States,  or  other  current  money,  on  the  terms  and  under 
the  regulations  prescribed  by  the  bwB  wtablishhy  the 
mint  of  the  United  States. 

'  Sec.  3.  Jnd  be  it  fariher  enacted.  That  the  Hud  as- 
sayers,  previous  to  entering  upon  tbe  execution  of  thew 
respective  offlce%  dull  each  become  bound  to  tbe  Uidted 
States  of  AmeriML,  with  one  or  more  Mnetici^  to  tbe 
mtis&e6on  of  the  Secretary  of  tkt  Treamy,  in  Aa  mm 
of 3,000  doDBiii  conditioned  tor  tbe  fii}thAiI  perfinnmwe 
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of  their  dutiei,  respectively.  And  the  awd  amyen  Bhall 
Tee«ve  and  give  recaptt  for  all  gold  or  Alnr  which  Diay 
be  delWerod  to  thenii  and  to  ekimanffe  therefor  the  coins 
of  the  United  States  and  other  current  monej-,  on  the 
tenna  and  under  the  rentlationa  aforesaidi  which  gold 
and  nlTer,  thua  receivedf  said  asaayers  sbaH  asftay  and 
transmit  to  the  United  States'  mint,  in  such  way  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  director  of  the  mint,  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  Secretanr  of  the  Treasuty. 

"Sec.  3.  Judbeitfiirthereaaaed,  That  asaayers 
■ball  each  receive  the  mm  of  1,500  dollars  as  a  compen- 
ntion  far  thdr  services;  said  suma  to  be  paid  out  of  any 
money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated." 

On  this  amendment  the  debate  was  renewed,  which 
had  been  suspended  on  the  rising  of  tlie  committee. 

[We  present  a  condensed  abstract  of  tlie  views  of  the 
Beverat  speakers  who  participated  in  it,  as  follows:] 

Mr.  FOSTEB  briefly  explained  the  amendment,  and 
urged  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  keeping  our 
own  gold  in  the  countryi  and,  by  ezdianging  it  for  gold 
coin,  to  bring  a  metallic  ourreocy  into  use  as  a  substitute 
for  the  small  bank  bills  now  so  much  complained  qf.  The 
constitutional  question  which  bad  arisen  on  the  bill,  in  its 
original  shape,  was  obviated  by  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTa  understood  the  amendment  as 
going,  in  effect,  to  declare  that  the  United  States'  Gov- 
ernment shall  establish  a  market  for  all  the-gold  dug  at 
the  South,  from  the  bosom  of  the  earth,  and  pay  good 
coin  in  exchange  for  it.  He  had  no  evidence  that  the  Gov- 
ernment needed  any  agency  of  the  kind  proposed  to 
effect  the  purchase  of  bulliont  and  if  it  did,  the  measure 
was  incompatible  with  the  existing  Uw  for  the  regulation 
of  the  mint. 

Ur.  CARSON  said  he  knew  that  his  friend  from 
Georgia,  in  proposing  his  amendment,  had  been  infiu 
enced  by  a  wish  to  accommodate  the  bill,  in  its  ultimate 
form,  to  the  views  of  the  different  gentlemen  who  had 
formerly  nude  objections  to  the  bill.  For  his  (Mr  C'^) 
own  part  he  was  in  favor  of  the  oripnal  bill:  it  was  sim- 
ple in  its  provisions,  and,  in  bis  opinion,  it  provided  for 
evei^  thing  that  was  necessary.  [Mr.  C.  here  read  a 
portion  of  the  original  bill.]  He  believed  that  those  pro- 
vittons  gave  a  discretion  to  the  SecreUiy  of  the  Treasu- 
ry and  the  director  of  the  mint,  which  would  embrace 
every  thing  which  was  necessary.  He  believed  that,  as 
to  the  excnange  of  gvid  coins  for  bullion,  that  was  a 
matter  of  small  consequence,  Inasmuch  as  whenever  they 
could  ascertain  the  value  of  gold  they  could  always  get 
its  value  immediately.  The  object  of  tlie  gentleman 
from  GeoT^g^  in  introducing  that  part  of  his  resolution, 
was  to  benefit  the  United  States  and  the  national  mint. 
What  was  that  mint  for  but  to  coin  money  and  to  ascer- 
tain the  value  of  the  precious  metals?  But,  unless  they  got 
goUl  they  could  not  coin  gold  money;  and  there  was  nu 
part  from  which  they  at  present  pot  bo  much  as  from  tlic 
mines  of  the  South,  and  these  mmes  were  still  increaung 
in  their  produce.  If  gentlemen  who  understood  the 
matter  better  than  he  did  thought  this  a  matter  of  no  im- 
portance, be  should  not  urge  it|  but  there  were  specula- 
tions going  on  betwixt  citizens  and  owners  of  mines 
which  rendered  it  necessary  that  something  should  be 
done.  The  value  of  gold  from  mines  in  the  aame  region 
was  different.  He  could  insUnce  a  case  in  which  be  had 
himselfa  concern,  namely.tbe  Brindleton  and  Wall  mines; 
the^  were  both  in  one  neighborhood,  and  yet  there  was 
a  difference  of  three^  or  four  per  cent,  in  the  gold  pro- 
duced from  the  respective  mines.  He  could  not,  nor  did 
he  believe  that  gentlemen  there  could  tell  the  difference 
betwixt  the  metalsi  but  when  sent  in  to  be  assayed,  it  was 
discovered.  It  was  evident,  then,  that,  in  assaying  and 
stamping  the  metal,  there  would  be  a  safely  to  the  citi- 
zeiit  and  this  was  hia  only  object,  that  they  might  know 
the  real  value  of  the  produce  of  a  mine.    To  attidn  this. 


he  had  no  doubt  they  would  submit  to  the  half  of  ona 
half  per  cent,  for  seiniorance.  He  was  aware  that  when 
first  he  proposed  the  measure  he  had  been  laughed  at, 
even  by  some  of  his  friends)  but  the  committee  who 
were  appointed,  had  carefully  considered  and  investigat- 
ed the  subject.  He  was  indebted  to  the  (^ntleman  from 
New  York  for  the  draught  of  the  bill;  the  report  was  not 
his,  (Mr.  C-'s;)  his  sole  agency  had  been  in  asceitauMnif 
the  amount  produced  by  the  nunes,  &c.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  they  were  gomg  on  rapidly.  He  had  held  a 
consultation  with  the  director  of  the  mint,  and  the  ImII 
as  reported  by  the  committee  met  tlie  approbation  of 
that  distinguished  gentleman.  He  (Mr.  C)  bad  suggest- 
ed some  different  views,  but  that  gentleman  bad  ahown 
him  and  convinced  him  of  the  propriety  of  the  views  en- 
tertained by  the  committee.  At  the  same,  he  would  My, 
he  was  willing  that  gentlemen  should  suit  the  bill  to  tb^ 
views,  if  tljey  would  only  acc^  that  officer!  abooM  be 
appointed  under  the  Government  to  stamp  the  gold,  and 
ascertain  Its  real  and  proper  value. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  could  see  no  constitutional  objection  to 
the  bill,  but  he  thought  one  assay  office  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  the  whole  gold  region. 

Mr.  BLAIR,  of  South  CacoUna*  conridered  the  coa- 
stitutional  objections  uived  agatntt  the  bill  as  utteriy 
futile.  An  assay  of  gold  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
the  inspection  of  pork,  flour,  fish,  or  tobacco:  gtud  was 
the  material  of  a  circidating  currency;  he  had  never 
heard  that  fish  or  flour  were.  He  looked  on  tbU  objec- 
tion as  ludicrous.  If  the  bill  conferred  any  boon  upon 
the  South,  it  was  a  very  small  one. 

Mr.  HOOT  understood  it  as  the  intention  of  this  amend- 
ment to  obviate  the  constitutional  objection  which  badbeen 
raised  to  the  eatabliahment  of  those  aasw  offices,  by  mak- 
ing them  branches  of  the  mint.  If  it  would  produce 
this  effect, .  it  would  be  proper  also  to  take  a  new  of 
the  feffect  it  would  produce  as  to  the  coining  of  money. 
Gentlemen  had  said  that  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides 
to  be  constitutional  to  estsblish  an  assay  office  at  Phi- 
ladelphia; and  Ihey  had  triumphantly  asked  if  it  must 
not  be  equally  constitutional  to  eatabliah  such  an  of- 
fice or  offices  elsewhere?  But  those  gentlemen  forgot 
that  it  was  the  ot^ect  for  whieh  the  assay  office  was  esub- 
lished  that  must  render  it  constitutional  or  otherwise. 
Why  was  it  constitutional  to  establish  one  at  Phttadctphia^ 
For  tlie  obvious  reason  that  it  was  necessary  and  proper 
to  carry  into  execution  the  delegated  power  of  Congreai 
to  coin  money.  Were  it  not  easential  to  tbe  exer- 
cise of  this  power  it  would  not  be  constitutional  to  estab- 
lish assay  offices  at  Philadelphia,  or  any  where  else. 
But  it  was  necessary  to  have  bullion  in  order  Id  coin  mo- 
ney, and  to  coin  money  it  was  also  ncceasaiy  tint  the  va- 
lue of  the  metal,  ita  degree  of  fineness,  Etc  should  be 
settled  and  ascertained .  For  this  purpose  an  aany  office 
must  be  eBtablished  aomewhere;  and  where  so  proper  k 
place  as  near  the  mint,  -near  the  milling  press  where  the 
metal  was  to  be  stamped  with  the  image  or  mark  of  ita 
value  ^  Gentlemen  sliould,  therefore,  have  inquired  beCcve 
they  so  triumphantly  rode  over  the  conatitutioi^  vbeUier 
these  assay  offices  tn  Carolina  or  Geor^a  would  be  nccea* 
sary  and  proper  to  enable  the  Government  to  carry  into 
execution  the  delegated  power  of  coining  RHwey.  If 
they  were  not  necessary  for  this  purpose,  with  what  ob- 
ject were  they  to  be  made?  Was  it  not  to  accommodate 
the  Southern  section  of  the  Union,  and  to  enable  the 
States,  where  these  mines  were  utuated,  to  draw  on  the 
treasury  of  the  United  Statea  for  the  value  of  this  eoa> 
modity  which  they  obtwned  out  of  tbe  bowels  of  tbe 
earth?  The  measure  would  answer  no  crther  end.  But 
that  committee  should  hesitate  before  they  passed  such  « 
provision,  unless  they  perceived  that  it  would  be  beoefi- 
cial  andjiroper  to  the  exercise  of  the  delegated  power 
of  the  Government  to  ctrin  money.   Let  them  look  for  « 
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moment  at  the  proviaiong  of  the  bill.  It  provided  that 
u  aasay  ofiKce  should  be  ntabluhed,  with  tn  officer  at  an 
aoniial  ulary  <rf'  1,500  dollar^  who  was  to  pve  bonds  to 
the  Government  for  the  due  execution  of  his  trust.  Tliis 
officer  waj  to  assay  the  metal  produced  from  the  mines, 
and  exchange  it  for  its  value  in  coins  of  the  United  States, 
or  other  current  money  t  and  then  he  was  to  transmit  it 
to  the  mint  to  he  coined.  Now*  let  them  examine  this, 
and  see  IF  any  thing  benefidal  couU  reault  from  this  ope- 
ration to  the  Government  or  to  the  nation.  Gentlemen, 
when  inquiring  as  to  the  benefits  of  this  operation,  did 
not  stop  to  inquire  the  amount  of  ffold  coin  in  circulation, 
which  had  that  year  been  struck  at  the  piint.  They 
would  find  that  it  had  ceased  to  be  valued  as  money,  and 
was  valued  as  bullion.  Surely,  then,  if  gentlemen  would 
consider  this,  they  would,  before  pasunK  this  bill,  hasten 
to  pass  the  hill  which  was  before  themUst  session,  rela- 
tive  to  the  gold  eun  of  the  country. 

Let  them  examine  further  into  the  operation  of  the 
measure  now  proposed.  Bullion  would  be  brought  to 
the  asaayer  in  the  South,  who  was  to  buy  it.  But  at  what 
price  was  he  to  buy  it?  By  the  law  which  the  gentleman 
n-om  Connecticut  [Ur.  Eujwo«tb]  had  read  to  the 
Bouse,  it  was  provided  that  24j  gruiia  of  pure  gold 
should  be  but  equal  to  one  dollar*  wel^  did  tliose  gen- 
tlemen  of  the  South  purpose  to  sell  their  bullion  at  the 
mint  for  24}  grains  for  one  dollar?  He  knew  they  did 
noti  and  he  also  knew  that  that  was  not  its  proper  price. 
Under  the  law  he  had  just  alluded  to,  bullion  left  at  tlie 
mint,  to  WMt  its  turn  for  coinage,  was  to  be  returned  in- 
ceiniige  of  equal  value;  but  if  coined  immediately,  half 
of  one  per  cent,  was  to  be  deducted  for  the  coinage — 
call  it  seiniorage,  or  what  they  pleased.  Now,  would 
the  gentlemen  of  the  South  be  content  to  receive  pay- 
ment in  Hirer,  or  in  paper,  at  the  rate  he  had  mentioned, 
deducting  the  half  of  one  per  cent  for  the  coining  of 
their  bulfian?  No,  they  would  not  take  it,  because  it  was 
worth  more.  But  they  must  have  it  stamped,  not  to 
send  it  to  tlie  mint,  but  (o  Europe,  or  to  any  merchant  on 
the  coast,  of  whom  they  could  get  its  real  value  as  bul- 
liont  BO  that  the  southern  assay  office,  instead  of  being  a 
branch  of  the  mint,  would,  in  fact,  be  an  inspection  of- 
fice. The  real  value  of  gold  in  the  commercial  world 
was  33  1*5  graina  for  one  dollart  and  that  was  what  they 
should  have,  deducting  half  of  one  per  cent,  fur  ready 
money  being  paid  them  for  bullion.  They  complained 
now  that  they  wen  not  allowed  '.he  value  of  their  goldj 
that  Uiey  were  cheated  and  jewedt  but  at  the  assay  office, 
when  they  get  one,  the  assayer  must  assay  the  metal  for 
nothing!  and  if  he  declined  to  pay  for  it  at  its  real  value, 
they  would  not  let  him  have  it  to  send  to  Philadetptiia. 
And  even  if  it  were  sent,  and  coined  there,  tt  would  be 
of  nouse  to  the  nation.  Gold  haa  been  coined  for  aome 
jrears  past  merely  because  its  proprietors  wished  to  have 
U  stamped  with  a  mark  declaratory  of  its  degree  of  fine- 
ness! and  the  coin  might  as  well  have  been  marked  with 
,  a  star  as  with  an  eagle. 

Tlie  mint  which  was  established,  and  still  maintained  at 
«o  great  anexpense,  was,  as  fiur  aa  regarded  the  cmning  of 
gold,  totally  useless  to  the  nation)  and  the  transmission  of 
gold  by  the  southern  assayer  to  be  coined  at  the  mint, 
Would  also  be  a  useless  expense,  because  when  coined  it 
would  be  worth  more  as  bullion  than  as  coin.  Nobody 
pretended  to  tender  gold  coin  as  money;  it  di'd  not  pass 
amongst  our  merchants  from  one  to  another  as  money. 
Let  Congress,  then,  stay  its  tiand  on  the  subject  before  it, 
that  tlie  gentlemen  who  were  desirous  of  having  the  mea- 
sure pass  might  unite  with  those  who  were  anxioua  to 
pais  a  law  for  making  gold  coins  of  such  a  weight  pass  as 
coiiu  to  make  gold  worth  as  much  as  cmn  as  it  was  worth 
as  biillioni  and,  perhaps,  the  amount  of  senlorage,  one- 
half  of  one  per  cent.  more.  Let  them  do  what  they 
uught  in  this  matter.  Mod,  then,  perhaps,  the  Southern 


States  might  not  need  these  assay  offices.  Let  them  pan 
a  law  making  the  reUUve  value  of  gold  and  silver  aa  16 
to  1,  instead  of  15  to  1,  aa  at  present*  and  they  would  then 
bring  them  to  the  same  relative  value  as  in  England* 
where  gold  was  made  by  act  of  Parliament  the  standard 
of  value.  If  a  bill  was  drawn  on  London,  it  was  cither 
to  be  paid  in  gold  ot  iu  equivulent;  here,  wheu  they  pur< 
chased  a  bill,  it  was  to  be  paid  in  stiver  or  its  equivalent. 
Hence  they  had  to  give  a  premium  of  8^  per  cent,  for  a 
bill  on  London,  because  it  was  to  be  paid  in  gold;  and 
that,  when  the  course  of  exchange  was  in  favor  of  Ame- 
rica, and  against  England.  If  they  purchased  a  bill  in 
America  to  be  paid  for  in  gold  in  England,  or  an  equiva- 
lent, for  every  one  hundred  cents  the  purchasers  had  to  pay 
one  hundred  and  ten,  because  the  Spanish  wlver  dollar  was 
worth  but  ninety  cents  in  London.  But  if  they  would  make 
their  gold  coin  what  it  ought  to  be,  this  blot  would  be 
eflSiced  from  th«r  price  current.  Let,  them,  then,  hasten 
to  pas*  a  bill  fat  thu  purpose,  and  tliey  could  afterwarde 
decide  as  to  the  propriety  of  estritlishing  these  asiay  ot 
ficcB,  and  whether  they  would  be  of  benefit  to  the  mint 
and  to  the  country. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Georgia,  SMd  he  had  listened  with 
muth  pleasure  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Ur.  Root,]  who  had  just  taken  his  arat, 
though  it  was  not  the  first  time  he  had  heard  the  same 
speech,  which  seemed  as  well  ealeuhited  for  one  thing  ae 
another;  and  he  never  heard  it  without  deriviiw  aome  In- 
struction from  it  upon  things  in  gehenl.  llielawwhidi 
he  proposes  (said  Air.  C.)  to  regulate  the  gold  coin  ol 
the  country  in  order  to  prevent  it  from  being  withdrawn 
fVom  circulation,  wilt  be  a  good  law,  and  I  promise  him  to 
^ive  it  my  hearty  support  whenever  it  shall  come  upf  but 
It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  now  befwe  ua. 
Can  it  be  a  good  reason  to  forbid  the  establishment  of  an 
asny  office  in  the  South  because  the  American  gold  coins, 
as  at  present  regulated  by  law,  are  too  pure?  Certainly 
not.  As  well  might  you  say  the  gold  shall  be  left  in  the 
earth  till  the  Legislature  fixes  the  proper  value  of  the 
coins  it  is  intended  to  supply.  In  the  discussion  of  every 
subject  that  comes  before  this  House,  two  things  are 
chiefly  to  be  considered:  First,  have  we  the  powerf 
Second,  is  it  expeiUentf  With  tegardtotbe  flnt,  we 
seem,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  have  got  into  a  kind  of  eoaiw 
try  dance,  where  constitutional  soruplea  are  changing 
sides,  and,  after  setting  to  each  other  in  very  difi*erent 
views  of  that  instrument,  we  are  crosring  over  to'  assume 
opposite  positions.  Now,  sir,  I  do  trust  that  because  we 
of  the  Soutli  have  heretofore  been,  aa  we  ought  to  be* 
very  acrupiilous  about  the  powera  of  thia  House  and  the 
saered  character  of  the  constitution,  that,  therefore,  we 
shall  be  denied  credit  for  our  nncerity  when  we  do  admit 
the  powers  x>f  Congress.  Because  we  have  entertun- 
ed  doubts  on  many  former  questions,  we  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  do  BO  on  all  others  that  may  come  before  us 
where  the  cry  of  unconstitutionality  is  set  up.  1  had 
hoped  that  the  clear  and  unanswerable  expontion  pven 
by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Piv- 
oivroir,]  had  qmeted  all  iuapieions  on  tiiii  subjeeti  but 
if  doubts  are  yet  entertained,  pemut  me  to  present  a  sbcnt 
view  of  what  I  consider  to  be  the  powers  of  thia  House, 
on  the  question  under  consideration.  The  constitution 
gives  to  Congress  the  right  "  to  coin  money,  regulate  the 
value  thereof  and  of  foreign  coin."  Now,  the  first  thing 
which  has  been  done  to  enectuate  this  power  was  to  ea* 
tabliah  a  mint.  Had  Congress  a  right  to  do  this?  I  pre- 
sume no  one  will  deny  it.  This  proposition,  therefore, 
needs  for  its  support  no  argument.  Connected  with  the 
mint  is  an  aasay  office,  the  clear  and  Satinet  object  of 
which  is  to  test  the  fineness  of  the  metal  to  be  cmned  in 
order  to  fix  and  "  regulate  tiie  value  thereof,"  when  it 
assumes  the  shape  of  money.  Does  aigr,  under  thii  uie 
of  such  an  institution,  deny  the  right  of  Coi^rreM  to  et> 
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Ubliih  vn  UMy  office }  No  one,  I  preaume.  Then,  we  hive 
thMe  tvo  positions  prored,  thst  Conffrets  nuy  establish 
ft  nHRt,  >na  connect  therewith  in  office  to  sscerlain  the 
Ttlue  of  Tnetsl  to  be  coined.  Now  I  nwintain,  tliat  if  it 
be  necessary,  in  the  honest  import  of  that  word.  Con- 
press  may  establish  either  a  mint  or  a  branch  of  the 
mint  in  each  State;  or  it  may  remove  the  mint  from 
Philadelphia,  where  it  is  now  located,  to  such  place 
as  it  may  think  moat  conducire  to  the  advaneetncnt  of  the 
great  objects  for  «hioh  it  w»  derigncd.  There  is  no 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Goremment  to  fix  or  keep 
the  mint  at  Philadetphlet  bat,  sir,  we  do  not  ask  to  re- 
move it — we  are  not  so  unreasonable  aa  to  wish  it(  besidea 
its  centnl  position,  the  great  expense  at  which  the  Gov- 
ernment has  been  to  erect  it  there,  would  incline  us  to  let 
it  remain  where  it  is.  We  do  not  ask  either  to  hare  ano- 
ther mint  established  in  the  South,  nor  even  a  branch  of 
the  mint.  We  ^mply  ask,  for  tiie  sake  of  saving  ex- 
pense, to  erect  nothing  more  Uian  that  rimple  department 
connected  with  the  mint,  commonly  called  an  assay  office. 
We  want,  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  the  mint  at  Phila- 
delphia elongated  so  as  to  reach  to  our  gold  regiont  we 
want  it  stretched  over  the  whole  country,  not  by  edifices 
and  apparatus,  which  will  be  a  source  of  great  expendi- 
ture, but  by  the  operation  of  a  law.  We  think  the  act 
ve  propose  will  give  us  virtually  a  mint.  We  want  to  be 
placed  m  the  same  situation  with  those  whose  great  wealth 
or  contiguity  to  the  mint  enables  them  to  go  day  by  day, 
and  obtam  a  &ir  and  full  price  for  their  gold,  ana  con- 
V^uently  for  their  honest  labor.  way  of  illustration, 
we  wish  the  laboring  man  to  have  it  m  liia  power  to  carry 
Ms  gold  himself  to  the  mint,  and  get  iti  true  value, 
instead  of  its  pacing  into  second  han£,  the  bands  of  the 
apecnlatitf*,  who,  by  reason  of  bii  ^perior  wealth,  ean 
wait  for  its  proceeds  and  carry  it  there  at  his  leisure,  full 
well  knowing  his  profits  will  psy  him  for  his  delay. 
Again  we  wirii  our  people  to  be  placed  in  the  condition 
of  those  who  might  happen  to  have  mines  immediately  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  mint.  If,  for  instance,  tlie  gfxxt 
people  residing  upon  the  banks  of  the  Delaware  and 
Schuylkill,  in  the  vicinity  of  Philadelphia,  abould  have 
0ie  good  fortune  to  discover  gold  mines  upon  their  lands, 
every  one  would  at  once  perceive  of  what  great  advan- 
tage their  proximity  to  the  mint  would  be  to  them.  They 
could  carry  to  that  establishment,  at  the  close  of  every 
day,  the  fruits  of  their  labor,  and  realize  immediately  that 
which  would  command  certainly  tlie  support,  if  not  the 
higher  comforts  of  life.  Now,  air,  this  is  just  what  we 
want  for  the  honest  and  industrious  people  of  the  South, 
who  have  uked  but  little  of  you,  and  have  often  had  that 
little  refused.  And  we  think  the  small  request  contained 
in  that  bill  irill  aecompUsh  that  qbjeet.  We  do  not  ask  for  a 
mint,  but  we  ntk  for  that  which  will  as  effectually  answer 
our  purpose,  and  which  will  cost  comparatively  nothing. 
Indeed,  we  might,  with  some  show  of  justice,  contend  ior 
the  whole  esublishment  itself,  because  it  is  emphatically 
tiie  gold  region  of  the  United  States,  and  would  seem  to 
be  the  plaee  befitting  this  iTistitution,  upon  the  popular 
though  trite  truism,  that  a  thick  and  wealthy  aettlement  b 
better  for  a  mint  than  an  unfrequented  desert 

With  regard  to  the  expediency  of  the  measure,  the 
Legislature  usually  comjiares  the  expense  of  ^e  object 
with  the  benefit  to  be  produced)  and,  as  all  Gorernmenta 
are  intended  to  advance  the  prosperity  of  its  citizens,  the 
number  to  be  benefited  enters  very  itiaterially  into  the 
conuderation  of  the  question.  Now,  mt,  teeent  and  in- 
creasing diacoveriea  have  ascertained,  bcfyond  all  doubt, 
that  there  is  a  gold  bank,  immense^  valuable,  atretching 
from  Virginia  through  NortI)  and  Soudi  Carolina,  Geor> 
gia,  and  Al^ma,  including  five  States.    It  must  be  per^ 


And  riiall  the  pitiful  expemo  of  a  few  thoannddoOan 
deter  Congress  from  extending  to  these  pecmle  as  im* 
portant  an  object?  These  people  have  paid  their  taxes  to 
the  Government,  and  have  as  much  riglit  to  expect  % 
portion  thereof  returned  to  them,  in  the  diatribuliott  of 
ita  favors,  as  any  other  part  of  the  Union. 

Are  you  not  appropriating  your  thousands,  year  after 
year,  upon  your  navy,  your  army,  upon  intenwl 
ment,  and  other  objects  not  now  neceiaity  to  be  ibck- 
ttoned>  What  is  it  forr  For  the  benefit  of  the  people^ 
either  at  large,  or  in  those  sections  where  these  appro- 
priations happen  to  have  shown  their  peculiar  blcMungi. 

When,  before,  has  an  appropriation  been  refused,  if  it 
was  to  promote  the  industry  of  the  country,  or  if  the  pre- 
text could  be  found  to  encourage  domestic  labor^  Nov, 
for  the  first  time,  when  nearly  all  concur  tn  the  powerii' 
Congress  to  grant  the  inject;  when  whole  Slates  are  to 
be  l^nefited  by  the  appropriittont  when  Uie  expense  is 
scarcely  nothing,  in  comparison  with  the  ndvanl^e  to  be 
attained;  behold,  it  becomes  very  proper  to  be  frugal, 
and  to  take  care  of  the  public  treasury !   In  oar  constitu- 
tional scruples  to  the  South  we  havfc  been  honest,  if  inia> 
taken;  for  we  have  of^en  refused  benefits  when  offered 
to  us,  under  the  firm  belief  we  hid  no  right  to  thcat  bat 
in  this  case  we  did  believe  the  Government  had  the  pover 
to  grant  our  request;  we  did  believe  its  eompKance  with 
our  wishes  would  effect  a  double  purpose.    The  finC 
great  object  would  be  to  benefit  itself,  and,  consequently, 
the  whole  community,  not  partially,  but  equally  and  uni- 
versally.   It  was,  as  I  verily  believe,  ^ways  the  intentioQ 
of  the  framers  of  the  constitution  to  found  the  currency  of 
the  Government  upon  a  metallic  basis.    It  was  to  be  s 
hard  money  currency,  the  only  tnie  securi^  of  property. 
If  this  be  true,  what  can  be  of  more  hnpottanee  to  the 
whole  community  thm  to  secure  and  keep  fai  eirciilatiOB 
as  much  of  the  precious  metala  as  it  is  in  the  power  of 
the  Goveniment  to  obtain }  I'hts  reaches  t^  every  oiai^ 
high  or  low.    No  exclusive  privilege  in  this;  no  partieQ- 
lar  class  is  benefited  more  than  another.    If  Coi^Trsi  at 
to  coin  money,  and  regulate  the  value  thereof^"  it 
must  establish  a  mint:  hut  of  what  conae^tience  lam  mint 
without  metala  to  coin?   It  may  be  said  it  b  ofa^^a 
every  man  who  may  chooee  to  bring  'hu  .bulGon  to  be 
coined,  and  he  riiaJl  receive  the  vuiie  thereof  in  hard 
money.    That  is  precisely  what  the  wisdom  of  thb  Cov- 
ernmeut  ought  to  encourage.    It  riiould  afford  fiiciBtiei 
to  the  gold  digger  to  bring  his  gold  to  the  mint;  and 
thereby  the  great  purposes  of  that  institution,  and  the 
still  greater  objects  of  the  Government  in  fiimialiiRg  a  me- 
tallic currency,  will  certainly  be  promoted.     We  do  not 
ask  the  exercise  of  the  conslitutioMi  power,  merely  to 
benefit  a  certain  class  of  individuibi  Arthat  is  impoaslble. 
The  moment  yon  hold  out  an  inducement  to  one  single 
man  to  brinf  hw  ballion  to  the  mint,  you  inevVlably  bene- 
fit every  man  in  the  community;  for  that  buUran,  w\wn 
converted  into  coin,  may  find  ita  way  into  every  pocket  in 
the  nation.    It  bis  been  said  that  the  object  only  of  thb 
bill  b  to  furnish  m  market  for  the  gi^d  diggen.  Kow, 
Mr,  suppose  we  grant  thb;  what  does  nie  mx^mtot 
amount  to*   Is  there  a  better  article  in  thb  wide  world 
to  purchase  than  gold?   Who  geto  h?  Doei  net  (be 
G4>vemment  buy  it?   And  fbr  whom,  and  for  what  pur- 
pose ?  To  Jhrow  it  away  ?  Not  so;  it  b  to  answer  a  great 
federal  purpose,  neceasaiy  to  the  effectuation  of  a  gresl 
sovereign  right,  no  less  than  that  of  providing  a  bovd4, 
useful,  and  lasting  currency  for  the  comnmni^,  witboiA 
which,  neitlier  the  operations  of  the  GovemraenI,  nor 
the  wants  of  ita  people,  could  find  their  indiipenBaMr 
support  and  relia.  But,  sir,  b  it  posMble  we  bear  lUa 
measure  objected  to  because  it  luppliee  k  muket— • 


eeived,  it  one  glince,  what  a  number  of  people  will  be  <•  home  market"— to  this  spedei  of  industry?  Bowbng 
"*  P«<»ous  metal,  in  the  Ian-  has  thb  doctrine  ceued  to  he  orthodox'  Here  «e  never 

guaf«orth«gentIemanTK«iI»ewYork,fh>ratheearih.!heafd  ofsoehathmgbelbre»  Ye*  lir,  we  Iwre;  wd  in 
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cues  where  the  m&rket  was  not  for  the  exclustre  benefit 
of  the  Government,  but  for  the  prcuHar  gain  of  a  favored 
clau.  Not  for  carrytnf;  into  eifect  an  acknowletlged 
power-of  the  Government  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole 
community,  without  distinction,  but  to  encoura^  and 

Erotect  special  and  privilejjfed  interests.  If  this  were  to 
enefit  the  gold  diggers  alone,  I  would  not  ask  it;  but  I 
know  it  ia  to  produce  a  higher  and  wider  advantnge  to 
every  part  and  portion  of  tite  Union.  It  is  obliged  to  be 
the  case.  Every  dollar  brought  from  the  earth,  and 
coined  into  money,  from  the  constant  circtilatioii  of  that 
useful  arlicle,  may,  in  the  payment  of  debts,  and  tlje  re- 
lief of  wants,  perform  the  office  of  thousandsv  and,  sir,  T 
believe  that  half  a  million  of  dollars  will  be  extracted 
from  the  minei  of  Georgia  alone,  during  the  next  year; 
aometbinff  like  350,000  dollara  was  raisra  last,  and  part 
of  that  clandestinely,  by  intruders  from  other  States- 
Georgia  has  distributed  her  gold  region  among  her  citi> 
zens  in  lots  of  Ibrty  acres,  thereby  multiplying  the  opera- 
tors to  iuch  an  extent  aa  must  necessarily  result  in  a  most 
profitable  production  of  this  useful  metal.  All  we  want 
n  to  have  these  honest  laborers  afTorded  those  facilities 
which  wealth}^  men,  or  tliose  residing  in  the  neighbor- 
hood-of  the  mint,  enjoy  from  that  institution.  We  think 
an  assay  office  will  eneetually  secure  .those  facilities.  We 
think  it  will  protect  our  citizens  from  the  frauds  and  im- 
positions of  ^peculators,  who  swarm  around  the  mining 
operatives,  as  is  generally  the  case  in  all  other  laborious 
pursuits,  depending  upon  their  wits  to  obtain  that  for 
which  they  are  too  lazy  to  work.  The  mines  are 
on  the  frontiers,  and,  heretofore,  in  consequence  of  the 
^ant  of  skm  on  the  part  of  the  miners,  in  judging  of  the 
^nuinenessof  paper  money — for,  it  Is  a  well  known  &ct, 
that  bad  money  is  always  thrown  out  upon  the  circum- 
ference of  a  Stale — they  have  been  greatly  defraurled  by 
receiving  for  the  fruits  of  their  labor  counterfeit  bills.  Be- 
u<les  this,  money  of  a  most  suspicioiiB  credit  is  put  upon 
tbemi  and,  in  a  late  ease,  by  the  failure  of  a  bank,  it  is 
probable  the^  hwt  something  over  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  It  IB  to  guard  against  evils  like  these,  and  to 
provide  the  ready  means  of  converting  speedily  the  pro- 
ceedf  of  their  labor  into  what  will  command  the  necessa- 
ries of  life,  that  we  ask  for  an  agency  connected  with  the 
Goremmenti  in  which  we  can  confide,  to  teat  and  stamp 
the  value  of  our  gold,'or  to  give  us  from  your  mint  its 
true  value.  We  want  vou  to  draw  Philadelphia  within 
our  neighborhood,  which  we  say  can  be  done  for  all  our 
]}urpnse4  by  a  law  establishing  an  assay  ofRee;  and  we 
nncerely  beKere  we  ask  nothing  unreasonable,  when  it 
is  remembered  how  great  the  advantage  which  must  ne- 
cessarily-accrue  to  the  Government,  aa  well  aa  to  a  large 
portion  of  its  people,  who  have  never  harrtssed  you  with 
very  nuny  petitioni. 

Mr.  HUNTINGTOK  thought  thej  could  dispose  pf 
the  bill  before  the  House,  witliout  referring  to  the  con- 
aftitutioiOl  question,  which  he  thought  had  better  be  re- 
ferred to  tlie  Committee  on  DouMful  Powers.  What 
was  Congress  asked  to  do'  They  were  asked  to  establish 
three  assay  ofBces,  to  create  three  ofBcera,  at  a  salary  of 
1,500  dolWs.    Then  there  was  the  expense  of  buildmg, 
&c.,  for  which  he  believed  the  gentleman  had  inserted  in 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  bill  15,000  dollars,  together 
with  all  the  other  expenaea  which  would  necessarily  at- 
tend the  creation  of  these  establishments.   All  this  was 
to  be  at  the  expense  of  Government.    Well,  the  next  In- 
quiry was,  will  these  offices  benefit  the  Government,  or 
the  country?    Did  the  Government  need  these  offices  to 
obtain  bullion*  Such  a  necessity  was  asserted  by  no  one. 
Well,  was  it  necessary  to  enable  Government  to  establish 
a  gr<rid  currency?  That  was  nut  claimed.  For  they  might 
eatsbliah  is  many  assay  offices  aa  there  were  States,  and, 
whilst  the  law  remained  as  stprescnt*  it  would  not  keep 
gold  in  eirettktion.M  coin.   Tixty  were  then  brought  to 


this  simple  question,  whether  there  was  any  thing  in  the 
state  of  the  population,  or  the  condition  of  the  cotintr)-, 
where  these  gold  mines  were  situated,  which  made  it  ex- 
pedient for  Government  tu  adopt  the  proposed  measure? 
The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  \Vlt.  Cabboit]  wish- 
ed to  have  the  gold  stamped,  that  it  might  pass  as  bullioni 
this  brought  up  the  constitutional  question  at  once.  The 
gentleman  from  Georfj^ia,  however,  only  asked  to  be  en- 
abled to  exchange  bullion  for  gold.  Now,  he  would  aik 
if  it  would  be  expedient  to  go  to  such  an  expense  to  ac- 
complish such  an  object?  For  what,  he  would  again  ask, 
were  they  to  do  it?  Hta  colleague  had  stated  to  furnish  a 
market  at  the  doors  of  those  who  raised  the  gold  from  the 
earth.  The  Government  must  have  a  mint,  and  an  assay 
office  at  PhiUdelphia;  hut  they  were  now  called  upon,  not 
only  to  Incur  the  expense  of  establishing  assay  offices  fiir 
the  convenience  of  certain  particular  places,  but  to  tend 
gold  coins,in  exchange  for  their  bullion,  at  the  expense  and 
hazard  of  the  United  States.  He  thought  the  House  was 
not  prepared  to  do  this,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling tnose  who  lived  in  the  neighborhood  of  those 
mines  to  exchange  their  raw  material  for  gold  coins, 
without  the  trouble  or  risk  of  transportation.  He  would 
not  then  go  into  the  constitutional  question)  he  was  op- 
posed to  the  amendment;  he  was  opposed  to  the  whole 
bill  for  the  reasons  he  had  alreudy  stafed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  B17RGES,  the  committee  now  rose, 
reported  progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  againi  on  which 
question,  in  the  House,  a  division  was  called.  No  quorum 
voting,  a  motion  of  adjournment  was  made,  and  carried. 

FBtBAT,  DxCEXBXkSS. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Hr.  VERPLANCK,  fr<>m  tlie  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Meana,  to  which  was  referred  so  much  of  tlie  President's 
message  as  relates  to  aueh  further  reduction  in  the  reve- 
nues as  may  not  be  required  for  objects  of  general  wel- 
fare and  public  defence,  authorized  by  the  constitution, 
made  a  report,  intended  to  accompany  the  bill  (reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  yesterday)  to 
reduce  and  otherwise  to  alter  the  duties  on  importS{ 
which  report  waa  read,  and  committed. 

Hr.  CAMBRELGNG  moved  for  thj  printing  of  5,000 
extra  copies  of  the  report.  I'his  motion,  by  rule,  lies 
one  day  on  the  table. 

A  message,  in  writing,  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  private  secre- 
tary, which  was  read,  and  is  as  follows; 

Wasbihstoit,  Deember  38, 1833. 
7b  the  Boute  of  Rqirtaentativeat 

I  have  taken  into  consideration  the  resolution  of  the 
House  requesting  me  to  communicate  to  it,  so  ftr  as  my 
opinion  may  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest,  **the 
correspondence  between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  that  of  the-  republic  of  Buenos  Ayres,  which 
has  resulted  in  the  departure  of  the  Charge  d' Affaires  of 
the  United  States  from  that  republic,  together  with  the 
instructions  given  to  the  said  Charge  d'Anaireai"  and,  in 
answer  to  tlie  said  request,  state.  Tor  the  infonuatinn  of 
the  Huuse,  tliat,  eltliou^h  the  Chat^  d'Affiiires  «r  the 
United  States  has  found  it  necessary  to  return,  yet  the  ne- 
gotiation between  the  two  counlriea,  for  the  arrangement 
of  the  differences  between  tliem,  are  not  considered  as 
lyoken  off,  but'  are  suspended  only  until  the  arrival  of 
a  minister,  who,  it  is  officially  announced,  will  be  sent  to 
this  country  with  powers  to  treat  on  the  subject. 

The  fact,  it  is  believed,  will  Justify  the  opinion  I  have 
formnl,  that  it  will  not  be  consistent  with  die  public  in- 
terest to  communicate  the  correspondence  and  instruc- 
tions requested  by  the  House,  so  long  as  the  negotiation 
ahaU  be  pending.  ANDREW  JACKSON. 

Ortkrtd,  That  the  aatd  meange  do-lje  on  the  table. 
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turned  are  rarely  if  ever  discontinued.  I  am  not  fw  dis- 
continuing them,  unless  they  are  useless  or  superfl'juus, 
M  well  as  unproductive.  I  am  willing  to  punue  tlie 
most  liberal  poUcy  in  multiplyine  them.  But  whj  m 
unproductive  post  routes  established  and  kept  up'  Of 
course,  because  the  public  good,  or  the  interest  of  (be 
inhabitaiita  on  the  route  requires  it,  or  both.  But  whe- 
ther it  be  one  or  the  other,  or  both,  it  is  plain  tbat  the 
expense,  if  not  borne  by  the  inhabitants  on  the-routr, 
(those  immediately  benefited,)  should  be  borne  bydM 
public  at  large,  and  paid  out  of  the  public  trcMuipr-  It 
cannot  be  just  to  charge  it,  as  we  now  do,  to  the  indin. 
duals  who  pay  postage  on  some  other  route,  thtu  nakiog 
them  pay  their  own  postage  and  tbat  of  their  feUov. 
citizens. 

Lastly,  there  is  the  rast  quantity  of  letters,  papery 
and  documents  which  are  transported  free  of  po^ta^. 
The  whole  correspondence  of  the  Government,  exterml 
and  internal,  foreign  and  domesttci  the  voluminoas  docu- 
ment!^ which  we  print  here  by  thousands  and  tern  of 
thousands,  and  the  entire  correspondence  of  sewn  or 
eight  thousand  postmasters;,  all  these  are  transported 
free  of  expense  to  those  who  despatch  and  those  who 
receive  them.  I  am  not  for  curtailing  this  prtvitege;  it 
is  essential  (to  some  extent]  to  cari?  on  the  public  busi- 
ness] and  wiiere  not  essential,  it  is  deng^ed  and  operates 
for  the  benefit  oT  the  people.  But  who  ought  to  pay  tat 
'a\  Somebody  must  pay  for  it.  We  write^free  on  tlie 
packets,  but  when  we  have  done  so  they  acquire  no  loco- 
motive power;  they  do  .not  fty  through  the  air;  thej  are 
carried  along  and  distributed,  by  the  usual  means  of 
transportation,  to  the  amount  of  more  toos  than  I  will 
venture  to  estimate,  in  the  course  of  the  year.  But  this 
transportation,  which  takes  place  for  the  immediate  *er- 
Tice  of  the  Government  and  the  general  acconunodatvoa 
of  the  people,  instead  of  being  paid  Tor  by  the  IicaauiT, 
is  thrown  upon  one  daal  of  the  citizens,  wfio  are  com- 

fielled  by  the  Government  to  pay  for  carrying  their  own 
etters,  and  then  for  all  the  free  letters,  documenbt  and 
packages  of  the  Executive  and  LegislatiTe  DepsrtiMnts. 
This  seems  to  me  unjust  and  tinreuomble  in  the  pxeaent 
condition  of  the  treasury. 

1  think,  therefore,  tbat  the  cost  of  the  nnprodnetive 
post  roa^  instead  of  being  borne  by  •  part  of  the 
people,  should  be  borne  by  the  whole — should  be  a  pub&c 
charge.  How  much  it  would  amount  to  in  the  course  of 
the  year  I  do  not  know;  but  the  books  of  the  Post  Office, 
1  presume,  would  furnish  the  amount  on  inspectioo. 

In  the  next  place,  I  think  the  treasury  ought  to  be 
cliarged  a  reasonable  sum  on  account  of  the  transporta- 
tion of  letters  and  documents  free  of  pontBgc.  What 
would  be  a  reasonable  sum  depend*  on  the  pmportlon 
whicb  this  part  of  tlte  transportation  by  mail  bears  to  all 
the  rest:  I  suppose  that  the  two  items  toother  vould 
fairly  amount,  m  the  present  state  of  affairs,  to  over  a 
million  of  dollars  annuullyi  tbat  is,  to  one-half  of  tlte 
present  cost  of  the  establishment 

Tiiis  would,  of  course,  authorize  a  corresponding  re- 
duction in  the  present  rates  of  postage;  a  reducl^ 
which  ought,  on  every  principle  of  equity,  to  take  place. 

In  making  the  reduction,  anew  graduation  of  rates  of 
postage  miglit,  I  think,  with  propriety  be  made.  I  do 
not  pretend  that  the  amount  charged  can  be  made  In  aU 
cases  to  correspond  mathematically  with  the  distance  to 
which  the  letter  is  carried;  but  it  seems  too  wide  a  de- 
parture from  this  rule,  thut  while  a  letter  from  Boston  ta 
New  Orleans  pays  but  a  quarter  of  a  dollar,  a  letter  from 
Boston  to  Wasliington  should  pay  as  much.  Tbc  exac- 
tion of  double  postage  for  putting  your  letter  intoatt 
extra  half  sheet,  or  for  enclosing  a  five  dollar  bill  in  it* 
is  also,  I  think,  unnecessurily  onerouB. 


BUDUCTION  OF  POSTAGE. 

The  foUowmg  resolution  was  offered  by  Hr.  E.  EVE- 
HETT: 

Rewhed,  Tbat  tiie  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
post  R<nda  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  inexpediency 
of  reducing  the  rates  of  postage  on  letters,  pamphlets, 
and  newspapers. 

In  moving  this  resolution,  Mr.  EVERETT  observed 
tbat  the  subject  had,  at  the  last  session,  been  presented 
to  CongreUf  by  petition,  from  Uie  portion  of  the  country 
which  be  in  part  represented.  had  then  urged  the 
justice  of  the  measure  recommended.  Believing  it  still 
both  jurt  and  peculiarly  seasonable,  he  was  induced,  in 
this  way,  to  bring  it  to  the  conaideraUon  of  the  House; 
and,  in  doing  so,  tie  would  briefly  explain  the  view  which 
he  took  of  It. 

Few  persons  who  had  not  turned  their  attention  parti- 
cularly to  the  Post  Office  were  aware  what  a  vast  and  ex- 
penure  establishment  it  had  become.  In  giving  it  this 
character,  however,  he  by  no  means  intended  to  say  that 
Us  operations  ought  to  be  contracted;  on  the  contrary,  he 
would  go  as  hr  as  any  one  in  extending  the  accommoda- 
tion which  it  afforded  to  the  people.  But  the  view  he 
took  of  the  subject  made  it  necessary  to  state  the  ex- 
pense at  which  it  is  supported;  and  which,  for  the  year 
ending  July,  1832,  amounted  to  the  large  sum  of  3,266,- 
100  £>llars,  of  which  3.338,570  dollars  were  actually 
levied,  in  the  form  of  postage,  during  the  last  year.  I'he 
entipe  expense  of  the  navy  of  the  United  States  is  but 
3,379,000  dulUrs,  and  that  of  the  whole  civil  list,  foreign 
intercouiw,  and  miscellaneous  departmentj>f  the  Gov- 
ernment is  but  a  trifle  over  3,000,000.  These  compa- 
risons show  that  the  Post  Office  establishment,  if  among 
the  most  useful,  is  also  among  the  most  expensive  estab- 
Ushments  of  the  country. 

This  expense  is  not  defrayed  tnm  the  treaaory,  as 
that  of  the  other  public  establishments,  but  by  a  specific 
tax,  levied  on  a  portitm  of  the  people,  viz:  those  who 
receive  letters  and  packets  by  mail,  charged  with  post- 
age. One  of  the  objects  to  which  I  wisTi  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  committee  is,  the  inquiry  whether,  as^ 
the  Post  Office  establishment  is  partly  tor  tbeserviee  of 
the  public,  as  well  as  partly  for  the  accommodation  of 
private  individuals,  the  entire  expense  of  it  ought  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  latter.^  And  another  point  of  inquiry 
is,  whether  the  burden  of  supporting  that  part  which  is 
for  private  accommodation  is  fairly  aportiuned^ 

If  the  Government  levied  no  more  from  the  individuals 
served  than  it  costs  the  Government  to  render  the  ser- 
vice to  these  individuals,  there  would,  of  course,  be  no 
cause  of  eompUunt.  Or,  if  the  state  of  the  treasury  re- 
qi^^  tliat  more  should  be  raised  from  the  payers  of 
postage  than  tlic  establishment  co&ta  to  the  Government; 
then  if  tlte  excess  were  equitably  apportioned  among  all 
who  pay  it,  there  would  be  no  injustice.  But  neither  of 
these  is  true.  On  the  present  system,  the  Government, 
by  penal  laws,  secures  to  itself  Uie  monopoly  of  the  bu- 
SDCis,  and  then  charges  the  expense  of  carrying  it  on  to 
a  portion  only  of  the  people,  and,  as  I  think,  upon  in- 
equitable principles. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  frrquently  a  considerable 
surplus  over  and  above  the  whole  expense  of  the  estab- 
lishment;  thus,  the  year  before  last,  there  was  a  surplus 
of  more  than  U00,000  duflars.  In  the  present  state  of 
the  treasury  there  surely  can  be  no  reason  in  raising  a 
revenue  of  this  kind  by  a  Government  monopoly. 

In  the  next  place,  there  is  a  very  considerable  number 
of  post  routes  which  are  unproductive;  that  is,  which 
cost  more  to  keep  up  than  they  yield.  The  law  requires 
a  return  to  be  made  to  Congress  of  those  that  yield  less 

than  a  third  of  the  cost  of  muntaining  them;  but  no  re-   ^  a  ^   r~*  o  

turn  Is  made  of  all  the  others  and  those  wludi  are  re- 1  wise  be  advftntageously  reduced.  It  is  at  ptvscnt  a  hwy 
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t«x  on  literature  and  intelligence,  not  needed  by  the 
treasury.  By  combining  with  thia  reduction  the  method 
adopted  in  England  to  prevent  the  letter  mul  from  being 
overloaded  witn  other  articles,  or  some  other  method  for 
the  same  object,  I  think  the  convenience  and  interests  of 
the  people  would  be  greatly  promoted,  and  as  acceptable 
a  service  rendered  them  as  any  in  our  power  to  render, 
in  the  way  of  reducing  and  equalising  taxation. 

There  are  various  other  news  of  this  subject  which  I 
might  present}  but  I  forbear  to  consume  the  time  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  CONNOR,  of  North  Carolina,  said  he  did  not  in- 
ject to  the  views  of  the  reiitleman  from  Massachusetts, 
[Mr.  EvbbxttO  he  would,  on  the  contrary*  go  as  far  aa 
any  body  in  supporting  every  practicable  reduction  of 
the  posUge  on  letters,  newspapers,  pamphlet^  &c.  If 
he  understood  the  proposition  of  the  honorable  member, 
it  had  reference  not  only  to  a  reduction  of  the  postage, 
but  also  to  the  expediency  of  throwing  tlie  Post  Omce 
Department  on  the  public  treasury-  He  thought  such  a 
proposition  would  not  be  sustained  by  the  House  then  or 
at  any  other  time.  It  never  was  intended  that  the  Post 
Office  should  be  a  source  of  revenue;  but  it  was  intended 
that  it  should  bear  its  own  expenses.  Contrary  to  expec- 
tation it  had  done  tliia  and  nu>re.  At  different  tunes 
a  million  ot  two  bad  accrued  at  the  treasury  fhim  the 
Post  OfRce  Department;  which  sum  it  would  have  a  just 
right  to  call  on  the  treasury  for  at  any  time  when  it 
mig^t  be  needed.  But,  aa  an  Individual,  he  was  not  wil- 
ling to  burden  the  public  treasury  with  a  responsibility 
for  the  Post  Office  Department,  llie  gentleman  was 
well  aware  how  the  great  amount  of  surplus  has  been 
disposed  ofi  it  had  been  expended  in  formmg  routes,  and 
making  openings  through  various  sections  of  the  country 
to  facilitate  the  communications  of  the  citizens  in  tlie  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Union.  Lisst  year,  up  to  July,  there 
was  a  surplus  of  300,000  dollars  which  had  been  thus  ap- 
plied. In  the  present  year  there  was  sud  to  be  a  small 
deficiency  of  some  5  or  6,000  dollars;  but  then  they  were 
informed  that  it  would  exceed  by  as  great  an  amount  the 
next  year. 

The  surplus  of  the  department  went,  therefore,  to  the 
entire  people:  it  might,  m  Gut,  be  called  the  establish- 
ment of  the  people.  As  to  the  unproductive  routes,  he 
would  inform  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  had  taken  up  that  matter, 
it  was  under  consideration,  and  he  thouglit  it  probable 
that  a  bill  would  be  reported  for  their  discontinuance.  It 
could  not  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  some  routes  should 
have  crept  in  which  ought  to  be  discontinued,  but  the 
department  had  not  the  power  to  do  it. 

The  department  as  well  as  the  committee  had  recom- 
menced the  discontinuance  of  some  of  these  routes;  but 
when  the  matter  came  before  the  House  it  always  met 
the  opposition  of  members  concerned  in  the  particular 
routes,  so  tlwt  nothing  had  been  done.  The  comnuUee, 
however,  having  had  the  matter  iimler  conaideratioo,  in 
conjunction  with  tiie  department,  they  were  in  hopes 
that  they  should.be  able  to  attun  their  ends  by  a  separate 
bill  for  tlie  purpose.  The  post  Office  Department  could 
not  be  thought  too  large  or  unwieldy  whilst  it  was  able 
toauppott  itself.  There  was  no  danger,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, tliat  it  should  become  a  burden  to  the  trea- 
sury. It  had  the  power,  by  >  single  order,  to  sweep 
three-fourths  or  the  whole  of  the  nuul  stages  off  the 
roads,  and  substitute  horse  mails  at  the  most  economical 
rates.  Mr.  C.  concluded  by  repeating  his  objection  to 
the  proposition  of  throwing  the  department  on  the  pub- 
lic treasury. 

Mr.  -WiLdE  rose,  but  the  hour  for  cesolutions  having 
exjMed,  did  not  address  the  House. 
The  renuinder  of  the  day  was  spent  on  private  bills. 
Vol.  IX.— 59 


8i.ti;rda<,  DzcsKBBa,  39. 
REDUCTION  OF  POSTAGE. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  EVERETT,  of  Massa- 
chusetts, l^ing  over  from  yesterday,  came  up  i^n  for 

consideration. 

Mr.  WILDE  sud,  had  he  known,  when  he  roae  yes- 
terday, that  the  hour  allotted  to  aucb  business  was  so 
nearly  at  an  end,  he  *ould  certunly  have  forborne  to 
take  the  floor.  To  speak  on  a  resolution,  after  a  day*a  in- 
terval, was  too  much  like  a  commonplace  remark  in 
conversation  after  a  l<mg  silence.  The  little  be  bad  to 
say,  however,  though  it  would  have  been  more  appro- 
priate then,  if  now  to  be  said  at  all,  had  best  be  said  at 
once.  It  was  contrary  to  the  usual  courte^  of  that  House 
to  reject  a  mere  resolution  'of  inquirr.  If  introduced ' 
without  preface  or  comment,  it  generally  passed  without 
oppoutioa  or  remark.  But  when  a  gentleman,  not  con- 
tent iritb  submitting  his  proposition,  argued  in  &vor  of  it, 
so  ftr  as  his  [Mr.  W's]  observaUon  extended,  tt  indicated 
just  so  much  doubt  of  its  correctness,  or  so  strong  a  con- 
viction of  its  urgency  or  importance,  that  other  gentle- 
men were  warranted,  and  even  invited  to  intimate  their 
first  impressions  even  on  its  first  appearaitce.  He  jjMr. 
W.]  did  not  intend  to  intimate  that  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  EtebstV]  at  all  questioned  the  sound- 
ness of  his  own  pronpwtion.  On  the  contrary,  its  novelty 
and  importance  ha<C  doubtless,  called  forth  that  gentle- 
 's  explanation.  Availing  himself,  then,  of  the  privi- 
lege customary  in  such  cases,  he  [Mr.  W.]  ventured  to 
intrude  a  few  hasty  suggestions-  . 

The  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Maaaneluwetts 
was,  in  effect,  to  charge  the  Post  Office  on  the  eustoaa. 
This  would  be  virtuslly  to  discharge  that  House  from  the 
further  consideration  of  reducing  the  duties  to  that  ex- 
tent. Adding  two  millions  to  the  duties  on  imports,  in 
the  present  state  of  our  affairs,  was  like  throwing  water 
on  a  drowned  man.  In  Mr.  Ws  part  of  the  country  the 
chief  distinction  rew^ised  among  pobticians  here,  was 
between  those  who  wished  less  money  to  be  raised  by 
dutie%  and  those  who  tried  to  find  new  vef*  of  q>endii^ 
it.  Among  the  l^ter  class,  he  was  forbidden  to  rank  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Etbestt.]  That 
gentleman  pUced  his  resdution  on  the  footing  ofiU  pro- 
posing a  reduction  of  oppressive  and  unequal  taxattoni- 
He  [Mr.  W.]  accepted  the  omen.  On  a  proper  occanon 
he  should  be  proud  to  have  the  support  the  geotlemao 
to  that  object.  He  was  happy  to  bear  the  geoeral  prla* 
ciple  avowed,  though  he  feared  there  n^t  arise  soma 
unfortunate  difference  of  opinion  between  them,  when 
they  came  to  its  application  m  detMl. 

With  respect  tq  postage,  Mr.  W.  denied  that  it  could, 
with  propriety,  be  called  a  tax.  It  was  not  unequal.  If 
it  was  mostly  paid  by  the  inhsbitanU  of  citie^  they,  tog, 
derived  the  greatest  advantages  from  it.  So  far  is  it  was 
a  charge  on  commercial  correspondence,  the  mercbants 
were  indemnified  by  increased  fiwilities  afforded  to  en- 
terprise and  speculation.  The  eities  received  from  abroad 
the  earliest  intelligence  of  events  which  regulated  prices* 
in  our  markets,  and  these  were  often  of  suracient  conse- 
quence not  merely  to  defray  the  charge  of  postage,  but 
to  warrant  the  expense  of  expresses.  So  fiu*  as  political 
and  literary  information  was  concerned,  the  publishers 
of  newspapers,  m^aaines,  and  pamphlet^  in  the  ciUe^ 
derived  the  profits  of  a  more  extennve  demand  for  their 
works,  which  tlie  mail  enabled  them  to  circulate  more 
widely. 

T4iere  seemed  to  him.no  more  propriety  in  maintaimt^ 
that  each  part  of  the  country  should  defray  the  expense 
of  its  own  post  routes,  than  in  saving  that  the  seaboard 
ought  to  pay  for  its  own  fiwtifiotioni^  and  coaunerco  for 
the  navy  that  protects  it. 

As  to  the  oppream  chmoter  of  th«  dkit:g«  of  poitage, 
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be^wu  not  apprized  itaX  it  lud  ever  been  compUined  of. 
Ifit  hid  ever  beeu  giUtiig't  the  forc  muct  have  grown 
callous.  Providence,  it  was  said,  6ttet1  the  yoke  to  the 
neck;  it  fitted  the  neck  to  the  yoke  also.  This  had  been 
worn  until  it  became  comparatively  easj'.  Other  burdens 
■till  touched  the  quick,  and  must  be  got  rid  oF.  In  this 
manner  the  topic  of  post^e  had  been  considered  and  dia- 

Eosed  of  by  the  Conmiittee  of  Ways  and  Means;  and  as 
_a  ibould  be  sorry  to  see  that  dispontion  of  it.at  present 
disturbed,  he  felt  bound  to  say  thus  much,  merely  to  pre- 
Tent  the  opinion  of  the  House  being  prematurely  affect- 
ed by  the  great  weight  to  which  every  thing  that  fell 
from  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  was  justly  en- 
tiUed.  ■* 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  said  that  the  resohition  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  differed  so  much  rrom  the 
speech  by  which  the  mover  had  supported  and  tfxpbuned 
that  he  eould  scarce  find  a  biiwIb  future  of  resem- 
blance. Prom  the  words  cS  the  reauutiw  he  should  have 
cotKluded  its  object  to  be,  that  printers  and  publishers  of 
newspapers  and  pamphlete,  residing  in  our  cities,  might 
get  their  publications  carried  all  over  the  country,  free  of 
postage,  and  be  thereby  enabled  to  enjoy  a  complete 
monopoly  of  the  business.  A  design  of  this  kind  could, 
be  presumed,  hope  for  no  support  in  that  House.  But, 
in  bis  ^>eech,  the  gentleman  had  urged  eonnderstions  of 
■t  least  a  very  doubtfhl  chancter,  if  not  wholly  unfound- 
ed in  fiict.  With  the  leave  of  the  House  he  shouU  con- 
sider a  few  of  these. 

The  proposition  advanced  in  the  gentleman's  argu- 
ment went,  ff  Mr.  H.  understood  it,  to  pension  the  Port 
Office  Department  upon  the  public  treasury.  Such  a 
•cheme  contained,  at  first  blush,  a  manifest  impropriety. 
During  the  bit  fifteen  yean  it  had  been  the  settled  policy 
vS  the  Government  to  make  this  department  support  it* 
Kir.  It  was  a  settled  principle  in  this  country  that  the 
transnrission  of  intelligence  should  never  be  made  a  sab- 
Ject  of  taxation.  The  proposition  in  tlie  resolution  was, 
therefore,  impolitic;  contrary  to  the  fixed  poli^  and 

Krineiples  of  this  country.  But  it  was  quite  as  unjust  as 
was  impolitic,  llie  principal  argument  urged  by  the 
gentleman  in  its  behalf,  and  the  chief  subject  of  his  com- 
plunt  in  the  existing  state  of  Oie  department,  was  the  vast 
7nequaltt]r  of  the  operation  of  the  present  law  of  postage, 
the  practical  effect  of  which  was  said  to  be  that  the  whole 
expense  of  the  transmission  of  letters  throughout  the 
country  was  borne  by  a  few  persons.  Mr.  H.  did  not 
think  that  such  was  the  case  in  point  of  fact.  By  whom 
was  the  greater  part  of  the  postage  at  present  paid> 
Kn^  by  niembeTs  of  the  legal  profession,  who  trans- 
mitted the  necessary  papers  connected  with  the  ekuses  in 
vUchthe^wereengaged;  this  expense  wu  always  charg- 
ed br  the  lawyers  to  their  clients,  and  by  them  paid. 
Another  class  was  the  printers  of  newspapers  and  pe- 
riodicals, and  they  charged  the  postsge  to  their  subscri- 
bers and  customers-  A  third  class  consisted  of  merchants 
and  men  Of  business,  and  it  was  well  known  that  postage 
^  formed  sn  Item  of  char^  in  their  mutual  accounts.  The 
'  burden,  then,  fell  on  wide  classes  of  the  community,  and 
was  made  a  (>raetice,  as  equal  in  its  purpose,  as  in  the 
nature  of  things  was  possible. 

But,  supposing  the  project  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts was  adopted,  by  whom  would  the  amount 
then  be  paid?  It  would  be  taken  from  the  pockets  of 
hutidn^  and  thousands  who  Had  little  or  no  concern  in 
Ifae  Iranymisnon  letters,  papers^  or  books  at  all.  All 
these  would  be  made  tribuUry  to  the  expense  of  sn  esta 
bBshment  with  which  they  had  scarce  any  thing  to  do, 
•nd  from  which  they  derived  scarce  any  sensible  oenefit. 
The  charge,  surely,  ought  to  be  home  by  those  who 
Were  directly  benefited  by  the  establishment;  and  if  any 
part  of  our  population  should  be  exempt,  it  ought  to  be 
thoM  who  had  Bttle  or  no  interest  in  the  tnnsnuaaioo  of 


the  mails.  The  gentleman's  scheme,  instead  of  remedy- 
ing, would  ag-gt^vate  and  immase  any  ine^ali^  which 
existed  at  present.  The  gentlenun  complained  of  gross 
injustice  in  compelling  the  productive  mall  routes  to  bear 
the  whole  expense  of  those  which  were  unproductive. 
But  tliis  complaint  was  as  unfounded  as  the  other.  If  the 
unproductive  routes  were  to  be  pensioned  Upon  the  trea- 
sury, how  was  the  departnrtent  to  ascertain  whieh  route* 
were  unproductive  and  which  were  not.^  The  reduction 
of  the  rates  of  postage  would  speedily  operate  to  render 
many  routes  unproductive  whicli  new  supported  them- 
selves, and  sent  a  balance  to  the  departmenL  The  gen- 
tleman would  soon  find  that  he  had  got  the  depaKmcnt 
into  a  situation  where  its  difRculties  were  ht  more  and 
greater  than  ever.  Its  old  difficulties  would  be  increased, 
and  new  ones  created. 

lliese  were  a  few  of  the  evil  consequences  that  would 

Srow  out  of  the  pUn,  so  br  ns  it  had  been  illustrated  by 
le  gentleman's  own  argument.  But  it  would  be  wetf  for 
the  House  to  look  a  little  beyond  the  gentleman's  speech. 
When  they  should  have  got  the  whole  Post  Office  esta- 
blishment as  a  pensioner  upon  the  treasury,  by  what 
standard  would  the  Postmaster  General  judge  how  often 
it  was  expedient  that  t^e  mails  should  run  on  the  various 
mul  routes  through  the  country?  Innumerable  caib 
would  be  made  upon  him,  of  the,  propriety  of  which  be 
eould  not  judge,  and  whidi  he  would  not  be  able 'to  re- 
fuse; and,  before  half  a  year  had  passed  away»  the  ex- 
penses of  the  department  would  fiir  exceed  the  amount 
that  otherwise  would  hare  been  more  than  suffident  to 
pay  all  iu  charges,  -and  the  inequality  of  the  pressure 
would  be  infinitely  greater  than  it  was  now. 

He  hoped  there  wotdd  be  no  dispontton  in  the  House 
to  adopt  any  one  of  the  gentleman^  proporitions;  and.  if 
BO,  then  why  institute  an  inquiry  on  a  plan  so  impolitic 
that  none  could  doubt  its  prompt  rejection?  Could  it  be 
expedient  to  make  the  ineoualities  of  the  burden,  occanon- 
ed  by  the  transmission  or  intelligence,  still  greater  than 
they  were  at  present?  To  produce  a  total  inability  to 
distinguish  productive  post  routes  from  nnproducUve 
ones?  To  free  tlie  printers  and  publishers  in  out  great 
cities  fhim  chai^  upon  their  papers  and  pamphlet^  and 
thereby  give  them  a  monopoly  ot  the  pubBsbing  btMneas' 
To  destroy  every  county  newspaper  throughout  the  Uoion, 
or  turn  them  into  the  mere  agents  of  the  large  ci^  esta- 
blishments? Such  a  change,  instead  of  being  expedient 
could  not  but  prove  manifestly  injurious  to  the  country. 
Would  gentlemen  ever  consent  to  put  the  transmission 
of  intelligence  as  ft  charge  upon  the  treasury,  when  the 
treasury  might  need  the  aid  of  the  Post  OOce.^  If,  when 
the  treasury  was  full,  the  Post  Office  became  a  petition- 
er for  its  aid,  wliat  might  be  expected  when  it  should  be 
empty?  Believing  tlie  plan  whollji' inexpe^nt,  Mr.  H. 
saia  he  should,  when  the  proper  time  came,  move  to  lay 
the  resohition  on  the  table;  and  he  should  do  so  now, 
but  that  he  presumed  the  gentleman  from  Masachusett& 
would  be  desirous  of  an  opportunity  of  convincing  the 
House  that  his  proposition  was  not  so  injurious  as  it  at 
present  appeared. 

Mr.  REED,  of  Massachusetts,  said  that  the  resolution 
offered  by  bis  collesgue,  had  been  at  least  of  suffirient 
consequence  to  attract  the  attention  of  influential  mcn>- 
bers  01  tlie  House.  But,  after  all  that  had  been  advanced 
in  reply  to  the  remarks  with  which  the  resoUitton  had 
been  introduced,  the  chief  argument  of  his  c<^eague  bad 
not  been  met,  viz.  that,  according  to  the  existing  laws^ 
tlie  burden  of  sustaining  the  Post  Office  establishment 
pressed  very  unequally  upon  the  country.  Thb  none 
bad  denied.    The  gentleman  last  up  [Mr.  Horrxav]  had 


argued,  that  because  the  postage  paid  by  lawyers  end 
printers  was  charged  upon  others,  tnerefiire  the  burden 

~^>ut,  let  gentlenie 
p^-and  the  s 
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waa  not  unequal  in  its  pressure.  But,  let  gentleniea  look 
at  the  States  where  ttus  lax  was  p^-and  the  swwnft 
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collected  in  each.  Tb'ii  vould  show  whether  it  was  paid 
by  the  whole  country  in  an  equal  ratio.  The  taj:,  as  it 
was  now  collected,  pressed  severely  upon  a  class  who 
were  far  from  wealthy.  It  was  for  this  class  of  citizens 
that  relief  was  sought.  And  had  his  colleague  proposed 
reliefto  any  thing  like  the  extent  gentlemen  had  repre- 
lented?  No,  &r  ftvm  it.  All  he  had  proposed  was,  that 
the  productive  routes  should  not  be  buraened  with  the 
whole  expense  of  the  unproductive..  He  had  not  com- 
plained of  the  existence  of  such  rouies;  on  the  contrary, 
he  Iiad  professed  himself  willing  still  fiirther  to  extend 
them .  But,  let  the  expense  be  home  by  a  tax  that  should 
be  paid  by  the  nation  at  larj^. 

It  had  been  urged  that  the  House  had  received  no  pe- 
titions on  this  subject.  But.  surely,  when  the  House  was 
fully  possessed  of  the  facts,  they  stood  in  need  of  no  peti- 
tions to  enlighten  them.  They  represented  the  interests 
of  their  constituents,  and  when  they  saw  how  those  con. 
stituents  might  be  relieved  from  an  unequal  burden  of 
taxation,  they  ought  not  to  wait  to  be  prompted  by  peti- 
tions. While  Congress  was  engaged  m  considering  the 
propriety  of  reducing  other  taxes,  they  might  as  well  con. 
sider  the  expediency  of  mitigating  this  also.  It  was  a  pro. 
per  subject  to  be  submitted  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Ur.  CRAIti  feltaome  anxiety  on-the  subject  of  the  pre- 
sent resolution,  nor  could  he  pretend  that  he  was  therein 
wholly  free  from  all  regard  to  his  own  interest.  If  the 
plan  proposed  should  be  carried  out,  'it  could  not  but 
prove  highly  injurious  to  the  interests  of  his  own  const!* 
tuents.  Instead  of  curtailing  the  number  of  mail  routes, 
ke  had  long  held  the  opinion  that  they  ought,  on  the  con- 
trary, to  be  still  further  extended.  The  roiul  establish- 
ment was  not  so  full  and  so  complete  as  it  ought  to  be. 
Many  of  tlie  citizens  of  our  country  were  entiued  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  advantages  derived  from  the  transmis- 
sion of  the  mail  in  their  own  neigliborlioodi^  who  at  pre- 
sent were  destitute  of  them. 

It  had  been  said  by  the  mover  of  the  resolution  that  the 
tax  at  present  paid  was  unequal  and  oppressive;  that  it 
bore  hard  upon  a  particular  class  of  our  citizens,  who 
were  more  heavilv  burdened  than  they  ought  to  be  for 
the  benefit  of  a  uifTerent  part  of  the  country.  This  was 
precisely  the  argument  used  by  those  opposed  to  the 
protective  system;  and,  in  the  arguments  urged  by  the 
g^entleman  and  his  friends  in  reply  to  Uiem,  he  would  find 
the  best  answer  to  his  own  objection.  No  syttcm  of  indi- 
rect taxation  could  ever  be  made  to  bear  equally  on  all 
portions  of  the  community.  And  this,  to  far  from  being 
a  valid  objection  to  tliat  species  of  taxation,  was  the  strong- 
est argument  in  its  favor;  because  its  pressure  fell  heavi- 
ly upon  those  who  were  best  able  to  pay  it.  This  was 
the  best  argument  he  had  ever  heard  in  &vor  of  the  pro- 
tecUve  tariflT;  and  it  applied  equally  to  the  Ia\fr  of  post- 
age. A  very  lai^  part  of  all  the  postage  collected  In  the 
United  States  was  paid  by  the  commercial  community;  it 
was  ft  tax  upon  commercial  correspondence;  and  it  was 
coextensive  with  the  growth  and  prosper!^  of  commerce 
itself.  In  this  correspondence  the  producers  of  the  coun- 
try had  a  deep  interest.  The  farmers  who  constituted  a 
large  part  of  his  own  constituents,  when  they  sent  their 
flour  to  Lynchburg,  to  Richmnnd,  to  New  York,  or  Bos- 
ton, had  occasion  to  correspond  with  those  to  whom  it  was 
.  consigned  for  sale  t  and  the  same  thing  might  be  taid  of  all 
other  producers  rimilwly  situated. 

The  gentleman  last  up,  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Rnn] 
liad  told  the  House  to  look  to  the  States  where  most  of 
the  postage  was  collected,  and  they  would  find  it  pud  by 
the  Atlantic  States.  Very  true.  But  why?  Because  the 
produce  of  the  other  States  there  found  its  market.  It  was 
the  commodity  which  paid  the  postage,  and  the  postage 
was  ultimately  charged  to  the  producer.  Besides,  our 
political  system  must  be  a  whole.   It  would  not  do  for 


the  head  to  say  to  the  foot,  1  have  no  need  of  thee;  jwi 
are  not  so  dignified  as  1,  and  T  can  do  without  your  aidi 
We  must  take  the  weak  with  Uie  strong;  for  our  union 
was  such,  that  if  the  weakest  part  of  the  body  politic 
should  be  taken  away,  the  strongest  could  not  but  meedi- 
ly  sympathise  witii  it.  Suppose  Congress  were  able  to 
check  alt  the  litlle  rills  which  contributed  to  nrell  that 
mighty  stream  which  now  supported  the  Post  Office  estab> 
lishment,  wliat  would  be  the  consequence  ?  One  Bttle 
spring  might  be  cut  ofT,  and  no  sensible  effect  fbllow; 
and  another  might  be  stopped,  and  still  no  viable  conse- 
quence be  perceived;  yet  it  was  from  streams,  from 
springs,  nay,  from  individuals  drops,  that  the  mighty  ocean 
itself  was  supplied;  and,  by  stopping  the  springs,  one 
after  another,  even  the  ocean  would  at  last  be  exMusted. 
The  fine  capillary  tubes  In  the  human  system  were  aU 
essential  to  the  health,  and  even  the  vitality  of  the  body. 
Many  of  the  existing  post  routes  might  be,  and  doubtless 
were,  unproductive.  But  why?  Because  they  had  been 
but  recently  established,  so  recently  that  a  taste  for  read- 
ing had  not  had  time  to  diffuse  itself  in  the  neighborhoods 
where  they  had  been  introduced.  The  people  had  not 
had  time  to  acquire  a  taste  for  the  fine  effusions  of  the 
North-,  and  how  was  such  a  taste  to  be  cultivated?  By 
cutting  off  the  means  of  (Staining  the  periodicals  whidi 
were  annually  multiplying  themselves  under  the  publie 
patronage?  When  tne  system  of  mail  routes  should  have 
spread  its  ramifications  over  the  whole  country,  and  ex- 
tended itself  into  all  its  more  obscure  neighborhood^ 
then,  if  there  should  still  be  any  surplus  revenue  derived 
from  the  establishment,  Mr.  C.  would  be  prepared  to  re- 
duce the  rate  of  postage;  but,  till  then,  he  must  protest 
against  iL 

Mr.  EVERETT  bad  just  risen  to  reply,  when  the  hour 
for  resolutions  expired. 
After  spending  some  time  on  private  bill^ 
The  House  a^ourned  to  Wednesday  next. 


WsmresDAT,  JAiru^ax  2. 

REDUCTION  OF  POSTAGE. 

The  resolution  heretofore  offered  by  Ur.  E.  ETEB- 
ETT,  coming  up  again  for  connderation, 

Mr.  EVERETT  observed,  that  though  he  had  not  anti- 
dpated,  in  offering  this  resolution,  that  it  would  consume 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  yet  he  bcUeved  the  sub- 
ject to  which  it  referred  was  of  importance  enough  to  de- 
serve all  the  time  which  it  had  occupied,  or  might  yet  occu- 

Ey.  He  did  not  himself,  however,  intend  to  protractthe  de- 
ate;  but  as  his  objects  had  not  been  correctiy  statei^ 
nor  his  arguments  answered  b^  any  of  the  gentlemen  who 
had  followed  and  opposed  him,  he  would  trouble  the 
House  with  a  brief  additional  explanation. 

Of  the  several  gentlemen  who  had  spoken  agaJnst  the 
resolution,  not  one  has  attempted  to  refiite  tiie  broad  prin- 
dple,  that  as  the  Post  Office  eatablishroent  wu  partly  fi» 
the  pubKc  service,  and  partly  for  private  accommodation, 
it  was  not  Just  that  the  entire  expense  of  it  dtould  he 
charged  to  one  class  of  private  individuals.  The  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  (whose  ingenuity  had  not  found  a  reply 
to  one  of  Mr.  E.'s  ai^menu)  had  said,  that  the  resolu- 
tion went  to  charge  the  Post  Office  on  the  customs.  Ttim 
was  giving  the  rradution,  to  aav  the  least,  twice  the  lati- 
tude mtended.  Mr.  E.  had  inUmated  tmly  that,  a  part  of 
the  expense  of  the  Post  Office  (that  part  which  waa  not 
for  the  sernce  of  the  payers  of  postage)  ought  to  be 
charged  to  the  people  atlarge;  that  is,  ought  to  be  ebarg^ 
ed  to  those  for  whose  good  the  expense 'was  incurred. 
The  genUeman  might  call  thu  charging  the  Post  Office  oa 
the  customs;  but,  if  it  were  so  charged,  it  would  be  pre- 
cisely in  the  condition  of  the  amy,  navy,  exeeutive^  legis- 
lative, and  judicial  departments  of  Uie  Oovemment;  and, 
in  short,  every  public  institution  and  cttabfishment. 
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.llieae  uv  tX\  <*  charred  to  the  customs,"  precisely  be- 
CMue  the  people  of  the  United  SUtes  had,  from  the  fint, 
given  a  preference  to  hiclirect  taxation,  as  that  method  of 
rainne  the  public  rerenues,  whose  burdens  were  most 
equalW  difTused'  and  least  felt.  Why,  the  cost  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  Post  Office  establishment,  which  was  for  the 
direct  service  of  the  public,  or  for  the  accommodation  of 
individuals,  who  do  not  themselves  par  for  it,  diould  not 
b*  deftayed  aa  all  otlier  public  eatabltshmenta  art— why 
it  Bbould  be  charged  to  a  limited  class  of  private  dtixens, 
who  are  not  otherwiae  benefited  than  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity, I  cannot  conceive;  nor  baa  any  ^ntleman,  by 
any  plain  and  common  sense  argtiment,  attempted  to  show. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  HorrwAn]  had 
gone  a  step  farther,  and  sMd  that  my  resolution  went  "  to 
pennon  the  Post  Office  on  the  treamry.'*  On  the  con- 
trary, it  goes  to  prevent  every  other  department  of  the 
Government  from  being  pensi<Mied  on  the  Poirt  Office.  Is 
not  the  official  correspondence  of  each  department  a  por- 
tion  of  the  service  of  tliat  department^  Does  not  the 
transmission  of  despatches,  instructions,  and  reports,  to 
and  from  this  place,  in  the  army  and  navy,  and  in  the  fis- 
cal department  of  the  Government,  form  a  portion  of  the 
aervke of  tboie  dnMrtments,  andnoother?  Why,  then, 
as  the  expenie  of  this  transmianon  charged  upon  that  nn- 
(le  class  of  aticent  whose  bnnness  or  incnnation  leads 
them  to  rec«ve  letters  by  mail?  Suppose  the  President 
of  the  United  States  should  have  (as  be  frequently  has) 
occation  to  send  a  courier  with  despatches  to  Europe,  or 
an  express  to  the  seat  of  war  on  a  distant  frontier  j  might 
not  the  compensation  and  expenses  of  such  courier  or  ex- 
press^  be  charged  to  the  Post  Office  with  as  much  pro- 
propriety  as  the  whole  mass  of  Government  correspond- 
ence is  now  charged  to  it^ 

I  believe,  ur,  that  few  gentlemen  are  aware  of  the  enor- 
mous weight  transported  Tree  of  postage,  and,  consequent- 
ly, at  the  expense  of  those  who  pay  postage — in  the  mail- 
I  have  endeavored  to  make  an  estimate  orthat  part  which 
is  most  easily  reduced  to  Calculation,  viz.  the  weight  of 
the  documents  printed  1^  order  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress for  distribution  by  mail.  From  the  best  data  within 
reachi  I  believe  that  the  weight  of  those  documents,  Uken 
with  the  pamphlet  edition  of  the  laws,  amounts  to  for^ 
tons  annuallyi  and  this  enormous  weight,  it  la  to  be  recol- 
lected, is  to  be  transported  all  over  the  Union,  not  in  bag- 
gage wagons  and  canal  boats,  but  in  light  vehicles  and 
stage  coaches,  at  the  rate  of  six  or  eight  miles  an  hour. 
The  expense,  of  course,  was  prodigiotis,  and  by  whom 
paid?  By  those  who  receive  the  documents?  No.  They 
are  free.  By  the  people  at  la^,  for  wliose  presumed 
benefit  they  are  distributed?  No,  and  it  ts  the  object  of 
my  resolution  that  it  should  be.  But  the  expense  of  this 
vast  amount  of  mail  carrii^  falls  on  one  class  of  the  citi- 
zens, and  that  the  class  who  do  not  receive  tlie  docu- 
ments. And  these  documents  form  but  one  portion  of 
what  id  transmitted  free  of  post^^t^tliere  is,  besides,  the 
correspondence  of  the  executive  and  legislative  depart- 
ments, and  of  nine  or  ten  thousand  postmasters.  To  this 
enormous  extent  the  other  branches  of  the  public  service 
are  pensioned  on  die  Post  Office — an  arrangement  in 
wtiich  1  can  perceive  neither  justice  nor  equity. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Wildk|  had  said 
that  it  was  imseasonable  to  press  a  measure  or  this  kind 
at  a  moment  like  this,  and  that,  in  its  operation,  it  would 
interfere  with  a  great  matter  which  the  House  had  in 
hand.  On  the  contrary,  I  hold  it  is  precisely  the  right 
time  for  the  introduction  of  the  proposition,  and,  instead 
of  interreriiu;  with  the  matter  to  which  the  gentleman 
aUudes,  I  take  it  to  be  fairly  part  and  parcel  of  that  mat- 
ter, and  expressly  referred  to  the  Comm'ittee  of  Ways  and 
Ueana^  of  which  the  gentleman  is  a  member,  as  one  of  the 
Iioints  idluded  to  in  the  message  at  (he  opening  of  tlie  ses- 
sion.   The  President  says:  "The  subject  of  the  revenue 


is  earnestly  recommended  to  the  connderalioa  of  Con- 
gress in  hope  that  the  comlnned  wisdom  of  the  Remesen. 
tatives  of  the  people  wUl  derae  such  means  of  enecting' 
that  salutary  object,  as  may  remove  those  burdens  which 
shall  be  found  to  fall  equally  upon  any." 

Now,  sir,  I  hare  proved  that  the  burden  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice establishment  falls  very  unequally,  and  the  gentleman 
refuses  to  relieve  those  oppressed  by  it,  becauae  he  has  in 
hand  a  general  clan  for  relieTin|f  tnoae  who  saffier  under 
what  they  think  unequal  taxation.  I  munt^n  that  this 
Post  Office  tax,  the  heaviest  single  tax  which  the  pei^le 
pay,  amounting  to  two  and  a  half  millions  annually,  n  de- 
monstrably unequal  in  its  apportionment.  All  the  other 
taxes  in  uie  country  are  levied  on  consumption,  and  that 
ia  as  near  an  approach  to  equality  as  can  be  made.  The 
postage  tax,  instead  of  interferii^  with  a  plan  for  remov* 
mg  unequal  taxation,  is  in  reali^  the  only  burden  with 
which  I  am  acquainted,  which  fiuls  uneqiudly  on  any  of 
the  people.  Sixty  or  seventy  tons  of  franked  documents 
is,  literally  as  well  as  financially,  an  enormous  burden  to 
throw  on  a  angle  class  of  the  community!  to  say  nodiing 
of  the  unproductive  routes, 'the  cost  of  which  is  also  cast 
on  the  same  individuals. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr-  Horhak]  bad 
sud  that  if  the  Post  Office  were  not  thrown  on  tiie  tre^ 
sutT,  the  time  would  come  when  the  treasoiy  vouU 
make  drafls  on  the  Post  Office;  if  we  did  not  keep  the 
Post  Office  and  t^fasury  distinct,  whenever  the  latter 
ran  low,  the  Government  would  resort  to  postage  as  a 
source  of  revenue.  Sir,  that  will  be  done  at  any  rate. 
Whenever  the  ordinary  sources  of  public  income,  flenved 
from  the  customs,  are  cut  off,  and  it  becomes  necessary  (o  ■ 
resort  to  direct  taxation,  the  Post  Office  will  be  amoag 
the  first  objects  resorted  to.  In  the  last  Mr  die  rates  « 
post^e  were  doubled.  Foreseeing  such  an  mcreue  of 
postage  hereafter,  as  the  possible  result  of  my  propoB> 
tion,  the  gentleman  said  my  plan  tended  to  tax  intell^enre 
and  information  for  the  use  of  the  treasury.  I  say,  on 
the  contrary,  I  wish  to  prevent  intelligence  and  inforaia- 
tion  being  taxed  to  carry  on  the  various  branches  of  the 

Jiublic  service!  and  it  is  t  very  insufficient  reason  for  re- 
using to  take  off  tlie  tax  now  that  you  may  hare  to  pat 
it  on  again  hereafter.  Let  us  take  it  off  now  that  we  can, 
and  keep  it  off  as  long  as  we  cani  it  wll  be  time  eaongh 
to  put  it  on  again  when  we  roust 

The  gentleman  said  that  those  who  now  pay  the  greater 
part  of  the  postage  did  not  themselves  bear  the  burden  of 
it.  The  lawyers  chai^d  it  to  their  clients;  the  merchants 
to  their  customers.  All  this  is  truei  but  liow  does  it  help 
Ute  matter?  What  b  it  that  is  thus  charged  over  to  clients 
and  cuBtomers^  Merely  ttie  expense  of  Dieir  own  postage  * 
Far  from  this.  The  clients,  the  customers,  and  others, 
who  bear  the  ultTmHte  burden  of  postage  must  pay,  not 
only  their  own  postage,  but  that  of  Congress  and  the  Exe- 
cutive, and  the  cost  of  the  unproductive  routes  of  the 
country.  The  lawyer  and  tlie  merchant  might  throw  this 
burden  from  their  own  shoulders,  but  they  could  not  do 
BO  only  by  throwing  it  upon  others,  to  whom  it  as  lltQe 
belonged  to  pay  it. 

The  gentleman  bad  ftirther  objected,  that  if  the  coM  of 
unproductive  routes  were  thrown  on  the  treasury,  no 
means  would  remain  for  ascertaining  what  routes  are  un- 
productive, i  confess  I  could  not  comprehend  this  diffi- 
culty. I  do  not  perceive  why  it  will  not  be  as  easy  then 
as  now.  If  the  gentleman  will  but  state  the  rtde,  (which 
he  may  not  find  ao  easy  to  be  done,)  by  which  productive 
and  unproductive  routes  are  discriminated,  I  will  under- 
Uke  to  show  that  it  will  be  as  easy  to  apply  that  rule, 
should  the  unproductive  routes  be  charged  to  the  trea- 
sury, as  it  is  now.  I  admit  that  it  will  be  difficult  to  find 
any  exact  principle  of  estimating  the  productireness  or 
unproductiveness  of  routes.  The  law,  however,  poaitive- 
ly  requires  it  to  be  done,  and  a  return  made  to  Congreas 
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of  «11  the  routes  which  yield  less  than  one-third  of  their 
cost.  It  nuffht  not  be  possible  to  come  nearer  than  an 
estimate  triT  uie  annual  amount  of  anproducUve  expend)- 
turei  but  when  that  estimate  is  made,  hy  those  best  able 
to  make  I  would  thank  any  one  for  a  pbnn,  intelligible 
reason  why  the  amount  should  be  charged  not  to  the 
people  at  large,  whose  interest  dictates  the  support  of 
tiiese  routes*  but  to  a  small  portkm  of  the  people  having 
no  special  interest  in  the  matter.  Such  a  reason  I  have 
nerer  heard. 

Bendes  all  this,  I  beriCTe  the  rates  of  pottage  might  be 
essentially  reduced,  wiUiout  waxy  Ammotioa  of  tiie  rerc- 
nue  of  the  depattmenL  If  the  rates  were  diminished 
one-hdf,  t  am  welt  persuaded  that  the  quantity  of  cor- 
respondenee  would  increase  in  that  proportion.  This  is 
eminently  true  of  all  that  correspondence  which  is  not  on 
businesi,  properly  so  called.  Letters  ot  convedience, 
friendship,  and  inclination,  and  espcdaUy  letters  written 
by  the  poor,  would  unquestionably  be  multiplied  in  fhll 
proportion  to  the  reduction  of  postage.  The  tax  is  a 
Tery  heaiy  one  on  the  part  of  this  community,  and  really 
cuts  off  a  great  part  of  that  correspondence  which  most 
promotes  the  pleasure  and  happiness  of  life.  None  but 
men  of  businesa^  who  are  obliged  to  write,  and  the  rich, 
who  can  afford  to  do  so,  now  enjoy  the  adntntaf^es  of  the 
Post  Office.  In  brinnw  forward  this  resolution,  I  do 
not  lo^  very  paitiauarTy  to  the  interests  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  whioi  I  represent  The  eommer* 
cial  community  dx>ca,  indeed,  bear  a  large  portion  of 
the  tax.  It  is  true,  as  has  been  said,  it  is  best  able  to 
bear  it;  but  if  this  is  a  reason  against  reducing  this  tax,  it 
holds  equally  of  evenr  other.  But  it  is  the  West,  which, 
as  a  great  section  of^countiy,  feels  this  burden  most  se- 
verely, and  suffers  most  in  the  reiirietiona  which  it  lays 
on  correspondence.  The  West  is  settled  by  emigrants 
from  the  Rast.  The  whole  emigrating  population  is 
within  the  rangfe  of  the  highest  rate  of  postage.  Every 
one  knows  tbe  strength  of  the  ties  which  Vind  the  feelings 
of  the  emigrant  to  the  spot  of  his  birthj  his  anxiety  to  re- 
ceive inteUiffence  from  home,  and  to  write  back  the  nar- 
rative of  wnat  befiUs  him.  For  every  such  letter  tbe 
Government  taxes  him  about  twice  what  it  costs  to  trans- 
,  port  it,  in  order  that  all  the  public,  (dBdal,  and  election* 
'  eertng  correspondence  of  Congress  and  tbe  departments, 
may  go  free. 

Alt  I  ask  is  inquiry  into  the  subject  by  the  committee. 
I  wish  them  to  investigate  it,  and  see  if"^  they  cannot  re- 
duce this  tax.  They  may  find  that  it  can  be  reduced 
without  producing  any  defalcation  in  the  income.  In 
that  event  they  wQl  not  refiise  to  reduce  it.  They  may, 
on  a  more  deliberate  examination  of  the  subject,  become 
satisfied,  with  me,  that  the  postage  of  the  Government 
ought  not  to  be  charged  to  a  small  part  of  the  people,  as 
it  now  is;  at)d  that  the  citizens  on  the  productive  routes 
ought  not,  bendes  paying  their  own  postage,  pay  that  of 
their  fellow-citizens  on  the  unproductive  routes.  Should 
this  be  the  result  of  their  examination,  as  it  is  of  the  best 
reflection  1  have  been  able  to  give  tbe  subject,  they  will 
have  it  in  their  power  ttt  recommend  to  the  House  a 
measure  of  relief,  which,  I  am  sure,  will  be  very  accepta- 
ble to  the  people. 

Mr.  HOFFHAK  observed,  in,  reply,  that  he  had  re- 
marked, on  a  former  day,  when  this  subject  had  been 
under  discusuon,  that,  it'  the  gentleman  had  submitted 
his  resolution  witiiout  the  accompanying  otnervationi,  it 
would  probably  have  passed  in  silence,  as  conts'ning  some 
proper  suggestions  to  the  Post  Ofllce  CommiUee.  But 
tbe  gentlenun  had  thought  proper  to  fikvor  the  House 
with  his  views  and  reasons  for  introdudng  it,  from  which 
it  bad  appeared  that  the  reasonings  on  .wnich  the  resolu- 
tion was  founded,  were  wholly  nllacious,  and  the  pur 

Eose  of  its  introduction  very  difi^rent  from  what  might 
e  gathered  from  the  tenor  of  the  reaohition  itself.  The 


^tleman's  whole  argument,  as  it  has  now  been  put,  lay 
in  this  lact  that  the  transmission  of  intelligence  among 
the  people  of  the  Union,  wai  charged  with  the  expense 
of  the  transmission  also  of  the  public  documenta,  espe- 
cially those  printed  and  circulated  by  order  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress.  This  might  be  a  very  good  argu- 
ment in  fiivor  of  a  reduction  of  the  franking  privilegei 
but  for  nothing  else.  If  it  was  true  that  the  two  Houses 
were  in  the  hsbtt  of  franking  more  than  they  ought  to  4o, 
it  was  easy  to  remedy  the  evil,  by  curtailing  the  power. 
Confine  the  franking  privilege  to  tlie  officers  of  Govern- 
ment, or  limit  it  in  pdnt  of  time.  The  arguownt  nught 
avail  against  the  people's  reading  so  much,  or  against  the 
Houses  franking  so  much,  or  in  favor  of  their  franking 
more  selectlyt  but  it  was  no  argument  for  tbe  reduction 
of  tbe  rates  of  postage.  Still  leas  wu  it  any  reason  why 
the  expenses  of  tbe  Post  Office  should  be  cttarged  upon 
the  treasury.  Did  not  the  treasury  already  contribute 
largely  to  the  expense  of  tiiat  department?  The  legisbt* 
tion  oithe  House,  while  occupied  inexanuniiwandpesdi^ 
upon  proposed  mail  routes,  was  paid  (or  out  oithe  treasury. 
A  large  uiare  of  the  action  of  the  department  itself  was 
sustained  from  the  same  source.  All  the  salaries  of  the 
numerous  officer*  of  the  establishment  came  out  of  the 
treaaury,  and  he  had  no  doubt  if  the  nutter  were  fully 
investigated,  it  would  appear  that  a  large  part  of  the 
charges  attending  the  transmiMion  of  the  forty  tons  of 
documents,  of  wluch  tbe  gentleBiao  had  ^ken,  came 
from  the  same  place. 

But,  allowing  tlie  burden  to  be  at  unequal  as  tbe 
tleman  had  represented  it  to  be,  his  own  prcmoaition 
would  render  it  still  more  unequal.  Those  who  paid 
now  were  persiMU  who  derived  at  least  some  advantages 
from  the  transnusMoa  of  the  mail)  but  those  whom  the 
gentleman  wished  to  compel  to  pay,  were  persons  who 
were  almost  entirely  unconnected  with  it|  who  seldom 
sent,  and  as  seldom  received  letters  by  mail  at  lil. 

The  gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  there  was  no  JusI 
gpround  for  the  franking  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  post- 
masters; if  this  source  of  expenditure  should  be  closed, 
some  other  to  tbe  same  amount  would  have  to  be  opened 
in  lieu  of  it;  great  inconvenience  must  result,  and  no 
diminution  of  eost  in  tbe  long  run.  He  complained,  toOk 
of  the  injustice  of  charging  the  support  of  tbe  unpro- 
ductive routes  upon  such  as  were  productive.  But  Mr. 
H.  believed  that,  without  the  former,  the  latter  would 
lose  much  of  their  utility,  and  of  their  productiveness 
also.  Many  a  letter  now  mailed  at  New  York  would 
never  find  iti  way  into  the  Post  Office,  if  the  writer  knew 
that,  by  the  cutting  off  the  routes  at  the  end  of  the  dis- 
tance it  had  to  travel,  his  letter  would  be  prevented  from 
certainly  reacliing  its  destination.  Suppose  that  one-fiflh 
oT  tbe  expense  ofthe  Post  Office  should  be  chaiwed  upon 
the  treasury,  and  tlie  postage  of  letters  reducetfone-fifth 
also;  the  salaries  of  the  postmasters  must,  of  course,  be 
reduced  in  Uie  same  proportion.  The  treasury  would 
have  to  pay  them,  and  so,  in  the  end,  the  whole  Post 
Office  Department  would  come,  as  he  had  said,  to  be 
pensioned  anon  tbe  treant^'.  There  was  no  way, 
that  he  could  tee,  to  avcnd  it 

If  the  gentleman  really  desired  that  the  committee 
should  inquire  only  whether  the  rate  of  postage  might 
not  be  reduced  without  injury  to  the  funds  en  the  de- 
partment, Mr.  H.  should  have  no  great  objectiona  tosuch 
an'inquiry.  He  should  rejoice  to  see  the  postage  re- 
duced as  heartily  as  the  gentleman  from  Hatsachusetts, 
or  any  other  individual;  and  when  there  should  be  a 
permanent  anrplm  of  the  fiinds  the  department  over 
lU  expen^ures,  he  should  be  very  willing  to  reduce  the 
ratest  but  not  till  then.  Laboring  under  the  conviction 
that  such  was  not  the  case,  and  believing  tbe  resolution, 
as  explained  by  tiie  mover,  to  be  improper  in  its  um,  he 
must  move  to  lay  it  upon  the  tablfc. 
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Hr.  POLK  demuided  the  yeu  and  luys  upon  this  mo- 
tion, *nd  they  were  ordered  by  the  Houbc. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  coiuented  to  withdraw  the  motion, 
at  the  request  of 

Hr.  CAMBRELENG,  who  observed  that  the  debate 
which  had  occupied  the  time  of  the  Houfie,  had  no  more 
to  do  with  the  resolution  which  had  ^ivcn  the  pretext 
for  it,  than  it  had  to  do  with  the  subject  of  the  tarifT. 
The  resolution  in  itself  was  me  of  the  fiurest  and  most 
proper  aubjects  of  inquiry  that  could  be  proposed.  The 
expediency  of  a  reduction  of  the  rates  of  postage  was  a 
perfectly  proper  subject  of  comideration,  and  he  thought 
ourhtto  be  proposed  annually  asa  standing  subject  of  le- 
riilative  inquiry.  If  it  should  be  found  that  tbe  rates  were 
higher  than  they  need  be,  and  the  funds  of  the  depart- 
ment  accumulated  with  too  great  rapidity,,  ought  not  the 
postage  to  be  reduced?  Ye^  wlule  he  held  this  (pinion, 
and  hcldit  strongly,  he  differed  entirely  from  the  gentle- 
man from  Masmcauietu  in  the  views  be  had  expressed- 
He  coaudered  our  whole  syMem  of  mail  estabUsliments 
as  one  undivided  wholet  and  he  believed  that  the  in- 
habitants upon  tbe  Atlantic  seaboard  were  as  much  in- 
terested in  its  extension  and  ramification  a*  those  of  the 
interior.  He  considered  it  as  much  the  interest  of  his 
eooititiienU  to  keep  up  tbe  unproductive  routes,  as  it 
was  of  tboM  who  lived  in  the  immetUate  vicinity  of  those 
routes;  and  it  was  as  much  their  interest  that  Uie  public 
documents  diould  be  aent  all  over  the  country  as  it  wks 
of  any  other  citizens  of  the  republic.  The  whole  Post 
Office  establishment  had  been  instituted  mainly  for  the 
ftccommodation  of  the  commercial  interestt  and,  of  all 
the  taxes  paid  in  the  country,  one  of  the  most  just,  equal, 
and  universal,  was  that  of  postage.  But,  should  the 
House  stand  by  and  see  it  accumulate  to  the  amount  of 
two  nulhons  of  dollars,  and  notinquire  into  the  expedien- 
cy of  lowering  the  rate  of  postage?  of  diroiniahing  the  tax 
upon  the  tranamission  of  intelligence,  civil,  commercial, 
literary,  and  religious?  However  he  differed  from  the 
views  of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Masuchusetts,  be 
heartily  concurred  in  the  propriety  of  his  resolution. 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  ntid,  the  hfmorable  gentiemsn  from 
New  Tm-k,  on  my  left,  impeaM  to  view^is  question  only 
as  it  may  effect  the  tariff,  or  rather  any  views  against  the 
tariff,  which  either  the  administration  or  a  majority  of  this 
House  may  have  in  contemplation.  3ir,  if  I  could  have 
any  additional  motive  to  induce  me  to  go  for  the  resolu- 
tion of  my  honorable  friend  from  Massachusetts,  a  resolu- 
tion which,  if  carried,  is  calculated  to  reliev,e,  to  so  great 
an  extent,  not  only  my  own  immediate  constituents,  hut 
abo  tbe  great  irass  of  the  people  of  the  Union,  from  a 
tax  endenily  bearing  partially  and  unjustly  on  themi,  that 
inducement  1  find  in  the  very  view  Uken  by  the  genUe- 
man  from  New  York.  If,  air,  in  relieving  the  greatmaas 
of  the  people  from  an  unjust  tax,  I  can  likewise  have  the 
advanUge  of  placing  some  slight  ban-ier  against  tbe  war 
of  deaoUtion  which  I  perceive  in  the  horizon,  rolling 
with  awfiil  ruin  onward  towards  my  own  and  every  manu- 
facturing district  in  the  Union,  I  am  too  happy  to  be  able 
to  avail  myself  of  it.  In  this  point  of  view,  I  trust  I  may 
venture  to  express  the  cheering  hope  tlut  1  shall  be  sus- 
tained by  tbe  whole  body  of  my  honorable  colieagues 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DEARBORN  referred  to  the  early  perioil  in  our 
history,  when  the  chief  intercourse  by  mail  was  confined 
to  tiie  vicinity  of  tbe  seaboard,  and  when  the  whole 
amount  received  for  postage  did  no  more  than  defray  the 
expense  of  transporting  the  mailst  but,  of  late  years,  the 
business  of  the  country  bad  vastiy  augmented,  and  now 
the  postage  was  more  then  quadruple  what  would  be  re- 
quisite for  the  mere  expense  of  mail  transportation.  Be- 
tween our  great  cities,  from  Boston  to  Baltimore,  con- 
tracts could  be  obtsjned  to  carry  the  mail  for  a  cent  a 
letter.  Why,  then,  were  the  rates  still  continued  so  high  ^ 


That  other  routes  through  tbe  interior  ro^ht  be  sustain- 
ed. Th«  Goremment  nad  tbe  monopoly,  and  carrieis 
dare  not  enter  into  competition  with- the  Poet  Office  De- 
partment. But  not  only  was  tiie.  postage  on  our  mail 
routes  much  higher  than  it  need  he  to  cover  expcnsea, 
but  Government  received  a  very  high  rate  of  postage 
where  there  was  no  expense  at  all,  where  the  mail  was 
not  carried  one  rod.  He  referred  to  the  tax  charged 
upon  letters  from  foreign  countries;  all  tiicse  letters— 
and  the^  often  amounted  by  the  packets  to  30,  30,  and 
40,000  in  a  single  vessel—six  cents  a  piece  waa  to 
Government,  thou|^  they  bad  not  been  transported  by 
Government  conveyance  a  single  yard.  Thus  an  amount 
of  2,400  dollars  postage  was  paid  upon  letters  received 
by  gentiemen  from  their  correspondents,  and  on  which 
Government  had  incurred  no  expense  whatever.  Was 
not  this  a  most  onerous  tax?  Besides  which,  they  had  to 
pay  a  heavy  contribution  to  the  snstsining  of  unproduc- 
tive mail  routes.  He  hoped  tbe  inquiry  would  go  to  the 
appropriate  committee. 

The  hour  allotted  to  the  consideration  of  xeaolafiDns 
having  now  expired, 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  moved  the  orders  t^S  the  day.  The 
motion  prevailed:  Yeas  83,  nays  79, 

[This  motim  (from  the  churman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  hnd  Means)  was  believed  to  be  preparatory  to  an> 
other  for  the  comaderation  of  the  new  tariff  biU^  whkh 
may  account  for  tbe  above  vote,  on  what  is  i»£Mvilj 
considered  a  mere  motion  in  course.] 

When  the  bills  first  in  the  order*  of  Uie  day* were  an- 
nounced,  < 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  moved  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  them  until  to-m<«Tow,  in  order  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  tbe  Whole  on  tbe  state  of  the  Union. 

The  motioned  was  negatived:  Yeas  74,  nays  83. 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  then  obtuned  leave  to  make  an 
explanation,  and  said  that  there  were  several  bills  be- 
sides tbe  bill  to  reduce  the  tariff,  which  had  been  report- 
ed by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  referred 
to  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union; 
so,  that  gentlemen  who  were  t^posed  to  considering  the 
tariff  bul  at  this  time,  need  not  vote  against  the  motion, 
as  other  bills  mig^t  be  taken  up.  Be  should  not  press 
that  bill  if  genUemen  were  unprepared  for  it.  He  under^ 
stood  that,  on  account  of  some  of  the  statements  accom- 
panying tbe  report  not  having  jret  been  printed  and  laid  on 
the  tables,  .scHne  gentlemen  did  not  con^der  themselves 
as  ready  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill  to-day. 

Mr.  SURGES  sud  that,  if  the  genticman  would  pledge 
himself  not  to  move  to  take  up  that  bill  t»dqr,  be  woiud 
vote  tp  go  into  committee,  but  not  otherwbe. 

Hr.  VERPLANCK  replied  that  be  would  not  pledge 
himself  not  to  move  the  bill,  but  he  would  assure  gen- 
tlemen he  should  not  insist  upon  having  it  taken  up  now. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  HcBaaao,  of  New  Hampdiire, 
in  tbe  chair. 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  said  he  should  waive  hW  motion 
for  considering  the  bill  to  reduce  tbe  tariff  for  tbe  ]«• 
sent,  but  wouU  renew  it  at  a  very  eariy  dsyi  Umhoitow, 

if  possible. 

Certain  appropriation  biUa  being  talun  u^  and  hanng 
been  gone  tltrohg^  with— 

AMENDMENT  OP  THE  CONSTITUTION. 

Mr.  ROOT  moved  tbe  ctmnderation  of  a  resolution  of- 
fered by  him  last  session,  to  amend  tbe  ctmstitution  of 
the  United  States. 

Tbe  motion,  after  some  opposition,  was  agreed  to: 
Yeas  6?,  nays  SO. 

Mr.  ROOT  said  the  resolution  was  introduced  last  ses. 
sion,  with  the  view  of  carrying  into  execution  the  very 
first  cecommendatioo  of  the  President  for  tbe  then  three 
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■accearire  yean.  A  report  waa  moved  at  the  last  aession, 
that  it  ma  proper  to  vote  directty  for  President  and  Vice 
Prendent,  and  that  there  should  be  some  modifi<Aition  by 
which  a  recurrence  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
should  never  take  place  if  possible.  This  proposition, 
so  solemnly  and  so  repeatedly  recommended  to  their  con- 
sideration, would,  he  admitted,  if  carried  into  execution, 
chan^  wbat  he  used  to  consider  the  principle  of  the  pre- 
tidential  election.  The  principle  he  used  to  believe  was 
this:  that  the  election  should  be  by  States,  in  a  manner 
subsuntially  the  same  as  under  the  old  confederation, 
when  each  State  had  an  equal  number  of  votcsi  and  that, 
Holder  the  constitution)  u  he  understood  it,  the  only  BUer- 
ation  was  this:  that,  inasmuch  as  the  principles  of  tSLzation 
and  representation  were  to  go  band  in  hand  together, 
the  new  constTtution  introduced  another  branch  of  rep- 
resentation, namely,  the  tax-paying  interest;  thus  provi- 
ding tliat  the  States  paying  the  most  taxes  should  have 
the  greater  vote  in  the  choice  of  President  and  Vfce  Pre- 
sident. By  combniing  the  prindples  of  repreaentation 
by  States  with  that  of  representation  accortUngto  the  tax- 
paying'  interest,  the  larger  States  had  more  votes  in  the 
elections  than  the  smaller.  The  electoral  e<^le^, 
chosen  In  the  manner  which  the  States  might  respective- 
ly provide,  had  a  direct  vote  in  the  election  of  President 
and  Vice  President.  Rut  a  notion  had  prevailed,  and  had 
been  increasing  for  years,  that  the  election  would  be 
more  popular  in  every  State,  provided  the  people  chose 
their  own  electoral  coHegea. 

In  pursoance  of  this  practice  most  of  the  States  had 
provided  that  the  people  should  choose  their  electors; 
this  being  so,  it  followed  that,  if  it  was  proper  that  they 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  election  of  President  and  Vice 
President,  then  the  constitution  should  he  so  provided 
that  they  could  have  their  choice.  The  present  Presi- 
dent feeling  the  full  foree  of  this  popular  sentiment, 
•mounting  almost  to  ft  command,  because  It  vaa  the  po- 
pular vmce  in  every  State  of  the  Union,  had  recommend- 
ed that  the  vote  of"^  the  people  in  elections  should  be  di- 
rect. Was  there  not,  in  the  late  election,  additional  rea- 
Bons  for  this?  lie  would  ask  whether,  at  the  tate  elec- 
tion in  roost  of  Oie  States — w  he  would  mention  the 
States  of  New  York  and  Pennn  lvania,  because  be  was 
better  acqaainted  whh  them— he  aaked,  tlien,  whether, 
in  those  States,  the  people  eatled  on  to  vote  bad  an  op- 
portunity fulhf  to  express  their  opinion  as  to  the  canoi- 
date  they  desired  to  be  elected^  It  was  not  so.  When 
persona  appointed  agents,  the  fitness  and  character  of 
those  agents  should  certainly  be  taken  into  consideration. 
A  man  of  honor,  if  he  would«do  a  thing,  suppodng  it  to 
be  a  proper  thing,  would  be  unwHUng  to  do  it  with  a 
foul  instrument.  Ag»n:  when  a  person  employed  an 
agent  to  do  a  thing,  he  was  desirous  to  know  whether  he 
had  performed  his  du^jr  with  fidelity;  whether  he  had 
acted  as  he  should  have  done  if  the  person  by  whom  he 
was  appointed  had  been  present.  If  he  could  not  know 
this,  he  should  be  unwilling  to  appoint  an  sgent.  Be- 
sides, Xooy  there  was  a  liability  tiiat  the  agent  might  be- 
tray bis  trust  Ttduntarily;  he  might  be  seduced  or  pur- 
chased to  act  contraty  to  the  intervsta  of  his  employer. 
The  principle  of  enctiona  had  been  lately  urged  on 
their  conrideration  by  reasons  ten-fold  stronger  than  Ex- 
ecutive authority:  be  meant  the  declaration  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive is  the  representative  of  the  whole  people— that 
the  Executive  represents  the  whole  United  States.  For- 
cible arguments  were  offered  to  show  that  such  is  ttie 
fact,  otberwise  a  minority  migiit  elect  a  Prendent  against 
the  will  of  the  majority.  If  this  was  not  to  be  inferred, 
Kt  first  sight,  from  the  constitution,  yet  the  principle  was 
declared  to  be  found  there.  Was  it  not  better,  then,  if  this 
was  correct,  to  have  it  so  plain  that  all  might  see  that  it 
was  M>i  that  it  might  be  approved  in  all  parta  of  the 
country,  and  hy  ill  parties^  tut  the  Prendent  is  the  re- 


[H.  or  R. 


presentative  of  alt  the  people  of  the  United  States  taken 
as  an  unity.  This  principle,  having  received  such  high 
sanction,  and  been  so  universally  approved,  should  they 
not  place  it  in  the  constitution  so  as  to  make  it  beyond 
doubt?  There  would  be  no  departure  from  the  federal 
principle  from  adopting  the  prorinon  of  the  resolution. 
When  he  introduced  it,  he  thought  it  best  that  the  Su- 
preme "Court  should  canvass  the  votes,  so  that,  in  a  con- 
tested election,  a  body,  supposed  to  be  above  all  political 
feeling-,  should  have  tbe  decision;  but  many  of  the  select 
committee  thought  it  would  be  best  that  the  canvass 
should  take  place  in  tbe  same  way  as  heretofore.  But 
one  of  the  cnjeetions  made  by  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee va^  that,  if  there  Aould  arise  a  difference  in  the 
votes,  an  unequal  vote  might  be  (Stained  by  a  joint  bal- 
lot of  the  two  Houses.  He  preferred  that  the  tax- 
paying  part  of  the  people  should  return  their  represen- 
tatives, and  it  was  necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
court,  some  body  instituted  to  decide,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  decide  b^  sending  the  question  back  to  the 
people.  In  tbe  anticipation  of  such  an  event,  as  that  of 
sendinrthe  question  back  for  the  decision  of  the  people, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  have  the  election  a  year  or  two 
before  hand,  otberwise  there  would,  in  such  a  case,  fol- 
low a  dissolution  of  the  Government.  According  to  the 
calculation  of  chances,  however,  such  a  thing  could  not 
happen  above  once  in  a  thousand  years;  there  was  not 
much  danger  to  be  apprehended  from  that;  other  circum- 
stancea  ought  occur  to  cause  a  dissolution  of  the  Union. 
Should  it  be  said  that  a  recommendation  ao  solemnly  and 
so  repeatedly  made,  should  be  paaaed  over  without  the 
consideration  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  FOLK  moved  that,  in  reporting  the  bills  which  had 
passed  through  the  committee,  the  resolution  wouM  be 
reported  as  still  under  connderation. 

This  motion  gave  tise  to  a  long  debate  on  a  question  of 
order,  viz:  When  a  nomber  of  bills  have  been  succes- 
sively considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  laid 
aside,  and  while  another  is  under  discussion,  a  motion  is 
made  to  rise,  whether  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  in 
making  his  report  to  the  House,  shall  report  the  bills 
which  nave  been  considered  and  aude,  to  the  House, 
without  an  order  of  the  committee  to  that  effect?  and 
whether  the  bill  or  resolution  under  connderation  when 
the  motion  to  rise  was  made,  and  which  bill,  &c.,  had 
not  been  amended,  is  to  be  reported  with  the  previous 
bills  > 

The  debate  terminated  by  the  committee  rising;  when 
the  chairman  reported  to  the  House  all  the  bills,  but  re- 
ported progress  only  upon  the  resolution.. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  opposed  the  report  of  the  chairman 
as  unauthorized. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  could  take  cognizance 
of  what  had  been  done  in  Committee  of  tlie  Whole  only 
through  the  report  of  the  chairman  of  that  committee. 

After  several  ineffectual  attempts  to  amend  or  set  aside 
the  report,  it  was  suffered  to  stand. 

So  the  resolution  of  Mr.  ROOT  is  still  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

The  House  then  adjourned  withont  acting  on  Uie  bilta 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 


TnunanjiT,  JairvAaT  3. 
'  REDUCTION  OF  POSTAGE. 
The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
solution submitted  on  a  preceding  day  by  Mr.  KvnsTT, 
of  Ms$Sschusettff,  instructing  the  Committee  on  Post  Of. 
fices  and  Post  Hoads  to  bring  in  a  bill  reducing  the  ntes 
of  postage. 

Hr.  CAMBRCLENG  said  that  he  had  an  amendment 
to  propose,  which  might,  perhaps,  meet  the  approbation 
of  the  genUeman  who  imerea  the  original  reiolation. 
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■nd  of  the  Home  alMt  it  wu  nmply  to  provide  that  the 
efficiency  of  the  Post  Office  dUMld  not  be  impaired,  nor 
its  ability  to  ausUin  itself  diminished.  Hr.  C.  then  of- 
fered the  amendoient. 

Mr.  EVERETT  regretted  ttiat  there  should  be  any 
objection  to  a  resolution  of  inquiry  going  to  the  Post  Of- 
0ca  Committee-  The  character  of  that  committee  wa^ 
he  abould  have  thought*  a  sufficient  guarantee  that  no- 
thing injurious  to  the  public  interest  could  be  expected 
at  ueir  Jianda.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  resolution 
should  be  referred  without  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
the  amendment;  but,  ratherj  than  U  should  be  rejected, 
he  would  vote  for  the  resolution  with  the  addition  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  FOLK  said  that,  as  he  could  not  perceive  any  ne- 
oeHity  for  actii^  on  either  the  original  propontioD  or  the 
modification  suggested  by  his  fnerid  fVom  Kew  Yorki 
[Mr.  CAXBEiusa,]  he  should  move  to  lay  the  reaolu- 
tion  and  amendment  on  the  table. 

On  this  moton  Mr.  EVERETT  demanded  the  yeas 
and  naysi  which  being  ordered  and  taken,  atood  as  fol- 
lows: Yeas  89,  nays  89. 

The  Cbau  gave  the  calling  vote  in  the  affirmativei  so 
the  reioluticm  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  came  up  on  the  enrroaament  of  the  aeve- 
ral  bills  which  passed  through  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BOOT  wished  to  inquire  whether  the  comndttee 
had  reported  these  bills? 

I'he  SPEAKER  said  auch  was  the  report  of  the  chair- 
nian  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BOOT  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
have  leave  to  ait  again  upon  these  bills. 

The  SPEAKER  declared  the  motion  not  to  be  in  order. 

Mr.  ROOT  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
and  explained  the  grounds  of  his  appeal  at  length. 

The  SPEAKER  explained  the  grounds  of  his  decision, 
wluch  was  affirmed  by  the  House  without  a  division. 

Mr.  ROOT  then  moved  that  th«  bills  be  recomndtted 
to  t^  Cmnmittee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
but  it  was  subsequently  withdrawn. 

The  hills  were  all  ordered  to  be  engrossed  as  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  excepting  the  bill  making  appropriations,  in  part, 
'fbr  the  aupport  of  Government  for  1833,  and  that  ex- 
empting merchandise,  imported  under  certain  circum- 
stance!^ from  the  operation  of  the  act  of  May,  1838. 

When  the  first  named  bill  came  up, 

Amotion  was  made  by  Mr.  FOSTER  to  amend  the 
items  appropriating  23,600  dollars  for  the  incidental  and 
contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate,  and  100,000  dollars 
for  the  incidental  and  coatingent  expenses  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  by  appending  thereto  the  following, 
viz:  "And  no  part  of  this  appropriation  sliall  be  applied 
to  any  printing,  other  than  of  auch  documents  or  papers 
aa  are  connected  with  the  ordinary  proceedinga  of  either 
of  the  said  Houses  ordered  during  its  session,  and  execu- 
ted by  the  public  printer,  agreeably  to  his  contract,  ex- 
cepting sucii  as  may  haft-e  been  ordered  by  the  joint  com- 
mittee for  preparing  a  code  of  laws  for  the  Oistrict  of 
Columbia,  or  such  printing  and  boolu  as  Iiave  heretofore 
been  ordered  by  the  House." 

Mr.  FOSTER  explained  the  groonda  of  thia  amend- 
ment, whicli,  he  stated,  would  make  the  provisions  of  the 
act,  In  this  respect,  similar  to  that  in  the  act  of  1839—30. 
He  was  opposed  to  the  practice  of  furnishing  books  for 
the  members  of  either  House  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  that  House.  An  appropriation,  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Houae,  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  to  improve  the  city  of 
Washington,  was  quite  as  correct,  in  point  of  principle. 
If  it  became  necesaary  to  ftimish  books  for  the  members, 
let  it  be  done  upon  the  vote  of  both  Houses  of  Congress, 
agreeably  to  the  forms  prcicribed  by  the  constitution. 


Mr.  VERPLANCK  WM  aware  that  the  Houk  had* 
perhaps,  gone  too  far  in  the  purchaae  al"  books  ftom  tbe 
contingent  fund)  but  this  amendment  migbt  prevent  tbe 
funushing  auch  aa  were  absolutely  neccHaxy.  He  thoo^t 
gentlemen  ought  to  be  willing  to  trust  themaclves  on  uui 
subject. 

Mr.  FOSTER  thought  the  reaaon  for  this  ameadment 
waa  quite  aa  strong  now  as  tliree  years  ago.  It  was  pro- 
vided by  the  constitution  that  money  ^ould  not  be  dnwn 
out  of  tbe  treasury  but  by  law.  The  contingent  find 
had  been  applied  to  tbe  purchase  of  books  fiir  members 
without  law,  by  only  a  umple  resolution  of  the  Hods. 
There  waa  a  standing  appropriation  of  five  thousand  dol- 
lars for  the  increase  of  the  libraty .  He  thought  that  vm 
sufficient  without  purchasii^  five  or  wx  thouauid  dolhn 
worth  >)f  books  for  the  indindoal  benafitof  tbe  snu^ten. 

Mr.  W.  HcCOT  called  for  tbe  yeas  and  nays  upon  tbe 
amendment,  which  were  ordered. 

The  ameikdment  waa  adopted:  Teas  101,  Maya  70. 

The  bill  as  amended  waa  then*  ordered  to  be  cngnwed. 

REMISSION  OF  DUTIES. 

The  bill  to  exempt  merchandise,  imported  under  ccr* 
tain  circumstances,  from  the  operation  of  tbe  act  of  t9lh 
May,  1838,  then  earner  up  on  the  question  of  eiyoswsent 

Mr.  WICKL.1FFE  observed,  that  it  was  only  neccuuy 
to  understand  tbe  principle  of  thia  bill  to  be  convinced 
that  it  waa  against  the  true  policy  of  the  country.  The 
merchants,  who  were  to  be  relieved,  had  ordered  goods 
from  abroad  previous  to  their  knowledge  that  tbe  tariff 
bill  of  1628  was  abtnit  to  be  passed,  and  when  it  was  too 
late  to  countermand  thmr  ordera  before  tkat  law  west  in- 
to effect  The  goods  eame,  therefbre,  tidtk  to  m  wmch 
higher  duty  than  had  been  calculated  upon  when  they 
were  ordeied,  and  a  loas  ensued.  Admit  titm  stale  of  the 
fact,  still  they  were  not  entitled  to  the  relief  claimed,  he- 
cause  they  had  it  in  their  option  to  resbip  the  goods  sad 
get  the  drawback.  Beaidea,  the  goods  thus  imported,  had 
been  sold  by  the  importersi  and  if  tbe  prUiesple  so  often 
advanced,  and  so  strenuously  msintained  in  that  Hosar, 
that  the  consumer  of  the  goods  paid  the  duty,  wasatne 
principle,  bow  could  it  be  just  to  refund  to  these  impot^ 
ters  the  amount  of  duty  wluch  they  bad  charged  upon  the 
goods  sold,  and  had,  therefore,  already  received  fron 
their  customers^  Besides,  Congress  bad  do  r^ht  ts 
charge  less  duty  on  goods  imported  by  our  own  ■erchssfc 
than  on  those  imported  by  foreignera;  to  do  ao  would  be 
a  violation  of  our  eoamercial  trntiest  and  if  this  relief 
was  to  be  extmded  to  ril  the  merchant^  readenl  as  well 
as  native,  Government  muat  go  back  and  refund  the  whole 
difference  of  duty  between  the  tariff  of  2834  and  183& 
It  was  said  that  the  prills  at  which  tbe  merchaota  sold 
their  goods,  did  not  reimburse  them  for  the  cost  and  du- 
ty i  it  might  be  soi  it  could  not  be  bctoed;  it  waa  one  of 
those  cuftea  wluch  ever  followed  too  freqaeBtle^dalioa 
on  such  great  and  momentous  c«icems.  The  mU  went 
tu  establish  a  principle  which  the  Government  could  not 
carry  out,  and  its  operation  would  be  unequal  and  unjust. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  wished  to  be  informed  on  what  de- 
scription of  goods,  in  point  of  fact,  the  duty  wotdd  be  re- 
funded,  and  what  would  be  the  amount  taken  fnwn  the 
treasury? 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  replied,  by  referring  lum  to  a  docu- 
ment where  the  kinds  ofgoods  were  detailed.  The  total 
amount  to  be  refunded  would  be  450,000  dollars. 

Mr.  DEARBORN  said  that  it  would  be  recollected  br 
tbe  House  that  the  Uriff  law  of  1828  waa  paaed  on  the 
39t]i  day  of  May.  It  hsd  been  reported,  however,  at  a 
very  early  period  of  the  session,  and  in  ita  original  diape; 
tlte  time  at  which  it  was  to  take  effect  waa  dechfcd  to  be 
on  the  30th  day  of  June.  When  the  bill  waa  aboet  to 
pass  it  waa  deemed  proper  to  alter  thn  period  tatkc  1st 
of  ^tembw.    Thu  altcmtion  had  bcca  nad«  hf  ^ 
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Senate^  but,  throtigli  inadvertence,  the  Binendinents  had 
been  confined  to  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  »nd  had  not 
been  inserted  in  the  other  clauses  of  it.  Hence,  it  came 
to  pass  that  the  law  o|>erated  very  anequally.  On  the 
f^OMi  embraced  in  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  viz:  iron, 
Ateel,  and  lead,  the  duty  did  not  become  operative  until 
the  lit  of  September;  while,  on  all  other  goods  mention- 
ed, it  took  effect  on  the  30th  of  June.  The  law  was 
passed  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  session,  that  it  was  im- 
possible the  news  of  its  enactment  could  have  reached  the 
more  distant  parts  of  the  United  States  until  early  in  June; 
af^er  which  tbir^  days  voiUd  be  required  for  the  intelli- 
^nee  to  reach  Uie  nearest  ports  of  Europe.  It  was  ob- 
viously impossible  that  orders  for  goods,  which  had  been 
previously  sent  out,  could  be  countermanded  in  time  to 
save  the  goods  from  the  operation  of  the  law — especially 
those  which  were  ordered  m  Asia,  (and  we  had  then  much 
trade  with  Snnrma,)  and  those  in  South  America  and  the 
Baltic  Sea.  liie  moat  atrenuotii  elForts  had  been  made  to 
oountennand  themi  but  the  letters  from  agents  abroad 
stated  that  the  cargoes  had  been  contracted  for,  and 
those  contracts  could  not  be  annulled.  Some  were,  in 
consequence,  directed  to  sell  abroad;  but  they  repUed 
that,  on  receiving  the  newa,  goods  had  fallen,  and  if  the 
cargoes  were  sold  they  would  not  bring  first  cost.  When 
the  goods  thus  purchased  came  in*  they  had  to  compete 
with  those  which  were  already  in  market,  and  the  conse* 
quence  was  a  general  fall  in  the  price  of  goods.  So  far 
was  it  from  bemg  true  that  the  consumer  Itad  paid  these 
duties,  that  the  whole  loss  fell  exclusively  on  the  pockets 
of  the  importers;  and  the  goods  were  finally  sold  at  a 
very  great  sacrifice.  On  one  order  of  wool  from  Smyrna, 
as  much  as  19,000  dollars  had  been  lust  by  the  difference 
of  duty,  Mr.  D.  uid  that  he  had  at  that  time  been  in 
ehreumstancea  to  know  the  true  effect  of  the  tarilT  of  1838 
upon  the  commercial  world.  There  had  been  no  pre- 
vious notes  of  prepara^iD  by  which  any  merchant  could 
have  been  enabled  to  afficipate  that  such  a  law  was  about 
to  pass.  'He  had  scarce  found  one  who  believed  that  the 
bill  would  ever  become  a  law.  It  came  upon  commerdal 
men  with  a  sodden  stMck.  Agents,  famifiar  with  the  mar- 
kets of  England,  hid  made  the  utmost  cffbrti  to  tell 
abroad,  but  had  been  unable  to  do  it.  And  Uie  whole 
loss  which  ensued  fell  directly  upon  the  importer,  and 
upon  him  alone.  • 

Hr.  D.  aiiked  whether  it  was  just,  whether  it  was  equi- 
table, or  honorable,  in  Government  to  pass  a  bill  of  so 
much  consequence,  with  such  suddenness  as  to  leave  no 
time  for  the  countermanding  of  orders  sent  abroad,  and 
then  to  refuse  to  the  merchant,  thus  taken  by  surprise, 
that  reHef  to  which  be  had  a  rights  It  had  been  urged 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Vr.  Wicxum,]  that 
merchants  never  could  escape  the  consequences  of  a 
ruinous  fluctuation  of  duties.  Thi»  was  but  too  true;  but 
was  this  to  be  advanced  as  an  argument  against  the  de- 
mand of  honest  claimants?  If  the  Government  had  pur- 
sued a  wrong  and  oppressive  course,  were  they  to  be  told 
that  they  mart  never  come  to  their  sensei,  and  compen- 
sate for  what  they  had  inflicted'  Wu  it  not  an  act  of 
simple  justice?  He  trusted  the  House  would  never  yield 
to  such  an  aii^ument.  He  believed  the  petitioners  had 
suffered  great  wrong,  and  were  justly  entitled  to  redress. 
As  to  foreign  mercMnts,  few  sent  goods  here  on  their 
own  account.  Most  ef  them  bad  nouses  here,  which 
were  eonadercd  as  entirely  on  the  footing  of  American 
houses;  and  he  had  no  objection  that  the  relief  should  be 
extended  to  them  as  fully  as  to  our  own  merchants. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  observed  that  the  situaUen  in  which 
he  had  been  placed,  by  the  selection  of  the  House,  roust 
plead  his  apology  for  oppoung  the  bill  now  before  it. 
Having  adverted  to  the  ftcts  on  which  the  claim  was 
founded,  he  concluded  that  the  bill  was  connatent  ndther 
with  the  principles  of  sound  policy,  nor  the  dictates  of  a 
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just  and  enlightened  judgment.  It  was  maintained  that, 
when  the  Government  passed  an  act,  rainng  the  amount 
of  duty  on  imported  goods,  it  was  bound  to  allow  the  im- 
porter full  time  to  countermand  his  previous  orders,  or 
supply  himself  abundantly  before  the  act  diould  take  ef^ 
feet.  In  the  session  of  18S8  such  a  principle  would  have 
been  deemed,  b^  certain  gentlemen,  heretical  in  the  ex- 
treme.  The  object  in  pasung  the  tariff'  of  that  year  was 
avowedly  to  secure  to  the  American  manufitcturer,  and 
to  the  ownera  of  goods  already  on  hand,  the  entire 
possesMon  of  the  American  market.  Now,  to  maintain 
that  the  act  must  bo  made  so  &r  prospective  that  the  im. 
porter  should  have  ample  time  to  order  such  a  sopply  as 
must  in  effect  prevent  the  purpose  in  view,  would  have 
been  considered  as  a  proposition  intended  to  defeat  the 
bill.  Now,  if  it  would  have  been  impolitic  not  to  pass 
such  a  bill  as  the  tariff*  of  1838.  it  must  be  equally  so  to 
relieve  merchants  from  its  operation.  The  two  things 
went  on  the  same  principle.  If  the  House  must  grant 
this  relief,  in  order  to  prevent  the  kw  from  being  unjust 
in  its  operation,  then  it  was  eoually  binding  so  to  con- 
struct the  law  that  no  such  reltei  would  be  needed;  and, 
to  do  this,  it  must  be  so  far  prospective  that  the  merchant 
should,  in  fact,  have  time  to  evade  its  efiiects.  And,  on 
the  same  ground,  whenever  Congress  should  reduce  the 
duties,  the  law  must  have  the  same  chancter,  in  order 
that  the  holder  of  goods  imported  under  the  former  rates 
of  duty,  might  have  time  to  nt  rid  of  them. 

If  that  was  the  judgment  or  the  House,  they  would  ex- 
press it  by  passing  the  present  bill.  The  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  WicxLirrs]  bad  sUted  the  substantial 
objection  to  the  bill.  Few  persona  would  dilute  ih» 
doctrine  that  duties  felt  eventually  upon  the-  consumer. 
On  this  principle  alone  a  tariff' bill  could  operate  as  pro- 
tection to  domestic  industry.  I^tbe  American  mami&c- 
turer  could  get  the  same  price  for  his  commodity,  with- 
out the  duty  on  tht  imported,  he  was  very  sure  he  would 
never  desire  such  a  duty  to  be  hud,  because  its  efileet 
must  be  to  make  the  goods  come  so  much  dearer  to  the 
consumer.  It  was  said,  however,  that,  after  the  tariff  of 
1838,  the  prices  of  goods  bad  declined .  How  tlua  was  to 
be  accoimted  tor,  Ur.  H.  never  could  conceive,  unless  it 
arose  from  a  vast  over  importation;  and  if  this  imporlap 
t'lon  was  caused  by  the  anticipation  that  such  a  bill  as  the 
tariff*  of  1838  would  become  a  law,  then  no  just  claim 
could  be  pretended  for  relief.  If  it  was  over-importation 
which  had  kept  down  the  price,  let  those  who  imported 
take  the  consequences.  But  Mr.  H.  rather  supposed 
such  an  eff'ect  grew  out  of  the  natural  course  of  trade, 
and  the  foreign  goods  came  in  only  to  pay  for  our  tfWn 
products  which  had  previously  gone  out. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetta  [Hr.  DB4»am>] 
had  said  that^  the  tariff  had  been  passed  so  suddenly,  that 
it  was  impossible  any  merchant  could  bare  anticipated  it. 
Mr.  H.  dHTered  from  that  gentleman  entirely  as  to  the 
state  of  the  ftct.  Tbc  question  bad  been  agitated  during 
the  preceding  session  of  183Z.  In  1838  a  great  conven- 
tion had  been  held,  the  reports  of  whose  proceedings 
not  only  spread  through  every  portion  of  this  country, 
but  went  abroad  to  other  countries.  The  whole  object 
of  holding  that  convention  had  been  to  bring  about  an  in- 
crease of  duties  on  foreign  manu&etures;  and  the  over- 
importation  of  that  year  was  occarioned  by  the  expecta- 
tion that  such  a  measure  would  be  adopted-  Mr.  H.  how- 
ever, did  not  place  much  reliance  on  this;  for  though  tte 
imports  bad  been  very  great,  they  had  not  much  exceed- 
ed the  amount  necessary  to  pay  for  Uie  exp(»ts  of  the 
previous  year,  and  the  cost  of  their  exportation.  But 
still,  the  overstocking  of  the  market  was  the  resson  why 
the  price  of  goods  had  not  risen  after  the  law  went  into 
eff'ect.  The  priceshadfidlen;butthey  would bm  Mien 
yet  more  if  the  duties  had  not  been  inereMed.  If  this 
wsa  tru»,  the  importers  had  no  just  demand  for  compcn- 
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«tion<  There  wu  another  reason  why  their  demand  was 
not  reuonable.  The  whole  evil  they  had  sufiered  arose 
from  the  state  ufthe  foreipi  niarket,  or  was  so  intimately 
connected  with  it  that  it  was  impossible  to  say  to  what 
•xut  amount  they  had  been  iryured  by  the  passage  of 
the  act  Boir  could  any  nun  say  that  it  was  jtiatlO0,UO0f 
or  exactly  400,000,  or  any  other  apeciftc  sum?  The 
whole  subject  was  enveloped  in  mist  and  uncertainty. 
Though  tbc  price  of  goods  had  not  risen  in  proportion  to 
the  increase  of  duty*  yet  they  had  not  fanen  as  much  as 
they  would  have  done  had  the  duties  not  been  raised. 
On  the  whole,  Mr.  H.  considered  the  bill,  in  its  princi- 

Ele,  both  impolitic  and  unjust.  If  the  principle  was  to 
B  establislied,  that  whenever  any  ehatve  of  the  ratet  of 
duty  was  to  be  made,  either  by  increasing  or  diminiabing 
them,  the  merchant  must  be  allowed  time  to  riiape  his 

Xeaa  accordingly,  the  importer  would  enjoy  a  great 
itage  over  both  the  manufacturer  of  domestic  and 
the  Importer  of  foreign  goods.  It  was  only  by  a  strict 
•nfoccement  of  the  rule  of  law,  that  these  clases  would 
be  ensiled  to  defieiid  thcmselTei  agiunat  tiie  competition 
of  the  importen.  Were  not  these  holders  of  goods,  in 
countTT  storei  cqieeially,  the  very  collectors  of  the  re- 
venue? Ought  not  Government  to  protect  them  as  such, 
and  give  them  a  fair  chance  of  living  in  their  own  mar- 
ket?  But  should  Government  always  alIow>a  delay  of 
three,  four,  or  six  months  .belbre  a  tariff*  law  went  Into 
cifecl',  there  would  still  be  importers  in  the  same  relative 
condition  as  now;  and  the  effect  of  such  delay  would  fall 
with  most  deitractive  effect  on  all  Tetialer^  and  on  all 
the  manafrcturera  of  the  country:  a  numerous  clasa  of 
citizens,  whom,  he  trusted,  no  man  in  that  House  was 
disposed  to  injure. 

Mr.  INGRBSOLL  rose  in  support  of  the  bill.  The 
principal  objection  to  it,  ts  he  understood  gentlemen, 
was,  tbat  the  relief  now  sought  was  not  provided  by  the 
tariff  Inlt  itaelf.  If  that  argument  WM  a  good  one,  then 
pkt  Houae  muat  take  it  for  granted  that  every  bill  ever 
paned  by  Congreas,  ay,  though  it  might  be  a  bill  of 
ebondnauons,"  wasihever]'  b^t  that  could  possibly  have 
been  passed)  and,  however  harshly  its  provisions  might 
operate.  Congress  was  never  to  provide  a  remedy.  There 
was  nothing  new  in  the  principle  of  this  bill.  It  had  been 
the  invariable  practice  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  relief  in  all  cases  where  the  parties  con- 
cerned had  had  no  opportunity  to  become  acquainted 
with  the  existence  of  the  law,  or  where  a  law  operated 
with  oppressive  rigor  on  particular  interests  in  the  coun- 
try. Laws  of  this  character  had  passed  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  restrictive  system  and  the  non-importa- 
tion act}  forfeitures  were  every  day  remitted,  in  cases 
where  vessels  had  not  been  in  circumstances  to  no- 
tice 1^  the  l^slation  by  which  they  were  to  be  effected. 
Many  of  these  claims  arose  out  of  cases  in  which  the 
tariff  law  of  1838  had  never  been  intended  to  operate. 
The  circumstances  of  the  two  dates,  at  which  diH'erent 
portions  of  that  law  had  Uken  effect,  had  been  already 
explained. 

There  was  no  necessity  of  settling  the  abstract  ques- 
tion, wbrther  importers  were,  in  all  cases,  to  have  full 
time  allowed  them  to  prepare  for  a  law  before  it  went 
into  operation.  He  should  not  rely  upon  theories.  The 
House  ought  not  to  be  governed  by  theories.  They 
should  look  at  actual  matter  of  fact.  After  the  passage 
of  the  tariff  of  18^8,  it  was  a  fact  that  goods  had  fallen 
generally.  I'liere  had  been  no  material  rise  in  prices. 
The  importers  had  had  no  opportunity  to  countermand 
their  orders,  which  had  been  predicated  in  the  duties  of 
1834,  and  the  whole  increase  of  duty  fell  upon  the  im- 
porters alone.  I'he  gentleman  frorp  Kentucky  had  asked 
why  they  did  not  reship  the  goods?  The  answer  was 
easy.  The  exp»ense  would  have  amounted  to  more  than 
the  excess  of  duty.    They  must  encounter  a  loss  at  all 


events,  and  they  preferred  relying  on  the  jusdee  of  Con- 
gress who  had  drawn  tliem  into  the  difficult-  The  act 
obliged  them  to  make  out  a  clear  case  to  the  salnbclion 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and.  if  they  ware  aUe 

to  do  thia,  they  were  justiy  entitled  to  TefieC   

The  House  here,  on  motion  of  Mr.  BURGE3.  ad- 
journed. 

FSIDAT,  Jasdabt  4. 

THE  TARIFF  BILL. 

The  following  resolution,  moved  yesterday  by  Ur. 
VxETUitex,  coDung  up  to-day  in  course,  it  was  read  is 
foUowT: 

Heaohed,  That  on  and  after  Monday  i»ext,  as  soon  u 
the  morning  business  is  over  on  each  day,  the  House  will 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bills  from  the  Senate 
and  engrossed  bills,  and  such  as  have  passed  throufh 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  tha^  at  the  hour  of 
one,  on  each  day,  the  House  will  proceed  to  the  caiai- 
deralion  of  **tDe  bill  to  reduce  and  otherwise  alter  the 
duties  on  imports,"  until  otherwise  ordered. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  moved  to  amend  the  resohitioa  by 
striking  out  "Monday  next,'"  and  inserting  **the  fint 
Monday  of  February  next." 

Hr.  McKENNAN  said  that  his  motive  in  moving  an 
amendment  of  this  description  must  be  obvious.  An  act 
had  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  reducing  tbe 
duties  on  impdrt^  and  befiare  tbat  law  had  gone  into  ope- 
ration, another  bill  was  now  reported  to  Uie  House  to 
carry  the  reduction  still  further.  He  appealed  to  Ifaegen- 
tleman,  he  appealed  to  every  member  of  the  Uoose,  be 
appealed  especially  to  his  own  colleagues,  tossy  whether 
they  had  received  any  expression  of  the  opimon  of  their 
constituenta,  which  would  juatify  tbem  in  acting  on  such 
apropontion?.  There  was  not  a  citizen  vithin  fan  ovs 
district  who  so  much  as  dreamed  thst  tbe  subje^  wouU 
be  touched  during  the  sessiont  and  he  could  not  fedbia- 
self  at  liberty  to  consent  that  such  a  measure  sbeaM  evea 
be  considered.  The  bill  from  the  Committee  of  Vsp 
and  Means  aimed  a  blow,  a  fiftal  hlov,  at  the  iBtczcstaof 
his  constituents. 

Here  the  CHAIB  interposed,  and  reminded  tbe  gcs- 
lleman  that  the  merits  of  the  bill  could  not  now  be  g<»e 
into. 

Hr.  McK.  resumed,  and  said  that  be  had  onty  adverted 
to  the  character  of  the  btll,  to  show  the  vast  importance 
of  the.  measure  which  this  resolution  went  to  bring  at 
once  and  exclusively  before  the  House.  It  had  only 
been  a  few  days  sii>ee  the  bill  had  been  reported.  The 
moment  he  could  obtain  a  copy  of  it  be  sentti  to  ius  coo- 
stituents)  they  had  not  had  time  to  enmder  it,  or  to  send 
on  to  him  the  result  of  their  examtnatitn  of  it-  Until  then 
he  had  nothing  to  justify  turn  in  giving  bis  assent  \o  such 
a  resolution. 

Mr.  FOLK  said  that  the  gentleman  hod  given  to  the 
resolution  an  importance  to  which  it  waa  not  entitled.  It 
waa  a  mere  arrangement  of  the  buMness  before  the  Uoose- 
To  adopt  the  amendment  ^  which  had  been  pr^^Kwd, 
would  be  equivalent  to  the  e'xpreanon  of  a  determioatioD 
that  the  House  would  not  go  mto  even  a  coondciation  cf 
tbe  great  question  of  the  reduction  of  duties  at  the  pre- 
sent session.  He  trusted  gentlemen  were  not  prep»red 
to  say  this.  The  resolution  was  a  literal  transcript  of 
one  passed  at  the  lost  session.  If  the  subject  waa  to  be 
taken  up  at  all,  it  viras  obviously  necessary  that  it  sbould 
be  considered  at  as  early  a  period  as  might  be  oooasteat 
with  ardue  regard  to  other  public  intereata.  He  bdwvcA 
that  these  would  not  suffer  from  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
solution; and  he  hoped,  therefore)  tliat  it  wunldbsSfmd 
tot  and,  witH  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the  HiaH 
or  was  not  disposed  to  take  up  the  sut^et     the  Miff  at 
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the  present  seatioo  of  Congm^  he  denumded  the  pre- 
vious qiiCBtion. 

The  motion  wis  aeconded  by  the  Home:  Ajrei  83| 
noes  76. 

Hie  question  then  faein^  whether  the  main  qiieition 
shall  now  be  put^ 

Mr.  VANCE  demanded  the  yeas  and  naysf  and  they 
were  ordered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  called  for  the  reading*  of  the  resolu- 
tion and  amendmentf  and  they  were  read  a^in. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  remarked  that  the  vote  just  taken 
showed  tiie  absence  of  fifty  members  of  the  Houset  and, 
as  this  was  avowedly  a  test  vote,  he  thought  it  no  more 
than  fair  that  all  should  be  presenti  he,  therefore,  moved 
a  call  of  the  Hoiise;  which  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll,  and  having  got 
through  with  it,  and  the  names  of  the  absentees  be- 
ing ordered  to  be  called  again — 

Mr.  WILDE  mfevcd  that  all  farther  proceedings  on 
the  call  be  suspended,  as  he  feared  that  otherwise  the 
liour  allotted  to  resolution^  would  elapse  before  the  yeas 
and  nays  could  be  taken  on  the  question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH  opposed  the  motion.  He  believed 
no  question  hsd  ever  been  agitated  in  this  House  since 
the  organization  of  the  Government,  so  deeply  involving 
the  interests  of  his  constituents,  if  not  of  the  country,  as 
Che  question  of  repealing  the  tarifT.  I'o  .entcf  upon  an 
inquiry  to  do  this,  and  to  enter  upon  this  inquiry  without 
liberty  of  debate,  miglit  well  alarm  the  people.  He 
should  be  glad  to  assign  some  reasons  for  not  again,  at 
this  time,  and  under  existing  circumstances,  leglsUting  on 
the  tariff;  he  was  not  willing  thus  to  hasten  to  retrace  the 
steps  so  lately  taken.  He  trusted  that  on  one  of  the  most 
momentous  questions  which  could  come  before  them,  it 
would  at  least  be  permitted  that  all  the  members  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  voting.  If  the  measure  was  to  be 
thrust  down  their  throats,  let  them  at  least  have  liberty 
to  record  their  votes  sgainst  it.  He  should  have  been 
exceedingly  glad  if  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Polk]  would  have  permitted  those  who  were  very  deeply 
interested  in  the  result  of  the  measure  proposed,  an  op- 
portunity  of  ezpressinr  their  sentiraentst  but  as  that  wu 
denied,  he  hopel  tfiat  Ukv  should  be  allowed  at  least  I3ie 
consolation  of  recording  ttieir  votes  in  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  POLK  said  there  seemed  to  be  aome  miaapprehen- 
aton  as  to  his  purptne  in  calling  the  previous  question, 
and  as  to  the  efiect  of  that  motion.  He  had  had  no  wish 
whatever  to  preclude  the  fullest  discuswon  of  the  subject 
of  the  tariff't  this  was  merely  a  resolution  in  relation  to 
the  order  of  business  before  the  House.  So  far  from  its 
being  his  purpose  to  "  thrust  down  the  throats"  of  gen- 
tlemen any  discussion  in  reference  to  the  subject  of  the 
tarilT,  the  effect  of  the  amendment  would  be,  oit  the  con- 
trary, to  allow  the  fullest  opportunity  to  have  that  sub. 
ject  considered  and  discussed.  He  trusted  his  friend  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Wilue]  would  withdraw  his  motion  for  a 
suspension  of  the  call. 

Mr._  WILDE  was  sorry  he  could  not  do  aoi  but  he 
waa  disposed  to  proceed  upon  the  old  maxim — When 
you  are  in  a  majority,  acts  when  you  are  in  a  minority, 
talk."  The  House  could  not  complain  of  being  taken 
by  surprise;  the  resolution  had  been  offered  yesterday, 
and  laid  on  the  table)  every  one  knew  it  would  come  up 
to-day.  He  wished,  therefore,  that  the  House  diould  pro- 
ceed to  the  vote. 

Mr.  SL.\UE  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion to  suspend  the  call,  and  they  were  ordered  by  the 
House. 

_Mr.  BURGE3  remonstrated  against  the  precipitancy 
with  which  gentlemen  wished  to  proceed.  All  ought  to 
1)6  present ;  and  time  should  be  allowed  ihem  to  reach 
tlie  House  in  the  ordinary  course  of  attendance.  Who 


could  have  dreamed  that,  at  a  time  like  this,  the  previous 
question  would  be  called  upon  them,  and  that  on  a  aub^ 
ject  upon  which  the  House  at  the  last  session  had  delibe- 
rated for  five  monthsf  The  gentleman's  resolution  went 
to  thrust  the  tariff  bill  ahead  of  all  other  businCH^  and 
cause  it  to  override  every  ibin^  else.  And  thi^  not 
that  th^  mifl^t  carry  into  effect  the  will  of  their  eonttw 
tuents,  but  tiie  will  of  those  known  not  to  be  thdr  con- 
stituents. 

Here  the  CHAIR  interposed,  and  arrested  the  diieus- 
sion,  as  running  into  the  merits  6f  the  bill. 

Mr.  B.  resutned,  and  insisted  that  time  should  be  al- 
lowed to  all  the  members  to  be  present.  There  would 
have  been  no  call  of  the  House  had  not  the  motion  been 
considered  as  one  of  a  very  extraordinary  character:  a 
measure  altogether  unprecedented,  and  beyond  the  re- 
motest expectations,  even  of  those  most  submissive  to  the 
will  which  had  thrust  the  general  aubjectupon  the  House. 
The  members  ought  to  be  at  the  Hoosei  yea,  though 
the  cannon  should  be  pointed  at  that  Hall. 

I'he  question  was  now  put  on  suspending  the  call,  and 
decided  by  yeas  and  na^:  Veu  106^  Nays  85, 

So  the  call  was  suspended. 

The  CHAIR  now  stated  that  the  hour  allotted  to  re- 
solutions bad  elapsed,  and  the  subject  waa  laid  over. 
The  remainder  vi  the  6ay  was  ipent  on  priratc  bOb. 

Satubdat,  jAWAaT  5. 
POINT  OF  ORDER. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, reported  a  bill  to  revive  and  continue  in  force  thb 
law  appointing  a  reporter  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  and  moved  that,  without  commitment,  the 
bill  be  ordered  to  engrossment  for  its  third  reading. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  bill,  gcAng  to  create  on 
office  with  a  salary,  came  within  the  spirit  of  the  follow- 
ing rules: 

**101.  No  motion  or  proposition  for  a  tax  or  charge 
upon  the  people  shall  be  discussed  the  day  in  which  it  it 
made  or  offeredj  ind  every  such  proposition  shall  receive 
its  first  discussion  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

102.  No  sum  or  quantum  of  tax  or  du^,  voted  by  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  shall  be  increased  in  thp 
House  until  the  motion  or  proportion  fbr  aaeh  b^caM 
shall  be  flnt  dlMOiaed,  and  voted  in  a  Comnittca  of  ths 
Whole  Hoos^  and  ao  in  respect  to  Ham  tiine  lb  cm(> 
tinuance. 

103.  All  proceedings,  tmiching  appropriatimi  of  mo- 
ney, shall  be  first  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House." 

From  this  decision  Mr.  ADAMS  took  an  appeal,  and 
the  question  of  order  was  argued  at  large  by  Messrs. 
WICKLIFFS;,  ADAMS,  ELLSWORTH,  IRWIN,  TAY- 
LOR. WAYNE,  WILLIAMS,  E.  EVERETT,,  and 
REED,  of  Massachusetts. 

The  Speaker's  decision  waa  sustained  by  himself^ 
upon  the  g^und  that  whatever  doubt  there  might  be  as 
to  the  strict  letter  of  the  rules,  this  bill  came  clearly 
within  their  reason  and  spirit.  These  rules,  he  maintain-  - 
ed,  were  the  laws  of  the  House,  intended  to  govern  their 
proceedings,  and  ought,  therefore,  to  be  construed  ac- 
cording to  their  obvious  intent  and  spirit,  the  good  to  bo 
obtained  by  them,  or  the  evils  guarded  against.  So  long 
as  he  prewded  over  the  deliberations  of  the  House,  he 
should  pursue  this  course,  in  tiie  discharge  of  hia  duties^ 
and  in  construing  and  expounding  its  rule*, 

-The  object  of  these  rules  could  not  be  misunderstood. 
They  were  intended  to  guard  agatnat  precipitate  legisla- 
tion, and  to  afford  every  opportunity  for  free  discussion 
and  debate  on  all  subjects  touching  the  appropriation  of 
money,  or  imposing  a  tax  or  cha»e  upon  the  people. 
This  bill  creates  a  new  office,  and  nxes  a  salary,  though 
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the  kppvopriating  clause  is  omitted.    Hence  it  wu  sud 
not  to  AH  within  th«  opcTttion  of  the  rules. 

The  Chair  nikintiiined  that  the  ornianon  of  the  ippro- 
priatinipchuse  iDftde  no  difference;  it  wu  of  a  character 
wlueb  rendered  it  peculiarly  liable  to  the  operation  of 
tbeac  rules.  The  Chair  proceeded  to  sliow  the  dang'cr 
of  such  a  conatructron,  attd  the  manner  in  wliich  the 
benefits  and  spirit  of  the  rules  would  be  defeated. 

What  benefit  would  arise  from  tlie  committal  of  a  bill 
appropriating  a  sum  of  money,  after  the  law  hod  fixed 
the  office,  and  aalaryi  and  the  appointment  had  been 
made,  and  the  duties  perfonded?  Hie  appropriation 
would  follow  as  a  matter  of  coui-se.  He  iniUnced  the 
cases  of  the  President,  judges,  and  officers  of  the  United 
States.  What  benefit,  in  fact,  arose  from  committing  a 
bill  appropriating  the  funds  to  pay  them?  None.  But 
suppose  a  bill  to  raise  the  salary  of  all  these  officers,  is 
it  not  apparent  that  the  comroitnMnt  of  tlie  bill,  in  such 
case,  would  be  important?  The  Chair  thought  it  an  im- 
-  portant  decision,  and  felt  gratified  that  it  would  now 
be  settled  by  the  solemn  judgment  of  the  House  for  their 
future  action. 

Ur.  ADAMS  hereupon  withdrew  his  appeal. 

Mr.  ABNOLD  asked  the  Speaker  whether  ttie  disctM- 
<ai«n  wMch  had  been  made,  would  now  appear  upon  the 
journal  f 

The  SPEAKER  answered  that  It  would  not. 

Mr.  ARNOLD  then  said,  aa  lie  considered  the  diacus- 
aion  of  the  Speaker  as  settling  an  important  principle, 
principle  which  threw  an  additional  guard  around  the 
public  treasury,  he  was  desirous  of  having  it  upon  the 
joiUTwL  He  was  deurous  of  this  for  seyeral  reasons.  It 
Cuarded  the  people's  money  for  one  thingi  and,  tbere- 
lore,  ought  to  go  upon  the  journal.  It  will  enable  us  to 
act  uniformly  on  tVis  subject;  and,  as  he  had  no  other 
means  of  getting  it  upon  tUe  journals,  but  by  renewing 
the  appeal,  he  did  so,  although  he  should  vote  to  sustain 
the  decision  of  the  Chair,  believing  it  to  be  right. 

Mr.  REED  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  beiiig 
ordered,  were  taken,  and  stood  as  follows:  Yeas,  162, 
rnys  14.  So  the  decision  of  the  .Chair  was  affirmed, 
and  the  bill  was  committed. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  tlie  orders  of  the  day, 
faemg  private  bills,  among  the  rest  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Major  General  Alexander  Macomb,  [which  goes  to  re- 
lieve him  from  the  payment  of  10,000  dolbrs  as  security 
for  a  paymaster.]  Mr.  WARD  expkined.  and  advocated 
the  bin  wttb  great  warmth.  It  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
DANIEL  that  the  bill  go  to  tlie  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. Mr.  WILLIAMS  thougitt  it  should  be  refernd 
to  the  Committee  on  CbUms;  and,  on  Uiese  motions,  a 
long  and  desultory  discussion  arose,  which  was  not  tcr* 
minated  when 

The  House  adjourned. 

MonciT,  Jakuaki  7. 

POINl'  OF  ORDER. 

The  fullowiiig  resolution,  moved  last  week  by  Ur. 
VnrLASCK,  came  up  again  for  conrideration,  viz: 

Boohed,  That  on  and  after  Monday  next,  as  soon  as 
the  morning  business  is  over  on  each  day,  the  House  will 
-proceed  to  the  conwderation  of  the  bills  from  the  Senate, 
and  engrossed  bills,  and  such  aa  have  passed  throu^ 
Comnuttee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  that,  at  the  hour  of 
one,  on  each  day,  the  House  will  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration  of  "  the  bill  to  reduce  and  otherwise  alter  the 
duties  on  imports,"  until  otherwise  ordered. 

And  the  question  lying  over  being,  *'  Shall  the  main 
question  on  tnia  resolution  be  now  put^" 

Mr.  DENNY  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 

Mr.  STF.WART  moved  a  call  of  the  House. 

On  this  motion  Mr.  TAYLOR  demanded  the  yeu  and 


nays.    They  were  ordered,  and  taken,  and  stood:  Yeas, 
nays,  106. 

The  question  Hien  coming  up  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
DENNY,  10  j-Uy  the  residution  on  the  Uble,  it  was  de- 
cided in  the  negative  by  yeas  and  nays:  Yeas,  78,  nays, 

112.  .  ^ 

The  question  next  being,  Stiall  the  main  question  be 
now  put?  IV  was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas,  K7; 

nays,.  88.  .      -  .  , 

The  main  (question  was,  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  as  it  was  shout,  to  be  put, 

Mr-  BATES,  of  Massachusetts,  stated  to  the  Chair 
that  the  hour  allotted  to  resolutions  had  expired,  and 
moved  that  the  House  proceed  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  this  motion  to  be  out  of  or- 
der, inasmuch  as  the  House  had  ordered  the  main  que»- 
tion  now  to  be  put. 

To  this  decision  Mr.  DENNY  objected,  and  took  ao 
appeal. 

The  House  sustsiued  the  decision  of  the  Chair;  and 
the  main  question,  "  Shall  the  resolution  be  adopted?" 
was  then  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas,  118,  nays,  83. 

hehission  of  duties. 

Tlie  House  then  proceeded  to  the  unfinished  buainesa 
of  Thursday— the  biU  to  exempt  merchandise  imported 

under  certain  circomataiwes  from  the  operation  of  llic 
act  passed  19th  of  May,  1828. 

A  prolunged  and  animated  debate  took  pbu:e  udco  the 
principle  of  this  bill,  of  which  the  following  b  the  aub- 
stancei  ..  ,  .  > 

Mr.  SURGES  said  the  ground  upon  which  ttie  gentie- 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Hoftmas]  appeared  to  place  hi« 
present  oppowtion  to  the  bill  was,  that  it  effected  th« 
rights  of  the  manufacturers.    This,  in  his  view,  was  not 
a  sound  objection  to  the  bill.    Ardent  as  he  had  ever 
been  in  the  support  of  the  manu&cturing  interest,  he 
was  unwilling  to  do  hyustice  to  the  merchants. 
a  question  of  justice  arose,  it  was  not  for  him  to  distio- 
guish  one  interest  from  another.    Tli'it  merchandise  had 
been  imported  under  peculiar  circumstances.   The  pro- 
powtion  to  increase  the  duties  had  been  debated  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  session  of  1828.   It  was  thought 
by  most  importers  that  the  bill,  for  that  purpose,  would 
not  pass.   They  bad  accordingly  gone  on  as  they  liad 
done,  and  ordered  their  goods  under  the  duties  which 
prevailed  in  1827.    But  when  the  gooda  arrived  here, 
the  duties  imposed  by  U»e  ad  of  1828,  were  levied  upon 
them.    From  the  course  trade  had  assumed,  it  was  not 
in  their  power  to  get  back  the  money  they  bad  thus  paid 
in  increased  duties.    The  general  rule  undoubtedly  was, 
that  the  impost  paid  on  the  importation  of"  mercliaiidise 
became  one  of  the  elements  ofits  price  to  the  c<msamer. 
But  when  this  was  carried  beyond  a  certMn  tM,  pur- 
chasers would  not  buy.    I'his  had  been  thrir  candAton. 
They  liad  been  obliged  to  sell  the  goods  at  a  sacrifice  or 
not  at  all.    Inquiry  had  been  made  as  to  the  amount 
which  might  be  drawn  from  tlie  treasury  under  this  bill. 
It  had  been  intimated  that  half  a  million  was  too  much  to 
pay  under  such  circumstances.    But,  in  such  a  case,  the 
greater  the  amount  the  gi-eater  necessity  existed  for 
justice.    Tliose  who  claimed  that  this  amount  should  be  _ 
refunded,  had  proved  tliat  they  could  not  countenaujul 
their  order  for  gxwds— which  tliey  would  have  done  had 
opportunity  been  givem  and  that  the  prices  had  not  been 
raised  in  consequence  of  the  increased  duly  paid  upon 
Uie  goods.    It  had  been  supposed  that  the  law  would 
not  go  into  operation  before  the  30th  of  September-  But 
it  was  found  that  this  period  was  confined  to  the  first 
section;  »)l  the  others  went  into  operation  on  the  ,»OtU 
of  June.    He  had  hii.Helf  stated,  on  going  home,  after 
the  cloae  of  the  session  of  1828,  that  it  was  by  nowtakc 
that  the  law  did  not  take  effect  in  all  its  sections  in  Bep- 
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tember  instead  of  June.  A  liability  was  thus  brooKlit 
upon  the  iRiporten,  which  they  couM  not  avoid.  The 
proof  that  goods  declined  in  price  instead  of  rising;,  is 
conclusire.  [Hr.  B. 'stated*  and  commented  upon  the 
tesfiinony  in  the  report  on  this  point  at  length.]  There 
wasin  the  treaiut^  about  half  a  million  of  dollars,  which, 
in  equity  andjustice,  belonged  to  these  importers.  We 
were  their  debtors  to  that  amount.  They  cannot  be  paid 
unless  this  bill  is  passed.  Tliey  had  brought  goods  into 
the  consumption  of  the  country,  to  the  amount  of  a  mil* 
lion  and  an  half  of  dollars,  which  could  not  be  sold  for 
more  than  costs  and  charges,  without  the  doty.  The 
country  had  been  benefited  by  the  cheapness  which  was 
thus  occasioned.  This  great  stock  had  caused  a  decline 
uf  prices  which  had  been  continually  going  on.  In  con- 
lequence  of  these  importations,  goods  have  been  pur- 
chased from  that  time  to  the  present  at  less  prices  than 
they  would  have  otherwise  brought.  I'hey  had  been 
obliged  to  pay  an  amount  in  duties,  which  had  not  been 
refunded  by  the  consumers!  and  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  operation  of  the  law,  which  was  not  fixed  at  a  lime 
sufficiently  prospective  to  enable  them  to  protect  them- 
selves. Shall  they  be  compelled  to  bear  this  loss  for 
relying  upon  tiie  maxim  that  duties  are  paid  by  the  con- 
sumerr  Tbe  loss  was  occasioned  by  a  mistake  in  lefpsla- 
tion,  and  it  was  our  duty  to  make  reparation. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  thought  he  could  satisfy  ttie  House 
in  a  few  words,  that  the  biU  ought  not  to  pass,  -The  bill 
proposed  to  refund  the  duties  paid  on  merchandise  im- 
ported between  June  and  September,  whether  any  loss 
was  austaJned  on  the  importation  or  not.  If  the  relief  con- 
templated is  placed  on  the  ground  that  loss  has  been  oc- 
casioned by  our  legislation,  why  are  not  the  invoices  and 
accounts  of  sales  of  these  goods  produced  and  submitted 
to  a  committee,  who  would  report  the  &cts?  It  would 
then  be  seen  whether  a  loss  bad  been  sustained  in  point  of 
&et.  But,  by  a  general  law  Applying  to  all  cases  of  im- 
portation, whether  profitable  or  ouerwiar,  it  ta  proposed 
to  pay  back  the  duties,  lie  was  not  prepared  thus  to  open 
the  doors  of  the  Treasury— especially  upon  this  alleged 
ground  of  mistake.  He  well  remembered  the  progress  of 
the  bill  of  1838{  and  bis  recollection  was  borne  out  by 
the  journAls.  The  bill  was  not  passed  in  haste.  It  had 
been  urged  in  ISZ?.  As  the  woollens  bill  of  that  session 
did  not  pas-s  a  conrention  was  got  up  during  the 
summer  of  that  year.  The  Presidential  election  was  then 
pending.  The  friends  of  the  candidates,  then  before  the 
people,  gave  many  assurances  of  their  friendship  to  the  ta- 
riff policy,  particularly  in  Pennsylvania.  He  well  remem- 
bered the  quo  animo  with  which  the  bill  was  carried 
through.  As  origiiially  reported  tliebill  was  to  have  gone 
into  operation  on  the'lSthof  May.  Its  passage  having 
been  protracted,  its  operation  was  postponed  to  the  30th 
of  June,  excepting  the  first  section  which  was  fixed  on 
the  30th  of  September.  An  attempt  was  made  to  fix  the 
operation  of  tlie  other  aecUcms  to  tliat  period,  which  failed. 
The  sense  of  the  Senate  was  expressly  taken  upon  that 
question.  Tliere  Avas  no  mistake  in  fixing  the  time  from 
which  the  bill  was  to  operate.  He  remembered  the  argu- 
ments used  on  the  occasion.  It  was  said  in  behalf  of  the 
inanuRwiurers,  that  if  the  operation  of  the  bill  was  post- 

Soned  to  the  SOlh  of  September,  the  countiy  would  be 


into  from  over-importation?  The  manufacturers  might 
more  properly  clum  an  indemnity  for  losses  occasioned 
by  the  repeat  of  duties.  Suppose,  instead  of  a  fall  of 
prices,  they  had  been  greatly  enhanced?  This  was  the 
professed  object  of  the  law.  It  was  either  intended  to 
prohibit  the  importation  of  forei^  manufactures  or  to  in- 
crease the  prices.  If  it  did  neither,  we  were  veiy  idly 
occupied  in  passing  laws  for  the  (irotection  of  manofae- 
tuies.  But  had  prices  risen,  ought  we  to  oblige  mer- 
chants to  pay  their  profits  into  the  treasury?  The  gen- 
tleman from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Uuhokb]  says  these  im- 
portations created  so  great  an  excess  in  the  market,  that 
the  country  purchased  their  goods  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and, 
therefore,  the  ddties  should  be  refunded.  When  the  im- 
porters and  manufacturers  combine  In  overstocking  the 
market,  are  we  to  make  good  the  losses  of  one  or  both 
classes,  whenever  such  an  event  happens?  He  hoped  such 
a  principle  would  meet  with  no  countenance. 

Mr.  DRAYTON  saidhc  should  vote  in  favor  of  the  bill, 
because  he  believed  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
give  sufficient  notice  of  tbe  operation  of  a  law  increasing 
the  duties,  to  enable  merchants  to  import  merchandise  in 
reference  to  the  law.  ]P  this  principle  was  not  incorpo- 
rated into  the  act  originally,  it  riumld  be  so  now.  There 
was  no  reason  why  iron,  which  was  the  subject  of  the  first 
section  of  the  act  of  1828,  should  be  placed  on  a  better 
foutme  in  this  respect  than  woollens  or  cottons.  If  indi- 
vidual, in  the  ordinary  course  of  bunness,  and  not  by 
ruinous  speculations^  had  suffered  losses  from  the  want  of 
the  principle  being  incorporated  into  the  act,  he  was 
willing  to  grant  tljem  relief.  It  was  but  an  act  of  common 
justice  to  place  tliem  now  where  we  ought  to  have  origi- 
nally placed  them.  The  strong  part  of  the  argument  of 
the  jjentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  WicKLirra]  was,  that 
the  importera  were  not  taken  by  snnirise — that  the  pro- 
pontion  was  long  pending.  But  it  snoutd  be  recollected 
that  they  could  not  have  foreseen  that  the  act  would  have 
gone  so  soon  into  operation.  Where  orders  had  been 
given  in  tbe  ordinary  course  of  bu^ness,  was  there  suffi- 
cient opportiinity  given  to  countermand  them?  He 
thought  not.  On  this  ground  he  hoped  the  bill  would 
pass. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  merits  of  tbe  bill,  in  his  view, 
lay  wttliin  a  small  compass.  I'he  claim  for  the  relief  pro- 
posed was  founded  upon  an  allegation  of  mistake.  That 
allegation  had  been  fully  refuted  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Wickuffb,]  whose  statements  were  sup- 
ported by  the  journals.  Had  there  been  no  evidence 
whatever  on  that  point,  he  should  have  regarded  it  as  im- 
material. I'here  could  be  no  evidence  recurred  against 
the  terms  of  the  law  itself.  It  had  been  said  that  we  were 
bottnd  in  justice  to  reftind  the  duties  because  the  price  of 
merchandise  fell.  What  wA  the  occasion  of  the  fall  of 
prices?  Was  it  not  the  design  of  the  Taw  to  augment 
prices?  That  certainly  was  Its  aim  and  object.  But  it 
seems  that  prices  fell;  and  was  this  fall  occasioned  by  the 
act  of  the  Government?  No,  the  importers  themselves 
occasioned  it.  Under  the  act  of  1824,  the  maximum  duty 
was  75  per  cent.  Cnder  tbe  act  of  1838,  it  was  375  per 
cent.  If  the  natural  effect  of  the  last  act  bad  not  been  ob- 
viated, would  prices  have  Allen  from  its  operation?  If 
they  had  faller,  who  had  produced  the  fall  ?  There  could 


flooded  with  foreign  merchandise  at  reduced  duties.  If,  be  no  doubt  but  it  was  occasioned  by  excessive  importa- 
goods  had  been  onlered  they  woiild  have  the  benefit  of:  tions.  Shall  the  importers  now  turn  rr.und  and  ask  ua-to 
the  increased  duties  by  the  enhanced  prices.    If  tlic  gen-'  iiulemBify  them  from  the  consequences  uf  their  own  im- 


tion  of  the  House.  The  evidence  does  not  prove  thist  it '  their  own  interest;.  If  «  merchant  sends  out  a  ship,  and 
shows  losses  to  have  occuncd  from  the  fluctuations  of]  happens  to  import  goods  which  are  soldataloss,  he  must 
tra-le,  not  to  be  ascribed  to  the  act,  but  to  the  general!  bear  it.  If  the  ifouds  sel!  at  a  lii{rh  profit,  he  is  entillcd 
over-trading  of  the  merchants.  Shall  we  fhake  good,  fi-om  |  to  enjoy  it.  Had  prices  risen,  instead  of  falling,  after  the 
the  public  treasury,  all  tosses  which  merchants,  may  fall 'act  of  1828,  cotild  we  have  required  the  merchants  to  be- 
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stow  their  profits  either  on  the  Government,  or  the  con- 
aumers?  The  principle  of  tbi*  bill  resolves  itselfinto  this 
naked  question:  SbaH  we  indemnify  ihtoK  importen  for 
their  own  improvident  actsF  Before  fuch  a  question  is 
settled  tn  the  affirmaUve,  we  should  see  where  it  will  lead 
us.  A  bill  has  been  re;)orted  new  modelling  the  duties 
imposed  by  tlie  act  of  1828,  which  would,  veiy  probably, 
put.  Suppose  the  consequence  of  this  bill  to  be  the 
breaking  down  of  the  manufacturing  establisbraents  of  the 
Middle  and  Eastern  States,  and  the  sacrifiee  of  a  hundred 
millions  of  dotlara  invested  in  those  establishnlents.  Will 
not  these  manufacturers,  under  these  circumstances,  have 
a  stronger  claim  upon  the  public  treasury  than  these  tm- 
poi*tersf  If  this  bill  is  carried  through,  the  same  princi- 
ple would  establish  their  claim.  But  the  principle  is 
wholly  wrong.  It  is  taking  charge  of  the  pursutts  of  pri- 
vate individuals,  and  becoming  sponsor  for  the  success  of 
their  speculations.  It  is,  in  short,  becoming  security  for 
cfvetT  individual  in  the  United  States  and  would  lead  to 
the  allowance  of  all  claims  which  individuals  may  choose 
to  set  up,  on  the  ground  of  lossei  occasioned  by  our  legis- 
lation. But  Government  cannot.be  charged  as  a  wrong- 
doer. No  hoatilit^  to  private  interests  can  be  ascribed  to 
its  acta.  If  injuries  result  from  the  operation  of  laws, 
they  must  be  inadental,  and  not  designed.  All  the  acts 
and  measures  of  Gorcrnment  are  tuppoaed  to  be  influenc- 
ed by  rootivea  of  benevolence — by  a  nngle  re^rd  to  the 

Seiieral  wel&re.  If  the  bill  recently  leported  for  the  re- 
liction of  duties  should  pass,  it  probably  will  be  hard  to 
■atiafy  the  Eastern  manufacturers  that  it  la  an  act  of  bene- 
volence. Yet  the^  are  obliged  to  be  satisfied.  They 
would  not  be  entitled  to  any  indemnity  of  the  Govern- 
inent  for  the  losses  to  which  it  might  subject  them.  He 
would  mete  out  the  same  measure  of  justice  to  merchants 
and  manufaeturen. 
And  the  House  adjoume. 

TuiBDir,  JUCABT  8. 

TAXATION  AND  THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  BURGES  moved  the  following  preamble  and  reso- 
lation,  which  were  read  and  laid  on  the  table,  viz: 

'Whereaa  it  has  been  alleged  in  statements  made  in  this 
House  by  members  thereof,  and  elsewhere  by  others, 
that  the  power  given  to  Congress  by  the  constitution,  to 
lay  and  collect  duties  by  impost,  on  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  iniported  into  the  United  States  from  fo- 
reign countries,  has  been,  and  now  is,  unequally,  unjust- 
ly, and  tyrannically  exercised  by  the  majority  thereof] 
that  by  such  injustice  and  tyranny  so  exercised,  the  peo- 
ple in  certun  Statei  of  the  Union,  called  by  themselves 
the  Plantation  States,  are  grievously  oppretted,  and  com- 
pelled, ruinously  to  themselves,  to  pay  annually  a  great 
amount  of  money  over  and  above  their  fair  and  ratable 
portion  of  such  dutiesj  that  they  have  alleged  also,  both 
witbin  and  without  these  walls,  the  people  of  those  States 
have  been,  and  now  are,  compelled,  by  the  despotic  ex- 
erciae  of  the  power  aforesaid,  to  pay  annually  a  heavy 
amoimc  of  money  as  duties,  imposed  on  their  ataple  pro- 
ducti^  eotUn,  rice,  and  tobacco,  when  exported  from  these 
SUtes  to  foreign  countries;  and  that  as  they  have  often  al- 
leged, moreover,  on  this  floor,  and  lately  have,  by  public 
functionaries,  in  one  of  those  States,  proclairaeu  to  the 
people  of  that  State,  and  of  the  United  States,  that  those 
great  sums  of  money,  so  unjustly  exacted  and  extorted 
from  them  as  aforesaid  fur  duties,  both  on  their  imports 
and  exports,  are,  by  the  despotic  exercise  of  powers 
usurped  by  Congress,  lavislicd  in  bounties  given  by  a  ty- 
rannical maturity  of  that  Congress  to  manuracturcm  in  the 
Northern,  and  especially  in  the  New  F.ngtand  States,  and 
in  expenditures  on  works  in  those  States  exclusively  fur 
the  Ijenefit  of  llie  people  llureof  in  the  employment  of 
their  labor,'and  in  the  consumption  of  their  products;  su 


that,  by  these  allegations  made,  repeated,  and  proclaim- 
ed, in  manner  as  aforesaid,  the  people  of  those  Plantation 
Statei  may  be  misnformed  and  in  error,  as  well  concern- 
ing tiie  amount  of  duties  paid  by  others  (the  people  of 
these  United  States)  in  other  States  of  this  Union,  as  con- 
cerning the  amount  of  such  duties  paid  by  ihemselvea  on 
foreign  merchandise  imported  into  these  States,  and  the 
payment  thereof  on  their  great  staples,  cotton,  rice,  and 
tobacco,  when  exported  to  foreign  countries]  and  con- 
cerning the  disposition  of  public  money,  made  as  afore- 
said alleged,  in  bounties  or  public  works  by  Congress; 
and  being  ao  minnformed  and  in  error,  are  liable  to  be 
dissatisfied,  disturbed,  and  agitated,  and  the  prosperity  of 
themselves  and  of  the  nation  may  be  thereby  interropted{ 
and,  moreover,  because  it  is  now  proposed  to  thia  House 
to  depart  in  legislation  from  the  great  policy  adopted  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  on  the  4th  of  July, 
A.  D.  1789,  nor  hereafter  to  lay  duties  on  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  imported  into  the  United  States  for  the 
encouragement  and  protection  of  manuftctutei,  tberciii 
and  no  longer,  by  aueh  duties,  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  natiooi,  ai  that  any  effect  ofsuch  regulationa  may 
either  encourage  or  protect  the  same,  or  any  other  of  the 
great  sources  of  domestic  production,  wheUier  the  same 
be  agricultural,  mechanic,  or  manufoeturing;  but,  from 
and  after  this  time,  to  lay  all  duties  on  imports  frmn  fo< 
reign  countries  for  the  purpose  of  rercnue  only,  aa  assess- 
ments of  taxes  on  the  people,  and  solely  to  satisfy  the 
wants  of  Government,  and  therein  to  make  such  a  *•  read* 
justment  of  the  rates  of  impDst  aa  may  distribute  and 
equalise  among  all  the  people  those  burdens  which  may 
be  found  to  fall  unequally  upon  any  of  them,"  and  because 
it  is  utterly  impracticable  to  make  such  re-adjustment,  and 
so  to  equalise  duties  on  all  imports  among  all,  by  an^  form 
of  law,  until  Congress  shall  first  know  WDat  quantitwa  and 
kinds  of  foreign  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  have 
been,  and  now  are,  by  the  course  oftrade,  the  habits,  the 
usages,  and  the  wants  of  the  people  in  each  State,  im- 
ported and  consumed  in  the  same :  therefore,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  acquiring  the  best  information  which  may  be  bad 
on  all  these  great  national  questions,  as  well  for  the  use  of 
the  members  of  this  House,  as  for  the  satisfaction  of  their 
constituents,  the  people  of  these  United  States  and  to 
the  intent  that  all  errors  may  be  corrected  in  die  preousei^ 
and  the  effects  of  all  such  errors  avwded  ia  all  fiiture  le- 
gislation therein:  * 

Saolve^t  That  a  committee  of  twenty-four  members  of 
this  House,  one  from  each  State,  he  appointed  by  ballot, 
to  examine  into  and  report  to  this  House  concerning  the 
following  matters  and  things;  and  in  the  following  man- 
ner, that  ia  to  say: 

I.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  said  committee  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  this  House  the  amount  of  money  paid  by 
the  people  of  each  State  to  the  United  SUtci,  via: 

Ist.  On  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  imported 
into  said  State  from  foreign  countries. 

2d.  The  amount  so  paid  on  all  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
chandise, the  growth,  produce,  or  manufiicture  of  aueh 
State,  exported  therefrom  to  foreign  countriea. 

3d.  On  all  tonnage  of  ships  or  vessels  owned  therein. 

4th.  The  amount  of  hospital  money  pud  by  the  seamen 
thereof  into  the  marine  hospital  fund,  and  the  number  of 
seamen  belonging  to  each  State  respectively. 

5ih,  The  amount  of  postage  paid  in  each  State. 

6th.  I'he  amount  paid  as  aforesaid  in  each  State  on 
spirits  distilled  therein. 

7th.  The  amount  received  by  the  people  of  each  Stale 
from  the  United  Statea,  for  drawbacks,  fcfr  debentures, 
for  vessels  employed  in  the  fisheries,  for  bounties  on  ma- 
nufactures, and  of  what  kinds;  the  amount  expended  by 
the  United  States  in  each  State  on  public  works,  and 
their  several  kinds;  for  transporting  the  mail,  and  for 
supporting  the  military  establishment  therein. 
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II.  Said  comnuttee  tbstl  inquire  into  and  report  the 
amount  of  goodi^  ▼treii  and  meroliandise  exported  flvm 
CDCh  State: 

l9t.  or  the  growth,  produce,  and  manufaetures  of 
foreign  cpuntrieB;  and, 

2d.  Of  each  other  State  in  thia  Union. 

3d.  The  amount  of  duty  payable  thereon  in  each  State, 
the  number  of  people  therein  at  each  cenaus,  and  the 
avet^fe  amount  payable  by  each  penon. 

4th.  And  it  shall  further  be  the  duty  of  aald  commitee 
to  inquire  into  and  report  the  amount  and  value  of  pro- 
duction^  BO  far  as  may  be  done  in  each  State,  of  sugar, 
cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  bread-sttifTs,  provisidna,  salt,  dis- 
tilled spirits,  sitk,  wool,  fish,  oil,  peltry,  lumber,  manu- 
^cttirea,  of  what  and  of  each  Itind,  with  the  market  price 
of  each. 

5th.  It  shall  also  be  the  duty  of  said  committee  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  the  current  price  of  products  of 
lice  kind  and  quality  as  those  last  aforesaid,  both  in  France 
and  England,  together  with  the  cost  and  charges,  and  the 
amount  of  duties  or  bounties  on  exportation  or  importa- 
tion thereor,  either  into  or  from  those  countries. 

6th.  dndit  it  further  rfwJred^  That  said  committee  have 
power  to  call  on  all  accounting  ofBcera  in  the  aerrice  of 
the  United  States  for  copies  and  abstracts  of  all  such 
books  and  papers  in  their  possesuon  as  may»  in  their 
opinion,  aid  them  in  such  examination  and  report;  to  ex- 
amine, under  oath,  alt  persons  who  may,  for  that  purpose, 
appear  before  them,  and  to  send  interrogations  to  all  such 
persons  as  may,  in  their  opinion,  give  them  information 
in  the  premisesi  which  interrogations  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  such  persons  to  answer,  in  writing,  according  to  the 
best  of  tneir  knowledge  and  belief,  and  to  make  oath 
thereunto  before  some  magistrate  competent  to  administer 
the  same. 

7th.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  sud  committee,  in  their  re- 
port, to  state,  in  tabular  form,  all  the  particulars  afore- 
said: 1st.  in  relation  to  each  State  in  tliis  Union;  3J.  to 
report,  in  like  form,  first,  the  whole  amount  of  all  tliose 
States  which  allege  that  the  people  thereof  are  required 
hy  law  to  pay,  and  have  paid,  more  Uian  their  ratable 
portion  of  the  public  revenue,  to  wit.  South  CaroUna, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Xorth  Caro- 
lina, and  Virginiat  and,  2d,  to  state  the  whole  amount  of 
those  particulars  in  respect  to  all  the  other  Stalest  and  to 
make  these  statements  in  such  form,  with  such  distinct- 
ness and  accuracy  of  arrangement  of  the  facts,  found  by 
their  inquiries  as  aforesaid,  and  not  otherwise,  as  that  all 
who  desire  it  may  see  and  read  the  truth,  whereby  the 
allegations  aforesaid  maybe  refuted  or  confirmed,  and 
this  House  be  aided  by  a  competent  knowledge  of  the 
tkct*  necessary  to  be  known  in  all  the  future  action  there- 
of concerning  the  laws  of  these  United  States,  reguhiting 
the  commerce,  the  revenue,  and  the  taxes  of  the  Ame- 
rican people. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  B.,  the  preamble  and  resolution  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  be  printed. 

Mr.  WILDE  asked  of  tho  Chair  whether  it  would  be 
in  order  to  exclude  from  the  motion  to  print  the  pream- 
ble of  the  resolutions^  t 

The  CHAIR  replied  in  the  negative. 

TRIBITNAL  FOR  CLAIUS. 

Mr.  HOGAN  moved  the  following  rendution: 
Hctohxd,  1  hat  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciaiy  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  and  report  on  the  expediency  of  es- 
tablishing a  judicial  tribunal,  which  shall  take  cognizance 
of  all  claims  and  demands  of  individuals  on  the  flovern- 
tnent  of  the  United  States,  and  decide  on  the  validity 
thereof,  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  equity  and 
law.  and  estRblish  rules  of  evidence. 

Mr.  H.  accompanied  his  motion  by  some  remarks  on 
the  great  number  of  private  bills  on  the  calendar  of  the 


Housei  the  consumption  of  time  annually  occasioned  by 
discusung  them,  and  the  small  degree  of  attention  uaual- 
Iv  bestowed  by  a  vast  majority  of  the  House  on  their 
discussion.  He  stated,  as  his  opinion,  that  private  indivi- 
dual claims  for  more  than  a  million  of  dollars,  might  be 
substantiated  against  the  United  States,  were  it  allowable 
to  sue  the  national  sovereign;  but,  since  this  could  not  be 
allowed,  they  must  be  settled  by  Congress,  and  the  ex- 
pense of  BO  dcnng  would  not  amount  to  less  than  three 
millions  of  dollars.   The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

REDUCTION  OF  THE  TARIFF.' 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VBRPLANCK,  the  intervening  or- 
ders were  postponed,  and  the  House  went  into  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Wavirs  in  the  Chair,  and.  by  a 
vote  of  94  to  78,  took  up  the  bill  *'  to  reduce  and  other* 
wise  alter  the  duties  on  imports."  The  following  is  the 
bill  as  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means; 

Be  it  enaeted  Im  the  Senate  and  Houm  of  ^pretentaOvea 
of  the  United  S^atea  of  America  in  Congreu  tmembkd. 
That,  from  and  after  the  third  day  of  March,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eif^bt  hundred  and  thjrty-three, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  on  goodi^ 
wares,  and  merchandise  imported  into  the  United  Slates, 
in  place  of  the  duties  heretofore  laid  b^  law,  the  several 
duties  hereinafter  mentioned,  for,  during,  and  until  the 
several  respective  periods  hereinafter  specified,  that  ift 
to  say: 

Firtt.  On  wool  manufactured,  the  vaUic  whereof  at 
the  place  of  exportation,  shall  exceed  eight  cents  the 
pound,  and  on  woollen  and  worsted  twist  and  yam,  a 
duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  thirty-five  dollars  for  ever}* 
hundred  dollara  value  thereof,  until  the  second  day  of 
March,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four,  in- 
clusive; and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of 
twenty-five  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value  there- 
of, until  the  second  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-five,  inclusivcf  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  fifteen  doUan  for  every  hundred  dollan  vahie 
thereof. 

All  wool  unmanufiu:tured,  the  value  whereof  at  the 
place  of  exportation,  shall  not  exceed  eight  cents  the 
pound,  shall  be  free  of  duty  from  and  after  the  third  day 
of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three:  Provided, 
that  wool  imported  on  the  akin  shall  be  estimated  as  to 
weight  and  value  as  other  wool:  and,  provided,  further, 
that  wool  mixed  with  dirt  or  other  material,  and  they 
reduced  in  value  to  eight  cents  the  pound  or  under,  shall 
be  appraised  at  aucTf  price  as,  in  tlie  opinion  of  the  ap- 
praisers, it  would  have  cost  had  it  not  been  so  mixed, 
and  a  duty  thereon  shall  be  charged  in  eonformitj  wiA 
such  appraisement. 

Second.  On  all  milled  and  fulled  cloths,  known  by  the 
name  of  plains,  kerseys,  or  Kendall  cottons,  of  which 
wool  shall  be  the  only  material,  the  value  whereof  at  the 
place  of  exportation,  shall  not  exceed  thirty-five  cents 
the  square  yard;  and  on  all  blankets,  the  value  whereof 
at  the  place  of  exportation,  shall  not  exceed  seventy-fire 
cents  each,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  five  dolhrs  for 
every  hundred  dollara  value  thereof. 

On  wonted  stuff  goods,  shawls,  bombazines,  poplins, 
tabinets,  and  alt  other  manufactures  of  silk  and  worsted,  a 
dutv  at  and  after  the  rate  of  ten  dollars  for  every  htmdred 
dolian  value  thereof. 

On  coach  lace,  a  duly  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twenty- 
five  dollara  for  eveiy  hundred  dollars  value  thereof. 

Third.  On  blankets,  other  than  those  hereinbefore 
specified,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twenty-five  dol- 
lan for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof,  until  the 
second  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four, 
inclusive)  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of 
fifteen  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof. 

Iburth.  On  carpets,  earpetingq,  flannels,  bockings. 
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baizes,  clotlis,  kerseymeres,  merino  shawls,  and  all  other 
woollen  manuractures,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  component 
part,  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  and  on  ready- 
nuule  clothing,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  forty  dol- 
lars for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof,  until  the 
second  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four, 
inc1u«ve;and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of 
thirty  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof, 
until  the  second  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-five,  inclusive;  and  thereafter  a  dutv  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value. 

fV^.  On  woollen  and  worsted  hosiery,  mtts,  kIotOi 
itocKineta,  and  on  worsted  bindings,  a  duty  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  twenty  dollLrs  for  everyliundred  dollars  value 
thereof,  until  the  second  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred 
and  thirty-four,  inclu^vei  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and 
after  the  rate  of  tea  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars 
value  thereof. 

AuEfA.  On  ill  raanubeturea  of  cotton,  costing  not  more 
than  twenty-five  cents  the  square  yard  at  the  puce  of  ex- 
portation, a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  thirty  dollars 
for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof,  until  the  second 
day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four,  inclu- 
sive} and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twenty 
dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof. 

On  all  other  manufactures  of  cotton,  or  of  which  cot- 
ton and  ulk,  not  herein  otherwise  specified,  a  duty  at 
and  after  the  rate  of  twenty-five  dollars  for  every  hun- 
dred dollars  value  thereof,  until  the  secondday  of  March, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four,  inclusive!  and  there- 
after a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twenty  dollars  for 
every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof. 
.  On  nankeens  imported  direct  from  Qhina,  a  duty  at 
and  after  the  rate  of  fifteen  dollars  on  every  hundred 
dollars  thereof. 

On  cotton  hosiery,  mats,  gloves,  and  stockinets,  and 
on  cotton  twist,  yarn,  and  thread,  a  duty  at  and  after  the 
rate  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  hundred  <lollars  value 
thereof,  until  the  second  day  of  March,  1834,  inclusivct 
and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  ntte  of  ten  dollars 
for  every  hundred  dollars  value  thereof. 

Snmih.  On  iron  bars  or  bolts,  not  manu&etured  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  rolling,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate 
of  eighteen  dollars  the  ton,  until  the  Kcond  day  of 
March,  1834,  inclusivet  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  af^er 
the  rate  of  fiAeen  dollars  the  ton. 

On  bar  and  bolt  iron,  made  wholly  or  in  part  by  rolling, 
a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  thirty  dollars  the  ton,  until 
the  iectind  day  of  March,  1834,  inoluwvet  and  thereafter 
a  duty  of  twenty-four  dollars  the  ton:  Pnmdedt  that  all 
iron  In  slabs,  blooms,  or  other  forms  less  finished  than 
iron  In  bars  or  bolts,  and  more  advanced  than  pig  iron, 
except  castings,  shall  be  rated  as  iron  in  bars  ancTbolts, 
and  pay  duty  accordingly.  All  scrap  and  old  irun  shall 
pay  a  doty  of  twelve  dollars  and  fifty  cents  the  ton. 
Nothing  shall  be  deemed  old  iron  that  has  not  been  in 
actual  use,  and  fit  only  to  be  uninanufacturedt  and  all 

[)ieces  of  iron,  except  old,  of  more  than  six  inches  in 
ength,  or  of  sufficient  length  to  be  made  into  spikes  and 
bolts,  shall  be  rated  as  bar,  bolt,  rod,  or  hoop  iron,  as  the 
case  msy  be,  and  pay  duty  accordingly;  all  manufactures 
of  iron  partly  finished,  shall  pay  the  same  rates  of  duty 
as  if  entirely  finished;  all  vessels  of  cast-iron,  and  all  cast- 
of  iron,  with  handles,  rings,  hoops,  or  other  addition 
or  wrought  iron,  thall  pay  the  tame  rates  of  duty  as  if 
made  entirely  of  cast-iron. 

E^th.  On  iron  in  pigs,  a  duty  stand  after  the  rate  of 
tinjr  cents  per  every  hundred  and  twelve  pounds  weight, 
until  the  second  day  of  March,  1834,  inclusive;  and 
thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  forty  cents  for 
every  hundred  and  twelve  pounds  weight)  on  cast-iron 
vessels,  and  idl  gther  castings  of  iron,  a  duty  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  one  cent,  the  pound. 


Ifinth.  On  steel,  ,a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  one 
dollar  and  &fty  cents  for  every  hundred  and  twelve 
pounds  weight,  until  the  second  day  vt  Uarc^  U34, 
inclusive)  and  thereafter  a  du^  of  one  doUar  fiw  every 
hundred  and  twelve  pounds  weight. 

ThUh.  On  manufactures  of  iron  and  of  steel,  not 
herein  enumerated,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and 
paid,  the  several  rales  of  duty  provided  by  existing  laws, 
until  tlie  3d  day  of  March,  1834,  inclusive;  and  thereafter 
the  lowest  rate  of  duty  which  would  have  been  payable 
on  the  same,  cither  under  the  act  of  the  37th  of  Apnl, 
1816,  entitled  **  An  act  to  regulate  the  duties  on  imporU 
and  tonnage;"  or  by  virtue  of  the  act  of  the  14tfa  of  Jdly. 

1833,  entitled  "An  act  to  alter  and  annul  the  aevml 
acta  imposing  duties  on  imports." 

Elevenih.  On  hemp,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  oT 
thirty-five  dollars  the  ton,  until  the  second  day  of  March, 

1834,  inclusive;  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  aftertbe  rate 
of  thirty  dollars  the  ton. 

Tuxmh.  On  cordage  tarred,  a  duty  at  and  alter  ^ 
rate  of''^  four  cents  the  pound,  until  the  Second  dsy  of 
March,  1834,  inclunve;  and  thereafter  a  du^  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  two  cents  the  pound. 

On  cordage  untarred,  and  on  yarn,  twine,  and  pack- 
thread, a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  five  cents  tte 
pound,  until  the  second  day  of  March,  1834,  inchwvet 
and  tliereafler  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  three  ceMs 
thepound. 

Tnirlemtk.  On  cotton  bi^:ging,  a  duty  at  and  after  Uie 
rate  of  fifteen  dollars  for 'every  hundred  dollars  value 
thereof. 

Fottrteenih.  On  all  manufactures  of  hemp  or  of  flax, 
not  herein  enumerated,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  fi^ 
teen  dollars  for  ever^  hundred  dollars  value  tiiereo£ 

Fifleentk.  On  spmts  from  grain,  a  duty  at  and  alter 
Oie  following  rates,  to  wit:  on  fist  proof,  a  du^  of  twenty 
cents  per  gallon;  of  second  proof,  of  twenty  three  cents 
the  gallon;  of  third  proof,  of  twenty-ax  centethe  gaUon; 
of  fourth  proof,  of  thirty  cents  the  gallon;  of  fifth  proiA 
of  thirty  ft>ur  cents  the  gallon;  and  over  fifth  proof,  of 
forty  cents  the  gallon.  On  spirits  from  all  (rtber  Bute- 
rials  than  grain,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  foHoi^i^  raics»  to 
wit;  of  first  and  second  proof,  of  eighteen  cents  the  gal- 
lon; of  third  proof,  of  twenty-one  cents  the  gaffon;  of 
fourth  proof,  of  twenty-six  cents  the  gallon;  of  fifth 
proof,  of  thirty  cents  the  gallon;  and  over  fifth  pnof^ 
of  thirty-six  cents  the  gallon- 

Sixteenth.  On  salt,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  eight 
cents  the  bushel,  until  the  secondday  ofMarch,  ISS'^  m- 
cluNve;  and  thereafter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  fire 
cents  the  bushel. 

Seveateenih.  On  dive  in  casks,  a  duly  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  fifteen  cents  the  gallon,  aatil  the  aceood  dar 
of  March,  1834,  inclusive;  and  thereafter  adutyatand 
after  the  rate  of  ten  cents  the  gallon. 

Si^hteenth.  On  brown  sugar,  and  on  syrup  of  sugar 
cane  m  casks,  a  duty  at 'and  after  the  rate  of  two  and  a 
half  cenU  the  pound,  until  the  3d  day  of  March,  183^ 
inclusive;  and  thereiiter  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of 
two  cents  the  pound.  On  white  clayed-sugar,  a  duty  at 
and  after  the  rale  of  three  cents  the  pound,  until  the  3d 
day  of  March,  1834,  inclusive;  and  thereafter  a  duty  at 
and  after  the  rate  of  two  and  a  half  cents  the  pound.  On 
sugar-candy,  and  other  refined  sugar,  a  duty  at  and  after 
the  rate  of  ten  cents  the  pound. 

iVine/een/A.^  On  molasses,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rale 
of  four  cents  the  gallon. 

7\oentieth.  On  coiFee,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  ntc  of 
one  cent  the  pound. 

1\uenft/-^first.  On  teas,  from  and  after  the  3d  day  aC 
March,  1834,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rates  foUowinp  to 
wit:  on  imperial,  gunpowder,  and  gama,  hyaoo,  and 
young  hyson,  ten  cents  the  povnd.    On  bysoa  Aia  and 
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other  green,  souchong  «nd  other  black,  except  boh«a, 
•IX  cents  the  pound,  and  on  bohea  three  cents  the  pound. 

Twadysetond.  On  all  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of 
which  silk  shall  be  a  component  part,  coming  from  be- 
yond the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  a  duty  at  and  after  the 
rate  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  hundred  dollars  value 
thereof;  and  on  all  other  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of  which 
silk  19  a  component  part,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of 
twelve  dollars  and  fifty  cents  for  every  hundred  dollars 
Talue  thereof. 

l\ttaiitf-third.  On  all  printed  books,  in  other  languages 
than  Latin,  Greek,  or  English,  whether  bDund^  or  un- 
bound, if  printed  less  than  thirty  years  before  the  time  of 
their  importation,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  four  cents 
the  rolume. 

On  all  printed  books  in  Latin  and  Greek,  if  printed  leas 
than  thirty  years  before  the  time  of  their  importation,  a 
duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twelve  and  a  half  cents  the 
pound  weight,  when  bouiid;  and  when  unbound,  a  duty 
at  and  after  the  rate  of  ten  cents  the  pound  weight. 

On  all  other  printed  books,  printed  leas  than  thirty 
ynrs  before  the  date  of  their  importation,  when  bound,  a 
duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  twenty-five  centa  the  pound 
weight]  and  when  unbound,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate 
of  twenty  cents  the  pound  weight. 

Sec.  3.  And  he  it  further  tnaeied.  That,  in  addition  to 
the  several  articles  made  free  of  duly  by  the  act  of  the 
14th  of  July,  1832,  the  following  articles  shall  be  admit- 
ted Ave  of  duty  from  and  after  the  3d  of  March,  1833i 
that  is  to  say,  cotton,  wool,  indigo,  and  printed  books,  in 
whatever  langus^,  printed  thirty  years  before  the  date 
of  their  importation. 

Twenty-fuurth.  On  all  articles,  not  herein  enumerated, 
there  shallbe  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  the  lowest  rate 
of  duty,  calculated  upon  the  value  of  the  article,  which 
would  have  been  payable  on  the  same,  either  under  the  act 
ofthe37thof  April.1816,  entiUed  "An  act  to  regulate  the 
duties  On  imports  and  tonnage,"  or  by  virtae  of  the  act  of 
the  14th  of  July,  1833,  entitled  *'  An  act  to  alter  and 
amend  the  several  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports."  Such 
rate  of  duty  being  calculated  upon  the  value  of  the  arti- 
cle at  the  place  whence  importra,  estimated  according  to 
the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec  3.  JndUit  further  enacted,  That  so  much  of  the 
fifth  section  of  the  act  of  the  Uth  of  July,  1832,  entitled 
"An  act  to  alter  and  amend  the  several  acts  imposing 
duties  on  imports,"  as  repeals  the  existing  laws,  requiring 
teas,  when  imported  in  vessels  of  the  United  States  from 
places  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  to  be  weighed, 
marked,  and  certified,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  re- 
pealed. And  tlie  residue  of  the  said  section,  and  the 
whole  of  the  sixth,  seventh,  eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  eleventh, 
thirteenth,  fourteenth,  fifteenth,  lifteenth,  and  seven- 
teenthceetiortaofthesi^actofthe  14thorjuly,1832,  be, 
and  the  same  are,  discontinued,  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
they  had  been  inserted  in,  and  re-enacted  by  this  act. 

See.  4.  And  be  it  further  eiuKtedy  That  the  several  laws 
heretofbre  existing,  shall  extend  to,  and  be  in  force  for 
the  collection  and  remission  of  all  duties  imposed  by  this 
act,  and  for  the  prosecution  and  punishment  of  all  ofli- 
cers,  the  recovery,  collection,  distribution,  and  remission, 
of  all  fines,  penalties  and  forfeitures,  and  fbrtheanow- 
ance  of  all  drawbacks  heretofbre  and  hereby  authorized, 
as  fully  and  effectually  as  if  every  regulation,  restriction, 
prohibition,  offence,  fine,  penalty,  forfeiture,  allowance, 
drawback,  provisioo,  clause,  matter,  and  thing,  power, 
tloty,  and  authority,  in  the  several  heretofore  existing 
laws  contained,  bad  been  inserted  in,  re-enacted,  and 
made  applicable  to  tliis  act. 

Sec.  5.  And  be  it  further  auuted.  That  all  acta  and 
parta  of  acts  repugnant  to,  or  inconsistent  with,  the  pro- 
visions hereof,  shall  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby  repeal- 
ed: Prmnded,  akoayi.  That  all  laws  lieretofbre  exiaUnr, 
Vol. 


shall,  nevertheleas,  continue  in  full  fbrce,  ao  far  forth 
only  as  tlie  same  may  be  necessary  for  the  prosecution  and 
punishment  of  ell  offiences  which  have  been  or  ahall  be- 
committed  contrary  thereto,  and  for  the  recovery,  col- 
lection, distribution,  and  remission  of  all  fines,  penalties^ 
and  forfeitures,  which  have  been  or  ahall  be  incurred  un- 
der the  operation  thereof,  and  fbr  the  allowance  of  all 
drawbacks  authorized,  accruing,  or  hereafter  to  accrue* 
under,  or  by  virtue  of  the  aud  Uwi,  or  any  of  them,  in  as 
full  and  ample  a  manner  as  if  tiie  same  were  not  hereby 
repealed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VERPLANCK,  Hie  bill  was  commit- 
ted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  sud  that  he  me  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  committee  to  the  examination  of  the  detuli 
of  the  bill  now  before  them,  and  for  that  purpose  only. 
It  was  true,  that  this  was  a  bill  which  might  serve  as  an 
occasion  for  expatiating  upon  topics  that  always  awaken- 
ed much  interest  The  great  question  of  constitutional 
right  might  be  argued.  The  question  of  the  incidence 
or  bearing  of  taxation,  together  with  other  not  less  im- 
portant theories  of  political  economy,  might  be  now  dis- 
cussed. J)ut,  for  myself,  I  feel  that  after  Uie  years  during 
which  Congress,  and  public  men  elsewhere,  as  well  as 
the  press,  have  discussed  these  points,  and  especially  af- 
ter the  ample  discussion  which  has  taken  place  during 
the  present  Congressr  it  would  be  presumption  for  me  to 
think  that  I  could  now  contribute  any  new  general  views 
that  would  enlighten  the  House  or  the  nation.  In  m»king 
tiiese  remarks,  I  speak  not  onlv  my  own  unfeigned  opin- 
ion, but,  as  I  am  fully  authorized,  tiiat  of  those  of  my 
Colleagues  on  the  Committee  of  Waya  and  Heaii%  who 
have  joined  with  me  in  reporting  this  bill. 

As  members  of  this  House,  we  have  some  of  us,  on  this 
flocH*,  and  all  of  us  in  some  way  or  other,  made  known 
our  views  to  our  conatituenta.  The  people  have  the 
whole  of  the  general  argument  before  them.  It  ia  now 
to  a  more  practical  and  urgent  duty  that  I  would  invite 
the  attention  of  this  body.  It  is  one  growing  out  of  the 
financial  state  of  our  Government,  and  its  legislation. 

The  last  war  left  the  nation  hiboring  under  a  wei^t  of 
public  debt.  The  payment  of  that  war  debt  was  one  ^ 
the  great  objects  of  the  arrangement  of  our  revenue 
tem  at  tiie  peace,  and  it  was  never  loot  ngbt  of  in  any 
subsequent  arrangement  of  our  tariff*  system.  Since  1815 
we  have  annually  derived  a  revenue  from  several  sources, 
but  by  far  the  largest  part  from  duties  on  imports,  of 
sometimes  twenty,  sometimes  twenty-five,  and  recently 
thirty  two,  and  thirty -three  millions  of  dollars  a  year. 

Of  this  sum  10,000,000  dollars  a  Iwaya.  but,  of  Ute,  a 
much  larger  proportion,  has  been  devoted  to  the  payment 
of  the  interest  and  principal  of  thepubUc  debt.  At  last 
that  debt  has  been  extinguished.  The  manner  in  wUch 
those  burdens  were  distnbnted  under  former  laws,  have 
been,  heretofore,  a  subject  of  pomplaint  and  remon- 
strance- I  do  not  propose  to  inquire  into  the  wisdom  w 
justice  of  those  laws.  The  debt  has  been  extinguished 
by  them;  let  us  be  grateful  for  the  past.  Weare  now  to 
enter  upon  another,  an  honortble  and  gratiljin^  du^, 
the  reductioi)  of  the  taxes  of  the  people — the  alleriatioa 
cS  the  public  burdens. 

Here  Mr.  V.  gave  a  brief  view  of  the  financial  history 
of  our  Government  since  the  peace  of  181  j,  in  which  be 
stated  that,  during  the  last  tax  yesrs,  an  annual  average 
income  of  27,000,000  of  dollars  had  been  received;  the 
far  greater  part  from  the  customs.  That  this  sum  had 
been  appropriated,  the  one-half  towards  the  neceasary 
expenses  of  the  Government,  and  the  other  half  in  the 
payment  of  the  publiodebt.  In  reviewing  the  regular 
calls  upon  the  treasury,  during  the  last  seven  years,  fiw 
the  civil,  nayaJ,  and  military  departmenta  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, including  all  ordinary  contingennes,  about 
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13,000.000  of  dolUn  a  vear  bid  been  expended.  This 
amount  of  13,000^000  of  dollars  would  seem,  even  now, 
sufHcient  to  corer  the  atandins'  necessary  expenses  of 
Government.  A  long  delayed  debt  of  public  justice,  for 
he  would  not  call  it  bounty,  to  the  soldiers  of  the  revo- 
lution, had  added  for  the  present,  wnce  it  could  be  but 
for  ft  Kw  years  only,  an  additional  annual  nullion.  Four- 
teen  millions  of  dollars  then  covered  the  necessarv  ex- 
penditures of  our  Government  But,  however  ri|||id  and 
economical  we  ought  to  be  in  actual  expenditures,  in  pro- 
viding the  sources  of  the  revenue,  which  might  be  called 
upon  for  unforseen  contingencies,  K  was  wise  to  arrange 
it  on  a  liberal  scale.  This  would  be  done  by  allowing  an 
additional  million,  which  would  cover,  not  only  extra  ex- 
penses in  time  of  peace,  but  meet  those  of  In^an  warfare, 
if  such  should  arme,  as  weH  aa  those  of  increased  naval 
expenditure,  from  lemporarv  collisions  with  foreign  pow- 
ers, short  of  permanent  warfare.  We  are  not,  therefore, 
justifiable,  in  raising  more  than  15,000,000  dollars  as  a 
permanent  revenue.  In  other  won^,  at  least  13,000,000 
dollars  of  the  revenue  that  would  have  been  collected  un- 
der the  tarifT  system  of  1828,  may  now  be  dispensed  with ; 
and,  in  years  of  great  importation,  a  much  lat^^r  turn. 
The  act  of  last  summer  removed  a  lai^  portion  of  thia 
excess;  yet  taking  the  importation  of  the  last  year,  aa  a 
standard,  the  retinues  derived  from  that  source,  ifcalcu- 
lated  according  to  the  act  uf  1832,  would  produce 
19,500,000,  and  with  the  other  sources  of  revenue,  an  in- 
come of  23,000,000  dollars.  This  is  at  least,  seven  mil- 
lions above  the  wants  of  the  treasury. 

It  was  this  excess  of  public  burdens  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  have  felt  it  to  be  their  duty 
now  to  call  upon  Congress  to  reduce.  The  task  of  regu- 
lating the  rate  and  manner  of  that  reduction  was  neither 
easy  nor  enviable.  We  all  must  know  tl)at  large  sections 
of  the  country  tliroughout,  as  well  as  various  classes  of 
the  community  in>cvery  section  of  the  country,  have  com- 
plwned,  or  remonstrated  against  the  unequal  operation  of 
the  public  burdens*  It  is  certain,  too,  that,  under  any 
plan  of  finance  whatsoever,  of  long  duration,  various  in- 
terests must  ffTow  up,  which  cannot  but  be  subject  to 
great  injury,  mm  a  diange  even  for  a  better,  and  less 
onerous  system. 

The  committee  have  felt  all  the.se  diflScuIties.  They 
have  approached  the  subject,  not  vrith  rashness  or  pre- 
sumption, but  with  humility.  They  have  endeavored  to 
profit  by  the  lights  of  long  experience,  and  of  former  le- 
nslation.  Whatever  may  be  tbe  defects  of  their  bill, 
they  Confidently  claim  for  themselves  the  merit  of  honest 
'  and  sincere  intention.  They  trust  that  no  local  or  per- 
sonal interests,  and  certainly  no  views  or  feelings  of  party 
politics,  have  been  suffered  to  influence  them.  They 
nave  desired  and  endeavored  to  conduct  the  deliberations 
of  their  committee-room  in  tbe  spirit  of  justice,  concilia- 
tion, and  of  peacet  and  it  is  in  this  spint  that  they  now 
invite  this  bod^r  to  the  temination  of  the  bill  before  them. 

Mr.  v.  having  concluded — 

Mr.  HUNTINGTON  observed  tlut  it  seemed  to  be  set- 
tled that  the  House  was  now  to  enter  on  the  tariff  bill; 
but  as  many  gentlemen  had  not  expected  that  the  discus- 
sion would  have  been  pressed  before  Monday  next,  and 
consequently  bad  not  examined  tbe  bill  as  reported,  with 
as  much  nunutenes*  as  they  otherwise  should  have  done, 
he  moved  that  the  committee  now  iik* 

The  motion  prevailed:  Aye8  90i  and  the  House  ad- 
journed. * 

WXDVUDAT,  JUCABT  9. 

REDUCTION  OF  THE  TARIFF. 

Tbe  House  having  again  gone  into  Comndltee  of  the 
Whole,  and  resumed  the  condderation  of  the  bill  to  re- 
duce and  otherwise  alter  the  duties  on  imports: 


Mr.  HUNTINGTON,  of  Connecticut,  who  had  yester- 
day moved  for  the  rising  of  the  committee,  rose  and  said 
that  he  would  take  the  present  fK>portunity  to  express  to 
the  committee  the  gratitude  he  felt  for  their  kindness  io 
having,  on  his  motion,  risen  *when  this  subject  was  under 
consideration  yesterday,  and,  aa  the  most  suitable  return, 
he  should  endeavor  to  condense,  as  far  as  was  in  bis  power, 
the  remarks  he  had  to  make  on  the  general  principles  of 
the  bill  before  ttiem.  He  had  neither  the  disposition,  nor, 
at  this  time,  the  physical  strength  to  examine  it  in  all  its 
details.  Nor  did  he  think,  indeed,  that  after  the  repeated 
discussions  which  the  tariff  had  undcT^ne  in  that  hall,  as 
well  in  respect  to  tii(  constitutionality  as  the  expediency 
of  that  system  of  policy  which  it  was  the  object  of  this 
bill  to  annihilate,  that  the  subject  was  one  on  which  it 
would  be  useful  to  consume  much  of  the  time  of  tbe 
committee.  He  should  content  himself  with  presenting 
some  general  riews,  in  dmng  which  he  shouU  endeavor 
to  be  u  concise  as  the  importance  of  tbe  subject  would 
admit. 

That  tbe  bill  now  under  consideration  was  one  of  great 
interest  to  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  the  community, 
and  was  intimately  connected  witli  the  vital  interests  ofthe 
country  at  large,  was  not,  he  believed,  denied  by  any  one. 
When  he  left  the  State  of  his  nativity  to  resume  the  dis- 
charge of  lits  duties  here,  he  had  kit  bis  constituents  en- 
gaged in  preparing  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  tariff' 
bill  of  the  last  session,  and  so  to  arrange  their  business  that 
it  might  not  be  utter^  destroyed  by  the  operation  of  that 
bill.  He  had  left  them  pursuing  their  reactive  occupa- 
tions of  honest  and  meritorious  industry,  without  the 
sligbest  intimation  from  any  quarter  that,  at  tbe  short  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  (and  especially  after  the  fiill  and  mature 
deliberation  upon  which,  at  the  last  sesmon,  a  bill  had 
been  passed  materially  changing  the  previous  rates  of 
duty,)  and,  within  one  month  after  the  opening  of  that 
short  session,  a  new  bill  would  be  reported,  so  essentially 
altering  the  ]^vision8  of  that  which  had  just  passed,  and 
which  had  not  yet  gone  into  operation.  Yet  U  had  not 
only  been  reported,  but  was  already  pressed  upon  the 
Hotise  with  an  urgency  wholly  unprecedented. 

Should  the  bill  pass,  he  should  have  to  return  to  those 
whom  he  represented,  and  tell  them  ttftt  they  must  now 
accommodate  themselves,  not  to  a  bill  that  would  admit  of 
their  struggling,  though  with  difficulty,  to  preserve  tbe 
establishments  of  their  industry,  but  to  a  bul,  by  which 
the  arm  of  that  industry  must  be  utterly  paralysed}  that 
they  must  pursue,  if  they  could,  indeed,  find  them,  new 
objects  and  new  cmploymentst  that  the  value  of  their  la- 
bor vas  to  be  reduced  to  a  trifle;  and  that  so  long  as  the 
bill  continued  in  force,  they  must  make  up  Ibeir  minds  to 
become  hewers  of  wood,  and  drawers  of  water  to  ibrel^i>- 
ers  who  had  no  interest  in  our  Government.  Viewing 
this  bill  as  wholly  subver«ve  of  the  intereits,  both  of  his 
own  constituents  and  ofthe  eountty  at  lu^,  )m  shouM 
be  faithless  to  his  trust,  and  recreant  to.his  du^,  did  be 
not,  as  br  as  he  could,  repay  the  generous  confidence  of 
those  who  sent  him  here,  by  endeavoring  to  arrest  its  pro- 
cess. He  hoped  to  treat  those  who  differed  from  him 
in  their  views  of  the  proposed  measure,  (for  whom  be 
cherished  no  feelings  but  those  of  regard  and  kindneso,} 
with  the  respect  due  to  them  as  men,  and  as  nierabers  of 
this  House,  but  with  that  freedom  which  became  one  who 
deeply  felt  the  importance  of  upholding  the  interests 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  sacrifice. 

He  was  by  no  means  unmindful  of  the  embarrasBment5 
Under  which  he  jiresented  himself  before  tbe  committee, 
ofthe  difficulties  mtrinsic  to  the  subject,  and  extrinsic  too, 
and  wliich  would  demand  from  him  a  passing  notice.  He 
did  not  diut  his  eyet  to  tbe  fact  ti»t  the  Chief  Magistrate 
of  the  Uiuon,  hi  his  meiswe  to  Congress  at  the  opening 
of  the  present  seanon,  hadtold  them  that  ■*  the  p«icy  of 
protectioa  must  be  ultioutely  limi^  to  those  articles  of 
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domestic  manufuture  which  ftre  indbpeniable  to  our 
.  nrety  in  time  of  war."  That  "there  imut  be  a  proper 
adaptation  of  the  revenue  to  the  expenditure;  and  the 
expenditure  be  limited. to  what,  by  an  economical  admi< 
nittration,  ihall  be  consistent  with  the  simplicity  of  .  the 
Oovemment,  ftnd  necesMuy  to  an  effi^ent  public  ser- 
rice." 

Mr.  H.  said  he  was  not  unmindful  of  the  value,  the 
weight,  the  importance,  and,  he  would  add*  the  effect  of 
executive  recommendations.  These  same  principles  had 
also  received  the  aanction  of  the  gentleman  who  presided 
over  the  Treasuiy  Department — an  officer  who  was  sup- 
posed to  kmiw  best  the  operation  of  the  exiatinp  «yitem, 
as  well  aa  of  the  adoption  of  a  new  one.  Mr.  H.  was 
not  unmindful  of  the  effect  of  his  recommendation.  He 
had  read,  also,  the  report  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  in  which  it  was  stated,  as  rea- 
sdns,  why  the  l^islation  of  Congress  ought  to  be  directed, 
at  this  session,  to  a  modification  of  the  tarifii  that  the 

Keriod  had  arrived  when  the  public  debt  was  Bubsbuitial- 
extinguished!  that  a  new  term  of  Presidential  service 
wag  about  to  commence;  and  that  these  considerations 
marked  this  as  «  fit  season  for  permanent  fiscal  regula- 
tions. That  report  declared  that  the  object  of  this  bill 
was  to  relieve  the  people  from  unnecessary  taxation,  and 
'to  remove  from  them  a  needless  burden;  which,  while  it 
was  injurious  in  its  efTects,  enriched  the  treasury,  only  to 
divide  and  distract  our  public  councils,  in  relation  to  its 
expenditure.  Nor  could  he  shut  hia  eyes  to  another  fact 
to  which  the  honorable  member  fhim  New  York  [Mr. 
Vkbflarcb]  bad,  in  fiiint  terms,  alluded;  and  to  which  he 
should  take  the  liberty  to  allude.  He  was  not  unaware 
that  there  were  certain  portions  of  our  country  in  which 
a  protecting  tariff  was  considered  unconstitutional,  inex- 
pedient, ana.  oppresnvct  and,  more  than  this,  that  one 
of  the  States  of  this  Union  bad  plainly  told  the  country 
.  that  the  existing  law  should  not  be  executed  within  her 
limits,  and  that,  if  an  attempt  ^ould  be  made  to  enforce 
it,  the  result  should  be,  her  secession  from  the  Union. 
No,  he  was  not  unaware  of  all  these  considerations;  he 
bad  examined  them  attentively;  but  they  formed  only 
one  nde  of  the  picture.  There  was  another  side  to 
wMch  he  would  direct  the  attention  of  the  committee. 
IVhen  he  looked  aroimd  upon  the  condition  of  this  coun- 
try, and  beheld  it  possesnngan  elevated  character,  abun- 
dant wealth,  and  overflowmg  prosperi^;  and  when  he 
read  in  the  Executive  message  tnst  this  was  a  subject  of 
heartfelt  thanksgiving  to  the  Great  Author  of  all  bles- 
sings— and  remembered,  at  the  same  time,  that  all  this 
unparalleled  natural  liappiness  had  grown  up  under  the 
very  m^tm  which  it  was  the  object  of  this  bill  to  destrov 
—he  looked  to  the  same  enlightened,  patiwtism  whicli 
had  reared  up  this  system,  and  appealed  to  It  fiv  its  pre- 
servationt  nor  would  it,  be  was  confident,  be  invoked  in 
vain.  Those  who  represented  the  interests  thus  protect- 
ed, would  be  sustuned  >y  their  constituents  in  their 
efforts  for  its  continuance.  Thus,  whjle  there  were  em- 
barrassments of  no  ordinary  character  to  be  encountered 
in  meeting  dils  subject,  some  of  which  presented  them- 
selves whenever  the  tariff  was  proposed  to  be  chsnged, 
there  were  circumstances  which  still  induced  the  hope, 
that  the  industry  of  our  citizens  would  be  saved  from  de- 
struction, and  our  countnr  rendered  rndependMit  of  fo- 
reign Governments,  for  its  support  and  sustenance  not 
only,  but  for  its  prosperiW  and  its  wealth. 

The  honorable  member  from  New  York,  who  introduced 
the  bill,  made  a  few  genenJ  renuu-ks,  combined  the  prin- 
ciples which  fbrmedthe bans  of  the  bill,  without  going 
into  any  minuteness  of  det^l,  or  entering  on  the  general 
question  of  the  policy  of  the  protective  system.  It  was 
Mr.  H.'s  purpose  also  toconfine  himself  to  remarks  of  a 

general  character.  In  his  passing  remarks,  the  honora- 
le  swmbcr  had  paid  one  compliment  to  the  qrstem,  and 


one  only— "it  had  paid  the  national  debt."  And,  while 
he  held  in  his  band  a  bill  to  consign  that  very  system 
which  had  done  this  to  the  tomb  i^lbe  Capulet^  he  bad, 
in  anticipation,  written  upon  its  monument  this  rimple 
inscription:  "gratitude  fw  the  past.**  Mr.  H.  thanked 
him  for  that  But  there  was  another  hand  which  would 
write  upon  the  different  side  of  the  same  monument  an- 
other inscription:  "  Plighted  national  faith  violated" — 
"  Death  by  parricide." 

A  few  general  principles  would  embrace  tiie  whole 
subject,  and  he  should  endeavor  to  eomprcM  hi*  remarks 
within  them. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Heina  had  presented 
this  bill,  as  containing  provisions  to  insure  the  revoiua 
from  the  customs,  which,  with  that  from  other  sourcei^ 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  wants  6f  an  economical,  hut 
eCBcient  Government.  The  principle  which  formed  the 
ba«s  of  the  bill  was  that  the  Government  would  require 
but  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  for  its  annual  expen^turei 
of  which  twelve  nulBons  and  a  half  were  to  be  rused 
from  the  customs,  uid  two  millions  and  a  half  fr«n  the 
public  lands,  it  had  been  stated  bjr  the  committee,  in 
their  report,  that  they  considered  it  Uieir  duty  to  present 
to  the  House  a  bill  which  should  be  gradual  m  its  opera- 
tion on  the  existing  establishments  of  the  country.  In 
this  respect  the  committee  had  expressed  the  same  senti- 
menu  which  were  contained  in  the  Executive  mesaage, 
and  in  the  report  from  the  Treasury  Department.  The 
report  uses  the  following  language:  *'It  has  been  the 
wish  of  the  committee  to  guard  against  a  sudden  fluctua- 
tion of  the  price  of  goods,  whether  In  the  hands  of  tiio 
merchant,  the  retailer,  or  the  manubcturer.  With  this 
view,  they  have  made  the  reduction  upon  the  more  im- 
portant protected  articles,  gradual  and  progressive." 

The  President,  in  alhiding  to  the  subject,  saysj  "  If, 
upon  the  investigation  it  aball  be  found,  as  it  is  believed 
it  will  be*,  that  the  legislative  protection  granted  to  anjr 


may  he  conwstent  with  these  objects,  the  whole  scheme 
of  duties  be  reduced  to  the  revenue  standard,  aa  somi  aa 
a  just  regard  to  the  &itfa  of  the  Government,  and  to  the 
preservation  of  the  large  capital  invested  in  establish- 
menu  of  domestic  industry,  will  permit."  "Lai^  in- 
terests have  grown  up,  under  the  implied  pledge  of  our 
national  legislation,  which  it  would  seem  a  violation  of  pub- 
lic faith  suddenly  to  abandon."  The  Secretary  of  tfie 
Treasury,  in  recommending  a  reduction  of  the  revenue, 
says:  "The  necessity  of  adopting  the  proposed  changes 
to  the  safety  of  existing  ertabliafamenta,  raiaed  up  under 
the  auspices  of  past  l^fisUtion,  and  deeply  involvmg  the 
interesU  of  large  portions  of  the  Union,  is  not  less  impe- 
rious in  the  further  changes  which  may  be  deemed  tv 
pedient." 

Such  had  been  tfie  sentimenU  always  avowed  by  those 
who  believed  that  the  protectiTe  system  ought  to  be 
abandoned.  But  how  does  the  bill  correspond  with  time 
opinions  and  views  thus  expressed  >  Was  that  a  gradual 
reduction  of  the  protected  duties,  which  annihilated  the 
whole  in  two  years?  Was  this  the  "gradual  diminution" 
of  which  the  President  and  the  Secretafy  of  Uie  Treasu- 
ry bad  spoken  >  Did  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
really  suppose  that  within  two  years  the  indaatqr^  nui 
country  could  adapt  itself  to  the  provisions  of  »Ml 
as  that  now  reported?  Did  not  every  man,  at  all  oonm- 
sant  witii  the  practical  operation  of  the  existing  ■7>*<"H 
know  that  to  eall  this  a  gradual  reduction,  was  a  perrer- 
sion  of  the  terms?  .  -  .         .  .  . 

Was  two  years  a  period  m  which  the  industry  of  Uie 
country  could  change  iu  entire  direction,  snd  resort  to 
new  ebsnnels?  or  in  which  the  peopleoould  reswt  to  new 
and  untried  emphqrments  for  their  lirelUwod?  Mo,  fat 
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aliDMt  kll  beneficial  purposes  connected  with  the  protec- 
tion of  iiftereats,  which  had  grown  up  under  the  faith  of 
the  legi^tion  of  Congress,  %  deity  of  two  years  would 
be  Qo  better  than  the  immediate  operation  of  the  bill  on 
the  whole  amount  of  duties  proposed  to  be  reduced, 
sweeping  them  away  at  a  blow.  He  would  tell  the  com- 
mittee all  the  good  that  such  a  delay  would  occasion:  it 
allowed  those  who  had  on  hand  extensive  stocks  time  to 
put  that  stock  into  a  manufactured  form  for  sale.  But  as 
to  those  who  were  the  real  working  men  of  the  country, 
the  bill  operated  to  throw  them  completely  out  of  em- 
ployment, without  time  to  prepare  themselves  for  such  a 
radical  change.  He  repeated  the  position  (and  he  did 
so  with  all  respect  for  tlie  committee  who  had  introduced 
the  bill)  that,  to  profess  the  principle  of  gradual  reduc- 
tion, KuS,  at  the  same  time  to  cut  down  the  whole  protec- 
tive system  within  two  years,  was  nothing  but  mockery. 
Siudi  a  bin  was  Mbslantially  no  better  than  an  instanta- 
HeouB  abdUtion  of  the  whole  amount  of  protective  duties; 
and  this  was  one  feature  of  the  bill  which  rendered  it  so 
peculiarly  obnoxious  to  those  whose  interests  he  more 
unmediately  represented  on  that  floor. 

But,  whether  gradual  in  its  operation  or  not,  whether 
immediate  or  more  remote,  whether  carrying  out  the  re- 
commendations  of  those  opposed  to  the  whole  system  or 
not,  it  was  reported  as  a  bill  calculated  tobrinfcoown  the 
revenue  of  the  country  so  as  "to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
an  economical  but  efficient  administration." 

The  general  views  Hr.  H.  entertained  of  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  mi^ht  be  comprised  in  the  answers  to  these 
general  inquiries. 

Will  this  bill  reduce  the  revenue? 

If  it  will,  is  it  expedient  to  do  so? 

If  it  be  expedient,  is  Uiis  the  best  mode  of  doin|f  it? 

And,  if  so,  is  the  present  the  proper  time  to  do  it? 

To  esch  of  these  inquiries  he  should  devote  some  at- 
teotion. 

The  churman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
in  estimating  the  effect  of  the  bill  upon  the  revenue,  had 
taken  as  the  basis  of  his  calculations,  the  actual  imports  of 
the  year  1831)  and  he  supposes  that  the  amount  of  goods 
imported  during  that  year*  will  not  exceed  the  average 
of  future  years  under  the  operation  of  a  tariff  such  as 
that  proposed  by  this  bill.  On  this  hypothesis  he  had 
concluded  that  the  effect  of  the  bill  would  be  to  reduce 
the  revenue  «x  millions  of  dollars,  thereby  leaving  the 
actual  amount,  from  the  customs  and  other  sources,  at 
fifteen  millions.  If  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
possessed  the  foreaght  to  discover  with  certainty  what 
would  be  the  practi»l  effect  of  such  a  bill  upon  the  re- 
venue, Uiey  possessed  more  sagacity  by  far  than  he  did, 
or,  as  he  believed,  than  any  other  person.  The  country 
had,  as  yet,  had  but  a  very  partial  experience  of  the  ef 
feet  of  reduction  of  duties  upon  the  revenue.  But  such 
.  experience  as  had  been  attained,  taught  the  House  this 
lesson,  that  the  first  effect  would  be,  to  ruin  the  revenue 
by  the  influx  of  foreign  goods.  This  increase  would,  in 
the  natural  course  of  things,  continue  until  the  pauper- 
ism of  the  country  was  such,  that  its  citizens  could  no 
longer,  for  want  of  means,  purchase  the  fabrics  import- 
ed! and  then  the  revenue  would  be  so  much  dimini^ed, 
that  a  retort  must  be  had  either  to  a  rieneival  of  the  system 
now  proposed  to  be  abandoned,  orto^me  other  mea- 
■ores,  in  order  to  replenish  an  exhausted  treasury. 

Hie  bill  passed  at  the  last  session  was,  as  yet,  an  un 
tried  ezperimenti  the  signature  of  the  Speaker  of  this 
House  wa%  as  yet,  hardly  dry  to  a  bill,  the  professed  ob 
ject  of  which  was  to  reduce  the  revenue.  Different  opin 
ions  existed  as  to  its  probable  effects;  many  believed  it 
would  greatly  increase  the  revenue — it  was  to  be  tried 
as  an  experiment.  But  now,  while  that  law  remained  on 
the  statute  book  as  yet  inoperative,  it  was  proposed  to 
MbMitiite  »  bill,  the  effect  of  wUGh  on  the  nremto  would 


be  vastly  greater.    Hr.  H  would  not  say  thattbsteffiwt 

would  certainly  be  to  increase  the  revenue;  nor  could  ny 
that  With  perfect  confidence:  but  he  thou^t  >t  would  be 
well  for  the  House  at  least  to  wait  and.see  what  the  effect 
would  be  of  the  bill  already  passed,    lliere  was  one  bet 
which  they  might  look  at,  by  way  of  iliustntiiHi:  Con- 
gress had,  therefore,  reduced  the  duties  upon  mohasa^ 
coffee,  and  salt.   No  other  articles  could  poanbly  have 
been  selected  so  proper  for  a  &vorable  ezpoimest 
in  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  as  these.    The  expe- 
rience of  the  country  had,  to  be  sure,  been,  as  yet,  but 
short;  but  what  bad  the  result  already  been?    If  gemtk- 
men  would  look  at  the  tables  furnished  by  the  trea«iiy, 
they  would  find  that  in  1830,  when  the  duty  on  moluus 
was  principally  collected  on  that  article  at  ten  cents  per 
gallon,  though  on  a  part  it  was  collected  on  a  duty  of  fife 
cents,  the  amount  imported  was  little  more  thsn9,80C^tt)u 
rallons;yetin  18^1,  when  the  duty  was  five  cents,  the 
importation  had  risen  to  upwards  of  15,400,000  gaUoo^ 
being  an  excess  in  this  single  article  of  molassesi,  of  more 
than  5,000,000  of  gallons.   If  the  committee  would  loc^ 
to  the  same  tables,  they  would  find  a  great  increase  in  Uie 
importation  of  coffee.    In  1830  the  duty  on  tlus  ailick 
was,  for  the  most  part,  five  cents  per  pound,  and  the 
quantity  imported  was  little  more  than  38,00(^000  of 
pounds.  But  in  1831,  When  the  duty  was  principally  tvo 
cents  a  pound,  the  quantity  imported  had  risen  to  79,- 
000,000,  being  a  difference  of  more  than  40,000.000  of 
pounds.    He  would  ask  the  committee  whether  there 
were  not  circumstances  which  would  lead  to  the  concla- 
sion,  that  the  bill  before  them  would,  for  a  time,  imuvaic 
rather  than  reduce  the  revenue?  What  wouldbe  the  eftct 
of  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  those  who  MppUed  the 
market  from  abroad?   Would  they  not  pour  their  goods 
into  this  market?  Would  not  that  be  the  nabiral.  Ibe  cer- 
tain effect,  in  relation  to  the  surplus  stocks  held  by  E«ro- 
pean  manufacturers?    Would  there  be  no  aMtiveopent- 
ing  upon  those  who  were  at  all  times  desirous  of  brokiif 
down  the  manufacturing  establishnnents  of  tibia  coantiy  to 
flood  our  markets  expressly  with  that  view?    And  if  the 
policy  of  the  present  bill  should  be  adopted,  couUUfiil 
of  being  perceived,  that  it  would  be  used  as  a  means,  by 
foreigners,  to  hasten,  if  posMble,  the  period  of  the  de- 
struction of  our  own  manufactures?    Mr.  H.  sud  be  bad 
been  informed  by  a  very  intelligent  American  who  had 
recently  returned  from  Europe,  that  it  was  perfectly  well 
understood  that  arrangemenU  were  making  tbroi^oat 
the  manufacturing  districU  of  England,  to  expat  to  this 
country  vast  quantities  of  their  manufactured  mda,  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  benefits  of  the  bill  of  hst  year. 
What  will  they  not  do  should  the  present  biff  pass?  He 
would  ask  the  committee  to  look  back  for  a  few  yem, 
for  it  was  well,  very  well,  occasionally  to  do  so,  and  learn 
lessons  from  experience.    What  had  been  tns  imports  in 
1815?   They  had  risen  to  more  than  one  Inindied  and 
thirty  millions  of  dollars;  although  our  expoiu  during  that 
year  amounted  to  a  little  more  than  fifty  milfiona.  In 
1816  the  Tvceipta  from  the  customs  had  been  abo«it  ntj- 
two  millions;  and  how  long  did  this  state  of  things  con- 
tinue?  Just  long  enough  so  to  impoverish  the  country  as 
to  reduce  the  revenue  from  the  customs  to  fourteen  hhI- 
lions  in  1820  and  1821.    Just  long  enough  to  bringdown 
the  rates  of  exchange  to  about  10],  and  to  sink  gnatfy 
in  value  lands  and  the  products  of  agricultaral  labor. 
There  were  gentiemen  present  who  well  remen^tCTed 
those  periods  of  our  history,  and  who,  he  bt^ted,  wceU 
take  warning  from  the  lessons  which  were  then  taugtt 
us.  He  would  not  undertake  to  say  how  long  our  forci{a 
importations  would  be  increased,  should  the  present  biQ 
pass.  But  he  would  say  this,  that  the  increase  would  pro- 
iubly  continue  until  the  time  should  arrive  when  the  re- 
sources of  the  people  would  he  cut  i^*  their  catablisfa- 
menti  broken  down,  and  they  tendered  tumble  tAfur- 
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chase  longfer  from  the  workshops  of  Europe {  when  the 
reremic  would  be  m  much  reduced  that  Cragren  would 
have  to  cast  about  for  the  means  to  repleiiish  their  empty 
treasury^  to  meet  demands  upon  it  which  were  honorably 
uid  justly  due.  But  Mr.  U.  said  he  would  now  pass  from 
this  topic,  submitting'  to  the  committee  this  question— 
whether,  from  the  experience  of  the  past  and  the  proba- 
bilities of  the  futurct  it  were  wise  to  adopt  a  bill  pur- 
posely framed,  by  a  reduction  irf"  duties,  to  reduce  the 
revenue,  when  ttwre  were  so  many  reasons  to  beliere  that 
the  revenue,  for  a  time,  will  be  increased,  until  eventually 
it  will  be  greatly  reduced  by  reason  of  the  poverty  of  the 
people,  depriving  them  of  the  power  any  longer  to  pur- 
chased And  in  connexion  with  this  part  of  the  subject, 
he  would  remind  the  committee  that  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  myfl  and  Means  had  told  the  House  that 
the  system  proposed  by  this  bill  was  intended  to  be  a  per- 
manent tyatem;  tliat  it  was  brou^t  forward  now,  that  all 
engaged  in  commercial,  manuiacluringi  or  agricultural, 
enterprises,  affected  by  a  chnnge  of  duties,  might  know 
what  was  the  policy  and  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
relation  to  their  interests,  and  by  which  they  might  regti- 
late  their  operations  in  future.  But  suppose  the  bill 
should  actually  result  in  an  increase  of  the  revenue. 
Were  thev  then  to  be  told  that  the  rates  of  duty  must  be 
brought  down  still  lower?  Must  we  tell  our  constituents 
that  the  majority  who  passed  this  bill  (if,  indeed,  it  should 
pass]  thought  It  would  reduce  the  revenue,  but  if  it 
should  not,  the  duties  on  protected  articles  must  be  still 
farther  reduced;  and  they  must  prepare  for  yet  another 
change  in  the  financial  system  of  tlie  country,  predicated 
on  such  a  reductitm? 

Mr.  H.  averred  that  he  would  never  tell  bis  constitu- 
ents any  such  thing  by  his  votes  in  that  House)  and  he 
hoped  It  would  not  be  necessary  so  to  speak  to  them  in 
consequence  of  the  passage  of  this  bill  by  the  votes  of 
others.  If,  however,  it  should  be  admitted  that  the  pro- 
fessed object  of  the  bill  would  be  answered,  and  that  the 
revenue  would  be  reduced  six  millions  of  dollars,  the 
next  question  which  presented  itself,  and  which  required 
an  answer  was,  whether  it  was  expedient,  at  this  time, 
by  destroymg  the  protection  afforded  to  the  hbor  and 
industry  of  our  citizens,  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  the 
amount  of  twelve  and  a  half  millions  from  the  customs? 

Mr.  H.  granted  that  th'is  question  of  expediency  must 
depend  on  what  ought  to  be  considered  the  proper  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government.  The  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  nipposed  that  these  expenditures  should  not 
exceed  fifteen  millions  of  dolhrst  and  this  amount  they 
proposed  to  raise,  by  drawing  twelve  and  a  half  millions 
from  the  customs,  and  two  and  a  half  millions  from  the 
public  lands;  and  the  bill  was  predicated  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  two  and  a  half  milhons  were  to  be  derived  from 
the  pubVc  lands  as  a  permanent  source  of  revenue.  Now, 
Mr.  U.  put  It  to  every  RepresenUtive  of  the  people  in 
ttut  House  to  say  whether  he  believed  that  the  public 
dom^n  could  continue  to  be  a  source  of  revenue  for  many 
years?  Were  not  the  signs  of  Uie  times  such  ai  plainly 
to  warn  every  man  that  no  safe  calculation  could  be  form- 
ed on  such  a  result  >  It  was  perfectly  well  known  that,  in 
some  quarters  of  the  Umon,  the  public  lands  were  consi- 
dered as  the  rightful  property  of  the  Stales  within  which 
they  were  situate;  and,  in  the  same  section  of  the  coun- 
try, if  this  opuiion  did  not  prevail,  it  was  stilt  supposed 
that  the  price  of.tliem  ouriit  to  be  greatly  reduced.  But 
more  than  this:  the  Chier  Mi^istrate  had  tt^ld  Uie  nation 
that,  it  seemed  to  bim  to  be  our  true  policy  tliat  those 
lands  should  cease,  as  soon  as  practicable,  to  be  a  source 
of  revenue,  and  be  sold  to  settlers  at  a  price  barely  suf- 
ficient to  reimburse  to  the  United  SUtes  the  expense  of 
the  present  system,  and  the  cost  arising  under  our  Indian 
compacts)  and  that,  in  convenient  time,  the  right  of  soil, 
ud  the  fittun  ^position  of  it,  be  turrendcred  to  the 


States  respectively  in  which  it  lies.  And  Mr.  H.  was  not 
unmindful  of  the  influence  of  Executive  opinions.  It 
was  also  to  be  remembered  that,  as  probably  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  country  con«dered  the  public 
domain  to  be  the  property  of  all  the  States,  they  might 
deem  it  proper  to  make  an  equitable  apportionment  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  among  the 
several  States,  instead  of  having  them  pud  into  the  trea- 
sury. In  whatever  aspect  the  nbject  was  newed,  no 
one  could  be  so  blind  as  not  to  see  that  a  permanent  sya- 
tern  of  revenue,  based  upon  the  public  lands,  must  prove 
in  practice  entirelv  fallacious. 

If,  then,  they  should  strike  off  these  two  and  a  half 
millions  proposed  to  be  derived  from  the  public  lands^ 
the  amount  of  duties  from  the  customs  mutt  be  propor- 
tionably  increased.  The  committee  had  also  tptimated 
but  (1,000,000  to  meet  the  demands  arising  out  ^  the  act 
of  tiie  last  session  extending  the  system  of  revotutionanr 
pensions.  Mr.  H.  submitted  that  this  estimate  was  mutA 
below  the  amount  which  would  he  required  for  this  pur- 
pose. Let  gentlemen  go  to  the  pension  bureau,  and  there 
inquire  into  the  number  of  applications  which  had  already 
been  presented  for  the  benefits  of  the  law  of  the  last 
session,  and  they  would  find  how  high  the  numbers  were 
riung.  He  did  not  aur,  far  be  it  from  him  evn  to  saj, 
that  the  provinofts  of^  that  bw  were  extravagant,  or  m 
any  wise  censurable-  He  supported  and  voted  for  tha^ 
hw  with  the  highest  satisbction.  He  cared  not  bow 
much  it  might  cost  the  country  to  do  what  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  had,  with  great  truth,  denominated  anact 
of  justice  to  our  revolutionary  officers  and  soldiers.  He 

Soke  of  the  subject  only  in  reference  to  its  beating  upon 
e  bill  now  undfer  eonrideration. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Meant  had  not  told  the 
House  what  items  of  cxpen^ture  would  be  necessary  to 
conititute  an  economical,  yet  efficient  administration  of 
the  Government.  The  administration  was  to  be  econo- 
mical, but  it  was  also  to  be  <'  efficient."  The  term  effi- 
cient was  one  liable  to  much  latitude  construction,  und 
would  admit  of  very  different  interpretations.  Was  it  to 
be  understood  tbrt  we  were  to  have  no  iptemal  improve* 
ments  of  a  national  character  provided  for,  or  were  we 
only  to  make  provision  for  completing  such  works  as 
were  already  begun?  Was  this  the  meaning  affixed  by 
the  committee  to  the  phrase  "an  efficient  admimstra- 
tion?"  Was  the  Government  to  complete  works,  already 
in  progress,  and  was  it  then  to  stop,  and  make  no  fiirther 
appropriations  for  new  surveys  or  new  works? 

Had  the  committee  considered  the  amount  of  what 
might  he  denominated  floating  claims  against  the  Govern- 
ment which  would  have  eventually,  probably  very  soon, 
to  be  met  and  satisfied?  It  was  known  to  all  who  heard 
him,  that  several  of  the  States  had  large  claims  against 
the  Getieral  Government  for  militia  services  during  the 
last  war,  the  princ'mle  of  vluch  was  seknowled^  to  be 
just,  and  wUch  h*a  been  sanctioned  bjrthe  legislation  of 
Congress;  but  the  exact  amount  of  which  had  not  been 
liquidated.  Among  these,  had  not  the  State  from  which 
the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  himself  came,  a  very  large  claim  for  interest  on 
moneys  advanced  for  the  service  of  the  Union?  Massa- 
chusetts had  presented  claims,  of  which  she  had  yet  re- 
ceived but  a  part  only,  and  not  yet  a  dollar  of  interest. 
Connecticut  had  a  undlar  elsJmt  yet  the  committee  had 
allowed  but  one  nullion  of  dollars  for  contingencies.  Was 
llus  committee  prepared  to  adopt  a  bill  like  that  before 
them,  with  such  an  amount  of  floating  debt  against  the 
treasury?  But  he  would  go  fiirther:  Did  the  bill  con- 
tain any  proviMon  for  the  extinciion  of  the  Indian  tide  to 
the  immense  tracU  of  luid  still  held  by  them?  These 
titles  were  to  be  extinguished  at  the  expense  of  the  Ge- 
neral Govemmentt  and  the  policy  adopted  bv  the  coun- 
try was  toextinguish  them  as  soon  as  it  coula  be  done  in 
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a  pcaeeabte  nunner.  The  Gorernment  stood  bouml  to 
one  of  the  States  to  do  this  as  soon  as  it  should  be  in  Its 
power.  He  asked  whether  the  committee,  which  report- 
ed the<bill,  had  taken  this  into  consideration^  Suppose 
we  should  have  another  Indian  war,  was  any  provision 
ihade  for  such  an  event?  That  just  brouriit  to  a  close 
had  coat  the  country  probably  a  million  and  a  half  of  dol- 
\m\  and  was  it  probaUe  we  Aould  be  exempt  from 
other  nnular  expenses?  Did  the  bill  provide  for  such 
contingencies'  Did  it  not  proceed  on  the  auppontton 
tbat  twelve  and  a  half  millions  were  to  he  drawn  front  the 
custoou  and  two  and  a  half  from  the  public  lands:  allow- 
ing one  million  for  pensions  and  another  million  to  cover 
'alleontingencies } 

U  was  hit  own  conviction  that,  should  the  btU  past, 
the  country  would,  at  a  period  not  very  remote,  and 
when  it  had  been  impoverished  by  importations  of  fo- 
reigpn  goods,  want  money,  and  would  have  to  raise  it  by 
some  other  means  than  those  provided  by  this  bill.  In 
Act,  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  themselves, 
after  resolving  on  what  they  called  a  gradual  reduction 
of  the  duties,  found  there  would  be  a  deficit,  and,  to 
supply  the  deficient,  had  put  a  duty  on  coffee,  and 
tea*  and  ailk.  Fot  what  purpose?  To  reduce  the  re- 
▼enueH  No,  to  increase  it  rathert  having,  by  other 
unnrilionv  reduced  it  to  a  point  below  the  wants  of  the 
i3ovemment.  The  imposition  of  this  ux  would,  in- 
deed, continue  in  office  the  weighers  and  others  attach- 
ed to  the  custom-house)  but  would  it  satisfy  the  people? 
Would  they  consent  to  have  the  means  of  their  support 
cut  off,  the  price  of  their  labor  reduced,  their  industry 
paralysed,  and  yet  be  taxed,  by  an  impost  on  what  mtf^t 
be  denominated  the  comforts,  if  not  the  necessariea  of 
life? 

Mr.  H.  said  he  had  submitted  these  views  with  a  desire 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  import- 
ance (when  forming  a  permanent  system  of  revenue)  of 
ascertaining,  with  reasonable  certainty,  whether  the 
money  it  was  proposed  to  raise  by  this  bill  would  be 
adequate  to  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government, 
and  sufficient  to  meet  the  contingencies  which  migiit 
arise,  and  he  had,  therefore  referred  them  to  expenses 
which  were  not  only  probable,  but  same  of  which  would 
certainly  accrue,  and  must  be  paidt  and,  if  paid,  would 
require  different  financial  provisions  from  those  proposed 
by  this  bill.  '  ^ 

But,  admitting  that,  in  all  his  previous  suggestions  he 
had  labored  under  a  miatdcbi  that  the  bill  would  operate 
to  reduce  the  revenue  aa  was  contemplated,  and  that  it 
wandetir^le  that  it  should  be  to  seduced  t  (and  be  took 
it  fw  granted  tiiat  no  member  of  that  House  was  desirous 
.of  retaining  an  excess  of  revenue  in  the  treasury  beyond 
the  exigencies  of  art  efficient  Government!  he  was  very 
sure  he  had  himself  no  such  wishj)  then  the  next  inquiiy 
would  be,  is  this  the  proper  mode  of  effecting  the  re- 

'dbetion  contemplated?  If  the  time  had  arrived  when 
the  national  debt  being  paid,  a  reduction  of  the  revenue 
was  to  follow,  was  it  expedient  to  make  the  reduction  on 
the  principles  contained  in  that  bill?  Or,  would  it  be 
preferable  to  effect  the  same  object  in  a  mode  that  might 

•  preserve  fh>m  destruction  the  industry  of  the  country' 
Tfce  professed  object  of  the  bill  was  to  reduce  the  pro- 
tection now  extended  to  manu&ctures,  agriculture,  and 
the  mechanic  artat  but  the  practical  efl£ct  of  the  bill 
would  be  to  annihilate  them. 

Whether  the  protective  system  was  or  was  not  consti- 
tutional, was  a  question  on  which  he  should  not  now  en- 
ter. Whoever  bad  read  that'  masterly  exposition  of  the 
constitutionality  of  a  protective  tariff,  which  had  pro- 
ceeded  from  one  of  the  most  illustrious  sons  Virginia  nad 
ever  raited,  could  be  in  no  want  of  arguments  on  that 
aubjeet.  And  who  ever  had  read  another  document, 
which  bore  the  rignatuie  of  the  honorable  gentleman 


from  New  York,  [lb*.  Vnmruirei:,]  (and  who  bad  not 
read  it?)  required  no  further  argument  to  convince  him 
of  the  same  truth.  Of  the  constitutionality  of  ibe 
tem,  therefore,  (of  which  Mr.  H.  entertained  no  doubt,) 
he  should  say  nothing.  The  immediate  question  waa, 
whether  it  was  expedient  to  destroy  it?  And  this  waa 
the  great,  the  important  question. 

In  answer  to  this  inqiu^,  he  should  only  turn  the  at- 
tention of  the  committee  to  the  effects  of  the  present 
bill.  Waiving  all  diKjuiritiona  on  constitutional  law,  and 
all  speculations  on  political  econuny,  two  subjects  which 
bad  grown  somewhat  threadbare  in  that  hall,  be  would 
direct  the  thoughts  of  gentlemen  to  the  consequences 
which  must  follow  should  this  bill  become  a  lawj  and 
WQuld  then  ask  if  thia  could  be  denominated  a  proper 
and  expedientaet  of  legislation? 

Mr.  H.  said  he  was  not  sure  whether  any  nnf^e  brandi 
of  domestic  industry  throughout  the  country,  at  least  in 
the  Northern  and  Middle  States,  could  sustain  such  a 
blow,  unless,  indeed,  it  might  be  that  of  iron,  and  even 
with  respect  to  that,  it  might  be  conudered  very  doubt- 
ful. Every  other  description  of  industry  (be  left  the 
subject  of  iron  to  his  friends  from  Pennqrlvatua^  must  he, 
if  not  utterly  and  at  once  prostrated  by  the  bill,  at  ka« 
most  materially  injured. 

He  would  not  permit  himself  to  dwell  upon  the  scene* 
which  such  a  measure  could  not  fail  to  produce  in  a  large 
portion  of  the  Union.  He  would,  however,  ask  gentle- 
men to  reflect  upon  the  conditibn  of  those,  who  had,  un- 
der the  faith  of  the  laws  of  Congress,  vested  their  entire 
capital  in  extensive  manufacturing  eatabUahmenta.  If 
one  of  this  description  was  now  much  in  deb^  the  icsult 
to  him  must  be  bankruptcyt  if  he  waa  out  of  deb^  the 
effect  would  be  the  sacrifice  of  his  ettabKdmwnt,  or  a 
great  reduction  in  their  value.  But  he  would  ask  wbnt 
would  be  the  result  of  such  a  bill  to  the  man  who  held 
the  plough,  to  the  mechanic  whodepended  on  his  work* 
shop  for  his  daily  bread?  What  on  the  faiiuly  which  waa 
now  able,  by  its  industiy,  to  sustain  itself  in  competent 
and  credit?  What  upon  the  great  agricultufal  interest 
of  the  country,  upon  the  fimnert  of  our  land?  To  whoa 
would  they  be  able  to  sell  their  flour,  their  other  bread- 
stuffs,  their  otiier  agricultural  productions?  To  whom 
would  the  machinist  and  mechanic  tell  the  works  of  their 
labor?  To*  whom  would  the  day  laborer  be  able  to  look 
for  any  employment  that  would  afford  him  any  thing  be- 
yond a  bare  subsistence?  He  aaked  these  question^  be- 
cause the  moment  Congresi  should  break  mwn  the  pro- 
tective system,  that  moment  they  lessened  tiie  value  of 
the  whole  productive  industry  of  the  country.  The  roan 
who  had  been  able  hitherto  to  support  htOMelf  in  com- 
fort, and  to  educate  his  children,  would  now  be  compel- 
led to  curtail  his  expenses  to  his  indispensable  wants;  and 
then  what  would  be  the  flrst  expenditure  whid)  neceanty 
might  compel  him  to  cut  off?  Yes,  what  would  he  the 
first?  Might  it  not  be  the  education  of  hit  children?  And 
does  any  one  deshv  that  we  should  have  in  tint  country 
a  body  of  uneducated  opentivet  like  those  in  Europe  f 
Besides,  admitting  that  they  could  continue  to  work  at 
such  reduced  prices  ss  must  ensue,  where  could  they 
send  the  producU  of  their  industry?  Where  would  the 
flour  go  to,  where  the  proviuons,  where  the  varioua 
manunctured  articles?  Shall  we  tend  them  to  the  States 
of  lUiropc,  who  talk  to  much  about  the  doctrine  of  free 
trade?  Could  this  country  send  them  a  ringle  barrel  of 
ita  flour?  Was  there  one  aingle  article  that  could  in  the 
least  compete  with  their  own  products^  which  those 
lovers  of  free  trade  would  admit  to  an  entry  in  thor 
ports  at  a  fair  rate  of  duties?  Not  one.  The  protective 
}o1icy  now  proposed  to  be  destroyed,  waa  a  policy  which 
lad  recetv«I  the  sanction  of  our  State  Legislatures^  and 
of  the  American  people.  Our  friends  at  the  South 
thought  the  system  unconttitutioaal,  and  woul^  of  coune. 
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vote  fw  the  bill.  He  did  not  sddren  them;  he  addressed 
himself  to  the  nepreientfttiTei  of  those  States  of  the 
Union  which  had  pronounced  the  system  to  be  not  only 
just,  but  to  be  wise  and  expedient.  He  asked  those  f^n- 
Uemen  whether  they  were  prepared  to  give  it  up?  Were 
they  ready  to  go  home  to  tbeir  constituents,  and  tetl  them 
that  they  had  given  rotes  here  which  went  to  paralyze 
their  industry }  That  they  had  laid  the  foundation  for  the 
destruotion  of  all  the  arts  thej  cherished,  and  all  the 
fruits  of  their  labor?  If  there  were  sufficient  reasons 
why  all  this  should  be  done,  ttien  they  would  vote  for  the 
bill}  but  whether  there  were  any  such  reaaoni  or  not  was 
a  questicin  of  the  deepest  responsibility. 

Hr.  H.  warned  gentlemen  Uiat  such  would  be  the  re- 
sults of  the  bill;  and  why  ahould  they  adopt  a  measure 
that  must  thus  prostrate  the  best  interests  of  the  country, 
when  they  could  as  well  adopt  another  course,  which 
would  reduce  the  revenue  without  any  stich  resuKs?  No 
human  betn^  could  tell  the  desolations  which  such  a  bill 
would  certainly  spread  throughout  all  the  Middle  and 
Eastern  States.  He  would  merely  ask  the  committee  to 
look  at  the  picture.  And  could  it  be  the  true  policy  of 
the  American  Government  that  these  citisens  should  thus 
be  destroyed?  Why  must  it  be  <]pne>  But  if  the  mea- 
sure must  be  forcefl  upon  the  country,  he  would  ask,  in 
the  last  place,  was  this  the  proper  time?  He  repeated 
the  inquiry,  was  this  the  fitting  time  to  enter  upon  such 
a  course  of  legislation?  Would  not  gentlemen  consent 
first  to  see  what  would  be  the  practical  operation  of  the 
bill  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress?  Would  they 
insist  upon  rushinr  instantly  upon  the  abandonment  of 
the  plan  proposed  by  that  bill,  before  they  knew  how  it 
would  operate?  Was  this  the  usual  course  of  legislation  ? 
No.  All  who  heard  him  were  familiar  with  the  passage 
of  the  last  tariff  law;  all  remember  with  how  much  care 
it  was  examined  and  scrutinized;  with  what  zeal  it  was 
pressed  upon  the  House  as  a  system  which,  once  adopted, 
was  to  be  permanently  the  policy  of  the  country.  And 
would  diey  already,  before  the  bill  was  even  tried,  enter 
upon  a  new  and  untried  scheme  f 

There  was  another  reason  why  the  present  was  not  the 
proper  time:  the  bill  had  beftn  brought  into  the  House 
without  the  least  warning  to  the  country.  Was  there  a 
inan  in  that  hall  that  could  have  divined  that,  in  twenty 
days  after  their  arrival  here,  a  bill  would  be  -brought  in 
providing  a  new  tariff,  and,  before  one  month  had  ex- 
pired, would  be  preued  for  immediate  adoption?  He 
wished  to  ask,  and  he  did  a^  gentlemen  to  say  whether 
they  believed  that  the  people  of  this  country  expected 
any  action  of  Congress  upon  the  subject  during  the  pre- 
sent session,  especially  on  a  bill  like  this,  which  proposed, 
within  two  years,  to  bring  our  manufacturing,  a^cultu- 
ral,  and  mechanical  establishments  to  a  state  of  great 
depression,  if  not  ruin?  He  addressed  himself  to  those  in 
a  peculiar  manner  who  Had  vot^  for  the  bill  of  last  year  as 
a  compromise,  uid  in  the  belief  that  it  was  to  be  a  perma- 
nent smng|enient.  Would  they  not  consider  it  more  wise 
to  let  that  bill  go  into  effect,  and  be  tested  by  experience? 

Why  was  the  House  called  to  legislate  at  all  on  the 
subject?  What  had  occurred  since  the  close  of  the  last 
session  which  should  make  it  proper  that  this  bill  should 
supersede  and  override  all  the  other  public  business? 
What  was  it  that  had  brouj^t  Uiis  "  bill  of  abominations" 
into  the  House,  and  rendered  it  imperstive  upon  the 
committee  to  act  on  it  immediately?  llie  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Ur.  VzaruvcK]  liad  made  some  allu- 
sion to  the  true  cause,  and  Hr.  H.  would  follow  him.with 
all  becoming  deference  for  the  feelings  of  others,  but  in 
that  spirit  which  he  thought  became  the  subject.  Could 
any  man  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  certain 
portion  of  this  country  which  considered  the  protective 
systeiDi  and  the  laws  enacted  with  reference  to  it,  as  un- 
coostitutional  and  oppre»Te»  and  that  one    the  Stales 


had  publicly  declared  that  the  tariff  laws  should  not  be 
enforced  within  her  limits;  and  has  added  the  declaration 
that,  if  any  attempt  should  be  made  by  fbrce  to  execute 
them,  she  would  immediately  secede  from  the  Union? 
On  the  merits  of  this  question  the  present  was  not  the 
proper  time  to  speak.  Hr.  H.  referred  to  it  as  a  fact 
which  ought  to  be  brought  to  the  consideration  of  the 
committee.  He  had  seen  and  watched  the  rising  of  this 
spirit  when  it  first  appeared;  it  was  then  a  cloud  nut 
larger  than  "a  man's  hand."  It  has  since  spread,  and 
he  had  seen  it  gradually  rising  in  the  horizon.  But  he 
did  not  fear  to  look  at  it,  and  would  never  consent,  by 
his  vote,  to  act  under  what  would  be  understood  by  the 
country  as  a  coercion  produced  by  such  a  prosjiect. 

On  this  topic  it  was  his  purpose  so  say  but  little.  He 
had  hitherto  confined  himself  to  the  merits  of  the  bill; 
ret  it  was  too  plain  to  be  denied  that,  liad  it  not  been 
or  the  demonstration  in  a  certain  quarter,  they  should 
never  have  heard  of  the  present  bill.  And  is  it  known 
that  this  bill  would  be  satisbctory?  Would  it  remove  the 
difficulty?  Were  they  to  risk  so  great  a  sacrifice  as  the 
utter  pmtration  of  the  great  interests  of  the  Middle  and 
Northern  States,  with  no  certainty  that,  after  all,  the  dis- 
eontenU  at  the  South  would  he  quieted,  even  if  the^ 
were*  proper  now  to  be  considered.  It  was  said  t^at  this 
must  oe  aone  to  preserve  the  Union:  but  was  it  neces- 
sary to  sacrifice  the  Northel-n  and  Middle  States  to  pre- 
serve  the  Union?  Was  that  the  way  to  preserve  it?  Would 
that  bill  preserve  it  ?  Would  its  provisions  be  satisfactory  ? 
It  was  not  for  him  to  answer  that  questigp:  but,  judgine 
from  what  he  heard,  and  from  what  he  read,  he  should 
suppose  there  was  but  little  prospect  of  such  a  result. 
But  suppose  Uie  hilt  should  not  be  satis&ctoryi  was  the 
Uilian  in  any  danger?  Did  the  Representatives  of  the 
American  people  really  believe  that,  unless  this  bill  should 
pass,  the  Union  will  be  dissolved?  The  Prcwdent  of  tiie 
United  States,  who  had  sworn  to  execute  the  Uws,  had 
recenUy  issued  bis  proclamation,  and  affixed  to  it  the 
great  seal  of  the  nation,  in  which  he  declared  that  the 
Union  must  be  preserved,  and  that  the  lawsshould|be  ex- 
ecuted; that,  having  the  fullest  confidence  in  the  justnesa 
of  the  legal  and  constitutional  opinions  of  his  duties,  ex- 
pressed in  that  proclamation,  he  should  rel;y,  with  equal 
confidence,  on  uie  undivided  support  of  his  fellow-citi- 
zens,  in  his  determination  ta  execute  the  laws,  and  to 
preserve  the  Union  by  all  constitutional  means.  Did  gen- 
tlemen believe  that  he  would  not  do  what  he  promised? 
Let  him  ask  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  prece- 
dent which  Congress  would  set  by  passing  such  a  bUl  at 
such  a  juncture.  He  had  said  that  it  was  not  bis  pur- 
pose to  enter  minutely  into  a  consideration  of  tiie  course 
pursued  by  one  State  in  the  Union.  He  spoke  of  this 
nutter  only  as  a  fact  which  existed,  and  inquired  whether 
if  a  sin^e  SUte,  conudering  itself  a^ieved  by  the  le- 
pslation  uf  Congreu,  could  constitutionally  declare  that 
the  laws  of  the  Union  should  not  be  executed  within  hei'. 
limits,  and  possessed  the  right  to  secede  un  the  first  at- 
tempt to  execute  them,  what  would  become  of  the  Gov- 
ernment? Virtually  at  an  end;  it  would  cease  to  eust, 
and  the  great  object  for  which  it  was  formed,  would  be 
destroyed. 

But  let  the  committee  follow  out  the  principle  in  dl 
Uie  results  to  which  it  might  lead.  Suppose  the  bul 
shoukl  pass,  and  its  effects  upon  the  Northern  and  Mid- 
dle States  riiould  be  (and  tbey  would  be)  such  as  he 
had  alluded  to,  and  tliut  then  not«  single  SUte,  but  all 
the  Middle  State8,and  the  whole  of  New  Eneland,should 
speak,  through  conventions,  tlie  following  lanpisge  to 
Congress:  ^whlch,  however,  they  never  would  do:)  Un- 
less you  repeal  this  bill  immediately  we  shall  secede 
from  the  Union.  He  asked  whether  there  was  any  gen- 
tleman on  that  ftoor  who  would  consent  to  legiuate  in 
the  face  of  such  a  threat?  He  was  confident  there  was 
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not  an  individutl  who  would  do  it:  ind  jret  those  Slates 
vere  told  that  they  must  consent  to  surrender  all  their 
vital  interest^  as  a  patriotic  sacrifice  for  the  preservation 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  H.  said  that  he  had  now  touched  upon  all  the 
topics  lie  had  proposed  to  himself  when  he  rose  to 
adoreas  the  coninnittee.  He  was  opposed  tu  the  bill  be- 
cause he  doubted  whether  it  would  operate  immediatelpr 
to  reduce  the  rerenue  at  all(  that,  even  if  it  wouldi  it 
was  inexpedient  to  adopt  such  a  measure,  in  the  existing 
state  of  the  treasury,  with  so  large  an  amount  of  float- 
ing debt  against  the  Government,  oecause  it  broke  down 
a  avBtem  which  it  had  been  the  object  of  all  previous  le- 
gislation to  build  up  and  establish,  and  this  -without  any 
necessity,  because  a  law  Just  passed,  with  t  view  poma- 
liently  to  settle  the  tariff,  had  not  been  tried,  nor  its 
operation  upon  the  country  ascertainedt  and,  because 
it  was  proposed  at  snch  a  time,  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  people  of  the  United  States  would 
naturally  conclude  that  the  bill  was  passed  in  view  of  the 
disaffection  of  scerlain  portion  of  the  Union.  For  these 
reasons,  and  to  him  they  appeared  most  sufficient  and 
conclusive,  he  should  vote  against  the  bill.  Be  had  not 
alluded  particular^  (as  he  might  hare  done)  to  the  time, 
the  circumstances,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  protec- 
tive system  bad  been  orrginated  and  established.  There 
was  the  less  necessity  for  him  to  do  so,  as  an  honorable 
friend  of  Jiis  over  the  waj-  [Mr.  Wibna]  had  placed  his 
signature  to  a  paper  which  fully  disclosed  them,  (and 
his  fiiend  never  put  his  name  to  any  thing  which  he  did 
not-write,)  and,  although  they  difTcrcd  on  many  questions 
of  public  policy,  it  was  with  great  pleasure  that  he  re- 
ferred to  lum  on  the  present  occasion.  In  the  document 
to  which  he  alluded,  it  was  declared  that  the  bill  of  lm6 
was  not  the  act  of  New  England,  but  had  proceeded, 
from  another  source;  what  that  was  he  (Mr.  H.)  need 
not  explun  to  this  committee.  He  did  not  know,  nor 
was  it  necessary  for  him  to  state  all  the  consequences 
that  must  follow  from  the  adopticm  of  such  A  bill  as  that 
now  before  the  committee.  It  would  entirely  destroy 
most  of  the  branches  of  manufactures  and  agricultural 
and  mechanical  industry,  by  which  the  people  of  the 
Northern  and  Middle  States  obtained  their  livelihood; 
and  when  this  came  to  be  felt  and  understood,  he  was 
nustaken  if  they  would  not  speak  to  that  House  in  a  voice 
that  would  ^ke  the  marble  pilhrs  of  that  splendid  hall 
to  their  ^ndations.  It  would  not  be  a  voice  of  disunion. 
No,  those  who  inhabited  the  portion  of  country  from 
which  he  came,  gave  no  countenance  to  disunion. 

They  hare  spent  much  blood  and  much  money  to  lay 
the  foundations  of  this  Government,  and  they  had  no  idea 
of  overturning  the  fabric  they  had  reared.  l*he  Union 
had  obTwned  for  them  all  of  tihe  past  which  was  valuable, 
connected  with  their  national  interests)  and  it  was  the 
Union  which  was  to  secure  to  them  all  which  was  ralua* 
ble  in  the  future.  Their  voice  would  not  be  a  voice  of 
disunion  nor  of  insubordination  to  the  laws:  such  was 
not  the  character  of  those  whom  he  represented;  they 
would  obey  the  laws.  They  understood  it  to  be  the  fun- 
damental principle  of  oiir  Government  that  the  majority 
must  rule.  But  he  told  this  committee  that  there  was  a 
redeeming  spirit  in  the  land,  whose  action  would  he  felt 
at  the  ballot  bozea,and  which  would  speedily  repeal  this 
law,  and  tgain  place  the  induitty  of  the  cmintiir  under 
the  protection  of  laws  which  bad  hitherto  cherished  and 
sustained  it. 

Mr.  H.  said  he  had  now  done  with  the  general  princi- 
ples of  the  bill.  It  had  been  his  first  intention  to  move 
to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause,  but  he  hadJieen  inform- 
ed that  such  a  motion  would  not  preclude  the  offering  and 
discussion  of  as  many  amendments  as  gentlemen  nUght 
choose  to  offer,  and  he  did  not  know  but  there  were  g«n- 
Uemen  who  might  wiri)  to  propose  amendments. 


In  concluding,  therefore,  he  would  make  a  motion, 
which  would  test  the  sense  of  the  committee  on  the  ex- 
pediency proposed  by  this  bill,  of  withdrawing  all  pro- 
tection from  the  domestic  industry  of  the  country,  by  re- 
ducing the  duties  on  the  productions  of  foreign  bbor 
competing  with  our  own,  and  adding  to  the  duties  on  ar- 
ticles which  do  not  compete  with  our  own  indoitry.  Con- 
gress had,  at  the  last  session,  taken  ofT  substantiallv  all 
the  duties  on  teas  and  coffee.  Could  any  gentleman  have 
forgotten  the  reasons  then  advanced  in  favor  of  auch  a 
measure?  Was  not  the  House  told  that  these  were,  by 
the  habits  of  our  people,  become  necessaries  of  life,  and 
that  it  was  desirable,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  relieve  them 
from  so  grierious  a  burden?  JUid  yet  it  was  now  propo- 
sed to  reinstate  the  duty  on  those  articles  then  made  free. 
His  crf)ject  was  to  bring  the  committee  first  to  a  vote  on  * 
these  two  articles,  and  he,  therefore,  moved  to  erase  the 
two  paragraphs  of  the  bill  (die  Slst  and  33d)  which  im- 
posed a  duty  on  teas  and  coffee,  and  which  contain  the 
following  provisions: 

"  On  coffee,  a  duty  at  and  after  the  rate  of  one  cent 
the  pound  weight" 

<•  On  teas,  from  and  after  the  third  day  of  March,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  thirty-four,  a  duty  at  and  afWr  the 
rates  following,  that  is  to  say,  on  imperial,  gunpowder, 
gomee,  hyson,  and  young  hyson,  ten  cents  the  pound 
weight;  on  hyson  skin  and  other  green,  souchong  aitd 
other  black,  except  bohea,  six  cents  the  pound  weight, 
and  on  bohea,  three  cents  the  pound  weight"  , 

Mr.  INGKRSOLL  next  obtained  the  floor,  but  yielded 
to  a  motion  .of  Mr.  SURGES,  that  the  cominttee  riaci 
whTQh  motion  prevailed:  Ayei  8S,  noes  63. 

The  committee  thereupon  rose,  and  the  Hooae  ad- 
journed. 

TntrBSDAT,  3k.nvi.iLT  10. 

EXPENSES  OF  LAND  OFHCES. 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands,  reported  a  bill  to  change  the  location  of  oerCain 
land  offices  in  the  United  States,  and  moved  foritsen. 
grossment. 

Mr.  WILDE  said  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Comnuttee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to  the 
expenditures  of  the  Government  connected  wiUi  the  de- 
partment of  its  public  lands.  He  bad  for  sometime  )>een 
impressed  with  ^the  conviction  that  thoae  expenses  greatly 
exceeded  the  due  proportion  which  they  ought  to  bear 
to  the  other  demands  of  the  public  service.  And  be  had 
risen  now  to  inquire  whether  the  bill  just  reported  in- 
volved any  augmentation  of  this  expense? 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  sud,  the  increasing  expenditure  of 
the  land  offices,  for  a  few  years  past,  had  not  escaped  his 
notice;  he  would  be  glad  to  apply  a  corrective,  if  he  could 
saUsfy  himself  as  to  the  moat  proper  mode  of  doing  U. 
The  provisions  of  this  bill  would  not  increase  the  ex- 
penses of  the  ofBc(!l  beyond  what  might  be  reqmred  to 
transport  the  hooka.  The  necessity  for  this  bill  had  arisen 
from  the  fact  that  several  land  offices,  from  sales  of  lands, 
and  the  consequent  change  of  the  sphere  of  their  action, 
were  located  out  of  the  district  where  the  lands  fen-  aale 
at  them  are  wtuated.  Every  year  applications  had  been 
made  to  change  the  location  of  the  offices  by  hw.  To 
avoid  continual  legislation  on  this  subject,  the  bill  pro- 
posed to  invest  the  President  with  the  power  to  make  the 
necessary  changes  in  the  location  of  the  offices.  The 
only  moile  which  had  occurred  to  him  of  reducing  the 
expenses  of  the  system,  «'aa  to  reduce  the  number  of 
land  offices,  by  making  the  district  of  each  more  exten- 
sive. This  bill  would  not  increase  the  expenses  except 
for  tlie  mere  transportation  of  the  books  of  the  offices 
where  t  change  was  reqw^. 

The  bill  was  cvdered  to  be  engrossed  without  a  dWuion. 
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THE  TARIFF. 
The  HouK  then  vent  into  Commitfee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  itate  of  the  Union,  upon  the  bill  to  reduce  uid  other- 
wise niter  the  duties  on  hnportt— Mr.  Watvi  in  the 
chair. 

Mr.  ING£RSOLL,  or  Connecticut,  tost  and  said  that 
the  peculiar  situation  in  which,  as  one  of  tlie  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  it  had  been  his  fortune,  perhaps 
misfortune,  to  be  placed,  seemed  to  require  that  he 
should,  in  thia  early  atwe  of  the  debate,  give  the  reasons 
why  he  had  not  been  able  to  assent  to  the  preaent  bil),  and 
the  report  which  accompanies  it.  This  is  due  to  myself, 
(said  Hr.  I.)  no  less  than  to  my  highly  respected  associates 
of  the  committee,  from  whom  I  have  been  obliged  to  dif- 
fer.  As  was  said  on  a  former  occasion,  and  in  reference 
to  another  report,  by  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Vimlahck) 
who,  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  reported  this  bill, 
my  portion  in  regard  to  it,  is  ^'singular  and  solitary:" 
Yes,  I  say  it  more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger,  it  is  solitary 
indeed.  Even  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Gil- 
mobs,]  who  has  eenerally  acted  with  me  in  the  Commit- 
tee  of  Ways  and  Means,  on  all  matters  connected  with 
the  protective  policy  of  the  country,  has  finally  concluded 
that  it  ts  bis  duty  to  leave  mei  and  it  is  well  known  that  all 
Ihe  other  members  of  the  committee  have  ever  been,  in 
principle,  opposed  to  the  policy  that  we  have  hitherto  en- 
deavored to  uphold.  No  doubt  the  motives  of  my  wor- 
thy friend  were  of  the  purest  kind,  and  the  feelings 
which  prompted  him  were  those  of  a  generous  bosom. 
Yielding,  however,  a  httle  to  the  infirmities  or  our  com- 
mon nature,  he  may  liave  been  unconsciously  influenced, 
in  some  measure,  by  the  circumstances  in  which  he  stood. 
Hif  attention  has  doubtless  been  turned  more  partieuhurly 
to  the  preaervation  of  the  strong  interests,  the  iron  inter- 
est, of  his  own  SUtC}  and  finding  that  they  apparently  fiu-e 
better  under  this  tax  bill  than  those  of  some  other  States, 
who  have  no  phalanx  of  electoral  votes  to  make  them- 
selves felt  here,  he  may  have  concluded  to  go  for  the  bill 
M  it  is,  rather  than  take  the  chances  of  getting  a  worse 
one  at  a  future  SMuon.  It  is  proposed  to  protect  the  lead- 
ing productions  of  Pennsylvania  by  dutiea  varying  from 
about  thirty  to  ninety  per  cent.t  and  the  bill  which  does 
thi^  also  proposes  to  crowd  down  the  woollens.  In  whieh 
the  hardy  yeomanry  of  the  county,  the  wool  growers,  are 
particularly  concerned,  to  twenty,  or  less  than  twenty, 
per  cent.  Had  our  circunutances  been  rei^rsed,  had  the 
woeDen^  the  cottons,  the  paper,  and  the  other  branches 
more  immediately  interesting  to  the  people  in  the  quarter 
of  the  country  from  whence  1  come — had  these  been  pre- 
served by  higher  rates,  and  the  iron  and  coal  of  Pennsyl- 
vania depressed  below  the  average  of  a  mere  revenue 
duty,  my  friend,  1  think,  might  have  viewed  the  subject 
in  a  different  light.  Let  me,  however,  assure  him,  in 
parting,  that  the  iron  arch,  important  as  it  is  to  the  entire 
system,  cannot  long  remain  after  its  enemies  have  been 
once  permitted,  in  thia  way,  to  undermine  its  ibundationa. 

What  would  be  the  precise  effect  of  this  meastire,  if 
adopted,  on  the  revenue  of  the  country,  no  one  could 
with  safetv  predict.    But,  as  I  wish  to  avoid  as  much  as 
possible  all  debaUble  grounds,  I  shaA  take  it  for  grant- 
ed, for  the  purpose  of  this  inquiry  at  lesst,  that  the  com- 
mittee are  right  in  saying  that  the  receipu  from  the  cus- 
toms,  under  their  bill,  would  be  reduced  to  something  over 
thirteen  nuUians  of  dollars.    We  are  asked  to  make  ar- 
rangements now  for  large  reductions,  because,  in  the 
opmion  of  the  committee,  our  present  receipts,  unless  we 
promptly  interpose,  will  roll  up  and  retain  a  dangerous 
surplus  in  the  treasury,  "a  needless  burden  upon  the 
people,  a  tax  falling  directly  or  indirectly  upon  the  land 
and  labor  of  the  country,  certainly  injurious  in  its  effects, 
and  probably  unequal,  enriching  the  treaauiy  only,  to  di- 
vide and  distract  our  public  coum^  by  tempting  to  ex- 
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penditures  of  doubtful  constitutional  right,  or  incon«stent 
with  the  simpli»ty  of  republican  institutions,  stuung 
their  puri^,  and  hazarding  their  permanency."  If,  Mr. 
Chairman,  Uiere  is  one  individual  on  this  6oor  who  is  in 
favor  of  accumulating  sach  a  surplus  in  the  treaaurf,  for 
the  pleasure  of  scrambling  for  the  spoils,  I  wish  it  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that  it  is  not  the  humble  individual 
who  now  addresses  you.  No,  sir;  the  sentiments  held  by 
me  on  that  subject,  were  embodied  in  a  report  presented 
at  the  last  session,  and  which  was  also  signed  by  friend 
from  Pennsylvania,  fUr.  Giunsi,]  and,  by  the  principles 
there  expressed,  Isballstead&stly  abide,  let  those  pnna- 
ples  lead  me  where  they  may. 

There  are  some  points,  *then,  in  which  I  am  happy  to 
agree  with  the  other  members  of  the  committee.  I  agree 
with  them  that  we  should  not  accumulate  an  useless  sur- 
plus in  the  public  treasury)  and  that,  at  a  proper  time, 
and  in  a  proper  manner,  the  revenues  should  be  adapted 
to  the  strict  wants  of  the  Government,  if  found  to  exceed 
those  wants.  More  than  this,  it  may  be  adndttcd  that* 
after  the  payment  of  our  debts,  fifteen  milliom^  the  inn 
estimated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy,  and  sanc- 
tioned by  my  associates  of  the  committee,  should  be,  in 
ordinary  times,  suffident  to  meet  the  current  expenses. 

Having  gone  thus  far  with  the  other  members  of  tha 
committee,  we  have  now  reached  the  pomt  at  which  I 
am  sorry  to  part  with  them.  In  saying,  as  I  do,  that  this 
is  not  the  proper  time  to  change  the  estabUshed  revenue 
system  of  the  country,  I  have  no  allusion  to  what  is  taking 
place  elsewhere.  I  come  to  this  part  of  the  subject,  in 
the  way  in  which  it  was  put  to  me,  as  a  strictly  financial, 
not  a  pohtical  question.  Thia  is  not  the  proper  time, 
because  you  will,  in  ray  opinion,  have  need  tor  eveir  dol- 
lar you  will  receive  under  the  present  ajrstem  of  duties 
for  the  two  years  to  come,  at  least  In  the  report  put 
forth,  it  is  taken  for  granted  that  now  is  the  time,  and 
now  the  hour,  most  fit  and  proper  to  reduce  the  treasury 
receipts;  and  this  the  committee  are  attempting  to  ac- 
complish by  their  bill,  lest  the  dreaded  surplus  should 
overtake  us,  if  we  delay  it  a  little  longer.  This  is  not 
the  first  time  that  we  have  beard  about  **  a  surplus  in  tlw 
treasury,"  and  the  embarrassments  it  might  produce  in 
our  deviunv  ways  and  means  to  get  rid  o>  it.  Why,  sir, 
I  have  heard  about  it,  and  read  about  it,  ever  tince  I  was 
old  enough  to  read  the  new^apers,  but  have  never  been 
able  to  find  it,  exceept  in  the  imapnation,  for  the  last 

Siuarter  of  a  century.  I  remember  reading  about  it  as 
sr  back  as  the  administration  of  Mr.  Jeffiersoot  the  evil 
had  been  anticipated  at  that  day,  and  Congress  had  been 
called  upon  to  devise  some  plan  for  disposing  of  it.  The 
profound  statesman  (Mr.  Jeff'erson)  then  at  the  bead  of 
the  Government,  advised  Congress,  that  when  a  surplus 
should  really  be  found  In  the  treasury,  it  should  be  ex- 
pended in  works  of  internal  improvement,  either  under 
the  present  constitutional  powers,  or  under  such  new 
grants  as  might  be  imparted  to  the  federal  compact.  But 
we  have  grown  wiser  than  Hr.  Jefferson,  or  think  we 
have.  No  one  is  now  so  unfiuhionable  as  to  propose  that 
the  surplus  revenues  should  be  so  osedt  in  our  estimate 
of  fifteen  miUions  we  do  not  mean  to  have  any  of  it  dis- 
tributed in  that  way.  And  lest  we  should  happen  to  have 
nn  excess,  we  are  perplexed  as  to  the  mode  of  avoiding 
it.  It  was  the  burden  of  comphunt  at  Uie  last  sesnont  it 
met  us  during  the  recess,  in  staring  euitals,  in  the  publi- 
cations of  the  day;  and  since  we  have  been  here  tiiis  win- 
ter, it  has  been  rung  and  echoed  in  our  ears,  in  all  the 
sameness  of  the  cuckoo's  note — <*  surplus — surplus — sur- 
plussl"  Gentlemen  will  insist  upon  it  that  the  body  poli- 
tic is  in  danger  of  immediate  death  from  plethory,  and 
the  political  doctors  who  gather  around  in  consultation, 
instead  of  tapping  a  vein,  are  for  cutting  the  arteries. 
Let  me  advise  them  to  stay  their  hand  before  they  use 
the  knife  thus  freely.   Let  us  see  how  the  truth  is  about 
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this  much  talked  of  sutptus — this  moneyed  plethory  that 
threatcM  to  many  tlU.  The  eumination  will  no  doubt 
be  dull,  dry,  and  unintereitin^j  but  it  is  one  which  every 
itAtesmB.n  must  make  before  ne  can  be  prepared  to  vote 
on  this  bill. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his  annual  report.  Ins 
informed  the  House  that  there  would  be  on  the  first  of 
the  present  month  a  surplus,  speaking  in  round  numbers, 
of  81.600,000.  Taking  this  report  of  the  Secretary  in 
our  hands,  let  us  open  his  strong  box  and  count  its  con- 
tents. If  you  will  do  so,  you  will  6nd,  that  of  this  amout 
of  91,600,000,  the  sum  of  $1,400,000  conwsts  of  what  is 
culled  *'  unavulable  funds."  These  unavaihtble  funds  are 
principally  made  up  of  the  bills  of  broken  banks— local 
banks  which  hare  biled  years  ago.  You  received  them 
when  the  State  banks  were  used  as  places  of  deposite  for 
the  national  funds,  and  before  the  incorporation  of  the 
present  Bank  of  the  United  States.  And  permit  me  to 
add,  if  some  of  the  present  schemes  of  the  day  should 
take  effect — if  we  should  withdraw  our  deposites  from 
the  vaults  of  the  United  States  Bank,  and  again  trust  them 
to  the  safe  keeping  of  the  local  institutions,  whatever  may 
become  of  our  other  funds,  we  shall  at  least  have  one,  the 
fui.d  "  unavailable,"  that  will  be  always  on  the  increase. 
However,  it  may  not  be  worth  while  to  dwell  upon  that 
topic  just  now.  My  first  business  is  with  the  surplus.  If 
these  rotten  bank  notes  are  taken  out  of  the  account,  we 
shall  have  left,  in  sound  funds,  but  two  hundred  thousand 
instead  of  sixteen  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Nor  does 
this  give  us  the  true  state  of  the  case.  Turn  back  to  the 
Secretary's  report,  andyou  will  find  that,  to  make  up  this 
excess,  he  has  reckoned  in  the  money  which  we  received 
from  the  Government  of  Denmark  for  spoliations  on  our 
commerce,  uno'unting  to  not  far  from  7*00,000  dolfauv, 
every  dollhr  of  which  belongs  to  our  merchants,  and  may 
be  by  them,  either  now,  or  in  a  few  weeks,  drawn  out. 
This  money  makes  no  part  of  the  legitimate  funds  of  the 
treasury;  it  is  merely  there  in  trust  for  others,  whose  pri- 
vate property  it  is.  Allow  for  this,  and,  instead  of  a  sur- 
plus in  the  treasury,  we  are  deficit,  on  the  1st  of  January, 
to  the  amoimt  of  nearly  half  a  million  of  dollars.  But  if 
we  go  a  little  deeper  into  this  business  we  shall  find,  that 
besides  the  deficiency  just  alluded  to,  there  are,  of  the 
appropriotions  of  the  last  session,  and  former  sessions  of 
Congress,  now  remaining  unsatisfied,  but  which  wilt  here- 
after have  to  be  paid,  nearly  five  and  a  half  millions  of 
dollars,  or,  to  speak  with  mathematical  precision,  the  sum 
of  (5,476,203  36.  These  clahns  must  be  renrded  by 
every  honorable  man  tn  as  sacred  a  light  as  the  funded 
debt.  Instead,  Ifaerefbre,  of  the  much  talked  of  surplus, 
there  ii  now  an  actual  deficit  of  nearly  a  half  million  of 
dollarit  ftnd  outstanding  demands  amounting  to  almost 
fire  and  a  half  millions  morei  making,  together,  not  far 
fi-om  six  millions  to  be  provided  for  beyond  tlie  means 
now  in  the  treasury.  Then,  in  addition  to  these  six  mil- 
lions, there  is  owing  to  the  public  creditors  on  the  fund- 
ed debt,  seven  nriluons  more;  making,  in  all,  on  the  1st 
day  of  the  present  month,  a  round  sum  of  about  thirteen 
millions  of  dollars.  This  being  the  condition  of  the  trea- 
sury at  the  present  time,  we  need  not  yet  trouble  our- 
selves about  disposing  of  the  surnltis. 

But  it  probably  might,  and  will,  be  said  by  the  friends 
of  the  bill,  that,  to  meet  all  this,  we  shall  have  an  im- 
mense  influx  coming  in  from  the  customs  durinj^  the  cur- 
rent year;  and  though  we  are  now  so  far  behmd,  there 
will  be,  on  the  1st  January  next,  certainly,  "  a  large 
surplus  in  the  treasury.  Let  us  see:  The  Secretary  has 
infoi-med  Congress  that  the  whole  receipts  for  the  year 
1833,  from  the  custom.s,  fi-om  the  public  lands,  and  from 
the  stock  held  by  Government  in  the  United  States  Bank, 
and  from  all  other  incidental  sources,  will  amount  to 
tweniy.four  millions  of  dollars.  With  this  sum,  what 
have  we  lo  pay*   Take  the  Secretary's  own  statement  to 


answer  this  question.  He  has  told  you,  in  his  official  re- 
port, that  the  expenditures  of  the  nation  during  the  year 
will  be,  exclusive  of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  and 
exclusive  of  the  Danish  claim,  seventeen  millions  six  hun- 
dred and  thirty-eight  thousand  dollars.  Deducting  tl^ 
from  the  twenty-four  millions,  and  also  allowing  for  the 
payment  of  the  Danish  indemnity,  which  must  be  taken 
from  the  receipts  of  the  present  year,  and  you  will  Yixtc 
left  about  five  million  ei^t  hundred  thousand,  and  will, 
at  the  same  time,  owe  to  the  holders  of  the  pubHc  stocks 
seven  millions,  and  have  another  floating  masa  ofaiualic- 
fied  appropriations  at  the  end  of  the  year,  which,  if  ihej 
should  be  as  large  at  the  end  of  this  year  as  they  were  at 
the  end  of  the  last,  would  leave  you  still  about  aevra 
millions  to  be  provided  for.  There  can  be  no  surplus, 
therefore,  on  the  I  st  of  January,  1834;  but  we  must  tlien, 
as  now,  lag  still  behind  the  sum  of  our  indebtedness. 

But  perhaps  there  will  be  a  surplus  two  years  hence, 
that  is,  in  January-,  1835.  This,  too,  shall  be  looked  iRtt^ 
if  the  committee  wilt  but  have  patience  to  go  throi^  tbe 
examination.  It  is  a  dry  subject,  very  dry,  and  can  only 
be  elucidated  by  speeches  of  figures,  not  by  figures  of 
speech.  During  the  year  1834,  the  act  of  July  last,  re- 
ducing the  duties,  will  be  in  full  operation,  and  the  re- 
ceipts from  the  customs  under  it  are  estimated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  eighteen  millions  of 
dollars)  m  addition  to  which  we  may  receive  from  the 
pubfic  lands,  and  from  the  United  States  Bank  stock, 
three  millions;  ^if  the  bank  should  not  by  that  time  stop 
payment;)  making  the  whole  revenues  of  the  year  l&A 
amount  to  twenty-one  millions.  The  expenditures  of  the 
same  year,  exclusive  of  the  debt,  are  estimated  br  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  at  fifteen  millions  ot  dol- 
lars,  and  that  is  putting  them  a  million  and  m  half  katlan 
they  were  during  the  last  year,  and  two  and  a  half  nalEons 
less  than  the  estimate  for  the  current  year — but  say  fifteea 
million*',  if  you  please,  exclusive  of  the  debL  As,  hov- 
ever,  it  has  been  shown  that  we  must  commence  the  jar 
1834  with  a  balance  of  funded  debt,  and  the  usual  Aottiag 
mass  of  unsatisfied  appropriations,  amounting  together  to 
nearly  seven  millions  against  us,  yoa  must,  to  ascertKn 
our  true  condition,  add  this  amount  to  the  fifteen  mllGoni 
required  for  ordinary  expenses,  making  not  ikr  fiom 
twenty^two  millions  to  be  provided  for  in  that  year;  to 
meet  which  you  can  have  but  twen^-one  mtUioas  of  re- 
ceipts, thus  iQavtng  a  balance  still  against  jvu  m  the  ht 
of January,  1835. 

I  am  aware  that  we  are  not  obliged  to  take  maaey  out 
of  the  treasury  on  the  first  of  each  year  to  meet  Ibe  uwa- 
tisfied  appropriations  that  are  then  outstamfing^  but  if  «e 
owe  the  money — and  there  can  be  do  bigbee  daiai  than 
an  appropriation  by  Congress — will  any  man  my  that  we 
should  not  always  be  ready  to  meet  these  demands,  how- 
ever and  whenever  they  may  come?  Can  you,  at  any  late, 
talk  of  having  asurplus,  when  the  verj'  money  vtwc^tyou 
call  surplus  is  liable  to  be  taken  in  payment  of  debts  that 
you  have  made  yourselves  liable  for?  It  bu  been  the  ge- 
neral policy  of  ijur  Government,  as  it  is  of  erery  other 
that  can  do  it,  to  retain  enough  in  its  treasury  to  set  off 
against  nil  ordinary  contingencies  and  unsati^cd  appro- 
prtations.    It  is  peculiarly  proper,  in  a  Government  like 
ours,  where  the  revenue  is  mainly  dependent  on  fiireipn 
commerce,  and  of  coui-se  liable  to  be  lessened  by  the  v'.- 
cissitudes  of  trade.    Looking,  therefore,  at  the  matter  lo 
cither  light,  whether  the  money  is  considered  as  aclualh 
to  be  taken  out  of  the  treasury,  or  to  be  rettervedia  it,  :s 
meet  existing  demands,  it  is  mamfest  that,  instead  oft 
"surplus"  on  the  1st  of  January,  1S35,  there  would  be  a 
probable  balance  against  us,  reckoning  on  the  ooe  t^ie 
the  cash  in  the  treasury,  and  on  the  other  the  ectltnr^ 
'  expenses,  the  remnant  of  the  debt,  and  the  unauziic'l 
appropriations. 

To  all  this  it  may  br,  and  probably  will  be,  unrered. 
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that  the  Goveminent  owns  itock  in  the  Bank  of  the  Unit- 
ed SUtes  to  the  amount  of  seven  milliinut  and  this  stock 
niajr  b«  brought  under  the  hamnier,  and  should  we  get 
par  far  it,  then  we  should  have  the  glorious  snqilus  com- 
pletely within  our  frup,  perhaps  in  some  two  yean 
hence.  The  proposition  is,  that  we  should  sell  our  stock 
tn  the  B»nk  of  the  United  States,  which  now  yields  an 
interest  of  seven  per  cent.,  for  the  purpose  of  buying  our 
own  debt  not  due,  the  greater  part  of  it,  till  1835,  and  on 
which  we  are  paying  but  lour  and  a  half  and  five  per 
cent.  The  bank  stock,  seven  millions  of  it,  if  forced  into 
the  nurket  in  a  mass,  must  go  at  a  great  discount,  if  sold 
at  all{  while  the  public  creditors  would  not  part  with  the 
«crip  which  they  hold  against  you,  unless  you  paid  tliem 
•n  advance;  and  yet  the  proposal  is  coolly  nwde  tliat  we 
Bhoiild  sell  our  seven  per  cent,  bank  stock  at  a  discount, 
to  buy  up  our  own  debts  at  a  prenuum,^and  on  which  we 
pay  but  four  and  a  half  and  five  per  cent. 

This  would  be  a  general  financial  operation,  indeed! 
Would  any  gentleman  pursue  auch  a  course  in  his  own 
private  concerns  ?  If  he  did  it  in  the  part  of  the  country 
from  whence  I  came,  he  would  have  a  conservator  put 
over  hira  as  an  insane  person.  And  dare  we  do  that  with 
the  people's  money  which  no  individual  in  bis  senses 
would  do  with  bis  own?  But  suppose  you  should  tend 
this  bant  stock  into  the  Inarket,  are  you  quite  sure  that  it 
Goukl  be  now  sold  at  any  price?  Must  not  any  man  who 
has  watclwd  the  tberiaometer  in  Wall  street,  know  that 
the  moment  the  Government  should  enter  the  stock  mar- 
ket with  these  seven  millions,  there  would  be  a  yeneril 
panic,  and  a  rash  from  all  the  holders  to  get  rid  of  their 
shares  alao.^  Let  the  bank  be  ever  so  sound,  if  the  Gov- 
ernment should  thus  send  its  stock  to  be  sold,  it  would 
necessarily  enter  a  glutted  market,  with  the  death  mark 
upon  the  face  of  it.  !n  a  market  thus  glutted,  it  co»dd 
Tiot  fetch  the  half  of  its  original  cost.  Who  would  buy  it? 
Capitalists  do  not  desire  to  buy  up  the  stock  of  banks  that 
are  about  to  wind  np  their  concema?  they  do  not  wish  to 
buy  debts  scattered  all  over  the  Union  j  their  object  is  to 
yet  interest  regularly  paid  for  their  inveatments.  It  was 
the  most  idle  thing  in  the  world  to  suppose  that  this  stock 
could  be  sold  at  pleasure,  unless  at  an  enormous  sacrifice. 
A  gentleman  near  me  says  we  could  sell  our  canal  stock: 
surely  the  gentleman  must  be  in  jest.  In  regard  to  that 
species  of  property,  if  we  continue  to  be  the  holders  of 
it,  my  own  opinion  is,  that  it  will  be  eventually  produc- 
livej  bat  you  mi^t  as  well  throw  it  to  the  winds  as  now 
to  throw  It  into  the  market.  The  United  States  Bank 
must  begin  to  mnd  up  its  concerna  at  farthest  in  1836. 
It  will  probably  require  from  five  to  ten  years  to  bring  iu 
*Sun  to  a  close.  We  diould  not  receive  the  principal 
Bum  in  a  lump,  but  by  instalments  of  a  million  or  a  half 
million  at  a  time,  and  this,  put  irito  the  mass  of  the  na- 
tional  funds,  never  would  be  sufBcienl  to  cause  a  trouble- 
aome  ''surplus  in  the  treasury."  Besides,  there  is  no 
propoution  yet  before  us  to  sell  out  our  bank  stock,  and, 
till  one  aball  he  presented  in  a  tangible  form,  it  should 
not  be  taken  into  the  account.  True,  the  president  of 
the  United  States  has  recommended  that  '*  provision  ba 
made  to  dispose  of  all  stocks  now  held  by  the  Government 
in  corporations."  But  we  should  do  injustice  to  the  Pre- 
sident to  smipose  that  he  meant  by  this  to  hurry  the  bank 
*°  *  'orced  sale,  without  any  regard  to  the  price  it 
cmild  command:  no  such  thing  could  have  been  intend- 
ed, nor  do  the  words  of  his  message  justify  such  an  infer- 
ence. But  suppose  the  Preridehtliad  so  recommended— 
•nd  I  wirii  to  treat  his  recommendations  with  ^1  the 
respect  due  to  the  Executive  of  my  country—has  not  the 
President  also  recommended  olhsr  measures  that  have  an 
imporUnt  bearing  on  this  question?  He  has  told  us  that 
we  ought  not  to  rely  on  the  public  lands  as  s  permanent 
source  of  revenue;  and  in  this  I  agree  with  him,  though 
we  may  differ  as  to  the  best  mode  of  disposing  of  them. 


He  has  also  recommended  that  teas  and  coffee,  those  ar- 
ticles of  necessi^,  should  be  imported  at  mere  nominal 
duties,  or  duty  free,  as' we  sud  tney  should  be,  last  July. 
He  has  also  recommended  that  we  should  hold  out  ade- 
quate protection  to  those  branches  of  industry  necessary 
to  our  securi^  and  independence  in  war.  Wh^  have 
not  you  carried  out  these  wholesome  recommendations  in 
the  bill  now  before  ua'  These  are  Executive  recommen- 
dfttiont  into  which  I  ahould  probably  more  thorougtily 
enter  than  even  my  friend  from  Tennessee,  [Hr.  Polk.] 
When  gentlemen  would,  therefore,  quote  upon  me  the 
Executive  recommendations  as  their  guide,  tliey  should 
take  them  as  a  whole;  they  should  take  all  that  has  rela- 
tion to  the  same  subject,  and  not  cut  out  here  a  passage, 
and  there  a  passage,  as  may  happen  to  suit  th«r  particu<- 
lar  viewf,  and  discard  the  rest  aa  worthiest.  , 

If  the  views  which  have  been  now  presented  in  rela- 
tion to  the  finances  of  the  country,  present  and  fiiUre, 
are  correct,  we  cannot  rid  ourselves  of  the  conclusion 
that  the  amount  of  revenue,  as  it  is  expectedfto  accrue 
fi^m  the  act  of  July,  1833,  will  all  be  wanted  for  the 
two  ensuing  years  at  least.  Why,  then,  are  we  urged  in 
this  hasty  and  unprecedented  manner,  to  uproot  that  act  ? 
Why  unsettle  all  that  b&  been  established  with  so  much 
care  and  so  much  labor?  Why  wu  the  odious  gag  appGed 
to  the  very  outset  this  discussion?  Why  not  debate 
this  interesting  subject  in  a  liberal  spirit?  and  why  meet 
us  at  every  turn,  not  by  argument,  but  by  silent,  sullen 
votes?  Ought  not  the  House,  ought  not  the  country,  to 
■ee  what  will  be  the  operation  of  the  act  of  July  last, 
which  was  adopted  by  such  a  jgreat  majority,  before  we 
again  meddle  with  the  disturbing  topic?  Will  you  not 
see  the  working  of  it  for  a  single  year?  Have  we  com- 
mitted such  an  offence  by  the  passing  of  that  law,  that 
we  must  now  atone  for  it,  not  by  eating  our  own  act,  but 
by  having  it  crammed  down  our  throats  while  it  is  yet  wet 
with  the  ink  witli  which  tt  is  written. 

But  suppose  the  views  which  have  been  presented  in 
reference  to  the  finances,  are  all  wrong;  suppose  there  is, 
or  Portly  will  be,  the  much  talked  of  surplus;  that  it  is 
necessary,  therefiirer  to  reduce  the  revenue,  and  that 
Uiisis  the  proper  time.  Then  I  have  to  say  that  this  i» 
not  the  proper  bill.  It  is  partial,  unjust,  and  inequitable 
in  its  bearings  on  the  diversified  interests  of  the  country 
affected  by  it.  Aside  from  this,  no  permanent  system 
should  be  settled,  by  which  we  are  to  rely  on  the  public 
lands  after  the  payment  of  the  debt  for  which  they  were 
originally  pledged.  The  scheme  now  offered  does  so  re- 
ly on  the  lands  for  a  laive  portion  of  the  treasury  receipts. 
There  is,  to  be  sure,  in  the  report,  some  qualification  about 
purchasing  Indian  titles,  and  pacing  revolutionary  pen- 
sions, but  that  limit  as  to  the  land  mcume,  does  not  amount 
to  muchj  for  I  presume  we  shall  have  Indian  titles  to  ex- 
tinguish, and  annuities  to  pay  to  the  tribes,  to  use  an  Indian 
comparison,  "aslongas  waterruna  or  grass  grows."  And 
then,  as  to  our  revolutionary  worthies,  who  have  at  last  re- 
ceived their  long  deferred  duesi  it  i>  to  be  hoped  that 
death  will  not  have  disposed  of  them  ai  toon  at  the  re- 
port seems  to  apprehend.  1  hope  they  may  remain  among 
us  many,  many  years  longer.  And  if,  as  some  predict, 
and  many  fear,  the  fabric  of  ourUnion  which  they  assisted 
to  raise,  is  to  be  destroyed,  then,  with  the  good  Lafayette. 
I  pray  that  the  evil  hour  may  be  at  least  delayed,  till  not 
one  of  these  venerable  men  shall  be  left  to  mourn  over 
the  ruins. 

Although  no  one  of  the  various  schemes  for  ditponng 
of  the  public  lands,  has  yet  united  in  its  filvor  a  mujori^ 
in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  yet  all  parties  teem  to  have 
agreed,  till  quite  lately,  that  they  should  not  be  regarded 
as  a  source  of  revenue  In  peace,  after  the  payment  of  the 
debt.  The  friends  and  opponents  of  the  tariff*  formerly 
united  very  generally  in  this,  and  there  seemed  to  be  a 
struggle  as  to  who  diould  go  fiirthest.    In  the  <*  great 
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debftte"  wMch  took  pUce  in  the  oilier  wing  of  thin  build- 
ingitwaa  ^nerally  conceded  that  the  public  domain^ould 
not  contribute  to  the  public  treBsury,  after  we  should 
once  get  clear  of  debt.  The  Eastern  Senators  were  rather 
taimted  ui^uitly,  as  I  think,  for  holding  too  firmly  to  the 
landsf  and  as  baring  a  disposition  to  grind  and  oppress 
the  hardy  pioneers,  whose  industry  and  enterprise  had 
rendered  them  productire.    No  one  could  have  beliered 
tbat  we  should  have  so  soon  have  a  proporition,  especially 
from  the  quarter  whence  this  comes,  to  fix  the  present 
land  system  more  firmly  on  us.  It  seems  almost  impoesihle 
that  an^  man  who  haa  watched  the  signs  of  the  times, 
either  m  this  House  or  out  of  it,  could  expect  to  rely  up- 
on the  landa  for  two  or  three  miUiona  of  doUkra  a  year, 
after  tke  payment  of  the  public  debt.    We  must  all  see 
that,  assure  as  time,  some  scheme  will  soon  be  devised, 
that  will  put  them  out  of  the  question  for  ordinary  reve- 
nue purposes.    The  President  has  told  you  io  in  the  moat 
explicit  manner.    Let  me  read  from  the  message  sent  to 
us  at  the  opening  of  our  present  ses«on,  a  document  that 
J  tnut  wiU  be  considered  good  authority  by  tliose  who 
framed  thia  bill:  '*  It  seema  to  me  to  be  our  true  policy, 
(says  the  Prendent,)  that  the  public  lands  shall  cease, 
as  aoon  as  practicable,  to  be  a  source  of  revenue,  and  that 
tbef  be  sold  to  settlers  in  limited  parcels,  at»  price  barely 
sufficient  to  reimburse  the  United  States  tlie  expense  of 
the  present  system,  and  the  cost  ariwng  out  of  our  Indian 
compacts."    *'  The  adventurers  and  hardy  population  of 
tiie  Wat,  beridea  contributing  their  share  of  taxation  un- 
der oar  impost  system,  have,  in  tbe  process  of  our  Gov- 
enunent  for  tbe  lands  they  occupy,  paid  into  the  trea- 
sury a  large  proportion  of  forty  millions  of  dollars,  and 
of  the  revenue  received  therefrom,  but  a  small  part  haa 
been  expended  amongst  them.    When,  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  their  situation  in  this  respect,  we  add  the  con- 
sideration tliat  it  is  their  labor  alone  which  gives  real 
value  to  the  lands,  and  that  the  proceeds  arising  from 
tbeirmle  are  distributed  cbleSy  among  Statea  whieli  bad 
not  originany  any  claim  to  tliem,  and  which  have  enjoyed 
tbe  undivided  emoluments  arising  from  the  sale  of  their 
own  lands,  it  cannot  be  expected  that  the  new  States  will 
rem»n  longer  contented  with  the  present  policy  after  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt.    To  avert  tbe  consequences 
which  may  be  apprehended  from  this  cause,  to  put  an 
end  forever  to  allpartial  and  interested  legislation  on  this 
subj  ect,  and  to  anord  to  every  American  citizen  of  enter- 
prise the  opportunity  of  securing  .an  independent  free- 
bold,  it  seems  to  me,  therefore,  best  to  abandon  the  idea 
of  raising  a  future  revenue  out  of  the  public  lands." 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his  report  a  year 
sgo,  which  I  have  not  by  me.  also  recommended  another 
liwde  W  getting  rid  of  the  lands.  But  the  plan  of  the 
present  b<U  is  still  to  draw  two  or  three  millions  annually 
fhim  them.  Are  the  Western  gentlemen  ready  for  this^ 
Do  they  think  that  the  present  land  system  is  the  best  that 
can  be  devised,  andare  they  anxious  now  to  rivet  it  on  them- 
selves? For  such  will  be  the  effect  of  their  votes,  if  they 
are  recorded  in  &vor  of  this  bill.  This]  is  an  objection 
which  strikes  to  the  root  of  the  present  scheme.  Let  us, 
when  we  come  to  fix  our  permanent  system,  draw  our 
fifteen  mllfionB,  or  whatever  sum  may  be  necessary,  ex- 
clunvely  from  the  customs,  leaving  tbe  public  domain  to 
be  eqiutably  disposed  of  as  tlie  Wisdom  of  Congress  may 
devise,  or  the  wants  of  the  people  may  require. 

There  are  other  objections  to  this  bill  which  shall  not 
be  noticed.  Its  very  details  are  so  unjust  and  unequal  in 
their  bearings,  (though  doubtless  not  so  considered  by 
the  committee,^  that  I  should  be  willing  to  submit  the 
question  of  their  inequality  to  the  opponents  of  the  pro- 
tective system,  to  th<we  even  who  hold  to  tbe  doctrine  of 
State  nullification!  and,  from  tbe  votes  we  have  taken, 
there  is  some  reason  to  believe  th»t  these  questions  are 
to  be  yet  decided  in  this  House  by  tbe  opponents  of  the 


tariff  rather  than  its  friends.  We  have  here  a  bill  ia 
which  ttie  report  that  accompanies  it,  informs  ns  the  du- 
ties are  generally  averaged  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent,  t 
and  as  woollen  and  cotton  goods  stMid  at  twenty  in  tbe 
bill,  one  wouH  suppose  that  tbey  have  been  bvorcd 
with  ft  place  on  the  outside  of  the  average.  Now,  how  is 
the  foci?  What  are  the  great  articles  of  dutiaMc  imports.' 
They  are  principally  iron,  dry  goods  of  various  kinds, 
sugars,  teas,  spirits,  salt,  8lc.  We  will  see  how  the  du- 
ties on  these  things  compare  with  the  ten  and  twenty  per 
cent,  average.  First,  we  haveiron,  an  article  which  all 
friends  of  the  tariff  will  say  ihouldbe  veil  protected, 
and  the  duties  on  which  &r  be  it  from  roe  to  complaia  ofj 

{'ou  give  by  tbe  bill  on  hammered  iron  a  duty  of  fifteen  dol- 
ars  the  ton,  which  is  equal  to  twenty-eightper  cent.{  o^ 
rolled  iron,  twenty-four  dollars  the  ton,  which  is  equal  to 
seventy-six  per  cent. ;  on  pig  iron,  a  specific  duty  equal  to 
thirty-Sve  per  cent.,  and  on  rtieet  and  hoop  iron  a  specific 
duty,  which  ia  equal  to  ninety-three  per  cent.  So  much 
for  the  protection  of  iron.  On  coal,  another  most  valoa- 
ble  product  of  Pennsylvania  andVirpnia,  the  duty  t» 
proposed  to  be  five  cents  the  bushel,  which  is  equal  to 


for^-aeven  per  cent.  On  salt,  an  important  prod^uct  of 
the  "  empire  Stftte,'*the  duty  willstillbe  eciual  to  thir^- 
nine  per  cent.,  though  reduced  from  what  it  was  before. 
On  cordage,  by  way  of  favoring  free  trade,  as  we  are  to 
presume,  or  tbe  shipping  interest,  the  duties  will  be  equal 
to  fortf 'one  and  fifty  per  cent.  On  spirit^  (to  encourage 
the  manufi^nre  of  whiskey,)  they  amount  to  sixty-four 
per  cent.  On  brown  sugar,  at  two  cents  the  pound,  which 
IS  equal  to  about  forty-«x  per  cent.  Holaases,  four  cents  the 
gallon,  which  is  equal  totwenty-ei^htper  cent.  Hemp,  for 
the  special  benefit  of  our  beloved  sister  Kentucky,  twenty- 
six  per  cent.,  which  is  not  quite  so  bad  as  the  wollens.  On 
cotton  goods,  the  duty  is  to  be  ^but  twenty  per  cent. ;  and 
on  wollens,  some  of  them  (tiiose  eostiiw  thirty-five  cenU 
the  square  yard)  tbe  duty  ia  to  be  bat  five  per  cent.,  and 
on  the  reudue  twenty  percent.  Is  there  any  thing  like 
an  average,  or  approaching  it,  in  all  these  arma- 
ments? Then  we  nave  teas,  an  unprotected  attiale,  oo 
which  the  committee  have  assessed  a  mere  revenue  duty 
ofthirty  per  cent-:  so  that,  according  to  this  rule,  if  Airty 
per  cent,  is  a  fair  revenue  rate,  throwing  out  of  tbe  ques- 
tion the  protective  principle,  you  have  placed  tbe  great 
interests  of  cotton  and  wollen  manufrcture^  not  only  be- 
low eveiy  other  protected  article,  but  you  bare  putlbem 
far  below  tbe  mere  revenue  standard  that  yott  UTe  ap- 
plied to  teas. 

The  President  has  said,  and  Ibe  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  in  their  report,  admit,  that  on  articles  necessary  to 
our  in<iependence  in  war,  it  is  proper  to  put  higher  duties 
than  on  others.  But  is  not  the  blanket  m  the  soldier,  and 
the  clothing  which  he  wears,  necessary  for  him  in  tinte  or 
war^  How  was  itin  tbe  last  war?  Askanymanwhowu 
on  the  Northern  frontier — ask  my  honorable  friend  from 
Pennsylvania  (Col.  WATXoueH)  who  was  there,  and  who, 
amid  the  snows  of  a  Canadian  winter,  bore  the  hardships^ 
as  he  now  bears  the  honorable  scars,  of  that  trying  aer- 
vice.  He  will  tell  you  that  the  men  were  more  distressed 
from  the  want  of  comfortable  woollens  than  frtHn  any  other 
cause.  Why,  sir,  it  is  notorious  that  you  had  wA  blan- 
kets to  issue  to  shivering  savagca  who  sou^t  your 
protection.  We  bad  iron  enough  and  lead  enough.  U 
is  true  we  occasionally  wanted  some  of  the  well-made  ma- 
nufactures of  iron,  well-finished  muskets,  hut  we  bad  the 
raw  material,  and  should  have  had  no  difficulty  as  to  mus- 
kets at  any  time,  if  you  had  given  that  encouragement  to 
your  enterprising  citizens  engaged  in  making  them,  which 
sound  policy  required  long  before  the  war.  And  how  ia 
it  as  to  coal,  protected  by  a  duty  of  47  per  cent.  1  la  tbsj^ 
too,  one  of  toe  things  necessary  to  our  independence  in 
war?  There  is  muck  of  it  used  among  us,  "Yankees;"  we 
are  prdubly  the  best  cuitomen  for  this  article,  for  we 
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live  in  a  cold  elinikte.  It  goet  into  M  our  fWctoriei  mA 
workshop!,  and  into  mott  of  our  dwellinpi  on  the  mk 
board*  on  ibe  bantu  of  oar  rivera,  and  the  margin*  of  our 
canals,  whererer  you  can  penetrate  br  water.  We  Uke 
immenae  qoantitieaof  it  from'Penn^frama,  and  pay  her 
well  for  it.    We  do  not  object  to  the  duty,  because  it  is  a 

Sart  of  the  entire  system.  But,  sir,  there  are  immense 
eds  of  the  richest  coal  in  the  neig'hboring  Briti^  pro. 
vince'  of  Nova  Scotia,  convenient  to  water,  and  which 
would  supply,  to  avery  great  extent,  the  demands  of  the 
New  Ei^land  States,  and  a  considerable  part  of  New 
Tork,  if  niit  duty  were  removed,  or  even  if  it  should  be 
pnt  ta  low  as  you  have,  by  tlua  bin,  pot  the  dutiea  on  wool- 
lens. As  to  spirits,  no  one  thinks  that  "  the  ardent,**  in 
this  form  at  leaat,  i«  necessary  as  a  war  article.  The  Se- 
cretaries of  War  and  of  the  Navy  have  adopted  the  bevt 
way  of  promoting  ni^onal  independence  in  regard  to  that, 
by  discontinuing  the  allowance  of  grog  to  the  rank  and 
file  the  army  and  the  sailors  of  our  public  ahtps,  and 
aubatituting  more  aubstantia)  comforts  in  its  stead.  There 
is  one  general  remark  that  applies  to  the  bulky  articles  of 
iron,  coal,  sal^  sugar,  and  molassest  <t  >s  tbis,  that  a  given 
rate  of  duty  on  either  of  them  aflTords  a  much  greater  pro- 
tection than  the  same  rate  assessed  upon  the  lig^it  dry 
goods,  such  as  cottons  and  woollens,  or  on  papert  and  for 
the  obvious  reason,  that  the  freight,  cartage,  wharfage, 
and  other  expenses  of  such  heavy  articles^  are,  of  them- 
selves, a  great  pTotection,compared  with  which  the  foreign 
light  goods  pay  but  little  when  brought  from  abroad. 
Let  me  not  be  understood  as  objecting  to  any  or  either  of 
these  dutiea:  I  go  for  them  all.  I  would  nut  pull  them 
down  to  the  humble  level  assigned  to  the  woollen^  the 
cottons^  and  the  paper,  but  prefer  raising  these  last  to- 
wards the  more  favored  rank  of  the  first.  But  if  ^ou  in 
^st  upon  ^ving  us  what  you  call  free  trade,  give  it  with 
an  impartial  hand— why  not  give  it  in  iron,  which  enters 
to  largely  into  the  construction  of  tiiose  gallant  ships  that 
swell  their  canvass  in  every  sea,  and  bear  your  flag  to 
every  quarter  of  the  globe?  Why  discriminate  in  the  lone 
list  of  other  articles  which  we  have  Just  been  examining? 

It  is  intimated  in  the  report,  that  the  act  of  1816  has 
been  taken  as  the  ban^  of  this  billt  and  it  may  be  siud 
that,  ioatmudi  ai  Ihere  were  inequiditiea  in  the  former, 
they  had  been  adopted  here.  But  there  la  a  great  mis- 
take  in  lliia.  The  truth  is,  that  iron  and  aome  other  arti- 
cles are  more  highly  protected  by  thii  Mil  than  they  were 
by  the  act  of  181^  whereas  both  cottons  and  woollens 
are  put  materially  lower.  My  fnend  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Poik]  shakes  his  head,  but  I  repeat  it,  the  cottons 
and  woollena  are  put  lover  than  they  were  in  the  tariff  of 
1816)  and  he  shall  yet  be  convinced  of  it,  If  he  will  favor 
me  a  little  ion^r  with  his  attention.  To  get  at  the  tnitii 
of  thia  matter,  you  most  lodt  beneath  the  lorfhee  of  this 
bill.  Tou  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  duties  on  iron  now, 
at  in  1816,  are  at  a  named  sum  nn  the  ton,  or  hundred 
weightt  as  for  instance,  24  dollars  the  ton  on  rolled,  and 
15  dollars  the  ton  on  hammered  iront  and  they  stand  at 
that  sum  vear  in  and  year  out,  without  any  reference  to 
the  fall  of  price  in  the  foreign  market)  consequently,  if 
iron  was  wivth  60  dollars  the  ton  in  England  in  1816,  and 
but  30  dollars  there  at  the  preient  time,  a  fixed  duty^of 
34  dollars  would  be  doable  ue  protection  now  that  it  wu 
then.  Well,  sir,  this  is  very  nearly  the  fact  aa  to  some 
descriptions  of  the  article.  There  ia  now  in  my  band  a 
copy  of  the  invoices  of  importations  made  in  New  York, 
from  which  it  appears  that  certain  kinds  of  iron  were  sell- 
ing in  England,  in  1816,  at  from  ten  to  twelve  pounds 
sterling  ton,  which,  in  1S31,  were  aelling  in  the  Eng- 
lish mancet  far  about  five  pounds  ten  shiUingi  the  ton.  So 
that,  with  the  same  nominal  duty  on  the  ton,  at  the  two 
periods,  you  give  altogether  a  different  rate  of  protection. 
As  baa  been  before  obaerved,  I  do  not  oomplain  of  the 
iron  dutieti  on  the  contrary,  my  doctrine  ii^  that  an  ef* 


fectual  protection,  b^  promoting  home  competition,  gives 
us  a  cheaper  article  m  the  end,  and  by  checking  exceasive 
importations  from  abroad,  may  tend  to  lower  the  prieea 
there.  But  tlus  ia  as  appUc^le  to  other  artides,  to  wo(d- 
len  goods,  aa  to  iron. 

The  report  informs  us  that  the  committee  have  arrang- 
ed the  iron  duties  partly  in  reference  to  the  act  of  1816, 
and  partly  by  what  they  call  the  nipplemental  act  of  181B. 
But  the  act  of  1818  was  no  more  supplemental  to  that  of 
1616,  than  was  the  act  of '24,  or  '38,  *33.  It  did  not  pur- 
p<Hl,  in  ita  title,  to  be  a  supplement  to  the  one  which 
went  before  it,  or  an  addition  to  it,  bat  a  Satinet,  inde- 
pendent,  law,  to  raise  the  duties  on  certain  articlea  of  im- 
port, which  were,  iron  and  alum.  Can  it  then  be  deided 
that  iron  is  better  protected  by  this  bill  than  it  waa  in 
1816?  The  aame  remarks  are  applicable  to  sugar,  and  to 
molasaes;  the  duly  of  two  cents  on  the  ftmner,  and  four  on 
the  latter,  siTorda  a  higher  protection  to  them  now,  under 
the  present  prices  in  the  foreign  market,  than  th^  had 
with  three  and  five  cents  in  1816,  as  priees  then  ranged. 
But  it  is  all  the  other  way  with  cottoiufand  woollem.  The 
duties  on  thia  description  of  goods  are  not  fixed  at  a  parti- 
cular aum  on  the  yard,  but  at  a  particular  rate  on  the  for- 
eign coat.  They  are  here  ad  valorem  duties  of  twenty  per 
cent  on  the  fneign  value,  and  the  sum  to  be  paid  at  the 
custom-house  depends  not  on  the  weight  or  measure,  but 
on  what  they  cost  in  the  fbre^  eountryi  it  rtsea  and  fikUa 
with  the  foreign  prices;  and  it  aball  now  be  shown  that  a 
less  protection  is  given  on  tAeae  articles  than  they  had  In 
1816: 

First,  as  to  woollens.  By  the  act  of  1816  all  woollen 
goods  were  to  pay  25  per  cent,  for  three  years,  and  then 
come  down  to  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  But  Congress 
interpoaed  before  the  three  yean,  and  held  them  up. 
How  is  it  with  them  in  thia  IhIO  All  woollen  gooda  cost- 
ing, in  the  foreign  market  not  over  35  cents  the  yard,  are 
to  be  put  at  five  per  cent.,  and  all  others  at  20  per  cent, 
in  two  years  from  next  March.  Say  not  that  no  woollena 
can  be  imported  costing  35  cents  or  less  the  yard,  and 
therefore  toe  five  per  cent,  is  of  no  consequence.  Tou 
will  find,  on  looking  at  the  treasury  returns,  that  there 
were  imported  duruig  tlie  last  year,  one  million  of  dollars 
worth  of  thia  very  description  <^  goods,  and  that,  too,  un- 
der the  old  rates  of  duty.  It  is  a  class  of  goods  which  in- 
terferes directly  with  our  satineta.  And  who  can  calcu- 
late the  amount  that  will  be  crowded  in  upon  us  by  meana 
of  falae  invoices  and  otherwiae,  when  they  can  be  entered 
at  the  nominal  duty  of  five  per  cent. }  No  such  diaerimi- 
nation  as  this  was  made  in  1616:  on  the  contranr,  it  waa 
umter  that  act  that  our  satinet  establishmenta  homn  to 
lake  root.  Some  one  near  me  saya  it  waa  the  act  of  X833 
that  opened  the  door  to  tlie  cheap  woollens  at  5  per  eent. 
to  favor  what  are  called  the  negro  clotha.  It  did  so)  but 
the  bill  of  1833  protects  the  other  woollen  interests)  it 
does  not  put  them  at  20  per  cent,  where  they  are  placed 
here.  That  was  a  bill  of  compromise)  much  waa  given 
up)  but  we  will  abide  by  it  as  it  is,  entire  as  to  woollens, 
though  you  cannot  expect  us  to  be  satisfied  with  it,  after 
you  have  mutilated  ita  most  important  featurea.  It  ia  a 
remarkable  circumstane^  that  in  thia  bill  there  u  not  an 
article,  in  the  whole  Uat  of  imports,  on  which  a  duty  is  aa- 
aessed  at  so  low  a  rate  aa  the  five  per  cent,  woollens,  ex- 
cept one,  and  that  ia  straw  matting,  which  we  trample 
under  foot,  and  it  pays  a  duty  of  five  per  cent,  on  impor- 
tation. All  the  mere  revenue  dutiea  atand  hi  above  it. 
Is  thisequalandexact  justice.'  Is  it  ^HtrUiuting  benefits 
and  burdens  With  an  impartial  handf  Let  tiie  most  deters 
mined  enemy  of  protection  answer  the  inquiry)  it  admits 
of  but  one  response. 

Now  for  the  cottons:  Compare  the  protection  given 
here  with  that  in  the  act  of  '16.  By  that  act  it  is  well 
known  that  the  minimum  principle  was  first  applied  as  a 
regulaAor  of  the  duties  on  cottons.  It  was  of  immenM 
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Krncei  H  drew  mtlliona  of  capital  into  that  bnncli  of 
manufacture,  and  has  giren  us  a  cheaper  and  better  ar- 
ticle than  we  ever  had  before.  But  it  is  stricken  out  of 
the  bill  nov  before  us,  and  of  course  leaves  that  manufac- 
ture at  a  lower  protection  than  it  had  in  1816.  la  not  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  now  satisfied  that  woollens 
and  cottODi  are  put  lover  in  the  bill  than  they  were  in 
the  act  of  '16^  Hat  it  not  been  demoDstrtted?  And 
why  has  thia  invidtous  distinction  found  a  place  here? 
The  protective  tariff  was  not  put  upon  the  countTy  by 
New  Enffland  votest  they  stand  recorded  against  it  at  the 
beginning,  though  they  have  since  sustained  it  It  was 
first  adopted  when  commerce  was  the  idol  of  the  East, 
wid  free  trade  the  motto  inscribed  upon  her  banner. 
The  policy  of  others,  and  the  rotes  of  others,  drove  the 
people  of  that  section  of  the  cotintry  from  their  ships 
to  the  workshops,  where  the^  have  invested  their  pro- 
perty, relying  upon  the  public  faith  to  maintain  the  sys- 
tem as  to  the  settled  policy  of  the  country  i  and  you  are  now 
for  turning  them  back  to  their  ships,  to  learn  something 
of  free  trade  agtdn.  Such  injustice  surely  can  be  sane 
tioned  by  no  portion  of  the  House  or  the  country.  Penn- 
sylvania cannot  and  will  not  be  detached  from  her  fiied 
policy  by  luch  a  bill  as  this;  no  matter  under  what  f)oli- 
tical  flag  she  contends,  she  always  carffes  the  flag  of 
American  industry  hoiited  Higher.  1  do  not  believe  that 
she  will  see  that  flag  lowered  in  the  present  contest,  or 
permit  a  single  stripe  upon  it  to  be  stained  by  a  faithlfa!> 
act.  The  protective  system'  has  been  upheld  by  that  re- 
spectable commonwealth  from  tiie  days  of  McKean  and  of 
Snyder  to  the  present  Ume,  and  it  will  not  be  abandoned 

BOW. 

It  was,  too,  the  doctrine  of  the  "empire  State,"  in  the 
days  of  George  Clinton,  of  his  distinguished  nephew, 
De  Wit  Clinton,  and  of  the  patriotic  Tompkins.  The 
Legislature  of  New  York  used  formerly  to  adopt  resolu- 
tions favoring  the  tariff  as  regularly  as  they  assembled  in 
Albany.  So  completely  was  the  protective  nstem  iden- 
tified m  those  times  with  the  democracy  of  the  country, 
that  it  was  the  doctrine  Tammany  Hall  in  its  earliest 
and  purest  days.  Even  in  the  commercial  emporium,  the 
.republican  candidates  were  selected  always  from  the 
friends  of  domestic  industry.  The  honorable  gentleman 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Committee  of  Commerce,  [Hr. 
CAMBBusiro,]  was  the  first  candidate  ever  nominated  at 
Tammany  Ball  for  Congress,  of  fVee  tnde  prinetplesi  and 
the  difficulties  which  he  bad  to  contend  with,  when  first 
announced  as  a  candidate,  were  almost  insurmountable. 
There  was  a  muttering  in  the  Tammany  ranks,  indicating 
a  strong  disposition  to  revolt  against  the  regular  nomina- 
tion} and,  but  for  the  timely  and  untiring  aid  which  he 
received  from  the  leading  n-ee  trade  federal  press,  then 
edited  by  the  late  William  Coleman,  he  might  have  been 
defeated.  It  is  very  much  to  hia  credit  that  he  has  stis- 
tained  himself,  at  every  subsequent  election;  and  not 
only  so,  but  the  city  is  now  very  thoroughly  of  bis  own 
WB^  of  thinking,  and  I  believe  some  diatricti  in  the  in- 
terior. 

But,  to  return  to  what  the  committee  have  considered 
.  the  average  rate  of  the  duties  under  their  bill,  from  10  to 
30  per  cent.  They  have  probably  been  led  into  error 
here  by  the  tabular  statements  prepared  at  the'Treaaury 
Department,  and  appended  to  the  report,  in  which  an 
sver^  is  stated  as  applicable  to  the  bilC  of  16  or  18 

{ler  cent,  and  some  fractions.  But  this  statement  is  de- 
usive,  though  the  Secretary  may  not  be  in  fault  for  itt 
for  he  hod  been  obliged,  from  the  press  of  business,  to 
intrust  that  work  to  another  person.  The  error  !■ 
brought  about,  first,  by  making  the  calculations  on  the 
imports  of  a  single  year,  and  that  year  of  excessive 
importationi  and,  second,  by  not  making  a  proper  al- 
lowance for  goods  re-exported,  mkI  for  those  made  tnt 
ondar  the  act  of  1839,  and  the  present  bill.   The  only 


fair  way  is  to  take  a  series  of  years,  and  strike  a  general 
average.  The  memorial  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention, 
penned  by  an  experienced  financier,  [Mr.  Gallatin,]  a 
document  wrong  m  its  theories,  but  strong  in  its  sta- 
tistics, estimates  our  dutiable  imports  at  57^  imlfiona  of 
dollars  in  value,  after  deducting  free  goods  of  ooune 
from  the  gross  amount,  and  also  deducting  the  large 
amount  of  foreign  goo<ls  re-exported  with  drawbacu. 
The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
[Mr.  VKBruiTGK]  is  undoubtedly  right  when  he  aays 
that  our  imports  will  generally  increase  6J  per  cent,  in  a 
series  of  six  years  of  regular  trade.  But,  under  Ibis  bill, 
to  be  liberal,  say  the  increase  will  be  10  per  cent.,  whisb 
add  to  Mr.  GaUattn's  estimate,  and  you  wiU  then  have 
$63,950,000  as  the  bans  of  the  ealcuhition.  But  from  this 
an  allowance  must  be  made  for  goods  made  free,  rithcr 
under  the  act  of  1832,  or  thia  bill,  amounting  to  about 
4,800,000  dollars,  which  will  leave  the  dutiable  imports 
at  about  58,450,000  dollars,  instead  of  the  sum  assumed 
by  the  committee.  The  duties  accruing  undtt  this  bill, 
if  averaged  on  this  amount,  would  beabout  3S  percent., 
including  the  expense  of  collection,  instead  of  mm  10  to 
30.  The  woollens  and  cottons,  therefore,  are  worse  off 
under  the  bill  reported,  than  th^  would  be  if  the  prin- 
ciple promulgated  last  year  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  McDDrrti]  should  be  applied  to  themt 
that  is,  if  all  dutiable  importa  stiould  be  brought  to  a 
common  -ad  valorem  level,  they  would,  in  that  way,  get 
3j  per  cent,  at  least)  but  now  they  are  below  the  geneial 
average  .they  get  but  30^  or  less  than  SO.  Even  the  Free 
Trade  Convention  gave  us  better  encouragment  tbn 
thu.  Mr.  Gallatin's  memorial  says:  **  llie  average  duty 
required  to  produce  a  net  revenue  of  13,000,000,  would 
amount  to  near  37  per  cent.,  if  wines,  teas,  coffee,  cocoa, 
spices,  and  fruits  were  exempted  from  duty.  A  net 
revenue  of  15,000,000  would  retuiire,  in  that  case,  an 
average  duly  of  31  per  cent,  and  of  37  per  cent,  if 
those  articles  were  subject  to  the  same  du^ascreiy 
.other  import." 

Thus  much  ftre  the  details  of  the  bill,  to  for  as  the  pro* 
tected  interests  are  concerned.  But  there  is  an  amend- 
ment submitted  by  my  colleague,  [Mr.  HuarmToy,] 
about  which  I  will  say  something  before  1  ait  down. 
Thia  amendment  proposes  to  strike  tea  and  coffee  from 
the  hill,  and  reinstate  them  to  the  free  list,  where  tbey 
were  placed  by  the  act  of  last  July.  I  dnll  vole  for  the 
amendment  and  do  so  under  the  hope  that  when  theae 
articles  are  erased,  the  duties  which  they  do  not  require 
may  be  transferred  to  the  wooUena,  the  cottons,  and 
other  suffering  interests,  and  thus  contribute  sometUi^ 
towards  the  general  policy  of  protection,  if  this  luU,  or 
any  thing  like  it,  is  to  be  carried  through. 

These  articles,  tea  and  coffee,  mx  months  ago,  were 
made  free  from  March  nextt  and  the  most  hucniliatif^ 
part  of  the  buaincM  is,  that  now,  even  before  oar  Mt  of 
the  last  session  has  taken  effect,  we  should  be  required  to 
tread  back  our  steps,  and  acknowledge  ourselves  wrong". 
And  why  is  thia  required?  Surely  it  cannot  be  by  the 
advice  of  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  treasury,  for  he 
sent  us  last  year  theprt^el  of  a  bill  in  which  a  mere  no- 
minal duty  of  a  half  a  cent  a  pound  on  coffee,  and  a  cent 
on  tea  was  proposed;  not  enough  to  yield  any  thing' 
worth  naming  to  the  treasury,  after  deducting  the  cus- 
tom-bouse feet:  but  it  was  ttiought  best  to  nnke  them 
free  in  name  as  well  as  free  in  fact,  and  we  stripped 
these  little  incumbrances  from  the  bill.  SbouM  the 
friends  of  free  trade  complain  of  this?  Let  me  read  to 
you,  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee,  what  the  Prcndent 
has  told  us  on  this  point:  it  is  better  than  any  languag« 
of  my  own.  In  hia  message  of  December,  1839,  be  uses 
this  language:  "Looking  forward  to  that  period,  Krt  far 
distant,  when  a  sinking  fund  will  no  longer  be  rc^nred, 
the  duties  on  those  articles  which  cannot  come  in  ««&p«- 
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tition  wUh  our  own  productions,  are  the  first  that  should 
cnga^  the  ittention  of  Congress,  in  the  modiBcation  of 
the  tariff*.  Of  these,  te«  anJ  coffee  are  the  most  promi- 
nentt  they  enter  largely  into  the  oonaumption  of  the 
country,  and  hare  become  articles  of  neoeasitjr  to  all 
classes.  A  reduction,  therefore,  of  the  existing  duties  will 
be  felt  as  a  common  benefit;  but,  li1c«  all  other  legisla- 
tion connected  with  commerce,  to  be  efficacious  and  not 
iitjuriouB,  it  should  be  gradual  and  certain."  We  ac- 
cordingly commenced  the  reduction  then,  and  finished  it 
last  July.  Do  any  of  the  friends  of  this  bill  wia^  other 
authority  than  tlUs?  If  they  do,  it  »  ready  tor  them. 
They  will  find  it  in  »  speech  of  one  of  Virginiu's  most 
able  sons,  whose  shrill  and  pierdng  eloquence  was, 
at  the  session  of  1830,  put  forth  in  fitvor  of  making  these 
articles  free.  I'he  committee  have  doubtless  anticipated 
the  name  of  the  honorable  Philip  F.  9arbour,  of  Vir- 
ginia, tlie  president  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention,  which 
assembled  In  Philadelphia  In  the  autumn  of  '31,  and  since 
a  candidate  for  the  Vice  Prendency  of  those  portions  of 
the  frtenda  of  free  trade  who  thouffht  Hr.  Van  Buren'a 
aentiments  too  much  tainted  with  the  tariff*.  Here  is  his 
reported  speech: 

He  says  in  it  that  "  the  report  from  the  treasury  in- 
forms us  that  the  duties,  to  an  amount  exceeding  seven 
and  a  half  millions  of  dollars,  may  be  repealed  upon  ar- 
ticlet  not  at  all  produced  or  manufitctured  in  the  United 
States,  or,  in  to  itHionnderable  a  degree,  ai  to  be  utterly 
unworthy  of  notice;  and,  indeed,  I  have  reason  to  believe, 
sir,  that  the  repeal  may  be  extended  to  ten  millions, 
without  materially  affecting  any  manufacturing  interest." 
He  then  appealed  to  the  tariff*  members,  and  used  this 
emphatic  Unguage:  "Tothisextent,  then,  Ibaveangbt^to 
expect  the  tld  even  of  the  tariff  members  of  thia  House.** 
Aye,  ■*  the  tariff  members"  of  the  House  were  called 
upon  by  tliis  distingtuahed  Virginia  statesman  to  aid  him 
in  removing  the  duties  from  these  very  articles  which  this 
bill  now  proposes  to  tax  again,  after  they  have  been  de- 
clared free.  Who'  could  then  have  expected  that,  in 
three  years  afterwards,  we  should  have  such  a  diviwon  as 
we  now  have,  and  on  such  a  question?  Some  politick 
«conomiata,  it  is  said,  have  since  discovered,  or  think  they 
bave  d'lacovered,  that  tea  and  coffee  are  received  in  ex- 
change exclusively  for  Northern  products,  and  tliat  has, 
on  some  occaaionf,-been  assigned  as  a  reason  why  they 
should  not  go  free.  But  thia  is  all  a  mistake.  Whoever 
will  look  at  the  course  of  our  foreign  trade,  will  see  tiiat 
these  articles  are  not  purchased  with  the  exclusive  pro- 
ducts of  any  section  of  the  country.  How  do  we  get  our 
teas  '  Not  as  formerly,  when  we  aenl  dollan^  and  hardly 
any  thing  else,  to  China.  The  course  of  the  business  is 
now  entirely  different:  the  merchant  usually  now  sends 
his  ship  ffrst  to  Europe  with  a  cargo  that  can  make  funds 
in  ISngland,  and  we  all  know  that  cotton  is  the  great  ar- 
'  tide  for  that  purpose.-  the  avails  of  this  cargo,  when  re- 
alized, are  left  in  England,  and  from  thence  the  vesuel 
proceeds  to  China,  where  teas  are  purchased,  and  paid 
fur  by  bills  on  I^verpool  or  London.  Thus  the  ship 
starta  with  cotton  and  returns  with  tea.  These  indirect 
outward  voyages  are  now  the  usual  ones  for  the  India 
trade.  Our  exports  direct  to  China  are  very  small  com- 
pared with  our  importst  as  you  wilt  see  by  the  commerciul 
statements,  and  it  is  owing  to  this  indirect  route,  touching 
at.Europe,  now  pursued.  In  the  occasional  direct  voy- 
ages made,  we  sometimes  send  a  few  cotton  goods, 
amounting,  in  the  last  year,  to  less  than  one  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars.  But  they  are  made  of  the  Southern  aUple: 
we  also  send  ginseng,  which  is  as  much  a  Southern  pro- 
duct as  of  any  other  part  of  the  country.  But  the  bulk 
of  the  trade  takes  Uie  European  route  in  the  outward 
voyage  as  just  described.  Our  teas,  therefore,  instead 
of  being  purchased  by  the  products  of  the  Northern  or 
manufacturing  States  tin,  in  the  main,  procured  by 


means  of  the  Southern  products,  because  none  but  South* 
ern  staples  are  favored  to  any  considerable  extent  in 
Europe,  where  funds  must  first  he  made. 

Now  for  the  coffee:  We  get  more  of  tliat  from  the 
island  of  Cuba  than  from  any  other  place.  And  let  me 
tell  the  gentlemen  of  Uie  South  tliat  tliat  island  takes 
more  of  their  rice  than  any  nation  in  Europe  except  one. 
It  is  the  second  market  in  the  world  for  Southern  rice.  It 
also  receives  from  us  u  large  amount  of  debenture  goods, 
in  some  years  reaching  as  high  as  two  millions  and  a  half, 
and  seldom,  if  ever,  lesa  than  one  nullion  and  a  half)  the 
greater  part  of  vh'ich  are  brought  here  from  Europe,  in 
exchange  for  the  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco  of  the  planta- 
tion States,  and  then  re^ipped  for  Cuba,  after  drawing 
baQk  the  duties.  Hare  not  the  Southern  States,  there- 
fore, a  deep  interest  in  tiie  cofl'ee  trade  of  Cuba.^  More 
than  this;  the  aame  bland  ia  a  most  important  market  for 
the  flour  of  Virginia,  the  com  and  lumber  of  North  Ca- 
rolina, and  their  herring  fialieries  formerly,  and  probably 
to  a  considerable  extent  now.  It  may  alao  be  awed  that 
the  lumber  of  Maine,  the  salted  provjsions  that  float  down 
the  Mississippi  from  the  Western  States,  and  the  bread- 
stuffs  generally  of  the  Middle  States,  as  well  as  live  stock 
from  Uie  East,  all  meet  with  a  good  market  in  this  same 
island  of  Cuba.  Every  portion  of  the  country  has  an 
interest  in  this  trade,  and  all  claaaes  of  our  citizens  are 
consiimera  of  its  returns.  We  get  eoffee  also  from  Brazil 
in  exchange  for  flour,  debenture  goods,  and  bills  on  Eng* 
land,  and  from  Hayti,  where  the  exchanges  are  airailar  to 
Cuba,  though,  of  course,  on  a  much  smaller  scale,  la  not 
thia  amendment,  therefore,  the  last  that  should  be  ob- 
jected to  on  sectional  grounds.'  Ought  it  not  rath^  to 
draw  to  its  support  the  votes  of  every  State  in  the  Union? 
Much  more  might  be  said,  but  surely  it  cannot  be  necea- 
saiy,  nor  have  1  die  strength  to  say  much  more,  if  it  was 
necessary.  Having  already  gone  beyond  the  I'miit  that  I 
had  prescribed  for  myself  when  1  rose,  the  best  return 
1  can  make  for  the  attention  1  have  received,  is  to  trea- 
pass  no  longer  on  the  patience  of  Ukm  who  haye  been 
kind  enough  to  listen  to  me. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  next  rose.  He  said  he  had  always 
risen  in  this  House  with  some  degree  of  embarrassment 
and  misgiving,  but  never  wi'Ji  such  a  sense  of  despon- 
dency and  responsibility  as  at  this  moment.  Is  it  matter 
of  wonder  (said  he)  that  any  considerate  man  should  he 
appalled  by  the  reflections  that  must  crowd  upon  him 
during  the  discussion  of  the  bill  before  the  committee, 
and  look  with  intense  anxiety  to  its  decision  f  On  either 
hand  the  most  weighty  considerations  arrest  his  attention; 
here  we  see  interesta  larger  than  I  dare  saerifice— thero 
we  are  told  of  the  d'umemberment  of  the  Union.  I  have 
brought  to  the  consideratioa  of  this  question  the  most  cUs- 
passionate  judgment,  and  have  exerciaed  upon  it  the  beat 
powers,  pour  though  they  be,  of  which  I  am  posseased. 
It  is  a  subject  upou  which  I  claim  to  be  disinterested,  not 
perhaps  in  a  greater,  but  cenainly,  in  as  great  a  degree 
as  any  gentleman  on  thia  floort  for  I  am  not  only  not 
concerned  in  any  manufactory  of  any  description,  but  of 
the  many  owners  and  proprietors,  and  occupants  of  iron 
and  other  establishments  in  my  district,  so  far  as  I  know 
them,  every  individual  is  my  political  opponent  and  ene- 
my: this  shall  n< it,  however,  operate  to  their  prejudice 
here  or  elsewhere;  they  have  but  exercised  the  right  of 
freemen — a  right  which,  as  I  claim  it,  and  will  on  no  con- 
sideration yield  its  exercise,  1  most  cheerfully  accord  to 
others.  If  1  could  be  actuated  by  any  unworthy  motive, 
drawn  from  such  a  source,  I  should  lose  my  own  sense  of 
self-respect,  and  feel  that  I  deserved  the  reprobation  ar^ 
contempt  of  others. 

The  despondency  to  whfcli  I  have  referred,  arises  from 
tlie  apparent  determination  of  a  majority  of  this  honora- 
ble bwly  to  hurry  this  bill  through  its  various  stages.  It 
is  a  little  more  than  a  month  since  we  assembled  in  th» 
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and*  cominiUee,  ormnized  but  about  eighteen  diyi, 
have  reported  a  bill  on  the  moit  important  subject  that 
can  engage  our  deUberatlomi  a  auoject  on  which  an- 
other committee,  after  more  than  fire  months  deliberation 
at  the  last  seaaion  of  Congress  reported  very  diflTerently, 
and  whose  bill,  with  such  modifications  as  we  thought  fit 
to  make,  was  Uien  adopted)  a  subject  on  which  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  endeavored  to  inform  himself  for 
more  than  three  montiit  before  he  would  spread  hit  iug- 
geitiona  before  this  Hooaei  and  then,  not  because  he  had 
Drought  the  light  upon  it  of  which  it  was  capable,  but 
because  of  the  advanced  state  of  the  sesnon,  (Snb  April,) 
and  the  desire,  on  his  part,  to  comply  wiUi  a  resolution 
of  this  body.  I  mention  these  facts  for  no  purpose  of 
censure  on  the  membera  of  the  honorable  committee  that 
reported  this  bill,  for  whom  I  entertain,  as  public  and 
private  gentlemen,  the  highest  respect,  but  to  riiow  that 
this  subject  demands,  as  I  trust  it  will  receive,  the  most 
serious  consideration,  and  to  bespeak  the  patience  of 
tlioae  who  advocate  the  measure  befiire  us. 

It  is  no  intention  of  mine,  Mr.  Churman,  to  debate 
either  the  constitutional  power  which  some  honorable 
gentlemen  think  is  involved  in  this  question,  or  to  enter 
upon  general  inquiries  of  political  eemomyt  that  ques- 
tion and  these  inquiries  have  often  been  argued  and  pro- 
secuted in  this  haU,  and  were  most  elabmtely  con^dered 
in  this  Congress  but  a  few  months  ago.  '  Thinking,  as  I 
do,  that  this  Oovernmentluu  the  clear  power,  under  the 
constitution,  to  countervail  the  commercial  regulations  of 
other  nutions,  which  may  prove  injurious  to  any  branch 
of  American  industry,  and  so  to  protect  it;  and  that,  in 
railing  rerenue,  you  may  so  arrange  the  means  of  doing 
it  at  to  foster  aiid  encourage  any  branch  of  the  arti  or  in- 
dustry of  the  country.  I  admit  that,  in  a  strictly  revenue 
bill,  more  money  4)ou1d  not  be  provided  than  the  Govern- 
ment, under  an  economical  and  prudent  administration  of 
public  affairs,  may  require.  It  is,  however,  and  will  pro- 
bably alwaya  be  more  or  less,  an  open  question,  what  the 
wants  of  the  Government  may  jutUy  demand. 

TVhat  does  the  bill  of  tlie  honorable  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr.  Vkbpuitck]  proposed  To 
reduce  Ae  duties  on  the  importation  of  foreign  merchan- 
dise generally,  to  the  scale  of  1B16,  and,  in  some  instances, 
below  it.  I  desire  the  members  of  this  committee  to  pause, 
and  reflect.  The  most  extensive  operation  of  this  Govern- 
ment is  upon  property,  and  the  wider  the  range  of  our 
laws,  the  more  studious,  the  more  cautious  should  we  be 
to  do  no  act  which  may  be  detrimental  to  the  great  inte- 
rests committed  to  our  charge.  IVe  are  placed  here  as 
truitees,  to  the  extent  of  ihe  powers  confided,  whose  so- 
lemn duty  it  is  to  advance  by  all  the  means  we  have,  tiie 
prosperity  of  this  nation)  so  to  shape  the  action  of  the 
Government  that  the  citizen  may  receive  no  injury,  and 
that,  while  we  do  justice  to  all,  we  sacrifice  none.  Will 
we  be  fulfilling  tbu  high  trust  by  rendering  valueless  two 
hundred  and  fifty  to  three  hunived  milfioos  of  property? 
for  at  no  less  sum  are  the  manufacturing  establishments 
or  this^  country  computed.  Sir,  I  know  of  no  measure 
more  likely  to  be  extensively  ruinous — irreparably  ruin- 
ous— to  our  great  and  leading  intereita,  running  through 
an  the  ramifications  of  society.  If  you  break  down  a  \a.tf^ 
eatabtiithment  of  Iron,  or  wool,  or  cotton,  you  prostrate 
not  its  owner  alone,  but  you.reaeh  every  mechanic,  every 
farmer,  every  laborer,  in  his  neighborhood.  If  it  was 
wife  and  atateamanlike  in  1816  to  regulate  your  duties, 
with  a  view  to  your  existing  manufactories,  amounting 
then  probably  to  not  more  than  thirty  millions  of  dollars, 
(though  I  have  no  nteans  of  ascertaining  accutately,)  can 
it  be  judicious  in  1833  to  throw  out  of  consideration  inte> 
rests  ten  times  as  great?  I  qieak  not  now  of  the  amount 
of  revenue)  that  «iall  be  thought  of  presently. 

To  see  the  full  operation  of  the  proposed  reduction, 
it  is  all-Important  that  we  should  bear  in  mind  what  Ihe 


duties  have  been  on  the  various  ardclei  to  be  affected  by 

it  I  ask  the  members  of  this  committee  to  recur  to  the 
legidation  on  this  subject,  and  contrast  the  various  enact- 
ments with  the  bill  submitted.  By  the  Uw  of  1816,  yon 
imposed  a  duty  on  wocjlen  manubctures  generally  of 
twenty-five  per  cent,  until  the  30th  June,  1819,  and  af- 
terwards of  twenty  per  cent.)  by  that  of  1834,  a  duty  of 
thirty  per  cent,  until  1835,  and  subsequently  durty-three 
and  one-Uiird  per  cent.  %  by  the  prorisiom  of  1828,  forty- 
five  per  cent  on  dotba  under  four  ddlara  in  price,  and 
fifty  per  cent,  on  all  exceeding  that  value;  and  the  law  ttf 
1833  imposed  fifty  per  cent  ad  valoreo),  and  abolished,  on 
this  article,  the  system  of  minimuma.  It  will  be  seen,  at 
once,  that  the  measure  now  under  debate,  reaches,  by  a 
single  bound,  the  regulation  adopted  seventeen  years  agot 
for  I  regard  aa  of  no  conaequence  the  retentimi  of  tmtf 
per  cent,  until  March,  1834,  and  of  thir^  ptf  cent,  until 
1835.  You  had  as  well  seal  their  fate  at  once.  It  is  like 
the  gradual  extinction  human  life,  and,  on  a  level  of 
kindness,  with  the  lopping  ofi*  a  man's  legs  and  anna  be- 
fore you  strike  a  vitsJ  part  How  are  bundreds  of  nul- 
tiona  to  be  arranged  in  two  years  to  prevent  the  crash 
which  the  provision  seems  to  admit  must  follow  if  the 
change  were  immediate?  On  cottons,  the  change  ia  atiO 
more  to  be  regKttedi  for  it  will  be  soon  perceived  that  it 
sweeps  from  under  tbdr  feet  the  ground  upon  whiidl 
those  concerned  stood  m  1816,  and  leaves  them  b  an  in. 
finitely  worse  situation.  By  the  Uw  ofthatyear,  foreign 
cottons  paid  twenty-five  per  cent  for  three  years,  with  a 
provision  that  if  they  cost  le ai  than  twenty-five  cenU  per 
yard,  they  were  to  be  rated  as  worth  tltat  sum,  and  after- 
wards a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent.  By  the  regulation  of 
1634,  they  were  chai^d  with  a  duty  of  twenty-five  per 
cent  with  an  increased  minimum,^  fram  wtuch  the  enact- 
ment of  the  last  session  did  not  matertally  vuT,  •u>d  the 
law  of  1828  did  not  touch  cottons.  I  request  gentkmea 
to  look  for  a  moment  seriously  at  the  change  they  are 
about  to  effect,  and  inquire  if 'they  have  examined  nar- 
rowly into  the  certainly  destructive  comcquenecs  which 
must  follow  if  this  project  be  consummated.  You  hav^ 
heretofore,  deemed  a  certain  d^ree  of  protecUon  necca- 
sary,  not  to  the  printable  and  thrifty  condition  of  your 
cotton  manufactures,  but  to  their  existencet  and  of  that 
duty  ao  deemed  by  the  very  body  I  am  addresMag,  and  so 
deemed  not  ux  months  ago,  it  is  now  sought  to  tue  away 
three-fourths.  Can  any  pursuit  or  occupation  bear  such 
an  application  of  the  retrenching  knife?  I  befieve  there  is 
no  misU>e  in  my  propoaition.  The  preaent  du^  oo  eoC- 
tons,  under  and  not  enseeding  thirty  eenta  the  aqusre 
yard,  is  seven  cents  and  one-halft  on  those  over  that  value, 
eight  and  three -fourth  cents.  What » the  rate  provided 
by  the  bill?  The  duty  of  1816,  which  was  five  cents  per 
yard?  No,  «r.  But  to  bring  down  the  duty  to  twenty  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  abolishiiw  the  miaimura  thai  waa  adopt* 
ed  in  that  year,  which  will  leave  you  ^oatome-laurthths 
present  duty.  On  articles  casting  ten  cents  4te  aquara 
yard,  two  cents  is  chaigedi  on  those  of  the  value  of  eight 
cents,  one  cent  and  hx  tiullst  and  on  those  priced  at  six 
cents,  one  cent  and  two  mills.  The  finest  will  not  cost, 
in  England,  above  sixteen  centst  and  as  the  coarsest  are 
most  used,  the  probable  average  value  will  be  about  ten 
cents,  and  the  whole  range  of  duty  about  two  eenH  tbe 
square  yard.  Those  manufiicturcs  which  you  have  iarited 
into  existence,  and  reared  in  a  hot-bed  if  you  pleaM,  you 
now  seem  disposed  to  abandon  to  their  fitte.  ^Is  tlu^  can 
it  be,  right?  At  the  last  session,  as  an  inducement  to  the 
passage  of  the  pending  bill,  it  waa  said  it  would  give  per- 
manency to  the  system}  and,  to  my  own  knowledge,  some 
gentlemen  then,  and  not  until  then,  regarded  the  policy 
of  the  Government  aa  settled,  and  embarked  their  means 
in  this  species  of  property. 

ur  iron,  the  article  made  to  the  greatcit  cxtoV  hi  my 
own  State,  the  mme  obseryatioia  arc  true.   It  bbtended 
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to  reduce  the  duty  on  the  most  important  branch  of  ita 
manufacture,  I  mean  rolled  iron,  below  the  standard  of 
1816,  on  manufactures » of  this  material  and  most  of  its 
branches,  to  the  scale  of  that  year,  and  on  all  of  them  to 
the  duty  of  1818.  This  metal,  so  necessaiy  in  war  as 
well  as  peace,  it  ts  vitally  important  to  the  country  that 
we  should  have  the  means  of  making:  ftt  home.  It  was 
from  the  conviction  that  it  was  indispensable  that  we  should 
supply  ourselves,  and  because  of  tlie  difficulty  of  procur- 
ing it,  even  at  the  most  enormous  prices  during:  t'te  last 
war,  that  the-  attention  of  those  then  entrusted  with  the 
Government  was  drawn  to  it,  and  the  duty  of  1816  im- 
posed, which  has  been  continually  since  on  the  increase 
until  last  sesnon^  when  a  majority  of  tbts  House  decided 
that  there  should  be  a  small  reduction.  More  than  one- 
half  of  alt  the  iron  establishments  have  sprung  up  since 
1824,  and  especially  since  1828,  with  the  happiest  effecis 
upon  the  price  and  accommodation  of  the  public.  In  my 
own  district  there  are,  as  well  as  I  can  reckon  them,  four- 
teen furnace^  and  as  many  foi^s,  besides  other  very 
numerous  manuftctures  of  iron  in  almost  every  shape.  Hy 
honorable  friends  from  Conuectieut  [Messrs.  Hdktikotov 
and  I^okbsoll]  observed,  in  the  course  of  their  remarks 
jresterday  and  to-day,  that  iron  was  a  favored  article,  and 
intimated  that  it  was  so  favored  to  propitiate  a  large  State 
with  a  tai^  vote.  I  think  they  labor  under  a  mistake  as 
to  the,  supposed  liberality  of  the  bill;  for,  like  cottons, 
this  article  is  less  kindly  treated  in  its  most  important  fea- 
ture, than  it  wik  in  1816. 

On  spirits  distilled  IrOm  gntn,  the  contemplated  change 
is  not  of  leas  injurious  consequence.  The  present  duty 
is  fifiy-seven,  sixty,  sixty-three,  sixty-seven,  seventy-five, 
and  ninety  cents  per  gallon,  according  to  the  proof, 
amounting  to  an  exclusion  almost  of  the  foreign  article — 
which  it  is  proposed  to  cut  down  to  twenty,  twenty-three, 
twentjr^ii,  thirty,  thirty-four,  and  forty  centsj  making  an 
alteration  of  Irom  nxty  to  seventy  per  cent.;  and  on  all 
other  spirits  a  similar  reduction.  Not  less  than  one  mil- 
lion of  bushels  of  grain,  probably  many  mofe,  are  con- 
sumed in  Pennsylvania  annually  at  her  distilleries,  which 
must  and  will  be  severely  crippled,  if  not  destroyed,  by 
this  bill,  if  it  shall  become  a  law.  At  our  extensive  and 
very  valuable  paper  manufactories,  an  equally  fatal  blow  is 
struck,  without  the  smallest  conceivable  advantage  to  tlie 
public,  or  any  portion  of  it 

1  wiW  not,  Mr.  Chairman,  fatrgue  the  committee  and 
myself,  by  remarking  upon  any  of  the  other  very  many 
and  very  useful  manufactories  With  which  our  countr}-, 
abounds,  and  which  have  been  erected  at  the  expense  of 
many  millions.  What  is  tu  be  gained  by. their  prostra- 
tioiir  A  reduced  revenue  it  is  said.  We  complain  ofa 
plethora  which  haa  afflicted  no  other  people.  Will  the 
remedy  exhibited  be  cfflcacious.*  I  do  not  doubt  the  skill 
nf  the  physician,  but  i  shall  have  no  difficulty  in  showing, 
before  1  take  lairsaat,  that  as  the  practitioners  of  the  me- 
dical art  have  a  pruverbial  tendency  to  disagreement,  so 
the  political  doctors  of  the  present  day  difler  widely  about 
the  mo<le  of  treating  this  same  malady  which  prcvs  upon 
the  United  Slates. 

Tlie  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  [Mr.  Yhflasck]  informed  this  committee 
that  tliis  hill  wai  A-amed,  with  a  view  to  tlie  production  of 
eleven  million  of  dollars  from  customs,  and  that  the  foun- 
dation of  his  calculation  wO  the  importation  of  last  year. 
I  do  not  think  any  just  calculations  can  be  made  upon  the 
imports  of  any  one  year,  more  than  that  an  increase  of 
duty,  judging  from  experience,  is  followed  by  an  increase 
of  revenuci  thou^  1  believe  that  «n  increase  of  imports 
will  be  the  consequence  of  A  diminution  of  du^,  and  that 
the  revenue  will  be  enlsrved*  instead  of  lessened  The 
Europeans  who  find  s  ntarket  in  Ibis  country,  are  so  situ- 
ated that  Uiey  must  export,  to  a  certain  extent,  under  al- 
mostany  circumstances— less,  hovevcr«  when  tlie  duties 
Vol.  IX  63 


arc  high — and  the  increased  quantity,  at  the  lowest  rate, 
will  often  pour  more  money  into  tlie  treasury  than  when 
the  duties  are  higher.  And  I  believe  it  is  morally  cer- 
tun  that  it  will  always  do  it,  so  long  as  you  vibrate  be- 
tween two  medium  points;  say,  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
sent inquiry,  between  twenty  and  forty  per  cent.  It  is 
true,  yoii  may  reach  a  point  so  low'tliat  more  than  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  revenue  cannot  be  rsised,  or  so  high  as 
to  amount  to  a  prohibition;  and  either  way  you  will  not 
be  burdened  by  money.  I  dread  the  disclosure  of  the 
fact,  which  the  operation  of  this  bill,  if  enacted  into  a 
law,  will  probably  make,  that  the  revenue  is  lugger,  in* 
stead  of  smaller;  and  then  will  come  the  necessity,  as  tt 
will  be  called,  of  falling  to  this  minimum  duty,  to  prevent- 
an  accumulation  of  money  intothe  treasury.  As  proof  of 
the  correctness  of  these  remarks,  look  at  the  product  of 
your  custom-house  at  various  periods,  and  under  differ- 
ent rates  of  duty;  in  1826,  ygur  revenue  from  customs 
was  greater  than  it  has  been  at  any  time  rince,  except 
the  two  last  years,  although  the  law  of  1838  was  passed 
increasing  greatly  ybur  imposts. 

In  the  year  first  named,  it  amounted  to  f 33,341,331  TTf 
in  the  year  1828,  (the  law  of  that  year  did  not  ro  into 
operation  until  the  first  of  September,  and  coura  have 
little  or  no  effect,  as  the  annual  treasury  accounts  are 
made  up  to  the  30th  September,)  to  $33,305, 533  64;  in 
1839.  to  $32,681,965  91 1  in  1S30,  to  931,932,391  39t 
and,  even  in  the  year  1631,  it  exceeded  the  produce  of 
1826  by  only  f883,I10.  The  additional  imports  of  the 
two  last  years  have  been  made,  I  imagine,  with  aviev 
to  aid  tlie  extinjfuisbment  of  the  public  debt  and  other 
causes,  in  effecting  a  reduction  of  the  tariff".  Ciream- 
stances  will  vary  your  revenue;!  mean  the  circumstances 
of  ysur  citizens,  of  the  commercial  world,  and  of  all  the 
world,  more  than  your  enactments.  Look  at  your  pub- 
lic income  from  1816  to  1831:  from  customs  you  derived 
in  1816,  »37,569,r69  7U  ia  18ir,  017,547,540  89t  in 
1818,  «3I,828.4S1  48;  in  1819,917, 116,703  96;  in  1830, 
413,449,656  15,  and  in  18?1,  «13,400,447  15i  reducing 
your  treasury  so  low,  that  by  an  act  of  Confess  of  the 
od  March,  1821,  a  loan  of  five  million  of  doUars  was  au- 
thorized "to  be  applied,  in  addition  to  the  moneys  now 
(then)  in  the  treasury,  or  which  may  be  received  tuereon 
from  other  sources  auHng  the  present  (then)  year,  to  de- 
fray any  of  the  public  expenses  which  are,  or  may  be, 
authorized  by  law;"  and  yet,  during  all  this  time,  the  du- 
ties (except  some  small  additions,  and,  it  is  a  remarkable 
fact,  that  the  revenue  was  lowest  after  those  deductions 
were  made)  remained  the  same,  while  your  revenue  va- 
ried more  than  fourteen  millions,  and  at  last  sunk  so  low 
as  to  oblige  you  to  borrow.  Bxamineyour  treasury  books 
througliout,  and  you  will  find  every  where  evidence 
that  a  diminution  of  duty  is  by  no  means  certainly,  or,  1 
think,  usually  followed  by  a  reduction  of  revenue;  on  the 
contrary,  1  believe  it  will,  in  the  ciroumsUnces  of  this 
country  and  Great  Britain,  be  the  cause  o(  an  increase  of 
j  our  funds.  There  i«  another  view  of  this  matter:  It  is 
thought  that  you  will  destroy,  if  you  pass  this  bill,  many 
manufactories,  and  if  you  do  not  wtioUy  prostrate  them, 
you  will,  at  all  events,  limit  their  business  both  in  quantity 
and  kind.  Take  cotton  for  example,  of  which  there  are 
now  worked  up  in  the  United  States  serenty^ve  milUoaa 
of  pounds  and  upwards,  which  will  yield  835  miUlons  of 
yards;  allow  twenty-five  nriUlons  for  domestic  or  house- 
hold consumption;  of  the  remainder  you  will  curtail  and 
destroy  to  the  amount  of  one-half  that  is,  one  hundred  mil- 
lions, which  must  be  supplied  from  abroad,  ainl,  at  the 
sven^  duty  of  two  cents  per  yard,  wiU  increase  your 
revenue  by  two  millions  beyond  the  calculation  ot  the 
committee.  The  same  rcmarka  are  true  of  all  other 
mantifiictures  in  the  country.  1  leavcnbts  branch  of  the 
subject. 

Tills  House  called  on  the  Secretar}-  ^the  TreaniTy  on 
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the  19th  day  of  Januaiy,  1833,  to  collect  infbnnation,  and 
nalEe  tach  auggcat'ians  as  it  occurred  to  him  would  be 
useful  in  adjusting  the  tariff.  This  officer,  in  whom,  1 
take  this  occasion  to  say,  I  have  every  confidence,  on  the 
37th  April  following,  made  a  communication  to  this  body, 
founded  on  the  best  information  he  could  obtain,  and 
Mggesting  such  provisions  as  the  dutlea  of  his  office,  in 
its  every  da^  exercise,  must  peculiarly  qualify  him  for 
arranging  wisely  and  usefully  to  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. I  request  the  particular  attention  of  the  committee 
to  the  report  of  this  high  officer  and  talented  man,  made 
after  more  than  three  months  diligent  inquiry  and  deli- 
beration on  this  great  question.  What  does  he  proposed 
That  the  revenue  should  be  reduced^  on  the  importations 
of  1830,  _  ten  millions  of  dollars, .  and  brought  down  to 
twelve  milHons  from  customs,  and  estimating  three  from 
bmda  and  other  sources,  making  an  aggregate  of  fifteen 
milfiooa  as  the  proper  annual  provisioii  for  the  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government.  In  his  report,  we  find  the 
feUowing: 

"  For  the  objects  mwnly  intended  to  be  provided  for, 
m  annual  revenue  of  15,000,000  dollars  is  estimated  to  be 
neoenaiy.  Of  this  amount  until  Convress  shall  other- 
win  determine,  the  sum  of  3,000,000  dollars  may  be  es- 
tfanated  to  be  received  from  the  public  lands.  Should 
Congreaa  hereafter  determine  to  dispense  with  this  source 
of  revenue,  any  deficiency  thereby  occasioned,  may  rea- 
dily be  raised  by  a  small  augmentation  of  the  duties  pro- 
posed by  the  bill  upon  the  cuss  of  articles  which  are  taxed 
solely  for  the  purposes  of  revenue,  or  may  be  distributed 
among  the  whole." 

*  "  "nie  remuning  13,000,000  dcdlara,  it  ia  proposed  to 
raise  czcluaiTelv  from  duties  on  imports  in  the  manner  par 
ticulorly  provided  for  in  the  bill.  It  ts  estimated  that,  by 
this  mode,  the  whole  annual  revenue  firom  customs,  cal- 
culated upon  the  importations  of  the  year  ending  on  the 
30th  September,  1830,  aftet-  deducting  re-exportations, 
will  be  reduced  more  than  10,000,000  dollars,  and,  upon 
tbatportlon  of  them  commonly  called  protected  articles, 
more  than  3,000,000  dollars.  And,  also,  that  the  rate  of 
the  whole  duty  from  customs,  calculated  upon  the  cost  of 
the  imported  merchandise  paying  duties  in  the  same  year, 
exclusive  of  all  charges,  will  be  reduced  fram  about  for- 
ty.five  per  cent,  to  ahout  twenty-seven  per  cent..  The 
wfTerenee,  however,  between  the  rate  of  duties  since 
]  830,  and  that  under  the  bill,  will  not  be  quite  so  ^eat, 
owing  to  the  reductions  already  made  on  the  duties  on 
tea,  coffee,  molasses,  and  salt." 

Having  brought  into  view  the  fact,  that  the  revenue 
from  coftoma  was,  in  the  year  1830,  #21,933,391  39,  we 
have  an  outline  of  the  Secretary's  plan  of  finance  in  re- 
lation to  the  matter  in  hand.  Accompanying  the  above 
report,  was  a  bill  prepared  at  the  Treasury  Department  to 
carry  the  plan  into  effect,  and  to  recommend  it  to  tlie 
Avorable  conuderation  of  this  House,  as  adequate  to  the 
end  proposed}  calculations  and  tables  made  at  the  same 
office,  were  laid  on  our  desks  a  few  days  afterwards,  by 
which  it  appeared  that  the  revenue  would  be  brought 
down  to  U,512;639  dollars,  showing  a  reduction  of 
#10,409,522  39.  Now,  I  request  the  attention  of  the  hon- 
orahle  gentleman  for  a  few  minutes,  to  the  labors  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  theirresults.  They 
inform  us  that,  in  their  estimation,  15,000,000  dollars  is 
St  liberal  and  Just  annual  provision  for  Die  purposes  of  Gov- 
ernment. So  fiir,  they  and  the  Secretary  agree;  beyond 
tids  they  are  widely  srparated.  The  honorable  chair- 
man,  [Mr.  Verfiaiick,']  in  his  opening  speech  on  this 
bill,  assumed  nineteen  millions  as  the  probable  future  re- 
venue from  ctistomst  but  this  is  no  otherwise  material  to 
the  present  tnquirj-,  than  as  enabling  the  financier  to  de- 
temdne  the  amount  of  reduction)  for,  whether  you  place 
the  pttbrie  income  at  i^neteenor  thirty  millions,  raiaed  bj' 
the  same  rate  of  duty,  »  wholly  in£ffcrent,  in  deriaing 


the  means  of  effecting  a  spec'ific  reduction  in  the  aomint 

of  that  revenue.  The  diminution  intended,  isci^tmil 
lions  of  dollars,  and  the  bill  informs  us  how  the  caininH'.tee 
desi^  it  sliall  be  made.  Here,  then,  is  the  outline  ^  tlic 
project  submitted,  exhibited  in  connexion  with  a  genet«l 
view  of  that  of  the  treasury}  both  are  based  upon  pre- 
cisely the  same  laws,  the  general  one  of  1828,  and  the 
three  laws  of  the  20th  and  the  S9th  May,  1830.  teducing 
the  dutiea.on'cofTee,  coeds,  molasses,  and  salt,  (except 
such  parts' of  the  law  of  1833  as  are  retained,  and  w'dl  be 
spoken  of  presently.)  The  bill  reported  by  the  Secre- 
tary was  to  go  into  operation  cn  the  3d  of  March  r<xt: 
that  of  the  committee  on  the  same  day.  The  law  ti 
14th  July,  1832,  has  not  ytt  been  in  farce,  so  farssllie 
imposition  of  duties  is  concerned}  as  to  them,  if  this  b3I 
ahall  become  a  law,  it  will  be  as  inoperative  a*  if  it  h»l 
never  been  enacted;  for  that  part  of  the  15th  secUoisaBiI 
the  6th,  7th,  8th,  9th,  10th,  11th,  l3th,  14th,  15tli,  16ih 
and  17th  sections,  which  are  reliuned,  relate  to  the  line 
and  manner  of  securing  and  paying  duties,  apfwaisiqg 
merchandise,  and  providing  against  frauds,  except  the 
I6th,  whicli  fixes  the  value  of  the  pound  sterling  at  four 
dollars  and  eighty  cents;  the  17ih  paragraph,  of  ibe  firM 
section  of  the  bUI,  which  subjects  manufactures  of  itsa 
and  steel  not  enumerated,  and  the  S7th  paragraph,  of  the 
same  section,  which  makes  all  non-enumerated  artides 
liable  to  the  lowest  rate  of  duty,  payable  under  the  lav  of 
27th  April,  1816,  or  that  of  14th  July,  1832,  will  not  hare 
much  material  to  work  upon;  for  the  articles  are  few  and 
inconsiderable  upon  which  the  law  of  1832  fixes  a  lower 
rate  of  duty  than  that  of  1816;  the  second  section  of  tiic 
bill  will  have  Uielmost  extensive  operation,  tar  it  ineer- 
porates,  as  one  of  its  provisions,  the  third  section  of  the 
law  of  1832,  by  which  many  a>-ticlea  are  relieved  from 
all  duty. 

These  are,  it  is  believed,  the  only  parts  t>f  the  law  of 
1832  that  are  preserved  in  this  bill,  and  they  du  not  shake 
the  position  that  the  calculation  of  the  officer,  at  the 
of  the  treasury,  and  that  of  the  committee,  must  be  based 
substantially  upon  the  same  laws;  for,  let  it  be  remeai&ered, 
that  the  former  proposed  a  reduction  of 1, 000,000 ddtais 
and  his  tables  stale  that  the  bill  he  presented  wovld  reduce 
the  revenue  {10,409,523  39;  and  ttiat  the  latter  contem- 
plates a  diminution  to  the  amount  of  8,000,000  dollars; 
the  release  of  the  free  articles,  (exclusive  of  teas  and 
coffee,)  and  the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  wine»,  under 
the  law  ofl832,  will  lessen  the  receipts  into  the  treasury 
about,  or  according  to  my  estimate,  a  little  leas  tbaji  two 
millions;  against  this,  and  the  other  reductwns  (which  wiH 
be  very  small)  under  the  law  of  l63%  you  may  furly 
place  92,409,522  39,  the  differ<  ncc  between  what  \he 
treasury  told  us  would  hare  been  the  effect  oC  the  bill 
emanating  from  that  department,  and  the  proposed  re- 
duction <H  this  bill;  and  if  you  cannot  balance  the  ac- 
count BO,  you  are  entifled  to  add  ^le  duties  on  tea  and 
coffee,  witii  which  those  articles,  made  free  fay  the  Uw  of 
183?,  are  again  to  be  burdened,  and  the  great  iiicrease  of 
duty  on  silks  over  that,  charged  by  it.    The  facts  exhi- 
bited will  place  the  two  propositions  on  the  same,  or  very 
nearly  the  same  footing;  for  allowing  tlie  committee  to 
have  gained  two  millions  and  one-half,  by  such  parts  of 
the  laws  of  1832  as  they  have  adopted,  still  the  Secretary 
proposes  to  cut  off  eight  millions  beyond  that  sum,  aitu 
tells  you  his  bill  would  have  effected  it.   The  object  uC 
each  is  to  arrive  at  the  same  end.    Now  let  us  see  how 
they  have  severally  propoaed  to  reach  it:    The  Secretary 
tells  us,  in  bis  report,  that  liis  system  of  duties  will  rawe 
at  about  twenty-seven  per  cent.,  or  a  little  above  tl;  tac 
committee  say  they  "have  endcavond  to  arrange  the 
duties  at  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent."    Suppose  yo«  al- 
low the  bill  an  average  duty  of  eighteen  per  cent.,  wAicIt 
is  as  much  as  it  can  claim,  and  the  dutiea  fixed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  are  fifty  per  cent,  biglict  than 
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those  under  eooiideration.  Is  it  not  so,  ur  *  On  wollens, 
the  bill  proposes  a  duty  of  tw«nty  pey  cent.;  that  of  the 
treuury  charjfed  thirty  per  cent.'  On  cottons,  the  Utter 
imposed  precisely  the  present  rate  of  duty,  which  ia^  on 
an  av«ra^(  three  hundred  percent,  ht^er,  or  fourtimes 
as  ^eat  as  the  rate  proposed.  On  iron,  the  department 
was  less  favorable;  but  still  allowing  a  duty  on  its  most 
important  branch  tvcnty-five  per  cent,  hif^herthan  that 
now  before  us;  with  one  or  two  trifling  exceptions,  (his 
difference  will  be  found  to  run  through  tbh  whole  bill, 
varying  on  the  avenge  at  least  fifty  per  cent. 

Which  of  these  projects  is  to  oetermtne  your  action 
on  the  present  occasion?  Ought  you  eren  to  agitate  a 
ffreat  question*  with  such  uncertainty  around  it,  at  the 
imnainent  hazard,  and  the  probable  destruction  of  lead- 
ing interests?  Sorely  not.  What  lightare  ^ou  to  follow^ 
I  confess,  if  I  must  choose,  I  prefer  relying  upon  the 
Secretary.  With  every  possible  respect  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  beliere  the 
head  of  the  treasury  lias  had  opportunities  &cilitiei^ 
time,  and  man^  other  adrRntages  for  hia  oommunication, 
which  never  can  belong  to  any  committee  of  this  House; 
but  I  am  not  for  following  eitheri  if  you  cannot  see  through 
the  mist  before  you>  do  not  move  until  the  sun  has  dis- 
persed it. 

I  vWhat,  I  ask  gentlemen,  haaoccuredto  make  legish- 
tive  action  necesaaryf  Does  it  not  look — I  say  it  with 
great  respect^Kke  the  pky  of  children,  to  pass  a  bw  at 
one  session,  and,  at  the  next,  and  before  it  has  gone  into 
operation,  or  any  experiment  been  made  'of  iu  effects,  to 
enact  another;  and  all  this  vacillation  in  relation  to  an 
immense  national  interest?  Has  any  call  been  made  upon 
tts  to  act  nowf  Has  any  State,  any  Legislature,  any  large 
body  of  the  people,  petitioned  us  on  the  subject'  Not  a 
word  is  heard  from  any  quarter.  I  beg  pardon,  I  did  hear 
*  petition  from  one  county  of  my  own  Btate,  against  the 
tariff*,  read  by  the  Clerk  of  this  House  a  few  days  ago;  but 
whether  it  was  signed  by  many  or  few  names,  I  do  not 
knoWf  whether  it  was  got  up  by  half  a  dozen  or  fifty 
men,  we  are  not  informedt  whether  they  all  lived  in  one 
township  of  the  county,  or  were  scattered  over  it,  is  un- 
certMnt  nor  is  it  very  material  to  the  present  purpose;  for 
most  certainly,  if  there  isone  aubject  on  which  the  people 
of  Penn^lvania  are  more  united  than  on  any  other,  it  is  in 
the  desire  to  see  an  adherence  to  the  protective  policy. 
1  hope,  therefore,  that  the  amendment  of  my  honorable 
friend  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  HoimireToa,]  will  prevail, 
and  that  afterwards  this  bill,  unsolicited  at  our  hands, 

fiutting  aside,  untried,  a  measure  of  very  recent  adoption; 
lastily  matured,  and  unexpectedly  brought  into  tliia  House 
Tujt  calculated,  in  my  judgment,  to  effect  its  avowed  end, 
and  which  will  be,  as  1  am  fully  convinced,  destructive  of 
great  interests,  spread  widely  over  a  fur  and  large  part  of 
the  United  States^  indebted,  in  a  good  degree,  to  those  in- 
terests for  its  flourishing  condition,  which  is  destined  to  en- 
dure, it  they  are  sustainedj  and  to  be  blighted  and  wither- 
ed if  tbey  fall,  will  be  rejected. 

There  remains,  Mr.  Chairman,  one  otherreason,  which 
I  am  conscious  should  be  touched  with  the  most  delicate 
liand,  why  I  woulddecline  legislatingon  thissubject  now, 
Need  I  lay  I  refer  to  the  situation  of  ft  portion  of  our 
country.  Looking  to  -the  permanency  of^ this  confede- 
ISicy,  and  believmg  that  if  any  Slate  can  assume  an  atti- 
tude which  win  change  the  legidation  of  Congress,  the 
Union  is  gone,  I  am  compelled  to  avoid  any  step  which 
will  lead  to  such  a  result.  On  this  grave  subject  I  differ 
with  honorable  gentlemen  who  are  as  conscientious  in 
the  discharge  of  what  they  believe  to  be  their  duty,  as  I 
am  in  the  performance  of  what  I  judge  to  be  mine.  Our 
leveral  eonsietioM  are  the  guide  of  the  conduct  of  each. 
1  trust,  and  fervetitly  pray,  that  the  impending  storm  will 
|Mis  over  us  without  material  ii>jury.  The  present  con- 
dition of  our  country  it  to  be  deplwed  by  every  patriot. 


It  is  appalling  to  reflect  upon  what  may  be  the  conse- 
quences; but  I  hope  neverto  see  the  day  when  brother 
snail  be  arrayed  against  brother,  and  dvat  blood,  which 
would  be  poured  out  freely,  andriied,  almost  unwept,  n 
a  conflict  with  a  common  enemy,  flow  after  ftiie  olade 
drawn  by  citizen  against  citizen.  The  exciting  topics  of 
debate;  the  conflict  of  opinion;  the  position  of  men  and 
of  affairs;  all  are  calculated  to  ^ive  a  deep  tone,  and  to 
lend  roused  feelings  to  the  occasion.  -Heaven  forbid  that 
[  should  so  far  foi^et  my  duty  as  to  say  or  do  aught  cal- 
culated to  ettnnge,  excite,  or  to  wound  the  feelings  of 
any!  What  I  have  said  has  been  a  part  of  the  faithlul, 
and  what  1  deemed  the  necessatr,  dischai^  of  the  high- 
est and  most  responsible  duty  of  my  station, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ELLSWORTH, ,the  comndttee  rose, 
and  the  Houae  adjourned. 


Fbidaz,  Jakuasz  11. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  General  Macomb  next  coming 
up  for  consideration — 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  moved  to  commit  the  bill  to  tha 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  moved  to  substitute  the  Comittee 
on  CiMma,  and  supported  his  motion  by  a  speech.  The 
discussion  was  further  oontmued  by  Mcasrs.  WILLIAH8, 
SPEIGHT,  R.  M.  JOHNSON,  DRAPER.  ELLSWORTH 
and  BURD,  when  the  amendment  of  Mr.  WILLIAMS 
was  adopted:  Teas  63,  nays  52.  So  the  bill  is  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

FLORIDA  CLAIMS. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
Mr.  HovniAxin  the  chair,  on  sundry  billi^  amongst  them 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  inhabitants  of  East  Flor- 
ida. 

Mr.  TAYLOR,  of  New  Tork,  being  decidedly  opposed 
to  the  bill,  moved  to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause,  in 
effect  to  destroy  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  said  the  claimants  for  whose 
indemnity  the  bill  now  under  consideration  provided,  had 
been  petitioners  here  since  the  ces«on  of  the  FloritUs  to 
the  United  States,  and  he  had  some  reason  to  congratu- 
late them  and  himself  that  the  bill  had  at  last  been  reach- 
ed on  the  calendar.  That  the  nature  of  the  claim  set  up 
miffht  be  properly  understood,  he  should  be  obliged  to 
go  into  a  ihort  luatorical  detail  of  the  eventi,  and  incidents 
with  which  they  were  connected,  and  the  prindples  of' 
international  law  on  which  they  are  founded. 

On  the  15th  of  January,  1811,  an  act  was  passed  by  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress,  in  wliich  it  is  declared  "that 
the  United  States,  under  tiie  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  exiatii^  crins,  cannot,  without  serious  inquietude,  see 
the  Flotidas  pass  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign  iiower(**aDd 
"  that,  under  existing  circumstances,  they  will  take  tem- 
porary poasesrion  of  that  territory,  and  hoW  it,  subject  to 
future  negotiations."  On  ttie  same  day  another  ^t  was 
approved,  giving  to  the  President  the  authority  to  occu- 
py, at  his  discretion,  the  country  east-of  the  river  Per- 
dtdo,  with  an  armed  force,  on  the  happening  of  eithe'r.two 
contingencies:  Ist.  If  it  shall  be  rendered  up  bv  the  local 
authorities.  Sd.  If  any  attempt  to  occupy  it  sbaU  he  made 
by  a  foreign  power.  This  last  act  makes'  a  large  ap* 
propriation  for  effecting  its  proviuons,  and  invests  the 
President  with  a  legislative  authority  over  the  country  to 
be  acquired  in  pursuance  thereof.  On  the  36tb  of  Janua- 
ry, 181 1,  instructions  were  issued  to  General  Matthews, 
of  Georgia,  and  to  Colonel  McKee,  of  which  the  laws 
above  cited,  were  assumed  as  a  basis.  (9  vol.  Waitt's  S .  P. 
p.  41.)  It  will  be  seen  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Monroe,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  that  the  powers  conferred  on  these 
'  cominisilonen  are  almost  discretionaiy.  It  is  melancholy 
to  discover  in  this  first  document  the  commencement  at 
all  the  American  aggrcsrions  against  tti^  provinces  of  the 
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FloridBSi  to  Me  the  Secretary  of  State  dictating  to  liii 
agent  the  quibbles  to  which  he  ahould  have  recourse, 
and  recommending  the  lint  of  those  baseless  promises  to 
be  BO  worded  as  to  deceive  the  Spanish  authorities,  who 
diould  rety  upon  them,  without  being  binding  upon  him 
who  made  them.  If  the  Governors  will  peaceably  "sur- 
render the  territory  they  were  entrusted  to  protect,  we 
viUpay  the  debts  of  the  Spanish  King  to  his  Spanislt  sub- 
jectfl."  If  you  are  driven  to  fbcce,  "you  will  exercise  a 
sound  discretion  in  applying  the  pewer  given  with  renpect 
to  debts,  titles  td  lands,  kc,  taking  care  to  commit  the 
Government  on  no  point  further  than  may  be  necesssr}'." 

I  win  not  comment  on  the  consistency  of  promising  then 
to  pay  the  debts  of  Spain,  and  refiiung  now  to  pay  our 
own  to  the  same  creditor*.  I  will  ny  nothing  of  that  mo- 
rality which  seizes  on  a  moment  of  weakness  to  invade 
the  prortnce  of  an  ally  t  which  offers  a  reward  to  vice, 
and  renders  justice  as  a  bribe  to  treason.  I  cite  this  pas- 
11^  to  prove  "tliat  the  operations"  of  the  American 
Government  in  the  Floridas,  bad  a  beginning  ominous  to 
just  and  honest  claimants.  "  Commit  the  Government  on 
no  point  further  than  may  be  necessan'."  But,  sir,  here 
ii  the  Important  postsotipt  to  this  preliminary  document: 
**  irOoToraar  Folk  ArtiU  obstinately  require,  and  perti- 
naeionily  inrist,  that  the  stipuU^on  for  ttie  redelivery  of 
the  pronnee  ahould  also  Include  that  portion  of  Ae  coun- 
try which  is  situated  west  of  the  river  Perdido,  you  are, 
in  yielding  to  aoch  demand,  only  to  use  general  words 
that  may,  by  implication,  comprehend  that  portion  of  the 
territory."  This  doctrine  of  implication  was  most  bea<i. 
tifuUy  and  practically  commented  upon  by  the  Sultan 
Mahomet,  wlio,  as  we  are  told  by  Grotius,  "upon  the 
taking  of  Euboea,  cut  a  permn  asunder  in  the  middle  of 
his  waist,  to  whom  he  had  made  a  promise  that  he  would 
not  hurt  a  hair  of  his  head."  I  hare  cited  these  passages, 
M  well  to  show  the  whole  uniform  tendency  of  the  mea- 
sures taken  and  pursued  by  the  United  States  in  her  ope. 
rationa  in  the  Floridas,  as  to  prove  tlwt  Matthews  was 
justified  by  bi%  instructioils  in  the  course  he  adopted— 
mitruetions,  as  l  have  said  before,  mostly  discrelKmary, 
and  seldom  specific,  unless  to  dictate  a  promiae  that  may 
deceive,  without  being  obligatory  on  the  maker.  With 
such  instructions  before  htm,  it  is  not  to  be  wondered 
at  that  the  acts  of  Matthews  were  such  as  could  not  be 
openly  justified  by  our  Government.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that,  on  the  reception  of  a  letter  from  that  officer,  dated 
the  Utb  of  March,  he  was  immediately  notified  from  the 
Department  of  Sute;  in  a  despatch  of  the  4th  of  April, 
"  that  the  measurA  he  had  adopted  were  not  authorized 
by  th<  Uw  of  the  United  SUtet,  or  the  instructions  found- 
ed on  it,  un«ler  which  he  had  acted,"  and  the  powers  of 
which  he_  is  divested,  are  bestowed  on  Governor  Mitchell, 
of  Georgia.  The  Governor  is  directed  to  surrender  Fer- 
nandiua,  fite.  on  terms,  viz:  that  the  inhabitants  should 
be  protected  from  the  vengesnce  of  the  Spanish  authori- 
ties and  not  to  withdraw  his  troops  until  that  security  is 
guarantied.  "  You  are  to  report  to  the  Goremmcnt  the 
retult  of  your  cmifereneea  with  the  Spanish  authorities, 
with  your  opinion  of  their  views,  holding,  in  the  mean 
time,  the  ground  occupied."  And  so  fully  was  Mitchell 
persuaded  of  the  intention  of  the  Government,  on  lliis 
point,  that  he  writes  exprewly  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
"that  he  knew  it  had  never  entered  into  tlie  contempla- 
tion of  the  Executive  to  have  the  troops  withdrawn  from 
Florida."  "In  the  measures  lately  adopted  by  General 
Matthews,  (says  Mr.  lilonroe  to  Governor  Mitchell,  10th 
April,  1812,)  to  take  possession,  it  is  probable  that  much 
rijiance  has  been  placed  by  the  people  who  acted  in.it, 
on  the  countenance  and  support  of  the  United  States.  It 
will  be  imposKble  to  expose  these  people  to  tbe  resent- 
ment of  the  Spanish  authorities,"  &c.,-  "you  will,  how- 
ever, come  to  a  full  understanding  with  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernor on  this  subject,  and  not  fail  to  obta'm  from  him  tbe 


most  explicit  and  satbGustonr  aaauranees  respecting  it." 
From  this  it  appears,  1st.  l^at,  though  we  disavow  the 
acts  of  Matthews,  we  are  determined  to  retain  possesMn 
of  that  portion  of  SparRsh  territory  which  he  had  seized 
oni  and,  3d.  That  tlie  disavowal  does  not  extend  so  far  aa 
to  prevent  us  from  obtaining  the  most  full  and  perfect  in- 
demnity for  those  who  had  assisted  him,  though  it  doe* 
extend  to  exempt  us  from  all ,  and  every  obligation,  to  make 
satisfaction  to  those  who  had  suffered  by  his  acts*  in  other 
words,  the  acts  of  Matthews,  though  Dnaothorised,  are 
obligatory  on  us  to  protect  those  who  were  deceived  by 
.  him,  but  not  to  indemnify  those  who  were  injured  by  him. 
An  unnulhorized  adventurer,  holding  an  American  com- 
mission, at  the  head  of  American  troops^  marches  into  a 
i^utral  country  and  lays  it  wastet  his  acts  are  diiavowed 
by  the  Government*  but  the  Government  is  bound  to  pro- 
tect those  who  joined  him,  relying  on  their  support  against 
the  vengeance  of  their  ofTended  laws.  But  he  wno  re- 
sists  their  advances,  acting  as  they  were  sgainst  tbe  laws 
of  Spain,  and  tlie  force  of  treaties;  he  who  rerati^  and  m 
ruined,  can  demand  no  satisfaction.  "  Tbe  United  States 
are  only  re^onuble  fur  their  own  acta — and  thia  is  an  act 
of  Matthews.  True,  if  you  have  been  a  wrong  doer  with 
him,  we  will  see  that  no  power  can  harm  you:  thus  far 
are  we  bound)  hut  if  you  nave  been  injured  by  bin  who 
bears  our  commission,  and  commands  our  troc^M,  w  by 
iiis  associates  whom  we  protect,  we  cannot  re  mane  rate 
youj  we  are  not  bound  by  the  acts  of  Matthews."  Bjr 
the  laws  of  nations  he  is  deemed  a  prindpal  ofleoder 
"  who  is  guilty  of  certain  acts  of  negligence  to  prevent 
them,  as  well  as  by  actual  commissiont  that  urges  to  tbe 
commission  of  it{  that  gives  all  posnble  consent)  that  aidta^ 
abets,  or  in  any  sliape  is  a  partner  in  tbe  perpetration  ot 
it."  (Uro.  B.  C.  17.  5,  6.)  Vattel  ranks  aU  aa  assoct- 
ates  "who  are  realty  united  in  a  warlike  association  with 
our  enemy;  who  makes  a  common  cause  with  htm."  (B. 
3,  6.)  It  is  idle  to  quote  passages  of  law  on  a  pant  aa 
plain  as  thia  is.  If  a  nation  would  disavow  tbe  acta  of  her 
officer,  she  mutt  punish  the  oRender;  she  must  cause 
him  to  make  satisfaction  if  he  ia  able*  and  if  not,  site 
must  do  it  for  him."  Sovereign  prince*  are  aoswcrable 
for  their  neglect,  if  they  use  not  all  the  means  within  their 
power  for  suppreswng  piracy  and  robbery."  (Ctrou  3^ 
17,  30.)  It  even  frequently  happens,  that  the  injury  ta 
d»ne  by  minor  persons,  without  tneir  sovereign  having  any 
share  in  it;  anu,'on  these  occshoiis,  it  is  natural  to  pre* 
sume  that  he  will  not  refuse  us  a  just  satisfaction.  When 
some  petty  officers,  not  long  since,  violated  the  territo- 
ries of  Savoy,  in  order  to  carry  00"  from  thence  a  noted 
smuggling  chief,  the  King  of  Sardinia  caused  hia  com* 
plaint  to  De  laid  before  the  King  of  France,  and  Louia 
XVI.  thbught  It  no  degradation  to  his  greatness  to  send 
an  ambassador  extraordinary  to  give  ntisftction  for  this 
violence.  (Vattel,  B.  3.  C.  18,  8,  338t  see  further  on 
this  subject,  Vattel,  B.  2.  C.  6.  Sec.  7S,  77,  and78tmme 
author,  B.  4,  7,  84,  and  Gra  B.  3,  C.  18,  S,  4.)  It  ia 
idle,  then,  to  disavow  responnbility.  Tbe  iijury  is  the 
act  of  our  troops  under  our  own  officer.  We  retain  tiie 
poBseswon  of  the  countr)'  occupiedi,we  protect  those  who 
aided  us — subjects,  patriots,  and  allt  and  the  law  is  every 
where  recognized  in  the  books,  that,  if  we  protect  tM 
wrong  doers,  we  are  responsible  for  the  wrongs  done. 

Whilst  oiiT'troops  were  thus  sustained  in  a  foreign  ter- 
ritory, whose  inlmbitants,  using  every  cfToEt  of  which 
they  were  capable,  to  repel  an  invasion  which  our  rela- 
tions with  the  mother  country  rendered  more  unjust  at|d 
oppressive,  it  was  to  be  expected  that  much  videnoe 
should  be  used  on  both  sides;  that  much  opprrssimi  of 
persons,  and  destruction  of  private  property  should  re- 
bult.  In  this  individual  instance,  It  is  believed  tliat  tbe  . 
waste  of  private  property  was  wanton  and  extensive.  Tlie 
letter  of  Colonel  Smith  uaea  tbe  stroi^rst  language  to 
show  tbe  ruin  following  in  the  train  of  our  amUet:  **Tke 
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inhi^itRnta  hare  all  abandoned  tSeir  tioases,  and  as  mach 
oftheir  immoveables  ai  they  could  carry  with  them."  And 
further,  "the  provinM  will  mob  become  a  desert."  And 
the  inveBtigationi  had  before  the  court*  in  tbatterritonr, 
in  punuance  of  an  act  of  Congreaa,  approred  3d  March, 
18Q3,  prore  that  the  inhabitmta  of  East  Florida  were 
driven  Rwn  their  homei  by  the  American  aoldieryt  that 
tbeir  bowei,  ftrm%  and  orange  groves  were  wasted^  that 
tiieir  stock  was  destroyed,  and  their  slaves,  to  a  large 
amount,  were  enticed  or  forced  away,  and  many  driven 
to  seek  protection  amongst  the  Indian  tribes,  from  whom 
they  never  have  been  reclaimed.  Such  are  the  facta  in 
the' ease  ef  tha  inhabitants  of  East  Florida.  I'hese  auf- 
fefCTB  are  now  no  longer  foreign  subjects.  They  have 
now  no  separate  Govcmbientto  which  to  appeid  for  a  re- 
dress of  gvtevaneea.  Thvy  had  fondly  hoped,  that  when 
their  impotent  master  had  transferred  them  over  to  a  free 
and  growing  republic,  that  a  full  adjustment  of  their 
claims,  a  full  security  for  payment  and  satisftction,  was 
guarantied  by  the  treaty  oi  cession:  And  they  might  itill 
more  fondly  have  hoped,  that,  if  any  doubt  could  arise  in 
the  conttruction  of  a  clause  so  remedied  and  ao  juit,  that 
our  Government  would  allow  some  little  weight  to  the 
.equity  of  the  claim;  that  we  would  not  construe  an  ambi- 
guous promise  to  pay,  <*  a  promise  by  implication,"  into 
a  t<Aal  release  from  an  obligation  ao  cogent  and  so  binding 
before  the  promise  was  made;  but,  alasFthey  are  deceived. 
Two  succeeding  administrations  have  construed  the  trea- 
W  BO  aa  to  dose  agiUnst  them  the  door  of  hope.  'I'hus, 
air,  are  these  people  injure  and  deceived)  ruined  by 
our  arms  when  Spanish  subjects  transferred  to  us  their 
debtors t  they  have  none  to  intercede  for  them.  The 
transfer,  flrom  which  they  had  hoped  so  much,  has  be- 
trayed them;  because,  in  the  language  of  poetry,  "  it  has 
held  the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  and  brolce  it  to  the 
hope."  It  has  made  us  their  creditors  by  our  wrong,  and 
then  closed  against  them  the  avenues  of  redress,  by  pur- 
chaMngthemaelvea  and  their  territory  from  a  matter  who 
would  nave  vindicated  their  claims  to  justice. 

These,  air,  are  the  fiuits  upon  which,  (he  inhabitants  of 
£ast  Florida  rest  their  claims  to  indemnity  for  the  spolia- 
tions of  the  American  army.  Prom  these  facts  1  shall  at- 
tempt to  prove  that  these  people  are  entitled  to  remune- 
ration; either  first,  as  Spanish  subjectsi  second,  as  Amer- 
ican citizens,  though  no  treaQr  had  ever  been  made  to 
secure  them  I  thirdly,  that  tbetreaty  was  meant  to  embrace 
their  case,  and  does,  if  properly  interpreted,  fully  se- 
cure their  indemnityi  and,  (burthly,  that  if  tliere  is  nothing 
in  the  law  of  nations,  nor  in  the  trea^  to  secure  them, 
some  provision  shoukl  now  be  made  by  Congresa  for  that 
purpose. 

Firat.  There  is  no  proposition  so  clear  as  that  principle, 
recognized  by  all  law,  common,  civil,  and  national,  that 
every  damage  done  to  an  in^vidual  givet  him  a  right  to 
ft  remedy  and  redress.  All  **  penalties  incurred  by  par- 
ticular ofTences  are  considered  debts."  Blackitone,  in 
the  3  B.  9  cap.  of  his  commentartea,  after  proving  the 
application  of  this  rule  to  individuals,  adds  further:  *'  The 
case  is  the  same  between  nations,  tn  this  respect,  as  be- 
tween  individusla.  One  power  is  bound  to  repair  th^  in- 
juries which  its  own  stibjccts  have  done  to  those  of 
anotlier.  This  indemnity  or  satisfiiction  is  a  debt  whicli 
justice  requires  that  power  to  discharge."  It  is  no  de- 
fence to  say,  that,  as  the  Spanish  Government  is,  or  was 
too  imbecile  to  enforce  this  demand,  the  United  States 
are  released  from  all  obligation  to  pay  it.  It  would  be  a 
monstrous  assertion,  on  the  part  of  a  rising  republic, 
whose  avowed  policy  is  justice  to  all,  and  oppression  to 
none,  that  she  claimed  the  right,  by'  the  law  of  power,  to 
send  her  armies  into  a  neutral  provinre,  there  to  pillage, 
burn,  and  plunder,  without  responsibility,  because,  for- 
■ootb,  she  haa  tiie  physical  force  to  effect  it.  AU  civilized 
iwtions,  at  the  pretem  day,  by  the  modern  con&truction 


of  international  law,  are  compelled  to  make  full  and  am- 
ple remuneration  for  spoliations  done  by  their  armies  on 
the  private  property  of  a  people  with  whom  they  are 
engaged  in  actual  war.  It  would  be  useless  in  me  to  cite 
to  you  cases  of  that  sort.  They  are  of  too  frequent  oc- 
currence to  require  apecificatioti,  and  if  a  doubt  had  ever 
existed  on  the  subject,  it  is  efTectually  removed  by  the 
decision  ofthe  late  Emperor  ofHussia,  on  this  verypoint. 
I  will  not  waste  your  time  by  a  reference  to  the  books  on 
the  law  of  nations,  and  quote  you  passages  with  which 
they  term,  to  prove  the  position  here  advanced.  It  is 
too  clear  to  admit  a  doubt  tn  the  nineteenth  century,  that 
nations  at  war  muat  pay  for  aH  damages  done  to  private 
property,  and  Orotius,  tn  his  second  book,  hbtas  to 
prove  that  the  damages  should  be  vindictive.  And,  now, 
sir,  shall  we  be  told,  by  way  of  juetification,  that  we  were 
not  at  war  with  Spain!  That  we  are  released  from  all  re- 
sponsibility, because  the  invasion  was  made  when  we 
were  at  peace!  When  the  Kingof  Spain  was  in  a  French 
prison,  and  hii  kingdom  one  universal  French  encamp- 
ment! Shall  we  justify  our  acU  because  we  magnam- 
mously  availed  ourselves  of  a  moment  of  imbecility,  when 
none  could  oppose  its,  to  seize  on  the  possesions  of  an 
ally?  Shall  we  justify,  by  ttie  example  of  the  partition  of 
Poland,  and  avow  our  intention  in  the  then  contemplated 
division  of  Spanish  spoil,  to  get  the  Floridas  as  our  por- 
tion? Surely  we  will  not  aver  that  an  act  of  invasion 
against  the  inhabitants  of  a  foreign  country  a  justifiable 
in  peace,  but  not  in  war;  that  the  property  of  your  allies, 
if  they  are  weak,  may  be  destroyed,  otherwise  of  jrour 
enemies,  if  they  are  strong.  But,  sir,  this  is  too  plain  to 
discuss  it  longer.  Don  Onis  always  pressed  on  us  the 
adjustment  of  these  claims  *' for  the  wars  in  East  Flori- 
ds,"  and  I  afiirm  that,  if  the  Floridas  had  remained  ud> 
der  the  dominion  of  the  King  of  Spain,  they  would  long 
since  have  been  settled,  or  if  not  settled,  at  least  not  di*- 
puted.  It  is  not  because  the  claimants  were  Spani^  sub- 
jects that  the  justice  of  their  demand  is  denied ;  tbey  were 
never  denied  to  Don  Onis.  It  is  because  they  are  no  lon- 
ger Spanish  subjects,  but  American  citizens,  that  justice 
is  withheld  from  them.  It  is  because  they  present  that 
amphibious  relation,  in  which,  by  our  acts,  they  are  made 
to  stand,  of  claimants  as  Spaniards,  against  another  Gov- 
ernment of  which  lliey  have  become  citizens.  They 
are  complaining  to  their  present  frienda  and  mastery  for 
actsdone  to  them  as  aliens,  by  those  to  whom  they  com- 
plain. I'hey  are  petitioning  their  present  Governmeot 
for  redress  of  wrongs  done  to  the  past. 

Let  us  then  see,  if,  by  changing  their  political  cha- 
racter, they  have  so  far  lost  their  identity  as  individuals, 
that  what  was  once  due  them  is  due  them  no  longer. 
Viewed  in  their  new  character  of  American  citizens,  ap- 
pealing to  the  American  Government  fur  the  redress  of 
wrongs  done  by  American  soldiery,  it  would  seem  enough 
to  point  to  your  tables,  groaning  with  petitions  of  a  simi- 
lar kind  from  every  quarter  of  the  Union,  if  a  horse 
has  been  imprewed,  or  a  bullock  eaten  by  cur  troops 
in  the  last  war,  Congress  has  been  petitioned  to  pay  for 
it,  and  has  never  refused.  If  damage  is  done  to  the  ci- 
tizen by  the  soldier,  and  that  damage  was  even  indupen- 
sable  to  the  defence  of  our  common  country,  the  Gov- 
ernment is  bound  to  pay  for  it.  It  would  seem  to  be 
enough  for  these- people,  that  they  had  been  wronged, 
and  by  us,  to  entitle  them  to  indemnity.  That  they  bad 
now  no  sovereign  to  whose  political  intcrpowtion  they 
might  appeal  for  redress.  That  tliey  had  first  been  ruin- 
ed by  American  arms,  then  bought  by  American  money 
before  compensation  was  made  them.  If  the  King  of 
Spain  did  not  guarantee  their  full  indemnity  in  the  terms 
of  the  transfer  he  haa  made  of  them,  the  obligation  to 
do  so  has  accrued  to  the  purchaser.  Suppose  the  King 
of  Spun  had  sold  the  Floridas  with  all  their  demands 
against  the  United  States  tu  Great  ^tajn  or  fo  Napo- 
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lean,  would  we  have  ditputed  with  them  our  obligation  to 
makerepantion  forspoliationa  in  1813  and  And  what 
is  the  worth  of  juBticc  when  it  is  rranted  ont;  to  the 
itrong,  and  denied  to  the  helplessr  It  is  an  obligatioH 
impo9ed~on  that  power  which  has  done  the  injury,  to  re- 
dresfl  the  damas^es  that  have  been  sustained  by  indivi- 
duals for  individual  benefit,  and  the  right  of  redress  re- 
sult!^ and  remains  indefeasible  in  the  sufferers,  to  whom 
soever  they  nuf  be  transferred.  If  8|Min  has  abandoned 
their  interests,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  transferee  to  maintain 
them.  Spain  has  no  motiye  in  securing  the  rights  of  sub- 
jects no  lon^r  belonging  to  her  crown,  and  guarding  the 
American  citizen  from  poverty  and  ruin  resulting  from 
American  aggression. 

It  is  our  duty  to  prove  to  the  remnant  of  the  Spaniards 
in  Florida  that  the  principle  of  republics  is  juaticet  that 
we  will  not  withhold  from  our  citizens  that  justice  which 
was  never  refused  to  them,  when  demanded  by  their  King, 
nor  make  them  beggars  when  we  made  them  fi%e;  that 
we  will  not  free  ourselTefl  from  a  debt,  by  buying  lht»e  to 
whom  it  is  due,  nor  plead  ttie  omissions  of"^  an  imbecile 
monarch  to  release  us  from  the  most  solemn  of  all  obli* 
gations— that  of  redressing  those  whom  we  had  injured, 
and  whom,  by  our  own  act,  we  had  rendered  unable  to 
redren  thenMelves.  These  people  have  on  us  a  finir 
fold  claim}  we  have  done  tlwm  wroi^t  ve  have  de- 
prived them  of  their  natural  protector  by  the  treaty  yf 
ceaaioni  we  have  become  their  avengers,  b^  every  tie 
of  justice  and  equity  to  protect  the  weak,  when  we  have 
made  them  so,  and  to  right  the  uijured  when  we  have 
done  them  wrong. 

3.  I  come,  now,  sir,  to  the  third  division — to  the  nintb 
article  of  our  treaty  wiUi  Spain.  In  mv  letter  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasuiy,  which  was  hud  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  I  attempted  to  show  what  I 
then,  and  still  do  deem,  a  manifest  discrepancy  between 
the  Spanish  and  the  English  copy  of  that  article,  in  the 
total  omission,  in  the  former,  of  the'word  *'  late,"  which 
has  been  considered  ao  important  to  the  construction  of 
this  part  of  the  treaty.  It  is  true,  as  we  are  told  by  the 
committee,  that  both  Spanish  and  English  copies  of  the 
treaty  are  originals;  and  it  is  also  true,  that,  if  there  be  a 
difference  in  the  two,  in  this  place,  the  Spanish  copy  fur- 
nishes the  only  proper  point  of  reference  for  construc- 
tion) here  is  contained  an  express  promise  of  satisfaction 
to  Spain  for  wronRa  done  her,  and  we  are  bound  by  that 
phraieolofn-  by  which  Spain  was  satisfied.  She  did  not 
understand  the  English.  The  promise  was  exacted  in 
Spanishi  in  Spanish  it  was  understood!  in  Spanish  it  was 
satisfactory.  If  we  have  altered  the  English  copy,  so  as 
to  convey  a  different  meaning  from  that  understood,  we 
have,  by  satisfying  the  claims  of  Spain,  by  quieting  their 
complaints  in  onelanguage,  and  evading  them  in  another, 
been  guilty  of  a  fraud,  which  would  disgrace  an  indivi* 
dual,  and  will  be  another  inslanceof  a  "promise  by  im- 
plication," in  our  intercourse  with  Spain.  Suppose  a 
Spaniard  and  an  Englishman  enter  into  a  contract  for  the 
exchange  of  property  i  suppose  there  be  two  articles  of 
agreement,  one  in  each  languaget  suppose  the  Spanish 
copy  is  foir  and  equitable,  mature  in  its  terms  and  con- 
tains the  only  grant  made  to  the  Spaniard,  as  an  equiva- 
lent for  his  concessions;  and  suppoae  the  Erglish  copy 
was  so  worded  as  to  get  all  and  pay  nothing :  I  ask,  would 
it  not  be  considered  an  unprincipled  attempt  to  deceive, 
by  making  a  promise  satisfactory  to  a  man  in  a  language 
he  understands,  and  construing  the  meaning  of  the  coii> 
tract  from  another  language  which  he  does  not  under- 
stand, BO  as  to  get  his  property  without  a  price?  "  The 
obltf^tion  of  promises  depends  on  the  expectation  which 
We  knowingly  excite.  Consequently,  any  action  or  con- 
duct towards  another  which  we  are  sensible  excites  ex- 
pectaUona  in  that  other,  is  as  much  a  promise,  and  creates 
as  strict  an  obligation,  as  the  most  express  assunnees." 


(Paley's  Moral  Phil.  vol.  1. 136.)  Grotius  and  Vattel  are 
conclusive  on  the  same  point.  Shall  we  tiien  be  told  tlut, 
because  they  are  both  originals,  the  moral  obligation  1o 
perform  s  promise,  as  it  was  understood  by  the  promise 
to  satisfy  his  just  expectations,  and  to  gather  thoee  ex- 
pectations from  the  words  in  which  they  were  conveyed 
to  him,  are  no  longer  binding  on  us>  If,  then,  the  word 
' '  late"  is  omitted  in  the  Spanbh  copf — and  that  it  isa  bare 
inspection  of  the  paper  itself  sufficiently  maniferti  1  do 
humbly  conceive  that  the  question  should  be  at  an  end. 
But  I  come  to  the  construction  of  the  ninth  article  tiie 
treaty,  by  iiliich  the  pe<^le  of  East  Florida  have  been 
barred  of  what  they  deem  their  rights.  I  endeavored  to 
show  that  the  word,  on  which  the  whole  construction  was 
based,  was  not  in  the  Spanish  copy  ofthe  treaty;  and  that, 
even  if  it  were  not  an  interpolation,  and  if  it  were  <tf 
doubtful  interpretation,  it  diould  be  taken  nme  stroaglf 
against  the  grantor. 

I  urged  that  this  was  one  of  the  vei^  few  grants  in 
&rer  of  Spain;  and,  for  this  reason,  if  there  was  no 
other,  should  be  liberally  interpreted.  That  K  wassi 
grant  prescribing  a  r,emedy  for  a  wrong  already  donei 
and  that,  as  such,  it  was  entitled  to  an  equitable  and  en- 
larged construction  in  fvwot  of  the  injured  psr^.  1 
ur^ed,  further,  that,  as  there  were  no  *■  operations"  of 
otir  army  in  the  pK>vtD<!e  fif  East  Florida  in  the  year 
1818,  to  limit  the  appUcstion  of  the  phrase  to  that  parti* 
cular  year,  would  be  to  constitute  a  remedy  when  the  m- 
j  ury  had  been  done,  and  to  shut  out  all  retlress  for  actual 
and  poutive  dama^.  I  urged  that  this  could  not  be  the 
meaning  of  the  high  contracting  parties^  because,  if  they 
meant  any  thin^,  the  clause  was  niigahwy,  and  if  they 
meant  nothing,  it  was-nonsenset  because,  in  a  word,  they 
gave  a  rene^  where  there  was  no  wrong,  and  left  & 
wrong  without  a  remedy.  And,  m,  how  am  1  anawcred? 
Simply  that  two  administrations  had  dedded  that  the  word 
"late"  meant— what'  "The  latest  or  h«t!"  That  it 
does  not  mean  a  thing  recent,  and  of  short  intervention  of 
time,  but  that  it  means  what  1  had  thought  coiild  only  be 
expressed  by  the  superlative  degree  of  the  adjective,  the 
very  last  act  of  a  enitinued  aeries. 

Thus,  sir,  by  authoritative  construction,  the  poAive 
degree,  in  an  article  of  a  treaty,  is  merged  in  the  super- 
lative, and  that  the  word  "1ate,f'  so  plain  to  be  nndcr- 
stond  when  applied  to  a  plural  noun,  no  longer  expresses 
as  it  was  wont  to  do,  the  whole  of  a  consecutive  aeries  of 
acts,  done  within  a  recent  period,  but  meant  exdunvely 
that  which  plain  men  would  express  by  the  superiaUre, 
the  latest  or  last  act  done  of  that  series.  When  we  tell 
them,  under  their  own  interpretation,  that  the  veij  last 
acts  of  the  American  armies  in  East  Florida,  were  done 
in  the  ^ean  1813  and  18I4»  we  are  Bjnin  toM  that  tfie 
operations  spoken  of  are  those  of  1818,  and  no  others. 
Now,  sir,  to  come  to  the  conclusion  of  the  preceding  ad- 
ministration, it  is  not  only  necessary  to  make  the  word 
"late"  synonymous  with  **laBt,"  but  you  must  emphatically 
declare  that  the  word  ■ '  operations"  means  notiiit^,  if  ap- 
plied to  any  year  other  than  1818.  It  does  seem  to  me 
strange,  sir,  that  we  should  hare  so  stron|r  a  sympathy 
with  the  sufferers  of  that  year,  to  the  exchinon  of  all  ottwts 
from  juBtice,'When  the  "operations"  of  that  year  were 
confined  to  West  Florida,  and  were  directed  against  the 
savage  Indian,  who  was  harbored  there  to  annoy  ua  We 
had  pursued  our  foe,  yet -reeking  with  the  blood  of  help- 
less women  and  children,  into  the  territories  of  Spun,  m 
West  Florida,  and  found  tlietn  there.  In  puniriiii^  thoe 
wretches,  some  ii^urv  was  necessarily  done.  *And  is  it 
not  strange  that  we,  the  United  States  of  Anierea,  sbaakl 
torture  the  English  language  and  violate  every  principle 
of  English  grammar  and  moral  justice,  to  make  an  ex- 
ception in  favor  of  those  against  who^  we  bad  strong 
cause  for  the  iiyuriei  we  had  done  than,  and  to  the  cx- 
cluMon  and  ruin  of  others^  against  whom  we  had  none* 
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General  Jackson  would  nevef  have  crowed  the  line  in 
punuit  of  the  Seminolei}  had  he  not  well  knogrn  that 
they  were  encoun^^  t6  commit  the  outrages  of  which 
they  had  been  guilty.  Yet,  for  some  slight  damage  done 
by  our  armies  to  the  people  of  West  Florida  in  1818,  am- 
ple redress  is  guaranteed,  and  satisfaction  had  been  madei 
whilst  the  harmless  and  unoffending  citizen  of  East  Flo- 
rida, against  whom  no  complaint  was  ever  alleged,  in  the 
moment  of  profound  peace,  is  driven  by  the  invadin|^  ar- 
mies  of  the  United  States  from  his  home,  and,  on  his  re- 
turn, finds  tumself  a  be)^r,  hia  housea  burnt,  his  crops 
and  groves,  the  labor  a  life,  destroyed)  his  stock  and 
his  Blares  stolen  away,  or  driven  Into  the  woods;  and, 
when  he  asks  redress  at  the  hands  of  the  wrong  doer,  he 
is  told  "that  he  is  too  latei"  that  he  is  barred  by  a  con- 
structive act  of  limitations,  and  that  the  wronss  of  which 
he  complains,  are  not  late  enough  to  be  remedied.  When 
he  answers  that  they  are  not  onljr  late,  but  the  vei^  last, 
in  East  Florida,  of  which  he  is  a  citisen,  he  is  a  agpun  toM 
that  the  word  "operations"  is  limited  to  1818,  and  means 
.  nothing  if  applied  to  any  other  yeer.  But,  nr,  let  us 
grant  the  coiistniction  contended  for,  in  its  fullest  extent, 
that  the  word  "late"  is  in  the  Spanish  copy  as  well  as  in 
the'  English;  let  us-^nt  the  grammar  of  the  Government 
to  be  good*  that  their  definition  of  the  word  is  correct  i  in 
a  word,  let  ua  admit  that  the  word  "  late,"  when  applied 
to  operations,  does  not  mean  the  very  latest,  or  last  thing, 
donet  andtlienlet  us  goto  the  sages  of  national  law  to  con- 
strue the  meaning  of  the  text.  "  Where  we  have  no 
other  conjecture  to  guide  ua,"  says  Grotius,  B.  3,  C.  16, 
'*  words  are  not  to  be  construed  in  their  originat  or  gram- 
mfttical  sense,  hut  in  their  common  acceptation)  for  it  is 
the  arbitrary  rules  of  custom  which  direct  the  laws  and 
rules  of  speech."  Now,  if  the  graonnar  of  the  reatric- 
tionist  be  correct— if,  in  the  definition  of  the  word,  they 
»re  strictly  right — I  appeal  to  every  man  of  common 
sense,  if  the  "  common  acceptation"  of  the  word  "  late," 
as  fixed  by  the  arbitrary  custom,"  be  not,  as  I  have  de- 
fined it,  something  recent  and  of  riiort  date,  sometlung 
done  not  long  since? 

*•  In  all  human  affuni  where  absolute  certainty  is  not 
at  hand  topmnt  out  the  way,  we  must  take  probability 
for  our  guide."  "  In  most  cases  it  is  extremely  proba- 
ble, that  the  parties  have  expressed  themselves  according 
to  tatabtithed  utttge;  and  such  probability  ever  aflbrds  a 
strong  presumption,  which  cannot  be  overruled  but  by  a 
still  stronger  preaumptiun."  (Vat. 2,  17,271.)  t  need  not 
here  stop  to  inquire  if  it  is  the  established  usage  of  lan- 
gtiagt  to  confound  the  positive  with  the  silperlative?  Let 
lis  for  for  a  moment  teat  the  construction  of  a  treaty  by 
these  preaumptionsand  probabtlties.  Now,  is  it  probable, 
is  it  tu  be  ■*  presumed,"  that  Spain  would  pertinaciously 
adhere  to  the  interests  of  those  of  her  subjects,  against 
whom  we  had  a  good  cause  of  aggression,  and  abandon  to 
their  fate  a  larger  portion  of  claimants,  who  had  never  of- 
fended? Did  she  consider  her  honor  bound  by  geographi- 
cal limits,  and  did  she  feel  striicitoua  to  wipe  from  her 
escutcbeononly  that  part  of  the  stain  which  bad  atUched 
on  the  west  of  tbe  Suwannee?  Again,  is  it  probable  that 
the  United  States  would  make  this  distinction  under  the 
existing  circumstances  of  the  case?  Arc  these  the  proba- 
bilities and  presumptions  required  by  the  law  of  nations? 
It  is  extremely  probable  that  the  parties  luve  expressed 
theinaelves  conrormably  to  established  usage. 

I*  it  established  usage  fur  a  nation,  in  making  a  treaty 
with  another,  to  secure  indemnity  to  one-half  of  her  citi- 
zens or  subjects,  and  leave  the  other  half,  more  innocent 
and  more  suffering,  to  irremediable  ruin?  Is  it  established 
usa^  for  a  nation  to  stipulate  redress  to  one-half  of  the 
subjects  of  another,  for  wrongs  done  by  herielf,  af^er  the 
Ifreat  national  council  had  solemnly  resolved,  titat,  against 
that  portion,  so  redressed,  we  had  just  cause  of  irar,  and 
refuse  it  to  the  otberhalf*  whwn  stie  had  more  grierotiily 


injured,  and  against  whom,  so  far  from  having  a  cause  of 
aggresston,  she  became  ashamed  of  the  acts  of  her  offi- 
cer, and  disavowed  and  dismissed  him?  Enough,  nr:  I 
am  ashamed  to  be  guilty  of  what  I  f^ar  is  almost  tautology  ( 
bnt  this  is  a  subject  so  impwtant  to  the  very  subsistance 
of  a  large  portion  of  my  constituents,  that  1  deem  it  my 
duty  to  present  it  to  the  committee  in  every  possible  a^- 
pect  that  it  will  bear*  even  at  the  hazard  of  repetition. 
Sir,  so  novel  and  ruinous  to  a  number  of  citizens .U  the 
present  construction  of  the  treaty,  the  present  definitions 
of  tbe  word  <•  Ute,"  that  I  thou^t  it  best  to  altenpt  to 
show,  that  in  every  poauble  bearing  of  the  subject,  the 
construction  was  wrong,  the  .  definition  erroneous,  and 
the  consequences  monstrous.  If,  in  presenting  this  sub- 
ject in  so  many  points  of  view,  I  have  been  compelled  to 
use  twice  the  same  ideas,  or  the  same  expression,  t  plead 
imr  apology  in  the  nature  of  the  question,  and  the  novelty^ 
of  the  controversy. 

We  are  further  told,  sir,  that  ■*  in  the  construction  of  a 
doubtful  treaty,  we  are  to  have  recourse  to  conjectures, 
which  are  to  be  found  in  the  subject-matter,  and  in  the 
consequences,  and  the  circumstances  and  connexions." 
The  subject-matter  is  redress  of  wrongs  done  to  the  pri- 
vate property  of  Spanish  subjects  in  Florida  by  the  Ame- 
rican army.  The  object  of  Spain  was  to  vin^eate  her 
sullied  honor,  and  to  secure  inaemnity  to  her  ii\Jured  sub- 
jccts;  and  what  are  the  consequences  of  this  construction 
of  the  treaty?  Spain  not  interested  in  securinga  full 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Florida;  they  were  her  sub- 
jects no  longer,  and  it  was  to  the  mother  country  a  matter 
of  pecuniary  indifTerence,  whether  they  remained  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  the  beggars  we  had  made  them,  er 
not.  But  the  honor  of  Spun  was  pledged  to  see  them 
redressed:  and  is  this  effected  by  the  course  we  pursue? 
Are  these  the  consequences  naturally  desired  by  both 
parties?  And  when  the  honor  of  Spain,  if  these  are  the 
consequcncea  of  this  treaty,  is  still  sullied,  what  becomes 
of  our  own?  To  redress  by  treaty  those  wrongs  which 
Congress  solemnly  resolved  that  General  Jackson  was 
right  in  doing,  and  to  leave  those  unredressed  that  Aury 
or  McGregor  would  blush  at.  Agun,  sir,  we  learn  from 
Bbuskatone,  Intro,  to  Com.  c.  ii.  p.  16,  that  **the  most 
universal  and  efTectusl  mode  of  discovering  the  true  mean- 
ing of  a  law,  when  the  words  are  dubious,  is,  by^  consider- 
ing the  reason  or  spirit  of  it,  or  the  cause  which  moved 
the  legislator  to  enact  it." 

As  we  progress,  sir,  the  authorities  in  favor  of  a  liberal 
construction  of  this  treaty  are  multiplied  upon  us.  "  If 
the  promiscr  has  neglected  to  examine  the  matter,  or  has 
been  careless  in  expressing  his  meaning,  he  will  be  bound 
to  repaiMlie  damage  which  another  has  sustained  on  that 
account."  (Grotius.)  We  aretiie  promiscr.  Spain  expect- 
ed, and  stipulated  fnr  full  satisfaction  to  her  injured  sub- 
jects. It  is  amply  provided  for  in  the  Spanish  copjr  of  the 
treaty.  Those  subjects  have  relied  on  our  promise,  and 
liave  sustained  a  heavy  damage  b^  that  reliance:  for  we 
may  freely  conclude,  that  as  this  is  the  angle  stipuUtion 
in  favor  of  Spain,  without  this,  in  its  fullest  comprehension, 
slie  would  never  have  ceded  the  Floridas.  This  rule  is 
again  and  again  pressed' on  us  by  the  books.  We  are  fur- 
ther told  by  Grotius,  2,  16,  7,  that  "  no  inconsiderable 
light  may  be  thrown  on  the  meaning  of  an  expression,  from 
the  circumstances  of  its  being  used  by  the  same  persons, 
to  express  the  tame  intentions,  on  other  similar  occanoni^ 
and  from  its  relation  to  what  goes  before,  and  what  fol- 
lows, the  place  where  it  stands."  "We  must  consider 
the  whole  discourse  together,  in  order  perfectly  to  con- 
ceive  the  sense  of  it,  and  give  to  each  expression  not  to 
mueA  Ihe  tignijieation  which  it  may  indivitlually  admit  of, 
as  that  which  it  ought  to  have,  from  the  context  and  spirit 
of  the  discourse."  (Vat.  2,  17,  285.J  Now,  sir,  it  will  be 
seen  by  reference  to  the  treaty  itself,  and  to  the  negotia- 
tions which  preceded  it,  that  tlie  object  which  both  par- 
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ti^  lud  in  viev,  was  a  full  and  final  seUtement  of  all  de- 
mands and  diiTerenees,  mutually  claimed  and  existing-  (up 
to  that  day)  between  tiiem.  Spain  had  injured  our  com- 
merce herself,  and  to  a  j^eater  extent  had  suffered  it  to 
be  injured  in  her  very  ports  by  French  privateers.  Our 
vessels,  thus  .seized,  were  subsequently  condemned  as 
prizes  by  the  Spaniah  Court  of  Admiralty.  All  thia  was 
previous  to  1803.  lu  addition  to  this,  we  claimed  aatia- 
Oction  for  the  suspension  of  our  rifi'bt  of  deponte  at  New 
Orleans  in  that  year.  In  a  word,  every  item  in  the  ac- 
count of  the  United  States  against  Spain,  was  previous  in 
iXa  date  to  1803.  To  this  account,  Spain  produces  her  off- 
set, and  the  items  of  that  offset  are  specified  in  the  final 
renunciation  she  makes  at  the  conclusion  of  tiie  settle- 
ment of  what  she  had  claimed. 

Finally,  the  renunciation  extends  *'  to  all  the  clHims  of 
his  Catholic  Irlajesty  upon  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  in  which  the  interpoution  of  his  Catholic  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  soficited  btfwe.tht  daUi^Hiu  treaty, 
and  since  the  date  of  1802,  or  which  may  have  been  made," 
&c.  Here  Spain  renounces  that  for  which  she  had  chiim- 
ed  satisfaction,  to  wit:  all  acts  done  by  the  United  States 
to  her  aubjccts  subsequent  to  1802,  and  previoiu  to  the 
date  of  the  treaty,  as  well  for  the  operations  of  our  armies 
in  1813  and  181'^  as  for  the  year  1818.  And  for  what 
cooperation  is  this  renunciation  made  }  Fur  the  satisfac- 
tion promised  by  the  United  States  in  the  clause  which 
follows.  Tlie  debt  from  Spain  to  the  United  States  was 
due  in  1803.  The  last  item  in  the  account  was  of  tltat 
date,  and  in  a  settlement  in  full  in  1819,  we  are  told  that 
offsets  of  1813  and  '14ace  too  old  to  be  allowed.  '*  And 
the  high  contracting;  partiea  respectively  renounce  all 
claim  to  indemnities  Tor  any  of  the  rteait  event!  or  trans- 
actions of  their  respective  commanders  and  officers  in  the 
fioridas."  Here  it  is  evident  that  the  word  "  recent,"  in 
this  sentence,  was  used  as  sjrnonymous  with  tlie  word  'Mate" 
in  the  nexti  and  it  is  on  tins  synonyme  of  these  two  adjec- 
tives»  that  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Afiairs  have  based 
their  opinion.  Let  ua  apply  this  rule  of  construction  as 
well  to  the  Spaniards  as  to  ourselves.  Suppose  Spun  wne 
now  to  demand  aatisfaction  at  our  hands  for  the  invasion 
of  her  territory  in  1812  and  '14,  by  lAatthews  and  Mitchell, 
by  Bankhouse  and  Bankheiid.  Suppose  she  were  to  say 
to  us,  that  It  is  true  she  had  "  renounced  all  claim  to  in- 
demnity fgr  any  of  the  rteent  events  or  transactions,  &c. 
in  the  Floridas,"  but  that  renunciation  is  co-extensive  with 
the  satisfaction  we  make  to  her  subjectst  and  as  that  sa- 
tis&ction  is  confined  to  the  "operauons"  of  1818,  in  West 
Florida,  ao  is  the  renunciation.  Suppose  she  reply  to  us 
farther,  in  our  own  lang;uage,  that  "  recent"  and  "late" 
are  the  same,  that  "late"  means  the  last  "operations:" 
when  we  say  to  Iter  that  the  operations  of  Backhouse  and 
Bankhead,  in  1814,  were  the  very  last  in  East  Florida,  she 
is  retuiy  to  refute  the  doctrine  by  a  quotation  of  our  words, 
**  they  apply  only  to  1818,"  we  have  renounced  for  that 
year  alone;  we  have  renounced  to  the  same  extent  that 
you  have  paid  us,  and  we  now  claim  the  balance.  Can 
any  thing  be  more  just  and  equitable,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  moi-c  ridiculous,  than  thm  would  be?  And  yet  this 
interpretation,  so  ridiculous  in  the  month  of  Spain,  the 
United  States  have  adopted  as  tiic  rule  by  which  tliey  will 
be  governed. 

*'  The  United  States  will  cause  satisfaction  to  be  made 
for  tiie  injuries,  if  any,  which,  by  due  course  of  law,  shall 
be  estid>lished  to  have  been  suffered  by  the  Spanish  of- 
ficers, and  individual  Spanish  inhabitants,  by  the  late  ope- 
rations of  the  American  army  in  Florida." 

Thus  stands  the  interprelation  of  these  two  sections  of 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  with  Spain.  Spain  re- 
nounces  all  claim  to  indemnity  fi>r  injuries  done  to  her 
oitixensfor  "recenttransactions."  \t  e  promise  to  make 
Mtisfhetion  for  all  itjuries  done  by  "Ute  operationsi" 
t)ie  renunciation  is  construed  to  embrace  every  act  done 


preTHHis  to  the  year  1819t  the  aatiabetion  is  comtnied  to 
extend  to  acts  of  the  preceding  year  alone.  '*  Recent" 
means  whatever  Is  done  before  that  time,  without  any 
limitation  whatsoever^  "late"  means  nothing  more  tt^n 
wliat  was  done  one  year  before  it(  and  this  is  the  un- 
bounded odds  of  the  word  remU  in  one  sentence,  and  the 
word  latt  in  the  other.  This  is  the  odds  in  the  meaning 
of  two  synonymous  words,  when  one  is  Dieant  aa  a  secu- 
rity to  us,  and  the  other  as  an  obligation  upon  ua.  Itis 
true,  what  we  are  told  by  the  books,  "that  favonbh 
promises  are  tlioae  which  contain  an  equality  of  terms,  or 
which  bear  some  relation  to  the  common  good;  the  dh^ • 
nitucle  and  extent  of  which  increases  the  favor  of  the  ^to- 
mise."  (Grulius.)  "  Remedial  statutes,  saya  Chiisliaii, 
Notes  to  Bhu^tone,  Introduction,  page  87,  **  must  be 
construed  according  to  the  spiritt  nr,  in  giving  leRef 
against  fraud,  or  in  furtberanee  and  extension  of  natural 
right  and  justice,  tbe  Judge  may  safely  go  even  b^ond 
that  which  existed  in  the  minds  of  those  who  framed  it." 
"Inacaae  of  doubt  we  should,  in  preference,  ponae 
that  line  of  conduct  by- which  we  are  least  exposed  to  de- 
viate from  the  principles  of  equity."  (Vatte^  B.  3,  C. 
ir,  Sec.  S06.) 

Now,  sir,  1  think  I  have  shown  that  the  construction  for 
which  I  contend  is,  **  in  furtherance  and  extCMaon  uf  na- 
tural right  and  justice;"  and  1  do  solenmly  believe  that  I 
could  show  that  it  was  "giving  relief  against  fraud;"  but 
I  forbear. 

1  come  now  to  the  great  rule  of  interpretation — the  in- 
tention of  die  parties  to  the  deed.  If  tliis  cannot  be  in- 
ferred from  the  object  they  bad  in  view,  nor  from  the 
principles  of  univerm  joitioe,  nor  '*  ftoni  tbe  auie  or 
a  synonymous  word  ased  in  another  olace, "as  xequired 
by  Grotius,  let  ua  see  if  we  cannot  aive  intolhe  aecreta 
uf  tiie  negotiation,  and  find  there  some  friendly  due  to 
guide  us  through  the  labyrinth. 

It  has  been  my  good  fortune  to  discover,  sir,  in  tbe  ar- 
chives of  the  Department  of  State,  a  cc^y  of  tbe  original 
protocol  of  conference  between  Mr.  Adams,  Uic  Secre- 
tary ofSUte,and  Hon  Louis deOni^  the ambasaador from 
Spain.  By  reference  to  this,  the  last  section  but  one  in 
the  nintli  article,  will  be  found  the  same  as  that  aobae- 
quently  transcribed  in  the  treaty;  "And  (behi^f^m- 
tracting  partiea  respectively  renounce  all  claims  to  indem- 
nities for  any  of  the  recent  events  or  traniaetions  of  tb«r 
respective  commanders  and  oAicerain  the  Floridas."  Tbii, 
it  must  be  remembered,  is  the  project  of  a  treaty  fumisbed 
by  Mr.  Adams.  Mr.  Onia  then  proceeds  thua:  "Tb  tbe 
above  claim,  Mr.  de  Onis  adds,  that  the  United  Slatea 
will  satiafy  all  the  just  claims  which  the  inhabitants  and 
Spanish  officers  of  the  Floridas  may  have  upon  them  in 
consequence  of  the  damages  they  may  have  sustained  by 
the  operations  and  proceedings  of  the  American  arm]*,  ms 
is  customary  with  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  uitder 
similar  circumstances."  To  this  requisition  of  Hon  de 
Onis,  Ur.  Adams  replies  by  the  emphatic  word  "  agreed.'* 

Thi^  then,  contains  tbe  meaning  and  Intention  of  the 
parties.  I'his  is  tbe  plain  and  unsophisticated  purpose 
which  each  meant  to  express  when  this  sentenee  was  re- 
duced into  form,  as  it  now  aUnds  in  tbe  last  section  of  the 
ninth  article  of  thie  treaty.  Let  us  then  exHmine  it,  and 
see  if  it  can,  by  any  posiibilj^ty— by  any  latitude  of  con- 
fitruction— support  the  meaning  that  has  been  given  to  ii. 

I'he  first  thing  that  strikes  us  in  this  rough  draught  cf 
tiie  object  of  the  parties,  stripped  as  it  la  of  all  ^plomatic 
form,  and  left  naked  and  undisguised  to  the  commonest 
apprehension,  is  tiiis,  that  the  word  "latCj^ao  (a.l*l  to 
ttie  just  cUinis  of  honest  sufferers,  is  not  to  be  found. 

Tlie  next  is,  that,  «o  far  from  its  warranting  the  doc- 
trine of  exclusion,  or  of  classification,  tlie  word  all  is  em- 
phatically used:  "The  United  States  will  satisfy  all  the 
just  claims,"  &c  To  which  Mr.  Adama  has  *<  agreed.** 
Now,  air,  can  a  purpose  be  phuner,  or  a  proauae  bte 
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itronrer^  Here  there  cannot,  even  "hy  implication," 
be  1^  *' ft  hook  to  tutny  a  doubt  on."  Here  is  apou- 
tivepromiie,  by  Mr.  AdMni»  to  Mtitfjr  "ftUthejuiteHinu 
ofttw  inhftbittnta  of  the  Floridaa."  Surely  thoae  of  tbe 
Etit  are  as  just  aa  tJiose  of  the  West.  I  well  know  that, 
by  the  faahionable  lo^c  of  the  rlay,  the  word  all  would  be 
limited  to  West  Florida,  .but  for  the  plural  that  embraces 
both  "the  Ploridas." 

"  As  u  customary  with  the  citizens  of  the  United  States 
in  umilar  cases."  That  it  is  customary  for  the  United 
States  to  do  justice  when  she  has  done  wronf^,  I  trust  that 
no  man  in  this  nation  will  be  hard^  enough  to  deny:  that 
it  la  customary  in  cases  like  this.  ■•  evinMd  by  the  ready 
satisfaction  they  caused  to  be  made  to  the  citizens  of  West 
Florida,  and  by  their'constant  protection  of  the  followers 
of  Hatthtva  in  East  Florida)  by  sending^  an  a^nt  to 
Frenchtown,  during  our  late  war  with  Great  Britain,  to 
a^uit  all  claims^  and  pay  for  tlie  losses  occasioned  there 
to  private  individuals  by  the  operations  of  our  arraiest  and 
by  the  alacrity  displayed  to  inflict  punishment  on  Commo- 
dore Porter,  for  his  recent  attack  on  Foxardo.  I  know- 
not  if  satisfaction  has  been  made  to  Spain,  and  to  "  indi- 
vidual Spanish  officers  an^  inhabitants,"  for  that  affair; 
but  I  am  well  assured  that,  when  demanded,  it  will  not 
be  denied. 

But,  above  all,  it  is  **  customary  with  citizens  of  tli<^ 
United  States"  to  make  loud  and  reiterated  demands  for 
all  injuries  done  by  a  fbrdgn  power  to  themselves.  Wit- 
ness those  against  Spain,  now  settled  by  the  treaty  of  ees. 
^on;  against  France,  fur  spoliations  on  our  commerce,  as 
yet  unadjusted,  but  the  justice  of  which,  we  arc  told,  has 
never  been  controverteu;  and,  lastly,  tlie  claims  on  Great 
Britain,  for  the  deirtruction  of  property  during  the  late 
war,  just  decided  in  our  fiivor  by  an  imperial  tribunal. 
Here,  nr,  are  cases  embracing  spoliations  of  every  cha- 
racter: Against  Spain,  for  suspending  the  right  of  depo- 
site  at  New  Orleuis,  though,  as  in  the  case  of  Uatthews, 
it  was  disavowed  by  the  Government!  for  suffering  Frencli 
privateers  to  capture  our  shipping  in  her  ports,  and  con- 
demuing  the  prises  in  her  courts  of  admiralty,  when  her 
independence  was  annihilated,  And  her  power  prostrate 
at  the^  foot  of  France.  Against  France,  for  spoliations 
committed  by  privateers,  whose  acts  were  disavowed  by 
the  then  Government,  and  yet  must  be  redressed  by  this. 
Agumtt  Great  Britain,  for  acta  done  fia^raoU  heUo  in  the 
operations  of  an  invading  army.  And  is  it  posmble  there 
can  be  a  case  not  embraced  in  the  examples  cited?  Were 
the  acts,  of  which  we  complain  in  East  Florida,  .committed 
in  time  of  peace?  So  was  the  suspension  of  the  depoute 
at  New  Orleans.  Were  Uiey  unavoidable  by  our  Gov- 
ernment? So  was  the  capture  of  a  vessel  by  French 
cruisers,  unavoidable  by  Spain.  Yet  they  are  alt  paid 
for. 

I  had  intended,  in  the  division  of  this  subject,  to  say 
aomething  on  the  fourth  head,  to  wit:  that,  if  every  other 
^iew  of  the  subject,  under  which  these  people  presented 
themselves  to  the  considemtion  of  the  committee,  should 
fail  them,  that  even  then  they  would  be  entitled  to  indem- 
nity for  the  injuries  they  have  sustained,  as  considered 
now,  dt  novo.  But,  s'.r,  I  fear  that  I  have  already  wearied 
attention  of  the  committee.  I  shall,  for  thia  reason, 
rely  on  the  ground  already  taken,  and  leave  the  elums  of 
my  much  imured  constituents  to  the  committee  and  to  the 
House,  confiding,  as  I  do,  with  hope  and  confidepee,  on 
the  justice  of  my  country  to  do  right  to  those  to  whom 
they  have  done  not  only  wrong,  but  ruin. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  EVERETT,  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  Mr.  ARCHER,  the  question  was  Uken,  and 
the  motion  to  atriko  oat  the  enacting  clause  prevailed: 
Yeas  66,  nays  51. 
The  comnUttee  tiien  rose,  and  reportedi  and 
The  House  at^oumed. 
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The  bill  to  refund  to  the  legal  repreientatrrea  pf  Mat> 
thew  Lyon,  deceased,  a  sum  of  money  ((1,060  96)  paid 
by  him  aa'a  fine  under  the  sedition  law,  with  interest  from 
1799,  having  been  yesterday  reported  from  the  Commit, 
tee  of  the  Whole,  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  and  the 
question  being  now  on  its  passage — 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  demanded  the  yeas  and  nay 
which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  moved  to  lay  the  bill  upon  the  ta1>le, 
and  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays  on  that  motion ;  and  they 
were  ordered  by  the  House,  snd  being  taken,  stood  as 
follows:  Yeas  57,  nays  91. 

So  the  House  refused  to  hiy  the  bill  upon  the  table. 

[Mr.  Lvoir,  of  Kentucky,  vrai^  on  his  own  request, 
excused  from  voting.] 

A  very  animated  debate  now  arose,  whidi  occnpied 
the  House  until  past  three  o'clock,  and  was  then  mspend- 
ed  by  the  adjoiirnTnent. 

Mr.  DRAYTON  referred  to  the  report  accompanying 
the  bill,  in  which  it  is  expressly  put  upon  the  ground  that 
the  fine  to  be  remitted  by  this  bill  waa  imposed  under  a 
law  that  was  unconstitutional,  null  and  void,  having  been 
passed  under  a  mistaken  view  of  the  powers  delegated  to 
Congress,  and  that,  therefore,  that  it  ought  to  be  refunded, 
mth  interest.  This  being  the  avowed  principle  on  which 
the  bill  was  introduced  Into  th'e  House,  to  pass  the  bill 
would  be  to  declare,  by  an  act  of  that  House,  that  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  had  given  an  uncon- 
stitutional decision,  which  the  Legislature  set  aside  with 
the  safne  power  as  if  they  had  possessed  and  exercised 
appelUte  jurisdiction  in  the  case.  He  bemd  Kcntlemen 
to  reflect  on  this  before  they  voted  for  the  bill.-  It  was 
the  great  excellence  of  our  constitution  that  it  kept  the 
Leghdative,  Executive,  and  Judicial  DepartmenU  of  the 
Governntents  separate  and  distinct  from  one  another.  Of 
these,  the  Legislative,  being  the  paramount  branch,  and 
possessing  most  power,  waa  vtij  properly  the  most 
guarded  and  fettered  by  cautionary  provisions.  But  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  were  liable  to  confound 
themselves  with  th'e  people  whom  they  representedi  and, 
because  the  people  ponened  unlimited  power,  to  iop- 

Eose  that  they  possessed  the  same.  But  this  waa  &r  fVon 
eing  the  case.  And  he  asked  under  what  grantof  power 
from  the  people,  express  or  implied,  they  derived  the 
power  to  revise  and  reverse  a  deauon  of  the  judlcisl 
branch  of  the  Government?  If  this  principle  was  to  be 
carried  out,  the  Legislature  would  be  the  sole  judge  of 
the  constitutionality  of  its  own  law^  and  its  powers  and 
action  would  be  without  limit  or  control  He  was  not 
unaware  that,  in  some  of  the  States,  the  LegisUture  exer- 
cised a  power  somewhat  analogous  to  that  now  to  be  aa. 
sumedj  but  it  never  did  this  in  its  legisUtive  capacity,  but 
when  sitting  u  a  judicial  body.  The  antiquity  of  the 
case  made  no  difference  in  ita  principle:  if  the  principle 
should  be  once  established,  so  soon  as  an  individual  COD- 
sidered  himself  as  aggrieved  by  any  decirion  of  the  court, 
all  he  had  to  do  was  to  throw  a  memorial  into  that  Hottsa, 
(and  botli  bodies  often  sat  nmultaneousty,)  and  get  the 
decision,  as  to  its  effects,  at  once  set  aside.  Thus  the 
country  would  be  left  under  a  Government  of  unlin^ted 
powers.  He  appealed  to  the  House,  whether  they  would 
thus  confound  all  the  departmentt  of  Government -toge- 
ther, and  overturn  those  institutions  under  which  our 
liberty  had  been  preserved  to  us.  Should  a  bill  pass  in- 
volving such  principles,  and,  on  the  avowed  grounds  of 
those  principles,  one  oTthfc  most  fttalstatM  would  be  hi- 
flictedon  the  constitution  which  it  had  ever  reenvedi  the 
nature  of  our  Government  would  be  comjiletel^  changedt 
it  would  be  vain  any  longer  to  talk  of  limiting  its  powersi 
but  ita  pillars  wmild  be  at  once  and  forever  prostrated. 
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ties  liftd  in  view,  was  a  full  Mid  finsl  selilement  of  all  de- 
mands and  difTereiices,  mutually  claimed  and  existing-  (up 
to  that  day)  between  them.  Spain  bad  injured  our  com* 
merce  herself,  aiid  to  a  (greater  extent  had  suffered  it  to 
be  injured  in  her  very  ports  by  French  privateers.  Our 
vessels,  thus  .  seized,  were  subsequently  condemned  as 
prizes  by  the  Spmnish  Court  of  Admiralty.    All  this  was 

{ireyious  to  1803.  In  addition  to  tliis,  we  claimed  satis- 
iiction  for  the  suspension  of  our  rif^ht  of  deposite  at  New 
Orleans  in  that  year.  In  a  wor^  every  item  in  the  ac- 
count of  the  United  SUtes  against  Spain,  was  previous  in 
its  date  to  1 803.  To  this  account,  Spain  produces  ber  off- 
set, and  the  items  of  tbat  offset  are  specified  in  the  final 
renunciation  she  makes  at  the  conclusion  of  the  settle, 
ment  of  wliat  she  had  claimed. 

Finally,  the  renunciation  extends    to  all  the  clai'/ 
his  Catholit  Majesty  upon  the  Government  of  the  '  " 
States,  in  which  the  interpoution  of  hU  Catholic  '  -  -  . ' 
Governmeut  has  been  solicited  befofe  the  datto^     '  /  / .  * 
and  since  the  date  of 1803,  or  which  may  liavr  ' ' ' ' 

&c.    Here  Spain  renounces  tliat  for  whic*  ■  / 
ed  satisfaction,  to  wit:  all  acta  done  by  '  ;  -* 
to  her  subjects  subsequent  to  1802,  r,  ■' 
date  of  the  treaty,  as  well  for  the  op  /  ' 
in  1812  and  1814,  as  for  the  yep  ' 
consideration  is  this  renunciation  tbat  if  he  should 

tion  promised  by  the  United^lS^Aiiiiselfto  be  usurp- 
lUlows.  TbedBbtfrmn  Sr  ;i^^>^(fce constitution  of  the 
due  in  1802.  The  last  \*  f^^f^io  the  Executive,  and 
date,  and  in  a  setilemen'  •i^^tr*' 

offscU  of  1812  and believed  that  such  prinei- 
the  high  contraclir,!'  ^(/^  „hga  been  stated  by  the 
claim  to  indemnit'.j^V^^'^j^fina,  [Mr.  Dbattos,]  he 
'lonsof  their.rv^j^W"  jut  the  sedition  law  bad  been 
H  ^J"  ^JV^^ite  and  most  solemn  tribunal,  he 


previous  to  the  year  18l9i  f 
extend  to  acts  of  the  pr; 
means  whatever  ts  do' 
limitation  whatsoeve'  f/ 
what  was  done  o'  -'  '♦'  J/V 
bounded  odds  o*";^ i  - 
word  hdt  in  t'  ^ 
of  two  syn',  '  ^ 
rity  to  us  '  •'/  .'^ 
true, 

prODT*','//  ' 

wh* >'-■-  ' 


lO  had  reported  ibe 
attempts  made  tt  fur. 
iription  through  Con. 
hitherto  prcvenlnl  it. 
present  session  before  Jjc 
if  the  Pfesidenti  he  iliouW 
/thing  afterward.    The  pubVi- 


'  the 
I  the  con- 
^.ineeessary  for 
^edition  law.  But 


act 

Floridas. 


thisaentenc  rS^jjJ^^^,  of  the  people  of  the  Union  them- 
in  thenes'^^%^^,tutiontl|  ibis  superior  to  the 
tives,  th-  ^(Jk  "^"^rt,  and  to  this  tribunal  lay  tiie  Ust 
their  o'  J^jf </  '^'Heaiion  now  was  whether  Congress  ought 
well  t-  iSj^  Jhst  had  been  taken  away  by  an  uncon- 
now  ^ft^^reit  of  undelegated  power?  Why  might 
^    K^^^^  this  filial  as  release  a  surety  under  the  re- 


I'^^^'ting  aside  the  decisions  the'courts?  The  bill 
'^'fapon  the  old  repablican  principle  avowed  and  acted 
**"  by  Mf-Jeffe'*"'- 

"^Itr.  SURGES  was  unwilling  to  retain  a  dollar  which 
■^(fully  pertained  to  anotherf  but  in  this  case  lacked 
^  power  to  act.  The  reconnderation  of  a  judicial  de- 
^on  was  cleariy  an  act  of  judidal  poweri  and  if  it  was, 
it  belonged  tothe  judicial  department  of  the  Government, 
tfid  to  that  alone.  Was  it  for  that  House  to  legislate  out 
of  existence  a  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court?  Could  any 
gentleman  do  it  in  conustence  with  his  oath  as  a  member 
of  that  House?  The  House  had  not  a  scrap,  not  the 
least  particle  of  jutUcial  power — and  how  could  it  act 
judicially.  He  was  astonished  to  hear  reasonable  men 
talk  of  an  appeal  from  the  Supreme  Court  to  the  people, 
ahd  say  tbat  its  decisions  had  been  reversed  at  the  bal- 
lot boxes.  Had  the  people,  when  they  delegated  power 
to  the  several  departmenti  of  this  Government,  reserved 
to  themselves  an  appellate  jurisdiction  from  the  decisions 
ofthe  courts?  Mr.  B.  put  the  case  of  an  individual  guilty 
of  a  treasonable  resistance  ofthe  laws,  who  should  come 
to  the  President  for  pardon,  and  being  refused,  should 
tastanUy  apply  to  Congress  to  have  the  sentence  nullified. 
The  House  might  as'  well  do  that  as  this.  He  conjured 
gentlemen  not  to  transcend  those  holy  boundaries  which 
separated  the  dHTerent  departments  of  Government  from 
each  other.  Juat  so  cerUmly  as  this  bill  passed,  so  cer- 
tainly would  that  House  arrogate  to  itself  aU  those  unli- 


/ir  /'Lyon  nad  been  convicted  for  a 
/  ye  DO  more  pronounced  s  libel  ilun 
>Ui  number  ofthe  ffortii,  Briton  for 
Ad  been  imprisoned  in  I-nndon.  TNc 
A  exhibit,  any  day,  articles  ten  tlims 
This  arose  from  the  perfect  liberlj  of 
A  in  this  country,  and  in  all  free  counlric, 
'/  /  '  '  *  sort  of  fourth  estate,  and  as  such  possnacd 
/        -i-cised  a  vast  powerin  the  preservation  ofliticftj. 

.o  this  bill's  involving  a  reversal  of  a  decision  of  Ur 
jUpreme  Court,  it  was  no  more  than  was  continual])  doae 
in  reference  to  cases  under  the  revenue  laws.  But,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  Supreme  Court  never  had,  as  such,  de- 
cided that  Uie  sedition  law  was  constitutional,  (thougli  It 
would  have  been  of  little  consequence  if  they  hvl) 
The  decision  had  been  made  only  by  some  of  the  judges 
on  the  circuit. 

The  CDurtj  as  an  appellate  tribunal,  never  had  giren 
such  a  deciwon.  But  if  thnr  had,  the  people  ofthe  Uoai 
bad  reversed  the  decision  both  of  the  circuit  court*,  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  ai\d  both  Houses  of  Cod- 
gresst  and  who  bad  dared  to  reverse  the  Jaw  since' 
What  administration  had  dared  to  uk  Ibr  such  a  hw^ 
As  to  the  Frcudent  alone  having  power  (o  fardon  Lyon, 
the  President  was  the  party  offended;  and,  to  send  the 
oppressed  party  to  his  oppressor  for  equity,  wss  apintl 
every  principle  of  justice  and  of  liberty.  There  was  no 
danger  of  the  President,  because  a  case  like  tkis  would 
never  recur  again.  Would  Congress  innst  on  holdin; 
this  money,  when,  in  the  case  of  Wilkes,  the  Briliib  Fir- 
liament  not  only  reversed  the  decision  against  bisi,  but 
indignantly  erased  the  record  of  the  transaction  fieo  tbeir 
minutes?  Was  there  less  of  the  ipirtt  of  libotf  on  diis 
aide  the  water? 

Mr.  ANGEL  would  vote  for  the  bill  becau^  U  btStc- 
ed  the  money,  to  be  refunded,  had  been  estmttd  vrovg- 
fully.    The  voice  bf  the  whole  American  people,  fiM 
one  end     the  country  to  the  other,  had  pronounced  the 
law  unconstitutional,  and  it  was  never  spoken  of  vitb<Rit 
reprobation.    The  Government  was  bound  not  o^h  f> 
reiiind  the  fine,  but  to  pay  smart  money.    He  i&l  not  »k 
the  House  to  reserve  a  decision  of  the  SuprtM  Cwrt- 
That  court  was  a  tribunal  which  the  people  Asd  crrate^ 
and  the  people  liad  told  it  what  it  might  and  vbst  it  m^bt 
not  dc  Was  he  to  be  told  that  the  coartconU  do  no 
wron^?   That  its  decision,  Uiotigb  flatly  agaiast  ike  con- 
stitution, was  right,  and  must  stand,  and  that  the  pc«p1c> 
through  their  Representatives,  could  not  correct  the  enor' 
Should  the  thing  created  say  to  the  creator,  thou  il»|i 
not  control  my  action?   AU  power  resided  in  the  ptopwr 
and  when  any  of  their  agents  did  wrong  they  bad  tbe 
power  to  correct  the  wrong.  If  a  man  bad  been  atrpptd 
of  Jiis  property,  and  robbed  of  his  rights,  by  oneoTtbrJ 
agents,  had  they  not  the  power  to  redress  the  vn-ns' 
Iiad  been  said  that  the  principles  of  tbia  bill  had  brouEm 
Cliarles  to  the  scaffold.    He  inuted  tbat  the  pcopIc^ 
the  right  to  carry  any  Charles  to  thi|scHRbld  vhousurpn 
their  rights.   He  did  not  wish  to  bring  any  body 
scaffoldi  he  souglit  to  bring  a  man  ofl'  the  scafToU  i" 
lud  unjustly  been  put  on  it. 

Mr.  CRAIti  did  not  feel  justified  in  voting  for  ibe  h.U 
The  argument  of  his  honorable  friend  from  South  Ci-'<^'>* 
[Mr.  DaATToir]  had  not  been  met.  The  gentleinu  fw" 
New  York  [Mr.  Aaesi.]  aeenied  to  forget  that  tbe  H<mk 
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wu  no  more  Hun  a  creature^  he  spoke  u  if  be  HippoKd 
it  16  poweM  all  power,  and  not  to  reflect  that  iti  powers 
had  been  restricted  by  its  creator,  and  that  U  would  as 
inueb  tran^vss  -the  limits  of  its  power  by  tranieending 
the  powers  Tested  in  it,  as  could  be  done  by  the  judges  of 
the  court  of  appeal,  if  they  went  beyond  the  powers  vest' 
ed  in  them.    If  the  bill  were  to  pass  the  House,  it  would 
be  a  precedent  for  annulling  any  other  enactment  which 
persons  might  choose  to  call  uneonfltituUonal.  If,  because 
the  House  found  an  CKtstiiig  law  to  be  unconstitutional, 
had  1^  therefore,  power  to  reverse  the  deduona  of  the 
courts  upon  that  law.^   If  it  had,  many  persons  would  be 
at  great  pains  to  show  that  laws,  under  wh^ch  they  had 
'  suffered  penaltien,  however  legally,  and  however  justly, 
were  unconstitutional.   Here  was  a  law  passed,  and  a  per- 
son subjected  to  a  fine  under  its  enactmentj  the  person 
who  is  nned,  comes  to  the  Legislature  and  complains  that 
the  law  under  which  the  penally  is  inflicted,  is  unconstitu- 
tional.  Congress  must  then  determine  on  the  constitu- 
tkmalily  of  the  law  before  it  can  he  dedded  whether  the 
fine  ia  to  be  paid  or  not    Could  the  House  overthrow  the 
decision  of  a  court  of  the  judiciiiry  upon  a  plain  enact- 
ment of  law/   Ttie  idea  seemed  absurd.    It'  the  House 
assumed  tlie  power  to  say  that  a  Jaw  was  unconstitutional, 
and,  therefore,  to  reficve  a  penalty  inflicted  under  that  law, 
it  acted  against  the  very  letter  of  the  constitution.  All 
human  power  was  liable  to  abtties,  and  in  Uie  formation  of 
the  constitution  of  tliis  country,  power  was  placed  in  what 
ure  considered  thtf  safest  depositories;  some  were  given 
to  one,  some  to  another,  and  some  to  another,  and  it 
would  be  fatal  to  the  constitution  to  allow  that  encroach' 
ments  should  be  made  by  one.  upon  the  powers  vested  in 
the  other.    Such  an  encroachment  would  be  assumption 
of  that  power  to  whidi  the  people  only  had  a  right.  They 
had  a  right  to  alter  the  constitution}  Congress  md  not.  If 
the  Executive,  the  Judiciary,  <a  Congress,  transcended  the 
powers  vested  in  them,  let  an  appeal  be  made  to  the  peo- 
ple, from  whom  all  power  emanated,  and  not  to  the  le- 
^islatire  power,  which  he  considered  to  be  the  most  dan- 
gerous, inasmuch  as  it  derived  its  power  immediately  from, 
was  next  to  the  people.    The  reasons  on  which  the 
present  claim  was  grounded  involved  a  question  of  law 
connected  with  the  constitution,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
b(<!longedto  Congress  toset  the  flecirionaside.  Whentbe 
sedition  law  was  passed,  it  was  thought  to  be  both  consti- 
tutional and  expedient;  now,  it  was  thought  to  be  uncon- 
stitutional and  Inexpedient;  and  if  the  Le^slature  were  to 
undertake  the  amending  of  injuries  which  had  taken  place 
under  ancient  acts,  then  the  prevalence  of  party  would 
become  the  standud  by  which"  justice  would  be  meted 
out.    The  party  in  power  at  one  time  mi^t  impose  a  tax 
which  the  succeedii^  party  would  have  to  refund.  As 
there  was  no  institution  by  man  perfect,  so  if  men  attempt- 
ed to  put  an  additional  guard  on  the  depoutories  of  power, 
it  would  be  often  found  to  be  an  additional  mischief  add- 
ed  to  that  which  it  was  intended  to  guard  against. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Kentucky,  expressed  a  irish  to  re- 
ceire  the  indulgence  of  thu  House,  in  listening  to  him  for 
•  few  minutely  on  a  sulyect  wluch  concerned  penons  re- 
sidings  in  the  State  which  he  had  the  honw  in  part  to  re- 
present.   The  only  question  before  them  was,  whether 
they  should  refund  a  sum  of  money  which,  it  must  be  ac- 
knowledged, had  been  unjustly  taken  from  the  individual 
whose  representatives,  it  was  conceived,  were  equitably 
entitled  to  it.    He  conndered  that  such  would  be  tlie  ad- 
mitted fiwt,  and  certainly  no  member  of  this  House  would, 
mt  thia  time,  when  it  was  represented  that  the  public 
tremaury  ts  overflowing  with  money,  object  to  the  repay- 
ment of  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars,  with  interest,  to 
those  who  bad-been  injured  by  the  demand  and  obtain- 
■nent  of  it.    In  the  remarks  he  was  submitting,  he  wished 
to  be  understood  as  not  raising  or  arguing  the  qnestion  of 
the  eou^uUomdity  or  uncoutitutioiuUty  of  the  law  under 


which  the  fine  upon  Mr.  Lyon  had  been  imposed.  He 
could  not  have  risen  for  that  purpose,  for  he  considered 
that,  at  this  period,  all  men,  from  the  Rocky  mountains  to 
Boston,  took  pride  in  acknowledging  that  the  sedition  and 
alien  laws  were,  to  speak  in  the  mtldest  terms,  most  un- 
fortunate, most  untoward,  and  most  ill-timed.  That  it 
was  arrayed  ngunst  the  just  sentiments  of  the  nation,  and 
against  all  the  principles  of  constitutional  liberty.  This, 
he  observed  in  continuation,  was  now  admitted  by  all  pai^ 
ties,  whether  democratic,  national  republican,  federalist, 
masons,  or  anti-masons.  The  &ct  wa%  that  it  was  the 
mode  adopted  by  the  predominant  party  of  this  day  to 
avenge  itself,  or  to  protect  itself  from  the  misnles  hurled 
at  it  by  the  <  party  then  in  opposition.  The  gentleman 
from  whom  the  fine  had  been  exacted,  had  now  gone  to 
that  tenement  from  which  no  inhabitant  returns — he  bad 
passed  to  the  bourne  where  the  weary  traveller  reposes  in 
silence  and  in  peace:  but  compensation  he  thought  was 
justly  due  to  those  who  represented  Um.  Mr.  J.  went 
on,  by  characterising  the  law,  and  the  fine  of  Mr.  I^on, 
under  it,  as  dangerous  encroachments  upon  the  liberfy  of 
the  press.  That  liberty,  he  could  not  but  confess,  some- 
times degenerated  into  licentiousness}  but  it  was  in  the 
very  nature  of  things  thsfit  should,  unless  some  means, 
some  benignant  means  could  be  devised  of  alluring  the 
condition  and  tho  propensities  of  mankind  generally.  He,  - 
himself,  (Hr.  J.)  had  always  thought  it,  and,  in  the 
result,  had  always'foundit,  to  be  the  better  course  to  dis- 
regard the  weapons  which  would,  under  a  free  Gorem- 
metit,  be  invariably  aimed  at  men  in  public  life.  Few 
persons,  perhaps,  had  been  more  assailed  than  himself^ 
but  he  had  perceived  the  advantage  of  an  absolute  indif- 
ference to  the  assaults.  For  his  own  part,  he  could  see 
little  danger  to  the  cmse  of  freedom  from  the  eocmach- 
ments,  if  you  choose  to  eall  Uiem  so,  of  the  press.  Tlicre 
was  more  danger  in  the  exercise  of  the  jumcxal  powert 
for  when  the  grappling  irons  of  the  judge  were  fixed  up- 
on a  man  by  the  sheriff,  he  must  pay  the  pound  of  flesh 
rigidly  exacted  by  the  law,  or  go  tojult  and  sometimes  he 
had  to  do  both.    Bewdes,  the  voice  of  the  .people  had 

case.  The  nu;  co- 
House  a  vox  Da. 
No  obloquy  would  be  thrown  upon  the  judge  who  tried 
this  case  by  the  passage  of  this  biU.  It  omy  provided  that 
they  should  repair  to  the  strong  box,  and  Trom  thence 
make  reparation  for  the  injury  which  had  been  inflicted. 
The  judges  bad  not  been  personally  molested;  no  cud- 
gels had  been  used;  no  blood  drawn;  no  bones  brokent 
no  violence  used  against  them.*  He  wished  to  God,  Hr. 
J.  said,  and  repeated,  he  wished  to  God  that  where  wron^ 
had  been  done,  they  might  hare  the  satis&ction  of  after- 
words peaceably  doing  right,  without  reference  or  reaent- 
ment  for  any  thing  which  might  formerly  have  occurred 
as  to  these  unfortunate  events.  It  was  nis  firm  and  de- 
cided belief,  that  the  money  paid  by  Mr.  Lyon  bad  been 
wrongfully  exacted;  and  also  that  uiose  members  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  who  had  voted  for  the  pas- 
sage of  the  alien  and  sedition  laws^  had  voted  hastily  and 
without  a  proper  understandingi  it  nugfat  be  hc^ed  oif  the 
question.  He  wss  sure,  however,  that  if  they  were  now 
in  the  House,  and  called  upon  to  vote,  they  would  not 
vote  in  a  similar  manner.  His  dutrict,  in  the  State  of 
Kentucky,  would,  he  was  well  assured,  warrant  and  sanc- 
tion the  vote  which  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  on  the 
present  occasion.  In  Conner  times,  and  in  crtlter  countries, 
when  the  maxim  prevailed  that  the  king  could  do  no  barm, 
the  responrible  ministers  of  that  king  were  liable  to  be 
carted  to  the  gtullotine  or  the  gibbet.  Hiose  matters  ap- 
pertained to  great  national  injuries.  But  here  was  a  case 
of  injustice  done  to  an  individual  mant  and  that  which  was 
the  case  of  one  person,  ought  to  be  looked  to  ss  likely  or 
posuble  to  bebll  to  every  member  of  the  communt^. 
Qfte  of  the  sageat  maxims  of  antiquity,  vm  t^t  whidi 


been  decisively  pronounc«l  upon  the  i 
puU  he  would  have  considered  in  this 
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declared  tb«t  »n  injury  done  to  one  citixen  ought  to  be 
regarded  u  an  imutttotiie  whole  commnnweaUh.  A(\er 
wine  further  remarlu  on  this  branch  of  hia  aubject,  Mr. 
J.  aald.  they  had  already  matters  before  them  abounding 
in  the  sources  of  irritation.  There  were  enoujs^i  of  bitter 
waters  and  their  dregs  to  drink,  without  addinflr  further 
gM  to  the  cup.  Why  should  they  stir  up  the  old  matters 
of  party  atrife,  when  the  eTcnts  of  the  passine  hours  were 
pregnant  with  the  most  momentous  reiults?  Sufficient 
Hndeed,  it  may  well  be  said  now)  to  the  day  is  the  evil 
thereof.  He  briefly  recapitulated  his  fbrmer  arguments, 
and  repealed  his  opinion,  that,  inasmuch  as  ihe  people 
had  pronounced  upon  the  que^on,  their  decision  diould 
be  considered  first,  and  that*  aa  he  prertously  obKTTed» 
vox  popuU  vox  Dei. 

Mr.  JENIFER  said,  that  if  he  exercised  his  sympathies, 
he  should  vote  in  favor  of  this  bills  but  it  appeared  to  him 
tli&t  a  principle  of  much  importance  would  be  mvolTed  in 
its  passage-  The  question  was,  as  has  been  correctly 
stated  by  the  member  from  Virginia,  [Mr.CsAis,]  whe- 
tlicr,  sitting  there  in  a  legislative  capacity  as  Represents- 
tives  of  the  people,  we  were  to  revolce  a  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States?  What  imury  had 
resulted  from  the  decision  complained  of?  The  indi- 
vidual wss  finedfthe  penalty  paidi  and  a  diversity  of  opin- 
ion had  ezia'ed  ever  since,  whether  his  sentence  was 
constitutional  or  nnconstitutioind.  If  they  determined 
now,  that  it  was  unconatitutiona1»  and  that  therefore  the 
fine  should  be  refunded,  would  they  not  have  to  act  the 
aatne  in  all  cases.'  Let  them  suppose,  then,  a  penalty  to 
be  inflicted  under  the  revenue  laws,  and  that,  in  after 
times,  those  laws  should  be  determined  to  have  been  un- 
constitutional, unequal,  and  oppressive,  would  they  not 
have  to  refund  in  that  case,  and  in  all  such  cases?  The 
ease  was  not  one  of  mere  supposition.  The  revenue  laws 
had  already  been  pronounced  so.  Yes,  and  that  by  high 
authority—by  the  Executive,  and  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Then  how  could  they  refuse,  if  redress  were 
gniDted  to  the  individual  in  this  case?  how  could  they  re- 
ruse  redress  to  a  sovereign  State  for  injuries  inflicted  by 
laws  declared,  on  such  high  authority,  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional, unequal,  and  unjustf  If  an  individual  could  claim 
redress,  could  they  thereaflef  tnm  a  deaf  ear  to  the  claims 
of  «  sovereign  State?  Whether  the  sentence  had  acted 
oppressively  on  the  individual,  or  not,  it  had  been  admit- 
ted to  be  tile  decision  of  the  sovereign  court:  the  Supi-eme 
Court  was  acting  in  its  judicial  capacity.  It  was  said  the 
decision  of  the  House,  in  ihis  case,  would  involve  the  liber- 
tpr  of  the  press.  He  had  no  such  apprehensiont  he  be- 
lieved, that  whatever  the  decimon  of  tliis  case  might  be, 
the  press  would  rem^n  as  it  had  been,  and  aa  he  hoped  it 
would  ever  be,  unshackled  and  free.  He  looked  upon 
this  as  one  of  the  most  dangerous  measures  which  nad 
been  introduced  into  that  House;  he  regarded  it,  in  fact, 
as  a  nullification  of  the  Supreme  Court.  He  considered 
it  as  establishing  the  right  to  nullify  the  decisions  of  that 
courti  as  giving  the  entering  wedge  to  future  nullification 
of  its  powers.  If  they  assented  to  this,  they  could  not, 
thereafler,  put  their  hands  on  nullification.  If  they 
thought  Uiat  they,  in  this  House,  had  a  right  to  nullify, 
how  could  they  deny  the  right  to  a  whole  section?  Mr. 
J.  concluded  by  calling  for  the  yeas  and  nays)  and,  before 
they  were  taken,  he  should  move  for  a  call  of  the  House, 
tbat  it  might  be  decided,  not  merely  whether  this  money 
should  be  refunded,  but  whelher  that  House  had  the  power 
to  nullify  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  ROOT  did  not  intend  to  hare  taken  any  part  in  the 
debate,  but  hearing  the  arguments  Which  had  been  ad- 
vanced in  opposition  to  the  b'dl,  calling  in  question  the 
right  which  the  House  possessed  of  giving  an  affirmative 
vote  to  the  measure,  on  the  grounds  of  reverung  the  acts 
of  a  court  of  justice,  he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  enter 
his  protest  against  sueh  an  appKcation  of  the  ease.  When 


the  constitution  was  referred  to,  which  every  gcntfemaii 
in  that  House  was  bound,  by  oath,  to  support,  k  would 
be  found  that  Congress  was  invested  with  power  10  pasa 

and  annul  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  it  eoold 
scarcely  be  denied  that  it  had  the  power  to  snnal  ■  sen- 
tence which  had  been  passed  under  an  unconstitutional 
taw.  The  Hoqse  had  been  told  by  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  [Mr.  Jemivbr,]  that  if  the  bill  now  before  tt 
were  passed,  it  would  aanction  the  nullification  of  the 
Supreme  Court.   The  reason  why  he  (Mr.  R.)  was  dis- 

Eosed  to  vote  for  refiinding  the  penalty  wut  not  because 
e  wished  to  inteifere  with  courts  of  justice  «i  these  de- 
crees, but  because,  in  this  ca^e,  the  dccimon  was  not  nadc 
under  an  unconstitutional  law,  but  a  usurpation  hy  a  ty- 
rannical act,  not  warranted  by  the  constitution  ana  laws. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  arraign  the  .judges  by  whom  tbe 
sentence  was  passed,  must  of  whom  had  departed  tluslifei 
but  they  were  mad  times  in  which  they  acte^  and  thej 
were  hurried  on  by  ^e  m«Jness  of  the  timcs^  ftblfe 
sentiment  had  now,  however,  retracted  ha  stepai  tlHMe 
mad  times  had  been  restored,  and,  therefore,  he  signed 
that  the  money  which  had  been  nnconstitntionally  extort- 
ed ought  to  be  restored,  and  the  ftct  tbe  nneenstitii- 
tionality  of  the  original  act,  gave  Congress  a  constitutional 
right  to  pass  the  act  now  before  it.  The  gentleman  frooi 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Joassoir]  had  quoted  the  maxim  tece^ 
puK  to»  JDei,-  hut  if  the  voice  pi  the  people  waa  the  voiee 
of  God,  so  was  the  hurricane,  so  was  the  whiriwind,  the 
voice  of  God,  and  intended  for  his  tmhtutable  parpoees. 
But  should  not  the  damages  of  the  hurricane  and  of  the 
whirlwind  be  repaired  when  the  eVmenls  were  agun 
hushed  to  repose?  And  when  the  political  tarmoiJ  omd 
ceased,  and  the  minds  of  the  people  had  settled  down  op- 
on  the  constitution,  should  not  the  damages  he  rcpaad^ 
He  would  call  the  recollection  of  the  House  to  ttie  tiine 
when  the  sedition  set  was  passed,  and  tbe  caase  of  tbe 
temporary  hurricane. 

A  few  years  after  the  constitution  of  the  United  SUtes 
had  been  adopted,  af^er  an  ardent  struggle,  in  which  it 
was  apposed  as  surrendering  too  much  power  to  the  Ge- 
neral Government,  adopted  with  the  recommendation  of 
amendments,  all  going  to  restrict  the  exer^se  of  conslnic- 
tive  power,  which  were  sent  to  the  several  States  1^  the 
first  Congress,  and  came  home  ratified,  and  becmie  part  of 
the  constitution,  they,  the  anti-ftderal  party,  were  satisfied 
with  the  constitution,  and  changed  their  title  to  that  of 
republican.  Those  who  proudly  denominated  themachrea 
the  federal  party,  struggled  to  obtain  the  powers  by  ccwi- 
struclion,  which  were  denied  to  them  b^  the  people  and 
by  the  constitution,  and  endeavored  to  introduce  amend- 
menta  into  the  constitution  which  suited  their  poficy.  How 
did  tills  party  obtain  a  commanding  power  over  the  Siatea 
which  adhered  to  the  constitution'    These  powers  wcr« 
claimed  and  made  popular  by  identifying  the  opponte 
party,  which  was  the  old  whig  party,  then  the  repubucana 
of  thtae  States,  with  the  revolution  of  France.  When 
the  ratification  of  the  British  treaty,  and  other  causes,  con- 
spired with  the  French  revolution  to  carr^  democracy  to 
madness,  then  the  nation  was  made  mad  with  the  phrenay 
of  power,  and  it  required  idl  the  energies  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  down  democracy  run  mad,  as  it  was  in  France. 
Many  were  for  adopting  the  revolutionary  viewsofRance. 
Then  federalism  became  popular)  it  was  the  lord  of  the 
ascendant,  and  the  republican  party  were  denominated 
jacobins,  disorganizers,  enemies  to  law  and  order,  as  well 
as  to  religion  and  good  government.    Whenever,  in 
any  country,  any  political  party  having  the  aemhlanee  of 
freedom,  is  to  be  put  down,  judges  are  to  be  finind  to 
sist  the  views  of  the  dominant  party.    Were  it  not  that 
judges  were  to  be  found  eapable^of  sanctioning  tymnnie 
acts,  tyrannic  sovereigns  could  not  execute  thnr  pur- 
poses.   Men  would  not  be  oppressed  by  lyrai^,  were 
not  tbe  Judges  to  yield  to  the  fm^endtics'  of  thar  «cn«< 
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reigni.  In  BngUnH,  under  tlie  old  tory  dynuty,  when 
the  proper  cut  of  the  dky  WMemplogrcdiiicbuintingthe 
divine  right  of  kinp,  puiiTe  obedience  to  the  poir«n  that 
be,  and  non-renstanee,  the  duty  of  yielding  abaolute  and 
aubmiiuTe  aaient  to  power,  waa  h\gai^  popular  for  a  time. 
But  prtnciplei  could  not  be  carried  into  power  without 
proper  instrument*;  and  judges,  worthy  of  respect  in 
other  particuUrs,  had  proatituted  themielTea  before  tbe 
current  of  tbe  times.  Jefferiei  was  said  to  have  been  a 
goodjudge  in  other  casei,  but,  aa  ao  initniment  in  the 
bands  of  the  crowns  be  became  odious  in  the  estimation 
of  all  who  advocated  the  right  of  the  subjects  against  the 
oppressions  of  the  crown.  After  the  revolution  of  1688, 
the  confiscations  and  fines  which  had  been  occamoned  by 
political  offences  under  the  Stuartil,  were  restored. 

Mr.  R.  continued,  by  asking  whether  the  British  Par- 
liament bad  not,  afUr  the  revolution  of  1688,  made  repa. 
ntioR  for  some  of  the  dumgea  which  bad  occurred  from 
the  c^rearive  measures  that  bad  Uken  place  under  the 
tyrannical  dynasty  of  the  Stuarts^  At  the  period  of  our 
own  civil  revolution,  public  sentiment  had  returned  to  its 
proper  channel.  Throu^out  the  wide  extent  of  this  con- 
federated republic,  there  would  be  found  few,  except 
those  disposed  to  do  honor  to  the  memory  oi  the  princi- 
ples of  departed  fi^ralisn,  who  would  contend  tiiat  the 
•edition  law  waa  eonsdtotional.  There  was  no  evidence 
necessary  to  show  its  unconstitutionality.  That  law,  and 
its  first  eounn,  the  alien  law,  had  been,  by  the  political 
revolution  of  1801,  pronounced,  as  facts  could  speak,  in 
terms  as  strong  as  human  language  could  furniah,  as  strong 
as  any  language  that  could  be  used  in  judicial  decinons,  to 


of  tlie  people.  If  tbey  were  the  judges  of  tbe  extent  of 
their  own  luriidictiont  then  tbey  eouU  extend  that  jurit- 
dietion  at  ueir  own  pleasure,  without  control,  or  wiUwot 
constraint  or  limit.  After  some  fiirther  remarks,  Mr.  R. 
observed,  that  if  it  waa  true  that  this  money  had  been  un- 
constitutionally extorted  from  Mr.  Lyon,  it  ought  to  be 
refunded.  The  call  was  as  imperative  as  that  to  restore 
stolen  goods.  The  ill-gotten  puf  ought  to  be  ^ven  back 
— wheuier  it  could  be  coniidtjred  impugning  tbe  judges 
on  this  case,  their  first  duty  was  to  do  justice,  witlMut 
regard  to  consequeneei.    *■  Jfof/uaftftd,  ruatecelum." 

Mr.  BARRINGER  nid  be  regretted  to  see  this  bin 
again  before  the  House.  It  was  an  old  acquaintancet  he 
had  heard  all  tbe  arguments  upon  it,  both  for  and  against, 
before  that  day.  He  might,  perhaps,  know  the' reason 
why  it  was  once  more  introduced  at  the  present  time. 
"Coming  events,"  it  was  said,  "throw  their  ahadows  be- 
fore them."  He  recollected  a  measure  umilarto  this  in 
1837,  in  which  a  gentleman,  who  now  figured  largelv  in 
the  political  world,  took  part.  The  motive  to  introduce 
this  bill  wu  stronger  now.  He  was  astonished,  he  had 
almost  i^id  alarmed,  when  be  aaw  the  result  of  the  vote 
of  that  morning,  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table;  for,  on  for- 
mer occanons,  it  bad  not  stood  the  test  of  scrutiny.  -  He 
was,  then,  utterly  amazed,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
see  individuals,  wtio  before,  would  not  give  it  bouse  room, 
voting  to  soatidn  it  before  the  House,  and  thua  to  bring 
the  subject  again  before  the  countryt  for  what  purpose 
he  would  not  name.  Tbe  bill  implied  that  it  was  to  ef- 
fect an  act  of  justice,  by  refiinding  money  loan  indivi- 
dual which  had  been  unjustly  and  oppressively  taken 


be  unconstitutional  and  void.  The  voice  of  the  people  had  I  from  him.    Now,  the  term  re/umf*r^,  implied  that  the 


made  itself  heard  on  that  occauont  it  was  a  voice  of  thun- 
der, prodaiming  in  words  tlud  could  not  be  misunderstood, 
tbat  one  great  paramount  antbority  existed,  which  had  a 
legitimate  control  over  the  power  tbat  would,  in  its  un- 
constitutional exercise,  bear  down  the  States,  and  with 
them  the  very  palladium,  the  egis  of  our  freedom.  The 
people  of  the  United  States  ought  to  show,  at  the  present 
day,  that  they  had  neither  forgotten  nor  forsaken  the  prin- 
eiplcs  for  which  thor  fathcra  were  distinguished,  and  the 
fivtta  of  wtuch  were  to  be  seen  by  reverting  to  the  mighty 
revolut'ons  of  1798,  1799,  and  1800.  If  the  doctrines  of 
that  day  were  not  now  to  be  advocated,  miffht  it  not 
be  ascribed  to  the  fear  which  persons  professed  to  enter- 
tain of  nullification— of  that  nullification  which  he  would 
not  say  had  been  set  up  as  a  bugbear,  but  as  a  barrier 
over  which  they  were  forbidden  to  leap.  And  what,  said 
Mr.  R.,  ia  this  nullification,  a  word  which  flows  with  so 
much  fluency  from  so  many  Viptt  What  is  it  but  the  as- 
sertion tbat  this  House,  or  any  other  legd  body,  lias  a 
right  to  hold  that  to  be  null  and  void,  and  of  non-effect, 
which  is  in  itself  a  nullity  >  If  it  be  not  null  in  itself,  it 
could  not  be  made  a  nullity.  But  when  a  measure  waa 
carried  into  effect,  which  possessed  none  of  the  substance 
of  fwnstitutionality,  that  measure  involved  an  unwarranted 
afsumption  of  power,  and,  wanting  all  the  attributes  of 
law  and  justice,  was,  he  repeated,  in.itself,  a  nullityj  and 
aa  such,  Mr.  R.  contended  at  some  length,  waa  tbe  sedi- 
tion law. 

The  judges,  he  muntained,  were  not  tbe  supreme  arbi- 
ters of  the  constitutionality  of  their  own  deciwons.  It  was 
a  monstrous  doctrine  to  assert,  that  they  must  necessarily 
be  the  judges  of  tbe  extent  of  their  own  powers  and  juria- 
dtctiont  ami  if  it  ^ould  be  admitted,  away  (said  Mr.  It) 
with  all  public  liberty.  Your  judges,  alter  all,  are  but 
men,  and  all  men  lore  powcrt  aod  what  power  will  not 
men  exercise,  if  it  can  be  exercised  without  control  or 
responsibility?  Give  judges  this  power,  and  even  when 
attended  by  tbe  solemn  mockerjr  of  a  trial  by  impeach- 
ment, when  exceeding  their  powen^  the  very  essence  of 
tyranny  would  be  displayed,  and  tbe  judgea  would  be 
pOMnaed-  of  supreme  power  orcr  tiie  Iitcs  and  liberties 


individual  had  paid  the  money.  He  (Mr.  B.)  believed 
it  came  to  him  on  authority  somewhat  stronger  than  Irac 
dition,  tbat  tbe  individual,  in  this  case,  had  not  paid  a 
single  copper;  no,  not  even  a  doiti  although  it  waa  now 
asked  nf  the  House  to  refund  1,000  dollara  with  interest 
from  1799.  He  believed  it  waa  pretty  generally  known 
and  acknowledged,  that  the  intention  was  not  to  oppress 
the  individual,  but,  through  him,  to  aim  a  blow  at  the 
democratic  party.  That  party  had  so  conudered  it,  for 
tiiey  paid  the  money  t  the  individual  fined  did  not  pay  one 
cent.  Would  it  be  said,  then,  tbat  it  waa  necessary  to 
justice,  to  pass  an  act  to  give  back  to  a  man  what  bad 
never  been  taken  from  him?  Perhaps  it  would  be  aai<^ 
that  this  act  was  necessary  to  vindicate  the  memory  of 
the  individual.  But  was  it  so^  No,  his  memory  was 
vindicated  in  1801;  it  was  vindicated  by  the  public  voice 
of  the  country;  it  was  vindicaftd  by  Thomas  Jefferson, 
and  those  who  acted  with  him;  they  thought  it  was  fully 
vindicated;  if  they  had  not  so  thought,  they  would  have 
gone  to  the  full  length  of  the  tether,  to  have  completed 
Its  vindication.  Whst  did  Jefferson  dot  He  released 
every  man  that  had  been  imprisoned  under  the  sedition 
law;  he  did  so  on  the  ground  that  that  law  was  un- 
constitutional; avowing,  both  in  public  and  private,  his 
r:g1)t  to  do  so,  on  that  ground.  He  did  not  exaidne 
into  tbe  merits  of  individual  cases,  but  relcaaed  them  all 
in  tbe  gross.  Then  waa  tbe  memory  of  the  individual.  In 
this  case,  amply  vindicated;  aye,  it  was  more  than  vindi- 
cated, instead  of  being  lield  tip  as  an  object  of  scorn, 
he  was  exalted  to  the  public  nze  as  an  object  of  ap- 
plause, of  admiration,  ot  envy;  he  waa  looked  uponas  a 
man  who  had  suffered,  not  for  crime,  but  for  the  publio 
good;  a  man  who  had  suffered  in  the  cause  of  publ'ie  B- 
berty.  He  (Mr.  S.)  should  think  the  memory  of  this 
man  more  nobly  vindicated  then,  than  it  could  be  hy 
pouring  into  his  coffers  a  thousand  dollars  more  than  bad 
been  talcen  away  front  him.  Mr.  B.  said,  he  regretted 
that  he  had  been  urged  to  say  a  word  on  this  subject;  but, 
when  he  Icnew  that  tiie  vote  he  should  give  u^on  thii^ 
might  subject  him  to  unjust  imputation,  he  felt  it  necea- 
mry  to  >ay  a  few  words  m  explanatioa  of  tlte  grounds  on 
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\rbieh  be  shoQld  rote.  If  it  wu  thought  neceasary  that 
the  House  ahould,  at  that  lime,  express  its  opinion  aa  to 
the  sedition  law,  that  object  might  have  been  obtained 
in  a  more  decided  way  than  by  this  bill,  which,  in  fact, 
would  not  express  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  that  point 
at  ^1.  He  waa  as  much  of  opimon  that  the  sedition  law 
was  unconstitutionalt  that  it  was  a  direct  yttack  on  the 
liberties  of  the  press,  as  any  ^ntleman  on  that  6oor)  hot 
WA  did  not  take  the  character  of  that  law  into  consider- 
ation, when  voting  on  this  proposition  to  refund  1,000 
dollars,  with  interest-  from  1779,  ta  an  individual  from 
whom  it  had  not  been  taken;  and  to  reverie  the  decision 
of  the  courts.  Others  might  vote  for  or  against  the  bill 
on  the  ground  of  its  expediency  or  its  inexpediency. 
For  his  own  part  he  considered  the  House  had  not  the 
right  to  examine  into  a  case,  for  the  purpose  of  reversing 


intended  to  uk  tiie  honorable  evntleman  from  Kentac:^ 
[Mr.  Jobhsor]  how  he  had  sunered  this  matter  to  sleep 
for  six  and  twenty  years?  How  it  was  he  had  soUM^ne^ 
lected  to  clatm  redress  for  one  who  was  Ua,  eakecnra 
colleague?  How  he  could  so  long  have  pemilted  diui 
crying  sin  of  injustice  to  ciy  unheeded? 

Hr.  JOHNSON  asked  leave  to  explain.  He  was  not 
in  that  House  t  he  had  been  in  the  Senate  ten  yearsi  and 
there  he^  had  ipoken  ip  behalf  of  the  claim.  He  vai&ot 
the  associate  of  the  individual  concerned.  Mr.  J.  demed 
being  influenced  by  any  party  purpose!  on  the  preaent 
occasion;  his  only  wish  was  to  do  juiticc  to  one  wbo^  he 
conceived,  had  been  wronged. 

Hr.  BARRINGER  resumed,  wA  after  a  few  remarki 
in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Hr.  Joavaov] 
eoncUracd  by  aaying.  that  his  only  object  in  rissng  was  to 


the  de«rion  of  the  comls.   Who  had  delegated  snch  a  nncUcate  the  vote  he  should  give,  and  to  prevent  soy 


righttothem?  Had  thepeople?  Certainly  not.  It  was 
'  repeatedly  affirmed  as  the  basis  of  action,  that  they  were 
judges  of  tiie  facts?  But  who  had  made  them  judges? 
Ceruinly  not  the  people  who  sent  them  there.  He,  for 
one,  then,  should  rote  against  the  bill  without  expressing, 
so  far  as  that  vote  was  concerned,  an^  opinion  as  to  i  he  con- 
ititutionali^  or  the  uiwonstitutionality  of  the  sedition  law. 

But  might  there  not  be  aome  other  object  sought,  than 
die  mere  refunding  of  1,000  doUara  in  the  passage  of  the 
bill  at  this  time?   He  must  believe  there  waa  a  atronger 
motive  operating  now  than  on  fbrmer  occasions.  He 
could  not  suppose  that  this  Congress  was  more  sensitive 
to  the  claims  of  justice  than  any  former  Congress;'  than 
the  Congress  of  1819,  '20,  or  '21;  or  than  the  Congreas 
of  1801,  which  brought  in  the  'compatriots  of  Thomas 
Jeficraon,  who  had  the  power  to  redress  the  wrongs  of 
this  individual,  if  they  had  thought  redress  called  for. 
He  must  believe,  that  something  stronger  than  a  mere 
motive  of  justice,  was  operating  now.  What  could  that 
motive  be'  and  what  the  object  sought?    These  were 
difficult  times.    They  were  frequently  told  that  a  crisis 
is  at  hand.    In  1606  and  1807  the  shadows  of  coming 
events  were,  indeed,  foreseen.    The  shadows  are  here, 
■aid.Mr.  Bi,  overshadowing  whole  provinces.    Could  it 
br,  then,  that  this  waa  introduced  to  favor  a  particular 
doctrine,  published  in  one  section  of  this  country?  Was 
a  conspicuous  document  issued  on  the  11th  day  of  the  last 
month,  to  be  flouted  by  this  measure?   Was  an  indirect 
blow  to  be  aimed  at  it,  by  the  pannge  of  this  bill?  He 
did  not  believe  that  justice  required  this  money  to  be  re< 
fbnded    He  did  not  believe  that  the  House  had  power  to 
refund  it;  nor  did  he  belfeve  that  the  present  crisis  would 
justify  the  passage  of  the  bill,  in  affirmance  of  a  partic- 
ular doctrine.    If  this,  however,  was  the  desire  of  gen- 
tlemen, why  did  they  not  come  out  openly,  and  put  every 
man  to  his  mtV  dirct  to  say  either  for  or  against?  and  not 
put  the  issue  on  a  question,  by  which  a  man's  opinion 
must  be  judged  by  mere^implication.    It  might  be  right, 
it  might  be  Just,  to  cast  obloquy  on  the  judiciary;  on  that 
branch  of  it,  which,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of 
the  gentleman  fVom  New  Tork  [Mr.  Boot]  as  to  the  ty- 
ranny of  judicial  botlies,  was  that  arm  under  which,  at 
last,  the  freedom  of  the  country  must  take  shelter.  He 
would  deprecate,  then,  the  mercy  of  the  gentleman  to- 
wards that  body,  which  had  been  assailed  from  all  quar- 
ters; whose  tcvy  existence  seemed  to  depend  on  the 
breath  in  their  nostrils,  but  which,  aaid  Mr.  B.,  when  it 
fillls,  must  bring  in  its  ruin*,  both  the  libertiea  of  that 
gentleman  and  mine.  When  the  judicial  power  could  not 
afford  them  shelter  and  protection,  they  must  either  seek 
it  tinder  the  shade  of  a  thorn,  or  within  the  iron  arms  of 
R  militaty  despotism.    Let  them  now,  by  a  legislative  act, 
^e  sanction  to  the  assailants  of  that  branch  of  ihe  judi- 
ciary, and  he  apprehended  that  consequences  might  fol- 
low,  as  to  which  he  could  only  say,  God  forbid  they 
should  ever  overtake  the'country.    Mr.  B.  said  he  hi^ 


wrong  impresuon  being  drawn  therefrom.  In  doti^  thi% 
he  had  represented  the  case  in  the  light  in  which  be  mw 
it.    He  hoped  the  bill  would  not  pass. 

Mr.  DANIEL  regretted  that  the  bill  under  ccimder- 
ation,  *'  which  cast  itsahadows  ahead,"  should  ao  obacure 
in  mysti6cationstbe  just  conception  ofthe  gentleman  wbo 
last  addressed  tlie  House,  [Mr.  Biauvaxn,]  aa*  to  alarm 
his  imagination  with  ghosts  and  hobgoblins.    The  aigo* 
ment  he  urged  against  the  passage  of  tbia  bill^  is  of  a 
most  cxtraordinatT  character.  He  commenced  b j  tcffiif 
the  House,  as  early  as  1826  this  subject  was  named  to  lum 
by  a  distinguished  gentleman,  and,  forsooth,  perbapa, 
nevertheless,  there  was  some  secret,  hidden  pfriitical  mo 
tive,  in  bringing  it  forward.  Who  the  disdt^iiafaed  geo* 
tieman  waa  that  named  the  subject  to  Juo^  aiM]  vJmt  the 
auppoaed  motive  could  be  that  prompted  the  measure-,  be 
leaves  hidden  in  a  pile  of  rubbish,  to  find  wbicli,  1tr>  D. 
said  he  would  as  soon  undertake  the  task  of  ktoUng  for 
a  needli  in  a  haystack.    It  waa  due  to  the  honorable  gen- 
tleman, however,  to  say,  that  after  he' had  soared  aloft 
in  the  regions  of  unbridled  fancy,  he  deaeutded  to  par- 
ticulars; butin  making  the  admission,  he  was  conatmineJ 
to  acknowledge  that  he  did  not  comprehend  bia  Beaning^ 
even  whra  he  seemed  to  aim  at  perspinii^.  He  sroposed 
this  lull,  which  waa  reported  at  the  last  sesnon  «  Coft> 
gress,  had  not  reachea  in  tbe  calendar  till  tbii^  was  in- 
tended as  a  thrust  at  a  certain  paper.    To  what  papCT 
does  the  gentleman  allude'  Is  it  some  kite  which  bas  bees 
flying  in  the  air?  or  does  he  mean  the  late  extmor^nsjy 
proclamation  ofthe  President?  If  he  does,  in  reply,  Hr. 
U.  saiil,  he  must  he  permitted  to  declare  he  never  aatio- 
pated,  at  the  time  the,bill  was  reported,  that  suclia  paper 
would  have  ever  emanated  from  the  source  which  it  did. 
For  it  was  a  higli  toned  federal  paper,  containing  all  tbe 
ultra  federal  doctrines  heretofore  deprecated  by  tbe  re- 
publicans of  the  country. 

The  impeachment,  by  dark  hints  of  motive,  Va  render- 
ed harmless  when  the  hutory  of  the  case  is  rcccdWctcd. 
For  twelve  or  fif^n  years,  in  some  shape  or  other,  tins 
case  has  been  pendiiw  before  Congress.  It  is  now  about 
to  receive  the  &vorable  consideration  of  this  bcoonble 
body,  to  prevent  which,  at  this  late  hour,  the  honorable 
gentleman  to  whom  allusion  has  been  made,  in  addition 
to  the  discovery  which  bb  baa  made  as  to  the  motives 
which  are  urging  it  forward,  haa  rec«ved  jpfun— tiuu 
from  some  person  not  named,  and  for  the  truth  of  which 
he  will  not  voueh,  that  the  fine  waa  not  paid  by  tbe  late 
Matthew  Lyon,  but  waa  paid  by  the  republtttn  pmrty. 
Thii^  Mr.  l).s^,  infaisjuc^men^  wouldiiotchangethe 
prindple.  The  receipt  for  the  finewa^  however,  giyem 
to  Colonel  Ljron,  and  was  amongst  the  paper*  which 
would  outweigh  the  vague  information  of  an  unknova 
person.  He  was  one  of  the  committee  who  repcrtod  the 
bill,  and  the  information  which  be  bad  received  wai^  tlnut 
the  fine  was  pud  by  the  petitioneiv  of  which  fact^  he  dad 
nut  doubt. 
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Those  attempts  to  p»rry  the  force  of  the  merits  of  the 
question,  by  such  puny  considerations,  will  fail  before  an 
enlightened  community.  The  question  is  one  of  impor- 
tance, and  should  be  fairly  met.  It  U  admitted,  with  one 
exception,  [Mr.  Bdubi,]  hy  all  vlio  have  spoken  in  op- 
poBition'to  thii  bill,  that  tiie  section  Uw  under  which  the 
fine  was  impoied,  was  an  unconstitutional  law.  The  rea- 
sonings employed  to  aroid  the  conclusion  to  which  such 
admission  must  necessarily  leati,  is  a  novelty  amidst  the 
many  strange  occurrences  of  the  day.  The  money  is  ex- 
torted by  an  unauthorized  act,  a  violation  of  the  constitu- 
tion. The  individual  who  has  been  robbed  and  plunder- 
ed by  the  Government,  presents  himself  before  that  Gov- 
ernment, and  demands  the  restoration  of  hia  money. 
Th»  Government,  whose  duty  it  is  to  protect  its  dtizena 
in  all  their  constitutional  rights,  admit  the  fact  Those 
who  have  charge  of  the  administration  of  the  Government 
have  taken  an  oath  to  support  the  constitution.  This 
constitution  has  been  violated  in  the  outrage  committed. 
It  is  now  submitted,  to  determine  whether  we  will  do  an 
act  juttice  to  an  tndividiul  who  ba>  been  wronged  out 
of  his  estate,  by  which  we  heal  a  breach  made  in  the 
fmnstitution,  which  we  have  taken  a  solemn  oath  to  sup- 
port. Notwithstanding  (he  oath  wliich  the  |;«ntleman  has 
taken  to  sustain  the  constitution,  and  notwithstanding  his 
admission  that  the  law  was  an  infraction  of  that  instru- 
ment, still  he  will  not  fpve  relief,  because  a  circuit  judge 
violated  the  constitution  in  impowng  the  fine.  This  is  his 
argument,  which,  too,  is  intended  as  a  compliment  to  the 
juagCt  The  argument  ia  not  very  conMstent;  and  he  was 
sure  the  court  would  not  thank  him  for  it,  i^,  jn  the  course 
of  his  remarks,  be  had  not  manifested  a  spirit  of  adulation 
to  that  tribunal,  which,  in  some  measure,  would  make 
atonement. 

Let  us  examine  the  argument,  and  see  how  it  stamla. 
We  are  told  that_  the  liberty  of  Oie  dtiz^ns  depends  on 
Bustainingthe  deoiaion  of  the  court  in  the  case  of  Matthew 
Lyon  ;  it  Is  admitted  that  that  opinion  violated  the  consti> 
tution,  and  that  he  was  impriaooed  aecordinj^.  The 
conclusion  from  tiie  premises  to  sustain  the  hberty  of 
the  citizens,  the  constitution  must  be  violated,  and  the  ci- 
tizens imprisoned.  From  such  crude  notions  to  sustain 
liberty,  Mr.  D.  said  he  tUssented  Mo  cash.  It  seems  to  be 
a  source  of  alarm  that  a  large  majority  of  the  House  ia 
about  to  sust^n  the  bill,  thereby  riringa  manifestation  of 
their  devotion  to  liber^,  rather  than  the  court  who  gave 
the  ded^n.  The  republican  constituents  of  the  honor, 
able  member  would,  be  had  no  doub^  look  into  the  mat- 
ter, and  decide  it  according  to  the  constitution,  without 
re^rd  to  the  opinion  of  the  court.  The  American  people 
have  long  since  put  their  seal  of  condemnation  on  the  se- 
dition law.  He  viewed  the  vote  now  to  be  given,  as 
an  approval  or  condemnation  of  that  law.  It  could  be 
vieweid  in  no  other  light. 

The  effbrta  whldi  are  made  to  cast  a  shade  over  the 
subject,  by  the  honorable  member  from  North  Carolina, 
Mr-  D.  said,  reminded  him  of  a-roguish  hone,  (not  that 
he  would  compare  him  to  such  an  animal,)  wlien  he 
breaks  into  a  neighbor'a  cornfield;  every  ear  of  com  he 
bites  he  throws  up  his  head  to  lo<6k  out  for  the  owner, 
aind  a  gap  through  which  he  can  make  his  escape,  should 
be  be  assailed.    Hie  opposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Viivinia  [Mr.  Cbais]  was  most  extraordmary.    He  well 
recollected,  when  the  Bufiido  road  bill  was  under  conn- 
deration,  and  which  road  passed  throu^  his  district,  he 
supported  it  on  the  grounds  that,  as  the  monev  tvas  in 
the  tTMsury,  Congress  had  a  right  to  appropriate  it  to 
amy  object,  constitutional  or  unconstitutional.    He  now 
-  thinks  it  would  be  unconstitutional  to  appropriate  money 
to  be  refunded  to  an  individual  'frum  whom  it  was  taken 
by  a  law  which  is  acknowledged  to  be  unconatitutionalt. 
snd  as  the  tnoney  b  in- die  treaaury,  he  was  in  hopes  the 
gentleman  would  stick  to  hii  old  grmuid. 


Hr.  BARRING&R  replied  to  Hr.  Dahiil.  He  had 
not  stated  from  his  own  personal  knowledge  the  fact  that 
the  fine  was  paid,  not  by  Hr.  Lyon,  but  by  the  party  to 
which  he  belonged,  it  was  within  his  (Mr.  B.'s)  remem- 
brance  that  such  a  statement  had  been  made  in  that 
House,  and,  on  asking  a  gentleman  who  was  a  member 
of  it,  he  had  been  informed  that  he  had  never  beard  of 
its  being  denied  or  contradicted.  If  he  understood  right- 
ly, the  receipt  for  the  payment  of  the  sum,  by  whomso- 
ever paid,  must  necessarily  be  in  the  name  of  Matthew 
Lyon;  but  this,  he  should  think,  could  not  be  construed  • 
into  a  disproof  of  the  allegation.  As  to  the  remarks 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Dasixl,]  he  should^ 
not  enter  into  an  encminter  of  wits  with  him.  There  were 
some  persons,  to  use  the  words  of  an  eminent  poet,  whose 
wits  are  sharper  than  their  swords.  As  to  his  (Hr.  B.'s) 
conduct  in  that  House,  and  to  the  approbation  or  disap- 
probation of  his  constituents,  these  wore  questions  to  be 
settled  solely  with  them.  He  had  acted  at  least  wilhcon- 
nstencv,  and  whatever  was  the  humble  estimation  at 
whidi  nia  tslenti  could  be  rated,  he  was  not  politically 
inferior,  as  the  Bepreaentative  of  his  fellow-citizens,  to  any 
gentleman  within  tiie  hearing  of  his  voice. 

Hr.  DANIEL  briefly  rejoined,  and  observed  that,  as 
to  the  remark  of  responsibility  being  due,  he  had  asked 
the  gentieman  from  North  Carolina  for  none.  But  he 
could  not  understand  the  mystification  in  which  bis  argu- 
ment, if  argument  it  could  fa«  cidled,  was  wrapped.  The 
gentlemanliad  said  that  his  statement  of  the  payment  of 
Uie  fine  by  the  parly  to  which  Hr.  Lyon  was  attached, 
was  not  made  on  his  own  authority,  and  yet  contended 
that  the  allegation  bad  not  been  disproved.  What  could 
tiie  allegation  against  the  correctnesa  of  bis  (Mr.  D.'s) 
statement  mean? 
Hr.  BARRINGER:  I  made  no  allegation  against  you. 
Ur.  DANIEL  resumed,  and,  after  a  few  further  re- 
marks, observed  that,  in  his  o|»iuon,  the  moni^  waa  ai 
justly  due  to  the  representatives  of  Matthew  Lyon,  as  if 
the  bouse  of  that  gentleman  had  been  broken  open,  and 
rifled  of  the  sum,  for  the  purpose  ai  transferring  it  to  the 
c^ers  of  the  treasury. 

Mr.  BURGE8  rose,  but  yielded  to  a  ttiotion  fas  ad- 
journment 

MosoAT,  Jahuaix  14. 

THE  TARIFF  BILL. 

The  House  agun  went  into  Compiittee  of  the  Whole, 
Mr.  Watkb  in  ^  dl^,  and  resumed  the  discuanon  of 
the  Tariff  bill. 

Hr.  ELLSWORTH,  of  Connecticut,  rose.  He  said 
that  when  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  had  introduced  ibis  bill  into  the  House, 
he  bad  accompanied  it  with  a  few  remarks  of  a  general 
character,  all  of  which  were  vsry  pertinent  and  propen 
but,  since  that  time,  the  committee  had  not  been  fiivored 
with  the  views  of  any  one  gentleman,  from  any  part  of  the 
country,  in  favor  of  the  bill;  and,  if  a  judgment  was  to  be 
formed  from  what  had  taken  place,  uius  far,  there  was 
reason  to  appreliend  that  neither  they  nor  the  country 
were  to  be  favored  with  any  new  light,  or  any  new  fiicta, 
or  conuderations,  on  which  the  House  was  pressed  to 
pasa  so  very  extraordinary  and  wholly  unexpected  a  mea- 
sure. 

He  regretted  this  the  more,  the  more  he  looked  info 
the  bill',  and  reflected  on  tlie  principles  it  contained,  and 
the  consequences  likely  to  follow  it.  Congress  had  ne. 
ver  legislated  on  a  measure  which,  if  adopted,  would  tell 
more  in  our  future  history.  He  repeated  it,  that  such  a 
bill  should  have  been  introduced,  and  an  attempt  made  to 
fiMve  it  through  the  House,  without  one  word  being  said 
by  tboie  wlib  were  in  favor  of  its  passage,  was  moat  un- 
expected indeed.   Bo  soon  as  thia  bill  riiould  have  paned 
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both  Houses  of  Congren,  and  received  the  Executive 
n^ature,  millions  of  property  which  had  been  invested 
in  estabtisbments  that  had  gjown  up  under  the  sanction, 
and  on  the  good  faith  of  the  Government— property,  not 
of  the  <*  sumptuous  manubcturer"  merely,  (as  he  is 
called  in  the  South,)  but  of  the  working,  laborious,  com- 
moa  peoplet  the  li^oriri^  community  would  be  deprived 
of  ita  value,  and  all  the  thousands,  yes,  the  millions  of 
thcoe  bborioufl  citizens^  would  find  their.condition  in  one 
moment  greatly  changed.  The  rich  would  become  poor, 
and  the  poor  idle  ana  wretched.  Thus  far  they  had  live.d 
under  a  Government  of  some  degree  of  uniformity,  and 
had  calculated,  as  they  had  reason  to  calculate,  that  that 
unifbmuty  would,  to  a  ccrtMii  extent,  be  preserved^  but 
now  they  would,  in  one  moment  find  its  ivjlicy  reversed] 
and  themselves  reduced  to  the  utmost  distress.  He  had 
been  told  by  gentlemen  out  of  the  House,  he  had  not 
heard  it  from  any  in  the  House,  that  the  people  of  the 
South  were  looking  with  anxiety  for  this  bill.  He  did' 
not  doubt  such  was  the  fact.  But  gentlemen  ought  not 
to  forget  that  it  was  not  the  South  alone,  but  the  entire 
population  of  liis  portion  of  the  country,  who  were  look- 
ing to  the  fate  of  the  bill  with  the  most  intense  anxiety; 
and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  declare  there,  in  his  place, 
that  if  this  bill  should  ever  become  «  law,  it  would  prove 
tbe  winding-sheet  of  New  England. 

Standing  there  to  speak  the  language  of  his  contituents, 
the  first  remark  he  should  make  upon  the  measure  pro> 
posed,  was,  that  it  waa  exceedingly  premature  and  hasty. 
He  asked  gentlerAen  who  pressed  a  bill  like  this,  whether 
tiie  bill  itself  bad  yet  so  much  as  reached  all  their  consti- 
tuents^ They  must  answer,  no.  A  bilKtowering  duties  of 
itself  six  millions,  and  going  into  operation  within  forty 
days,  and,  together  with  the  reductions  made  by  the  tarin 
act  of  the  last  sesuon,  proposing  to  reduce  the  revenue 
at  one  blew,  from  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars  to  twelve 
millions  and  a  half;  a  bill  of  such  momentous  conaeguence 
to  every  portion  of  the  country  t  a  bill  containing  princi- 
ples whioi  subverted  the  entire  policy  of  the  country, 
was  preaied  to  its  passage,  iQ  sullen  silence,  before  it  had 
even  been  seen  and  examined  by  one-lialf  of  the  Ameri- 
can people.  Whea  that  bill  should  have  reached  them, 
what  did  gentlemen  suppose  would  be  their  answer.^  He 
would  make  bis  appeal  to  the  Representatives  of  that 
great  State  which  had  taken  the  lead  in  the  tcliool  of  pro- 
tective  policy:  has  Pennaylvaiua  said  the  tariff  needs  to 
be  reroed?  Let  her  Representatives  speak,  if  it  htn. 
And  be  asked,  what  had  been  heard  from  the  "empire 
State,"  as  it  had  justly  been  denominated?  Had  any  voice 
come  from  New  York  indicative  that  the  country  desired 
such  a  measure  as  this?.  Had  any  voice  been  heard  from 
New  England?  Not  a  breath  had  reached  that  House  de> 
daring  such  was  the  people's  will.  A  deep  and  univer- 
Mtl  alarm  was  beginning  to  pervade  New  EngUndt  nor 
would  the  Toiee  of  approbation  come,  wut  ever  ao  long. 
He  feared  lest  one  portion  of  tlie  American  people,  who 
had  been  forced  into  their  present  pursuits  by  the  voles 
of  the  Soutli,  and  who  had  evec  since  been  led  on  from 
step  to^step,  fvom  tariff  to  tariF,  by  that  House,  when 
they  learneid  the  measure  that  was  preparing  for  them, 
would  look  upon  their  fields  and  their  factories  with  sor< 
'  TOW,  and  learn  to  hate  a  Government  so  fickle  and  so 
faitUesa.  He  feared  that,  should  this  bill  posa  into  a  law, 
the  consequence  would  be,  not  only  distress  and  heart- 
burnings, but,  in  the  end,  a  settled  liatred  to  the  Gov- 
emmentf  a  hatred  &r  beyond  any  thing  that  had  been 
felt  in  the  South. 

Hr>  E.  hoped  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  vould 
pardon  him,  if  he  asked  them  another  question.  It  was 
but  a  few  weeks  nnce  tliat  House,  after  calling  in  to  its 
aid  all  the  information  it  could  obtain,  whether  from  the 
intelligence  of  its  own  members,  or  through  the  official 
organs  of  the  Goremnient,  bad  pasaed  a  bill  remodelling. 


and 

the 


greatly  reducingthe  tariff  of  duties.  He  would  aak 
committee  what  new  facts,  what  fresh  light,  what 
heretofore  unthouglit  of  reasons  had  led  to  a  ptoponl  ao 
entirely  and  widely  different  from  that  which  had  ao  re- 
cently been  adopted?  He  could  concave  of  none,  uiAew 
it  were  the  diseontenti  prevailing  at  the  South.  If  gen- 
tlemen would  accompany  him  to  the  committee  room, 
where  this  bill  had  been  prepared,  he  did  not  believe 
they  would  find  a  single  memorial  praying  for  auch  a  mea- 
sure,  or  a  single  fact  which  the  House  had  not  had  in 
its  possession  four  months  ago.  On  what  principle  bad 
the  House  acted  only  so  loi^  ago  as  July  laat^  How  often 
had  tlje  yeas  and  na;^a  been  calfed  on  propontiona  fiv  lut- 
ing or  lowering  duties,  by  one,.two,  or  three  per  ccnL^ 
And  how  was  it  that  honorable  members  of  that  House. 
who4iad  then,  after  so  much  discuswon,  concluded  to  Ai- 
minlsh  the  revenue  but  six  millions,  were  now,  all  oo  a 
sudden,  willing  to  diminish  it  twelve  millions?  Had  they 
acted  on  light  before?  If  they  had,  where  waa  their  new 
light  now?  Surely  they  must  have  been  in  utter  deluoon 
four  months  since,  or  how  could  they  vote  for  auch  a  bill 
at  present? 

The  honorable  chairman  of  the  Finance  Comnattee,  \n 
the  few  remarks  with  which  he  bad  introduced  die  bill, 
had  stated  two  considerationa  as  the  grounds  on  which  it 
had  been  brought  forward.  One  was,  the  reduction  of 
the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Govemmenti  and  the 
other  waa  the  permanent  establishment  of  a  protective 
tariff.  Mr.  E.  would  not  add  any  thing  to  the  able  replies 
which  bad  already  been  given  to  the  aigument  «  the 
chairman,  u  well  hf  his  colleagues  as  by  the  geallenian 
from  Pennsylvania  on  his  right;  [Ur.  Ca^wroKDiJ  but  be 
could  not  pass  the  subject  without  a  single  remark,  riz  : 
that  it  was  matter  of  great  doubt,  in  the  view  of  minds  of 
much  intelligence,  whether  the  proposed  remonA  of  pro- 
tecting duties  would  be  followed  by  any  reduction  of  the 
revenue  at  all.  He  ^  not  say  that  it  would  not,  bat  he 
felt  a  strong  doubt. 

The  reduction  of  duties  on  foreign  merchandise  would 
'not  necessarily  reduce  the  amount  received,  b«t  might, 
like  destroying  the  dykes  in  Holland,  be  Mknred  with 
inundation. 

But  in  reference  to  the  other  point,  what  did  the  nn. 
tieman  mean?  Did  he  aim  at  a  nduction  <^  the  burdens 
on  the  people?  If  that  was  his  meaning,  Mr.  E.  was  pre- 
pared to  Uke'isMie  witil  bim.  The  gentleoiaa  had  nei- 
ther theory  nor  fiicts  to  support  any  sueh  pontioa.  He 
knew,  indeed,  that  the  people  of  the  South  bdievcd  thai 
such  would  be  the  result.  They  thought  that  free  bade 
would  relieve  them  from  all  their  distresses.  But  it  was 
Mr.  E.*3  firm  belief  that  they  would  be  able  neither  to  boy 
nor  to  sell  on  any  better  terms,  were  the  tariff* annihilated 
entirely.  The  greater  part  of  the  people's  burdens  would 
not  be  in  the  least  relieved.  Mr.  K.,  however,  would 
not  follow  gentlemen  who  had  already  ^seussed  lUa  pbuK 
with  so  much  clearness. 

He  had  intended  to  say  something  upon  the  ineqva& 
ties  and  partialities  of  the  bill,  but  frtnen  hnd  fulty  expee- 
ed  these,  its  defects.  The  committee,  in  thdr  report, 
say  that  ttie  duties  will  average  from  ten  to  twenty  per 
cent  See,  then:  twenty-nine  per  cent,  on  tea,  mm 
twenty-eight  to  ninety-three  on  iron,  forty-aevea  oaeoml^ 
thirty-nine  on  salt,  fifty  on  cordage,  sixty -^bur  on  B(»rits, 
forty-six  on  sugar,  twenty-eight  on  nKHMse%  and  oafty 
twenty  on  cottons,  twenty  on  woollens,  and  fifteen  on 
wool.  He  did  not  complain  that  any  of  ttaeae  duties 
were  too  high,  but  tliat  they  did  not  do  equal  joslicc, 
especially  to  wool,  woollens,  and  cottons.  He  believed 
that  adequate  protection,  such  as  makea  unifora  the 
market,  exited  competition,  induced  invesbncni^  wd 
the  efforta  of  genius  and  penevennee.  It  ynm  n  whole 
some  barrier  agunil  the  inundatiana  of  tbe  utwgiown 
capital  and  pauper  labor,  u  veil  u  the  telflsh  nnd  Aaft^ 
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in;  legisUtion  of  European  nations.  Let  our  couotry- 
men  feel  Kcure,  and  th«y  will  do  in  manu&ctures  what 
can  be  done  any  where.  Thus,  aince  1816,  the  era  of 
the  protective  policy,  every  oianufacture  has  been  falling 
in  prie^  and  improving  in  quality,  so  much  so  that  cot- 
ton hbricif  which  then  coat  twenty-five  centa,  could  now 
be  purchased  for  eight  cents. 

Mr.  £.  addressed  Dioiself  chiefly  to  the  friends  of  the 
protecting  tariff.  He  was  not  speaking  to  such  as  disbe- 
lieved its  constitutionality— they  felt  themselves  bound  to 
vote  against  the  whole  system.  He  was  addres»ng  those 
who  believed  that  a  majority  of  the  House  and  the  nation 
held  a  protective  tariff  to  be  both  constitutional  and  ex* 
pedientt  and  he  put  to  tliem  the  queation  how  they  could 
posaibly  vote  for  such  a  bill.  For, 

In  the  first  place,  the  bill  involved  an  entire  change  in 
(he  policy  of  the  country.  Ur.  E.  had  looked  into  the 
bill,  and  had  found  it  to  contain  principles  utterly  hostile 
to  the  entire  policy  which  tiad  hitherto  governed  this 
nation.  As  such,  the  bill  was  hailed  with  gudnesa  by  the 
people  of  the  South.  He  bad  heard  Southern  gentkmen 
aay,  that  the  principles  of  tbe.bill  constituted  the  dearest 
part  of  it.  I'hey  openly  declared  that,  hereafter,  there 
was  no  longer  to  be  such  a  thing  as  a  protective  tariff. 
Now,  if  a  majority  of  Congreas  were  willing  and  prepared 
to  abandon  the"  whole  system  of  protection,  no  doubt  it 
could  be  done.  He  did  not,  however,  for  himself,  as  yet, 
believe  any  such  thing.  But  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that 
(he  bill  went  that  whue  length. 

Mr.  £.  alwajrs  listened  with  moat  profound  regard  to 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  nation.*  It  was  due  to  the 
station  he  occupied.  When  the  President's  menage  had 
been  reading  at  the  commencement  of  the  present  ses- 
sion, the  moment  the  Clerk  came  to  that  part  of  the  do- 
cument which  had  reference  to  the  tarin,  he  believed 
there  was  no  gentleman  in  the  House  who  entertained  any 
doubt,  that  it  was  the  derire  and  determination  of  the 
President  that  there  should  be  a  change  in  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  our  policy.  Mr.  K.  asserted  that  the  Prendent  of 
(he  United  SUtes  had  openly  declared,  that  the  true  po- 
licy to  be  pursued  by  this  country,  was  to  renounce  its 
protecting  tariff.  He  had  listened,  however,  to  such  a 
declaration  as  hut  the  first  note  of  alarm.  The  message 
had  been  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  the  next  step  had  been  the  introduction  of  such  a  biU 
as  was  now  before  the  committee — a  hilt  which  proposed, 
as  one  of  its  striking  features,  Uie  rainn^;  of  one  million 
of  revenue  from  articles  not  protected,  viz:  from  tea  and 
co^ee— a  mark  not  less  decisive  tlian  thaf^n  tlie  fore- 
head of  Cain.  Where  had  Utat  principle  come  from? 
Had  it  originated  with  the  manufacturing  States?  With 
the  friends  of  a  protecting  tariff?  Or  had  it  come  from  a 
previous  principle,  viz:  the  equaUaing  of  taxation  for  the 
purpose  of  revenue  only?  And  was  it  any  thing  but  the 
first  step  towards  a  system  of  general  taxation,  without 
any  regard  whatever  to  the  protecting  principle?  Doubt- 
less It  was,  and  had  been  so  intended  to  be.  All  were 
laboring  toreUeve  the  country,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
protect  its  industry,  by  leaving  the  taxea  on  protected  arti- 
cles only.  Yet  here  was  a  proposition  to  di*aw  one- 
twelfth  of  the  whole  amount  of  revenue  from  articles 
which  needed  no  protection.  Would  not  the  nation  say 
that  such  a  bill  wu,  in  its  principle,  hostile  to  the  protec- 
tive system? 

But  there  was  another  proof  of  this  still  more  decuuve. 
Mr.  E.  had  looked  into  the  bill,  with  a  view  to  discover 
what  provision  it  cont^ned  for  the  protection  of  manu- 
Tactures  of  iron,  wood,  leather,  paper,  cotton,  and  wool. 
And  he  put  it  to  gentlemen  to  say,  whether  any  provision 
had  been  made  for  these  objects.  And  yet,  what  strife 
and  conteat  bad  they  not  witnessed  on  that  floor  but  a  few 


now,  at  a  stride,  gone  from  field  to  field,  from  ngion  to 
region,  in  reduction,  and  had  not  stood  above  one,  two, 
or  ten  per  cent.  Yet,  now  when  such  a  sweeping  bill  as 
this  was  brought  into  the  House,  itt  advocates  bu  not  a 
single  fact  to  lav  before  the  House  in  its  imvor.  Were 
they  to  legidate  in  the  dark?  Were  they  now  to  condemn 
the  very  act  they  bad  performed  but  a  few  mootha  ago* 
Were  they  to  brand  thenuelvea  with  censure  for  what 
themselves  had  done?  How  were  such  matters  managed 
in  the  British  Parhament?  They  appmnted  a  commisHon, 
through  whom  they  obtained  the  fullest  and  most  exact 
information  from  the  best  informed  individuals  in  the 
countryt  and  the  results  were  printed,  and  laid  on  the 
tables  of  the  memberi. 

No  Government  was  worth  preservinR  imleii  it  acted 
upon  intell^ence.  But  what  had  been  done  in  the  pre- 
sent ease?  Had  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  call- 
ed a  single  manufacturer  before  them?  Not  one.  They 
had  no  confidence  in  the  manu&cturers.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  McDums]  in  a  speech  of  bis 
at  the  last  sesrion,  bu  heaped  upon  them  e|rittiets  such 
as  Mr.  E.  would  not  repeat  In  lus  own  part  of  the 
Union  the  people  had  great  confidence  in  the  integrity 
of  their  character.  But  perhapa  the  gentleman  knew 
more  of  them  than  they  did.  Tlie  committee,  at  all 
events,  liad  consulted  none  of  them.  Had  tbe^  gone  for 
their  &cts  to  intelligent  merchants?  He  believed  not. 
What  light  had  broken  in  upon  them,  or  what  light  had 
they  communicated  to  the  House?  For  himself  he  re- 
mained quite  in  the  dark.  And,  in  the  mean  while,  he 
heard  an  awful  rumhUng  under  ground,  and  the  cehoes 
seemed  to  say,  that  the  precipitancy,  the  baste,  which 
marked  this  whole  proceeding,  boded  to  the  manu&ctur- 
inginterestnoliiing  less  than  destruction,  rootand  branch. 
Had  the  House  any  right  to  pass  such  a  bill?  Was  it  ft^ 
any  such  purpose  they  had  been  clothed  by  their  consti- 
tuents with  the  power  th^  exercise?  Were  thqrat  li- 
berty tlius  to  trifte  with  the  peat  intereati  of  the  eoontry? 
He  was  speaking  to  the  friends  the  protecting  tstUtt 
and  he  put  tb«  queatum  to  thdr  eonicienee  and  their  un- 
derstanding. 

But  he  would  now  proceed  to  that  which,  after  all, 
was  the  real  cause  of  this  bill.  He  meant  the  discontenU 
in  the  South.  He  hoped  that  bis  honorable  friend,  [Mr. 
HcDoniK,]  for  such  he  esteemed  him,  who  so  ably  re- 
presented the  views  ui  tiie  South,  would  not  charge  him 
with  any  disrespect.  But,  nuriit  be  not  mjt  tbnt  if  any 
member  of  the  House  ahouldhe  asked  out  the  Uouae 
what  was  the  cause  which  had  produced  such  a  bill, 
would  he  not  say,  the  discontents  in  South  Carolina?  No  . 
man,  woman  or  child,  could  doubt  tlie  fact. 

In  relation  to  this  matUr,  the  first  queation  he  sbouhl 
ask  was  this:  Were  they  not  bound,  in  endeavormg  to 
relieve  the  people  from  the  burden  of  taxation,  to  sea 
that  they  did  not  merely  change  the  scene  of  the  discon- 
tent? It  was  known  to  all,  that  during  the  late  war,  very  ' 
deep  discontent  had  existed  in  one  quarter  of  the  Union, 
in  relation  to  the  General  Government.  He  had  the  au- 
thority of  a  gentleman  from  Georgia,  for  saying,  that  the 
country  was  ;iear  revolution.  But  let  the  House,  while 
it  was  endeavoring  to  appease  his  frienda  at  the  South, 
be  cautious  that  they  did  not,  as  be  had  sud,  merely 
change  the  scene.  He  thooght  there  WM  no  just  cs^ 
for  demanding  from  the  North  so  great  a  sacrifice.  The 
first  question  asked  of  him  by  his  constituenU  would  be, 
will  South  Carolina  be  any  better  off  when  the  tarifi"  ia 
annihilated?  He  feared  he  should  not  be  able  to  give  an 
answer  such  as  ahould  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
South  Cardina.  It'waaveiy  important  that  the  people 
of  the  North  should  be  connneed  that  there  existed  soma 
real  grievance,  for  the  removal  of  which  they  were  called 


monthasgointhc'efnuttopbcetbed^^         per  cent.  Ion  tomake  so'gr^^t  aaacrifice.    Nothing  else  would  ever 
or  two  per  cent,  higher  or  lower.   The  connittee  bvl  [induce  them  to  forego  the  advantages  they  now  eiyogrcd. 
Vol.  IX-'6S  ^  i 
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It  WM,  he  b^ieved,  almost  unanimouBly  admitted  in  all 
parts  1^  the  Union,  except  bnly  in  the  Southern  States, 
Ibtt  the  theny  of  their  opprenions  was  a  fiitse  theory, 
viz:  that  tbe  burden  or  taxation  fell  wholly  upon  the  pro- 
dueer  or  importer*  and  not  the  consumer.  The  Presi- 
dent, in  his  mesM^,  and  in  another  paper  of  fiis  recently 
put  fortli,  had  expressly  declared  that  the  South  Carolina 
tbeoT7  was  not  a  true  and  sound  one.  Could  that  House, 
by  paannfT  the  present  bill,  make  the  North  believe  that 
it  was?  How  mamr  gentlemen  in  that  House  believed 
thatitwaiatruetDeory?-  Very  few.  How  many  in  the 
other  House  believed  it^  Very  few.  Ask  all  the  people 
of  the  Union  north  of  that  spot,  or  even  ask  ttie  people 
of  the  South  themselves,  and  they  would  tell  them  that 
it  was  fa\at.  Now,  if  such  was  the  opinion  held  by  all 
the  branches  of  the  Government,  and  by  the  people 
themselves,  how  could  they  call  upon  the  people  of  the 
Nmlhem  and  Middle  States  to  make  aaacrifice  of  all  their 
vital  intercflts  in  &vor  of  a  theory  which  all  deeWed  to 
be  fbundcd  in  error?  It  was  a  thing  tiiat  never  could  be 
done.  But  he  was  not  going  to  enter  on  that  subject. 
All  he  should  say  was,  that  he  assumed  the  Smithcrn  the- 
ory to  be  ftlset  and,  so  holding,  he  affirmed  it  to  be  no 
proper  ground  on  which  to  demand  such  a  sacrifice  as 
the  bill  proposedt  and  should  the  Northern  and  Eastern 
States  be  compelled  to  submit  to  it,  they  would  be  taught 
to  hate  the  Gmemment,  and  reproach  her  for  her  perndy 
as  long  as  they  lived. 

But  Hr.  K.  went  fiulher.  He  asked  the  Mends  of  the 
UrifT  what  they  believed  to  be  the  true  theory?  They 
would  all  repl^  that  the  tnie  Uieory  was  that  which  the 
President  had,  in  so  lucid  and  satisfactory  a  manner,  de^ 
monstrated  in  his  last  proclamation,  viz:  that  the  duty,  in 
all  cases,  ultimately  fell  upon  the  consumer.  If  that  was 
the  sentiment  of  the  friends  of  the  taaff*  in  that  House, 
then  he  asked  them,  when  the  complaints  of  the  South 
were  ur|[ed  as  the  great  argument  in  favor  of  this  bill, 
how  their  constituents  ever  could  be  reconciled  to  it? 
Itie  cHmate  of  the  Northern  States,  as  well  as  the  habits 
and  character  of  the  people,  would  prove  where  the  bur- 
den of  taxes  on  consumption  was  most  felt,  if  it  existed 
at  all.  They,  of  the  Eastern  States,  inhabited  a  rough, 
cold,  and  comparatively  sterile  country,  where  winter 
reigned  for  aeven  months  of  the  year.  Did  not  lueh  a 
population  stand  in  need  of  warm  cloUting  more  than  the 
people  in  the  South?  Did  thev  not  want  flannels,  and 
blankets,  and  cloths,  and  slockmea?  All  which  would  be 
brought  from  Great  Britain.  What  ^as  the  did'erence 
between  the  laboring  cinsses  of  the  North  and  the  South? 
Jiftt  the  difference  that  existed  between  a  family  of  free 
men  with  their  sons  and  daughten  about  them  at  the  fa- 
mily'board,  and  tbe  comfbrtlesa  cabin  of  the  slave. 
Where  was  the  great  theatre  of  consnn^ilion?  In  the 
North,  or  in  the  South  ?   He  was  willing  to  hazard  his  re- 

{)Utation  on  the  fact  that~the  great  mass  of  consumption 
ay  north  of  this  city.  He  believed  that  the  2,000,000  of 
people  in  the  State  of  New  York  consumed  more  of  fo- 
reign-importations than  5,000^000  in  the  slave  States. 
Tbe  climate,  and  all  the  habitd  of  the  people  were,  of 
themselves,  sufficient-  to  shbw  this:  and  yet  would  the 
South  say  that  they  were  oppressed  by  the  consequences 
of  consumption?  They  could  not  say  it.  If  the  House 
was  about  to  change  the  policy  of  the  nation,  they  must 
first  make  the  people  of  the  North  feel  and  under- 
atand  the  grounds  on  which  they  proceeded.  The  doc- 
trine of  consumption  paying  taxation  was  lUl  in  favor  of 
the  Nwtb,  and  against  the  South)  and  this  doctrine  he 
fully  believed  to  be  the  only  true  doctrine. 

There  was  another  consideration  which  induced  him  to 
oppose  this  bill.  A  portion  of  our  income  con^Bted  of 
receipts  from  the  Post  Office;  these  receipts  amounted 
tonot  leas  ^an  ^,500,000.  Wlience  was  this  collected? 
He  did  not  eomplahi  that  >hey,  of  tbe  North,  paid  more 


than  their  just  proportionj  but  it  was  certain  that  more 
than  two-thirds  of^  this  was  collected  north  of  the  Poto- 
mac. Let  them  look  at  the  money,  the  $3,000,000  re- 
ceived every  year  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands. 
Where  did  tnat  come  from?  His  constituents  knew  some- 
thing about  the  new  lands  of  the  West.  The  youth  of 
New  England  were  constantly  going  forth  to  people  the 
wilderness.  Peace  go  with  them.  He  expressed  no  re- 
gret, but  mentioned  the  (act  as  it  existed.  New  England 
had  not,  during  the  last  ten  years,  gained  as  much  as  tbe 
single  State  of  Indiana.  There  had  been  one  perpetual 
dram  from  her  population.  What  proportion  of  all  tbe 
money  received  from  public  lands  into  the  treasury  came 
fVom  the  North?  More  than  two-thirds  of  it.  He  kne« 
■oine'x>f  the  most  intelligent  and  enterprising  men  in  his 
part  of  the  Union,  who  had  removed  into  the  West,  carn-- 
mg  with  them  capitals  of  thirty  and  forty  thousand  dollars. 
He  appealed  to  gentlemen  from  the  AVcst  to  say  whcitc; 
the  money  in  theirpart  of  the  Union  came.^  They  would 
all  replv,  from  the  Northern  States.  The  ctutontSy  the 
post  office,  and  the  public  lands,  constituted  the  three 
great  sources  of  support  to  the  treasury.  All  these  were 
drawn  mainly  from  the  Northern  States;  and,  under  mich 
a  state  of  things,  he  appealed  to  ^ntlemen  from  theSouih 
to  say  how  tliey  could  ask  their  Norlhem  brethren  lo 
come  around  the  great  family  altar  of  this  Union,  ind 
there  offer  up  their  vital  interests  in  aacri6ee.  The  peo- 
ple of  the  North  could  not  undentand  it  lliey  could  not 
be  made  to  see  or  feel  ita  necessity. 

He  would  now,  in  a  short  review  of  our  past  legislation, 
justify  the  attach  ment  of  his  constituents  to  the  protective 
policy,  and  show  the  Sotilh  why  they  are  determnied  tc 
adhere  to  it. 

The  people  of  New  England  entertained  okl  frshion 
notion^  as  to  tbe  power  given  by  the  constitution  to  the 
General  Government,  to  regulate  foreign  commerce.  Soon 
after  the  settlement  of  these  colonies,  their  inhabitants 
manifested  a  strong  disposition  to  introduce  manufactures. 
That  disposition  was  beheld  by  the  mother  country  with 
great  jealousy.  As  an  example  of  which  it  would  besuA 
ficient  to  state,  that  a  law  was  passed  by  the  Parbment 
of  Great  Britain,  declaring  that  founderics  in  the  colonies 
were  a  nuisance,  and  as  such,  in  so  many  word%  direct- 
ing their  destruction.  And,  in  ftct,  it  waa  thia  IteUng 
which  had  ultimately  led  to  our  own  revohitkm.  Boon 
after  our  independence  was  accomplished,  it  vts  found 
to  be  the  policy  of  England  to  prostrate  domestic  manu- 
factures in  this  country-  Massachusetts,  New  York,  aye, 
and  old  Vii^inia,  too,  had  all  attempted  the  establisbmrnt 
of  manufactures,  and  had  all  fiuted;  tliey  had  all  ftiled  from 
want  of  a  power  in  the  General  Goverriment  to  r»tiiiife 
rommtree.  New  York  had  her  own  s)vtem  oTtliitiesi, 
Uhode  Island  had  hers,  and  each  port  had  its  own  tariff. 
Under  these  circumstances,  good  old  ViTginta,  in  17S6, 
had  proposed  a  convention  of  the  States  at  Annapolis  tor 
the  very  purpose  of  regulating  commerce,  and  of  provid- 
ing a  protection  for  domestic  mdustry.  And  tbe  delibe- 
rations of  that  body  had  resulted  in  calling  tlie  conven- 
tion at  Pliiladelphia,  which  formed  the  Federal  conatitu- 
lion.  And  what^  th^  find  in  the  comtitution?  Ur. 
B.  could  not  pass  over  thi^  beeauae  it  fumisbed  aa  ample 
justification  of  the  attachment  of  tlie  North  to  the  protec- 
tive policy. 

The  constitution  gave  absolute,  unqualified  power  lo 
Congress  to  "  regulate  foreign  commerce."  Thia  was 
just  what  all  had  wanted)  and,  accordin^y,  the  very  se- 
cond statute  puaed  by  the  new  Government  wu  an  ad 
laying  taxes  for  the  double  purpose  of  revenue  and  pro- 
tection. All  hailed  the  passage  of  this  law  with  joy.  At 
the  fourth  Congress  an  act  of  registry  was  passed,  which 
gave  a  similar  protection  to  American  sliippingt  next  came 
the  tonnage  dutyi  and  then  the  act  securing  to  our  own 
otizens  the  exclusive  poiseaMon  of  tbe  coasting  tiaAct  and 


Digitized  by  Google 


1029 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1080 


luc.  14,  1833.] 


Tariff  Bill 


[H.  ovR. 


last  in  the  tnuii>  came  the  hw  givhw  bounties  on  the 
fiaheriei.  There  wu  one  proviuon  in  the  Ant  protecting' 
law  worthy  of  notice,  riz:  that  which  laid  a  duty  o(  three 
«enti  per  pound  on  eattM.  H  hat  was  that  for?  For  re- 
rtnasf  For  that  could  not  he,  for  there  was  no  raw  eot- 
ton  broug'ht  into  the  country,  ^very  statesman  south  of 
the  Potomac  had  voted  to  impose  that  duly,  and  thereby 
exercised  that  very  power  which  was  now  declared  by 
all  the  South  to  be  in  utter  violation  of  the  constitution. 

Mr.  B.  went  on  to  say,  tl^t  after  tlie  auccesMTB  tariff) 
oflSie,  18ia,  1824,  1828,  and  1SS3.  his  own  State,  as 
well  as  all  New  England,  had  consideftd  the  question  of 
the  protective  policy  of  this  country  as  fully  established, 
and  finally  icttled.  But  when  that  prinaple  iia«l  first  been 
broached  In  the  days  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  they  were  not  only 
-  not  in  its  fiiTor,  but  almost  ready  to  rise  in  arms  against 
it.   In  1807  the  people  of  the  Eastern  States  had  been, 
universally,  a  commercial  people.    The  doctrine  of  pro- 
tecting manubctureshad  come  from  Thomas  Jefferson  in 
the  first  instRnce,  and  had  been  warmly  responded  to  by 
all  the  States  south  of  the  Potomac.  "Perish  commerce  1' 
was  the  cry.    **  Let  us  he  independent  of  Great  Britain. " 
Very  different  had  been  the  fwe&ng  at  tfie  North*  there 
(be  commercial  population  had  seen  notluny  but  starvation 
and  ruin  before  them.    They  did  not,  indeed,  rise  in  ac- 
tuatrebelliont  but  there  existed  but  one  feeling  on  the 
aubject,  and  that  a  filling  of  the  most  decided  hostility.  But 
the  doctrine  had  been  finally  established.  It  had  been  esta- 
blished by  Southern  votesi  and  the  pcopleof  New  England 
were,  in  consequence,  driven  from  tbor  shipsi  and  the 
theatre  of  tbar  Mustry  changed  fItHii  the  ocean  to  the 
land. 

He  appealed  to  gentlemen  from  the  South  t<r  say  whe- 
-ther,  in  1816,  the  South  had  not  been  opposed  by  the 
North  in  this  now  reprobated  policy }   Whose  voices  bad 
been  heard  in  Congress  in  favor  of  the  doctrine  of  protec- 
tion to  our  own  industry?   The  voice  of  Lowndes — the 
vtMce  of  Calhoun  above  all  others.  U  sounded  as  a  death 
note  in  the  ears  of  Uie  Northi  but  the  petty  in  power 
fbrced^e  doctrine  epon  her.    "Peririi  Gommeree!"  was 
the  motto  on  the  Southern  banner.   But  what  now?  The 
doctrine,  this  Southern  doctriqe,  was  now  an  i^ominationi 
and  the  Eastern  States  were  called  to  the  altar  to  make  a 
burnt  sacrifice  of  their  invested  capital  and  all  their  hopes' 
of  prosperity.  Sir,  it  cannot  be  done]  it  will  not  be  done. 
And  here  Mr.  B,  asked  leave  to  read  to  the  House  the  re- 
marks of  an  honor^le  gentleman  fn»B  Georgia,  now  in 
his  eye,  and  the  efficient  mover  on  this  occasion,  {Mr. 
WiLDB,]  in  reference  to  this  very  subject.    They  were 
04  candid  as  they  were  just,  as  beautiful  as  they  were  true. 
He  read  trora  an  answer  returned  by  the  gentleman  to  a 
letter  addressed  to  him  by  a  comouttee  of  his  constituents,  in 
September  last,  dated  inVirginis,anddeNgnedasacirculw: 
*'  Writing  within  view  of  ^onticello,  once  the  home, 
-Mid  now  die  grave  of  JelTerson,  I  may  not  profiuie  the  air 
I  breathe  with  Um  langu^;e  of  submisnon.    Neither  roust 
I  bear  ffdse  witness  agiuast  oqr  neighbor,  forhis  name  re- 
minds me,  that  swne  five  and  twenty  years  ago  the  patri 
arch  of  American  freedom,  assisted  by  Souuiem  pditi' 
cians,  laid,  in  the  esclusion  of  all  commerce  with  fore^ 
nations,  the  foundation  of  protection  to  domestic  manufiic- 
tures.    '*  We  must  bring  our  worktops  from  Europe!" 
"'We  must  not  consume  the  productions  of  those  who  in- 
jure end  intuit  us.'*   **  Perish  commerce!    Let  our  eon- 
■tttution  live!"   Sudi  was  Uie  language  iriiicb,  for  years, 
found  an  echo  in  every  Southern  bosom,  from  the  Poto- 
mac to  the  Misusstppi.    Sueb  was  the  feeling  that  bor«  us 
through  embargo,  non-intercourse,  non-importaUon,  war. 
Need  I  tell  you,  gentlemen,  that  it  was  Southern  votes 
which,  in  1816,  carried  a  tariff' partly  for  reventie,  partly 
protective,  against  the  strenuous  opposition  of  the  navi- 
erating:  interest?   And  must  I  protest,  even  to  you.  that 
tbis  reea^tolation  is  not  medc  to  defend  or  accuse  the  past 


or  the  present— to  inculpate  or  exculpate  any  man  or 
party,  or  people,ibut  simply  because  it  is  the  truth.  '<Tbe 
thorns  we  reap  are  of  the  tree  we  planted;"  they  may  not 
wound  us  the  lessi  but  surely  we  tuive  no  right  to  impute 
all  the  injury  to  otliersi  I  donotsay  we  oa^t  to  bear  them 
patiently,  or  at  all.  1  will  not  presume  to  tell  a  whole 
commonwe^th  wbnt  it  can  or  cannot  bei^t  but  I  will  recall 
to  the  recollection  of  my  countrymen,  even  at  the  ri^  of 
some  odium  to  myself,  that  Uie  manuftcturing  States  were 
made  such  by  our  legislation.  We  destroyed'tbetr  sh\p. 
pin^,  and  they  turned  to  manu&ctures.  .  Must  we  destroy 
their  manufactures  that  they  may  return  to  their  shipping? 

"  It  is  natural  enough  that  we  should  seek  to  remove 
restrictions  which  are  hurtful  to  our  bdustiyi  but  it  is 
equally  natural  tbey  sliould  strive  to  retain  what  they  me* 
gine  bcnefiual  to  theirs. 

Conndeiing  ^hen,  by  whom,  and  under  what  circum- 
stances they  were  imposed,  it  is  asking  too  much  of  humui 
nature  to  expect  they  will  be  readily  abandoned.  A  part 
of  the  population  on  which  they  were  fiuced,  once  spoke 
of  seceding  from  the  Union  if  they  were  pendsted  in.  But 
the  Union  hss  survived  their  discontent.  They  converted 
our  iblly  to  tbeir  ben^tt  and  now  we  Meditate  secesrio» 
unless  thev  will  instantly  relinquish  thdr  advaolMe.'* 

He  would  commend  tiiis  paper  to  the  nwgnaiumity  of  the 
honorable  gentleman  huaself.  The  people  of  the  North- 
ern Statesnad  not  forgotten  whence  the  tariff  camet  they 
had  not  yet  forgotten  that  it  was  Georgia  and  South  Caro- 
lina, and  all  her  Southern  sister^  which  had  led  Mew 
England  into  the  poaitiM  she  Mnr  oenq^e^  ud  the 
Southern  gentlemen  must  own  it  to  be  true. 

Hr.  E.  said  he  had  risen  munly  with  a  view  to  vindicate 
tliose  who  bad  sent  him  here,  from  the  most  unjust  and 
unmerited  inunuations.  Every  characteristic  of  odimis 
tyranny  had  been,  by  Southern  gentlemen,  applied  to  the 
industrious  mechanics  of  the  North,  lliey  were  told, 
again,and  again,  that,  from  a  love  of  gain,  they  were  tramp- 
ling upon  the  constitutioni  that  if  they  were  even  arithin 
its  letter,  atiU  tbey  were  dcnngr  ndenoe  to  its  spirit  and 
manifiest  intent  This  was  not  truet  am),  in  order  te  sbov 
that  it  was  not,  he  ha^  gone  into  this  history  of  the  origin 
of  the  protecting  poliqr*  He  feared  that  he  had  consum- 
ed too  much  c^the  time  of  the  committee  in  doing  so.  But 
as  the  aystem  had  originated  with  Virginia  herself,  be  felt 
it  due  to  his  constituents  to  vindicate  them  from  a  slander 
for  their  present  atlaehnents. 

The  gentlemen  of  the  Soutli,  however,  continued  to 
urge  the  charge,  that,  in  the  tariff  bws  the  Nortil  wu 
palpably  violating  and  tramt^ing  upon  the  conatitutlea. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  look  this  position  in  the  &ce.  -  He 
wanted  to  see  where  truth  actually  lay,  and  while  he  en- 
deavored to  discover  it,  he  hoped  the  Southern  gentlemen 
would  accord  lum  a  due  respect  to  them  personaUly,  and 
to  their  constituents. 

He  averred  that  they,  of  the  Nortfi,  wm  not  truapling 
upon  the  oonstitution.  NotUng  was  further  from  Uie  pur- 
pose or  Uie  feelfan  of  those  whom  he  repreeented.  The 
consUtuUon  was  ^ar  to  tbemt  they  held,  and  evershould 
bold,  its  proviHOns  sacred  and  inviolable. 

The  power  the^  were  exercising  in  enacting  a  protec- 
tive system  of  policy,  was  the  power  *  *  to  reguute  rareign 
commerce."  Did  gentlemen  from  the  South  findnosuch 
clause  in  the  constitution  ?  There  it  stood)  could  they 
erase  it?  '<CoagTcaa  shall  have  power  lo  rmdate  fo- 
reign commerce.^'  As  to  the  exermseiof  tfiis  power, 
where  was  the  finut?  Did  the  constituUon  fix  any 7  But 
it  was  said  that  the  constitution  was  vi(^ed,  because  the 
duties  were  so  laid  as  to  operate  a  protection  to  domestie 
manufiwtures.  But  wjiere  waa  the  clause  declaring  that 
ctunmeroe  riiould  be  regulated  for  revenue  only?  Tbe 
power  was  to  be  exerdsed  on  all  the  prindples  on  which 
a  vmiUr  power  wss  exercised  by  tbe  British  Paiftunen^ 
and  in  all  the  Gnveminenti  of  Europe,  for  the  gcaeni  ' 
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bencfit  of  tie  common  country  u  r  whole.  Let  it  be 
wde  out  ti»t  ft  certun  ezerciie  of  this  power  will  further 
the  general  pRMperity,  ftnd  the  exercise  of  it  wu  perfect- 
ly coiu6tutionft)|  and  it  vna  the  duty  of  Congfeu  to  ex> 
erc'ue  it.  If  tbey  beliered  that  the  protecting  policy  was 
.calculated  to  benefit  their  country,  were  they  to  be  told 
that  they  must  uot  exerdse  it^  Would  flien^  of  the  tft* 
tiff  MT  to  their  eonitituents.  Here  is  the  power,  and  iti 
exer^  is  for  the  good  of  the  country,  but  we  must  not 
UK  It,  because  there  are  dangers  at  the  South  >  Such  an 
Btfument  was  neither  honorftble  nor  satisfactory.  The 
eoniUitution  gave  the  power— the  power  had  nerer  been 
exercised  to  thia  end — and  it  was  now  too  late  to  say  that 
the  exercise  of  it  is  not  constitutional. 

If  this  power  of  protection  could  not  rightAilly  be  ex- 
ercised by  Congress,  where  was  it>  Wh^liad  become  of 
it?  TheStatcshadnotgoth;  waaitthenlost?  Nothiiv 
was  farther  from  the  truth.   Congrew  might  lawfully  re- 

Silate  commerce  in  whatsoerer  way  would  most  promote 
e  good  of  the  country.  This  very  point  constituted  the 
chieT  excellence  of  the  constitution,  in  the  view  of  the 
petite  of  the  North.  They  inhabited  a  hard,  sterile,  and 
inhMpitable^  coairtry.  Tlwy  bad  been  driven  f>om  the 
oecsnt  and  if  there  waa  no  such  power  in  existence  for 
the  protection  of  Ifanr  home  industry,  the  constitution  had 
lost  its  prime  excellence  and  virtue  in  their  eyes.  He 
prayed  gentlemen  to  allow  the  people  of  the  North  still 
to  look  upon  the  constitutlm  as  they  had  done,  with  con- 
fidence and  affection. 

Need  he  say  that  it  had  been  the  uniform  contempora- 
neous understandinf^  of  the  constitution,  that  Congress 
irtHnld  regulate  foreign  eommerce  to  the  ends  of  protec- 
tion? The  Union  «ame  into  being  under  the  existence  of 
this  power.  Every  nation  in  Europe  had  exercised  the 
same,  and  bad  exercised  it  for  their  own  excluwve  bene- 
fit—and were  now  doing  it.  Why  ^ould  not  this  coon- 
try  enjoy  and  wield  the  some  power?  and  wl^  not  use 
it  for  her  own  protection' 

Bat  the  protective  uriff  waa  complained  of  as  an  exer- 
cise of  partial  and  locsl  legidation.  What  waa  meant  by 
Moh  a  charge?  Did  gentlemen  mean  that  Congress  had 
no  power  to  pass  any  hw  that  should  not,  bi  lU  opera- 
tion, be  equal  and  universal?  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  embargo  law,  the  nonnntercourse  law,  the 
non-importation  Uw,  had  been  equal  and  universal  in  their 
practical  beuings  on  this  country? 

He  would  ask  of  the  gentleman  from  AUbama  [Mr. 
Clat]  whether  the  laws  enabling  bif  constituents  to  ^ve 
up  poor  land,  and  exchange  it  for  better  tend,  was  not  lo- 
cal ID  its  operation  ?  whether  they  were  passed  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  North  and  the  East?  Were  the  fortification 
laws  equal  in  their  operation?  A  nation  was  made  up  of 
individualst  and  while  a  tew  might  be  for  the  general 
good,  it  was  to  be  re^tted  that  some  individuate' might, 
at  the  came  time,  be  injured,  or  at  least  might  not  share 
in  the  benefit.  But  let  the  gentlemen  look  at  the  subject 
in  a  somewhat  teiger  view.  We  were  a  nation  at  least  in 
some  rnpecta.  How  eould  that  be  called  local  legisla- 
tion which  was  confessedly  for  the  general  gwd?  They, 
of  the  Eastern  States,  had.  at  the  time,  thought  the  non- 
importation tew  very  hard  in  its  operaton:  but  it  was  said 
the  counCty  demanded  it.  And  be  denied  thut  the  pre- 
sent law  was  local.  The  people  did  not  feel  it  to  be  so 
in  his  part  of  the  country.  For  the  same  reason,  there 
was  no  foumhtion  for  the  aasertion  that  the  trriff  was  an 
interference  with  the  domestic  concerns  of  the  Statea.  In 
the  regutetion  of  oommcroe  we  are  a  nation,  and  if  the 
people  are  aifected,  it  is  aa  parts  of  the  whole — and  tUs  is 
righL  Would  gentlemen  deny  that  Congress  hi^  power 
to  counteract  the  injurtoua  legislation  of  forMgn  nations? 
And  what  was  that  legistelion?  Out  of  thirteen  millions 
of  tnfaabtianta  in  tliis  eountty,  the  product*  of  nine  nul. 
Boas  were  viKnallyoxeliided  from  all  fiireigD  ports.  Un- 


der such  circumstances,  would  it  be  wise  or  just  to  take 
all  the  manu&ctures  our  people  needed  from  Eogtend, 
while  we  were  forbidden  to  carry  our  bread  Mofis  to 
them?  Would  any  gentleman  maintain  auoh  ftpmpoa. 
tion  seriously?  Hie  notion  of  free  trade  « as  one  of  the 
most  visionary  that  ever  entered  the  nund  of  nMn.  It  was 
fiir,  lnde<^  upon  paperi  but  when  attempted  to  be  ap. 
plied  to  the  aetuu  afiaira  of  men,  it  proved  so  ueeqwd 
that  the  nations  of  the  earth  never  could,  and  never  woii\d, 
cany  it  into  practice.  The  doctrine  of  protection,  on  the 
other  hand,  was,  in  its  nature,  and  has  been  proved  in  ef- 
fect to  be,  calculated  to  raise  us  to  an  equality  with  other 
nations.  What,  in  fact,  could  this  country  do  without  it> 
This  nation  emerged  from  its  colonial  boiwl^,  nnd  came 
into  being  under  tiie  existence  of  that  prindple.  All  the 
powers  M  Europe  were  enforcing  the  principle  wherever 
It  was  in  their  power.  There  would  be  a  revolution  in 
Engla.nd  in  six  monthi,  should  it  even  be  attempted  to  re- 
peal the  system.  Let  her  ports  be  open  to  the  prodncts 
of  our  tends,  and  how  long  would  her  agricuitural  inte- 
rests be  sustained?  She  could  not  pay  the  intereet  of  ber 
debt,  nor  uphold  her  ^em  of  tithes  and  Mnecurcs  a 
day.  We  then  must  enter  into  the  same  ayaten,  or  nmA 
be  content  to  place  ourselves  under  the  feet  v£  &U  forc^ 
nations. 

Dut  it  had  been  urged  in  oppo^on  to  the  tariff  Uwi, 
that  the  imposing  of  such  a  tew  was  an  act  of  tyranny  ex- 
ercised by  the  majority  over  the  minorityi  and  the  acai- 
sation  had  been  so  often  repeated  that  the  phnae  had,  in 
some  degree,  lost  the  harshness  with  which  it  had  onee 
gratetl  upon  his  ear.'   But  what  did  gcnUtmen  mean  by 
hnguage  of  that  kind?  What  propriety  was  there  ia  mak- 
ing audi  a  chaive  ?   The  power  was  dearly  gweo  in  the 
constitution,  and  it  was  the  Southern  States  that  had  call- 
ed upon  Congress  to  exercise  it.   Be  wished  gentlemen 
would  only  look  into  the  constitution.    That  inatniownt 
lefl.them  an  appeal  to  a  neutral  poweri  to  an  independent, 
didnterested  tribunal;  and  what  waa  that?   It  waa  the 
United  Statea  isupreme  Court — a  court  no  more  appoint- 
ed bv  Congress  than  the  States.   The  President  nsni- 
nated,  and  the  Senate  appmved,  while  we  could  ooIt  in- 
stitute an  impeachment.    And  did  this  make  themoor 
servants,  or  had  it  actually  corrupted  them?   Tbey  were 
emphatically  the  country's  jndges,  and  had  ever  proved 
themselves  equal  to  their  respondbilities.    He  knew  very 
well  that  there  were  gentlemen  in  that  House  who  would 
taugli  at  such  a  declaration,  and  would  reply  that  the  court 
was  nothii^  more  than  a  tool  in  our  own  hands.   But  the 
court  waa  not  their  tool,  nor  the  tod  of  uiy  body  Jiving. 
The  Nortii  had  no  more  control  over  it  than  the  South. 
It  wu  a  constituent  part  of  this  Government,  and  whether 
this  Government  was  only  a  confedetation  of  the  States, 
or  whether  it  was  something  higher  itiU,  an  appeal  waa 
open  on  the  part  of  any  State  to  the  deciiion  of  Ac  judi- 
dal  bench.   Such  was  the  theory  of  our  GotemmenX.  U 
wts  not  like  the  old  confederati«n.   That  consirted  but  of 
a  nngle  body.    But  here  was  the  bcentifiil  theory  of  the 
Government  which  lud  succeeded  it.  Pint,  a  IqpaUtne 
body  endowed  with  ceruun- enumerated  powers)  then  a 
judicial  tribunal  to  decide  when  tiiose  powers  bad  been 
transcended;  and  then  an  executive,  to  carry  its  acta  into 
effect.    And  if  gentlemen  from  the  South  told  bim  that 
that  court  did  not  possess  sufficient  intelligence  or  weight 
of  character  to  decide  such  a  question,  he  sheuhl  tdl  then 
in  return,  that  that  was  a  pmnt  which  ttie  North  would  ne- 
ver compromise.   The  spirit  of  the  constitutiOB  required 
Congress  to  exercise  the  power  to  regidate  foreign  com- 
merce in  such  a  manner  aa  dumid  best  promote  tiie  gocd 
of  the  country  at  large.    Hr.  E.  was  astonidied  to  hear 
gentlemen  indulge  in  such  remarks,  accusing  the  Govern- 
ment with  tyranny  and  oppresNon,  merely  because  it  pro- 
ceeded in  iu  ancient  course,  and  exercised  a  powtf  whidk 
waa  written  on  every  page  of  its  disrter.   There  was  one 
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view  in  wliidi  the  prcMiit  disouanon  wu  of  great  im- ' 
portsnee.  How  fkt  did  (fentlemen  intend  to  run  out 
the  prindpln  of  thii  bill?  and  irtieK  wu  the  principle  to 
ttopi 

It  VBf  apprehended  hf  the  people  of  the  North  that,  if 
the  Government  should  give  tta  sanction  to  a  bill  like  thia, 
especially  the  one  now  in  qaeatloD,  then  they  are  to  look 
iorward  to  a  total  abandonment  of  the  protective  policy. 
It  would  not  be  long  before  the  registry  act  wouM  rollow. 
The  next  step  would  be  the  repeal  of  the  tonnage  duties, 
and  then  would  go  the  coasting  trade  and  the  fisheries. 
The  prtociple  of  the  bill  went  to  the  abolitinn  of  all  these 
nets,  because  tbey  all  created  a  preference  in  fiiror  of  one 
over  muber.  Soodi  Carolina  tnsisled  that  no  preference 
must  be  viven.  There  must  be  no  inequity.  Every 
law  must  bear  on  all  afikc;  and,  before  long,  they  would 
hear  her  voice  which  now  cried  down  with  protection, 
uid  let  us  buy  where  we  c«n  get  the  cheapest,  cry  down 
with  the  coasting  trade,  and  let  us  hire  vessels  wherever 
we  can  get  them  on  the  beat  terms.  He  repeated  the 
wan^g.  All  these  acta  were  baaed  on  the  principle 
which  was  now  struck  at.  Sanction  that  principle,  and 
bow  long  would  it  be  before  thejr  would  be  required  to 
abandon  even  incidental  protection?  For  what  was  Inci- 
dental protection?  Nothing  hut  an  unequal  tax  for  pro- 
tection. Might  it  not  be  said  by  those  opposed  to  inci- 
dental protection,  that  Government  had  no  right  to  lay  a 
tax  of  a  hundred  per  cent,  on  one  article,  and  none  upon 
the  other?  What  could  furnish  a  finer  topic  for  complaint 
than  that  one  dasa  of  merchants  should  be  allowed  to 
hrinf  in  tb«r  goods  free  of  duly,  while  another  class  was 
required  to  pay  one  hundred  per  cent,  on  thehs?  Was 
not  this  unequal  taxation  ?  And  why  were  such  taxes  laid 
It  was  on  the  princiijle  of  preference,  of  protection  oniy, 
though  it  t«  called  incidental  protection,  if  they  were 
now  to  begin  with  putting  a  tax  upon  tea  and  coffiee,  how 
long,  he  again  asked,  would  it  be  before  the  whole  pro- 
tective  system  would  be  given^up? 

South  Cardina  had  declared  that  there  should  be  an 
equality  of  duties.  How,  then,  was  one  article  to  pay 
.  one  hundred  per  cent,,  and  another  nothing!#  It  was 
clear  they  must  give  up  incidental  protection  al<mg  with 
direct.  He  hoped  Pennsylvania  wAild  take  the  lead  in 
this  dance.  Aa  for  I^ituinana,  she  seemed  to  have  a  bribe 
held  out  to  her  of  two  cents  a  pound  on  sugar. 

Ur.  B.  said  he  had  seen  but  one  letter  from  the  North 
on  the  aubject  of  this  bill,  the  writer  of  which  considered 
it  as  the  b>st  hill  that  had  ever  been  brought  befcire  Con- 
gress, because  it  was  a  hill  that  never  could  he  passed. 
If  it  could  be,  Ihen  let  Congress  take  off  all  protection, 
and  let  all  the  interests  of  domestic  industry  fsll  into  ruins 
tocher.  This,  no  doubt.  Congress  had  power  to  do;  but 
he  warned  gentlemen,  if  they  did  it,  that  a  voice  would  be 
heard  that  would  fidl  soon  compel  them  to  retrace  their 
steps,  and  enter  again  the  patib  which  bad  been  marked 
out  by  Lowndea  and  Calboun. 

Mr.  E.  could  not  discover  how  it  ms  that  the  people 
of  the  South  could  possibly  beliCTe  that  toeh  a  bill  as  this 
would  relieve  their  burdensj  but,  supporinglhat  it  would, 
and  supposing  that  their  complaints  were  well  founded, 
be  asked  gentlemen,  in  the  last  place,  was  this  the  time  to 
pass  such  a  bill? 

The  President,  in  a  paper  lately  put  forth  by  him,  had 
aecfarcd  it  to  be  hla  judgment  that  this  was  not  the 
time. 

Mr.  E.  asserted  that  euch  waa  the  ground  uken  by  the 
Chief  Hagistrate.  He  bad  dechred  to  South  Carolina 
that  honorable  men  could  not  legislate  under  such  circum- 
stances. That  State  had  assumed  an  attitude  which  drew 
nil  eyes  upon  her.  She  had  raised  the  banner  of  open 
opposition  teethe  coiutitutibn  and  the  laws;  and  if  pnnts 
received  in  town  that  morning,  spoke  the  truth,  she  was  at 
that  moment  gatbeting  an  army  under  that  banner,  for 


the  avowed  object  of  rousting  the  legislative  IVinetions  of 
the  Government.  She  had  declared  that  she  was  no 
longer  subject  to  the  authority  of  this  House,  and  the  only 
terms  on  which  dte  would  return  to  her  allegiance,  were 
terms  of  unqualified  concession  on  the  part  of  the  tSene- 
ral  Government,  and  an  immediate  dereliction  of  the  polU 
cy    the  eount^. 

Hr.  E.  then  asked  whether  wise  men,,  acting  under 
high  responsibility — whether  decided  and  fearless  legisla- 
tors were  prepared  to  do  what  tbey  were  thus  command- 
ed ?  He  called  upon  gentlemen  to  take  care — yes,  to  take 
c^rc  what  it  was  they  did  at  such  a  period  of  their  coun- 
try's history.  Their  offended  sister  had  done  that  which 
alie  could  never  efface.  She  had  broached  doctrines 
which  the  people  of  the  United  States  denied,  and  which 
he  must  be  pardoned  for  adding,  they  detested.  South 
Carolina  had  done  more  to  weaken  the  ties  which  ce- 
mented this  Government,  and  which  bound  the  people  of 
these  States  to  each  other,  than  all  others  beride.  He 
warned  gentlemen  to  beware  how  they  once  beg^n  to 
yield  to  demands  of  this  nature.  The  Government  must 
put  down  these  excitements,  or  they  would  put  down  the 
Government.  What.tbe  resalt  aueh  a  state  of  tbingi 
would  be,  was  known  only  to  that  Power  be^e  wiiMD 
the  future  was  as  the  past.  For  himself  he  could  onW 
say  that  he  should  not  shrink  from  the  performance  of  hjs 
duty,  and  that  he  never  would  consent  to  lepslate  under 
a  menace. 

Was  this  the  time  to  yield  >  He  trusted  not.  It  would 
be  to  raise  a  monument  higher  than  the  pyramids  of 
^Syp*t  to  the  doctrines  and  precedents  of  nullification. 
A  few  ffKat  names  might  be  inscribed  upon  it)  hat  Itt 
him  tell  the  members  from  South  Carofins,  that  how 
high  soever  their  monument  might  be  raised,  it  would  be^ 
built  of  the  bones  of  the  laboring  class  of  this  communi- 
ty, and  under  it  would  be  buried  the  laws  and  the  consti- 
tution. 

Hr.  BR1GG8  of  Hassaehusetts,  next  addressed  the 
committee.  I  need  not  say  to  yon,  Mr.  Chaiman,  (said 
Mr.  B.)  tiiatthe  StateofMassaehusetuisdeeply  interest- 
ed in  the  tarifl^.  The  people  of  the  district  which  f  have 
the  honor  to  represent,  have  a  oipital  of  more  than  two 
million^  of  dollars  dependent,  in  a  great  measure,  upon 
the  fate  of  the  bill  on  your  table.  I  shall  vote  against  the 
bill,  and  the  foots  already  named  constitute  my  apology 
for  throwing  myself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  commit- 
tee, long  enough  testate  my  reasons  for  that  vote. 
Sir,  at  the  laat  seaaion  of  ihia  Congress^  a  hw  wis 

fiassed  upon  this  identical  subject,  after  a  protracted  and 
ull  discussion.  It  was  carried  by  an  unusually  large  ma- 
jority of  both  Houses  of  Congas,  and  received  the 
prompt  sanetioh  of  the  Executive.  It  was  passed  as  a 
measure  of  peace  and  conciliation.  That  [law  had  not 
yet  taken  effect,  and  its  operation  upon  the  revenuf,  or 
upon  the  great  interests  of  the  country,  can  only  be 
known  by  expieriment.  It  ii  certain,  however,  that  un- 
der it,  a  large  amoant  of  revenue  will  be  reduced,  and  it 
may  produce  a  very  sensible  effect  upon  some  of  thenia' 
nuiacturing  interests.  The  most  strenuous  opposera  of 
the  tariff,  at  the  last  session,  professed  a  willingness  to  re- 
duce the  revenue  -by  a  cautious  and  gradual  process,  so 
as  not  suddenly  to  ruin  the  manufactures.  Where  nou/ 
is  the  necessity  of  departing  from  that  principle  of  action, 
by  demtrii^ing  the  law  ilm  passed,  before  its  effects  can 
be  known?  It  would  be  an  unheard  of  course  of  legish- 
tion,  in  this  or  any  other  country,  for  the  same  men  to 
repeal  a  law  upon  a  subject  which  involved  the  vital  in- 
tercBts  of  the  country,  and  which  they  hod  passed  upon 
th^  most  careful  and  deliberate  consideration,  before  it 
should  have  gone  into  operation,  and  when  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  haa  undergone  no  change  demand- 
ing •  precipitate  repeal  or  alteration.  After  so  much  time 
liad  been  spent  at  the  Utt  session,  and  a  bill  paard  up- 
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on  tbe  avowed  principle  of  compromiie  and  concession, 
tlie  people  did  not  expect  that  the  question  would  be 
•gain  Bgitated  at  this  scH^ott,  before  they  could  «ee 
and  understand  the  bearing  and  effect  of  the  law  then 
paiBcd. 

Tbe  committee  who  recommend  this  meanre,  urge,  as 
a  reason  for  its  adoption,  that  the  revenue  must  be  redu- 
ced to  the  wants  of  the  Government.  I  readily  concede 
this  point.  I  trust  all  will  admit,  that  after  the  national 
debt  shall  have  been  paid  oir,  theamount  of  revenue  to  be 
raised  must  be  limited  to  tiie  sum  required  to  defray  the 
ordinaty  expeoMs  of  the  Government,  and  to  meet  such 
withoriced  constitational  expenditures,  u  shall  be  neces- 
sary "  to  provide  for  the  common  defence,  and  promote 
the  general  welftre"  of 'the  nation.  But,  sir,  the  precise 
amount  which  would  be  required  for  these  objects,  and 
the  particular  sources  from  which  it  should  be  ruaed,  are 
grave  and  important  questions,  which,  under  the  present 
condition  of  the  country,  demand  grave  and  deuberate 
investigation. 

If  the  entire  revenue  ia  to  be  raised  from  import  duties 
alone,  justiee  requires  that  it  should  be  drawn  in  equal 
proportions  from  the  people  of  the  different  States,  and 
the  different  sections  of  the  country.  But  how  shall  this 
bedonef  It  by  no  means  follows,  that  an  equal  rate  of 
duty  upon  all  the  imported  articles,  would  produce  this 
result  It  mgy  happen  that  the  same  number  of  people 
in  one  State,  from  tbdr  habits,  business,  or  climate,  con- 
nune  a  much  latger  amount  of  imported  articles,  than 
the  same  number  of  people  in  other  States,  and  thiu 
made  to  contribute  more  than  their  just  proportion  of  the 
public  revenue. 

On  the  contrary,  it  might  be  found  upon  full  and  care- 
ful examination,  that  a  duty  upon  a  comparatively  few 
articles  of  importation,  would,  by  reason  of  the  generali- 
ty of  their  use  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  afford  the  ne- 
cessary revenue,  and  make  a  Just  md  equal  distribution 
of  taxes  among  the  people  orthe  several  StMes.  If  a 
system  could  be  devised,  by  which  a  suffident  amount 
could  be  raised  by  a  fair  and  equitable  distribution  of  the 
duties  to  be  paid,  and,  at  the  same  time,  preserve  and  sus- 
tain the  great  and  varied  interests  of  the  country,  I  am 
not  able  to  discover  what  reasonable  objection  could  be 
interposed  against  ita  adoption.  Though  the  practical 
operation  of  such  a  system  might  be  more  beneficial  to 
one  portion  of  tbe  country  than  to  another,  yet  if  it  ope- 
rated no  injury  to  that  other  portion,  and  was  utUform 
and  impartial  in  tlie  contributions  which  it  would  draw 
from  every  part,  it  would  be  just,  and  ought  to  be  satis- 
factory. To  enable  us  to  carry  these  principles  into  ope- 
ration, it  is  important  to  know,  as  near  as  may  be,  what 
amount  of  imported  duti^le  articles  are  consumed  in  the 
Afferent  States  of  this  Union.  In  the  final  adjustment 
of  the  tariff  to  the  revenue  standard,  this  essential  in- 
formation, cannot  be  dispensed  with  without  the  hazard 
of  doing  great  injustice  somewhere.  This  knowledge, 
so  indispensable  to  right  action  upon  the  subject  under 
dtscuuion,  it  is  not  within  our  reach,  and  cannot  be  during 
the  present  session.  Our  treasury  is  now  emptyi  the 
national  debt  is  not  yet  extinguished;  the  amount  of  re- 
venue whidi  may  be  required  for  the  current,  and  the 
eonung  year,  cannot  be  precisely  aseertained  t  and  as 
the  officer  in  the  financial  aepartment  of  the  Government 
does  not  call  for  an  imme^^te  reduction  of  the  duties,  Uic 
passage  of  the  bill,  at  the  present  session,  would  seem  to 
me  to  be  an  act  of  precipitant  and  hazardous  legislation. 
The  committee  present  their  plan  as  a  permanent  reve- 
nue measure.  Tb»  eonnderation  b^gbtens  the  impor- 
tance of  mature  deUberation  before  ve  settle  down  up- 
on it. 

Mr.. Chairman:  The  bill  reported  by  tlie  CommHtce.of 
Ways  and  Means,  if  I  am  not  wide^  mistaken  in  its  cbB' 
fMter,  don  not  contain  those  just  and  eqiutabte  princi- 


ples so  essential  to  such  a  bill.  It  professes  to  go  back 
to  the  tariff  of  1816^  yet  tt  considerably  ioercaaea  the 
duty  fVom  those  of  that  act,  upon  some  utidea  of  do> 
mestic  manufacture,  and  so  fiir  reduces  othen,  as  t» 
threaten  with  utter  niin  tbe  branches  of  iodnstiy  engaged 
in  their  production.  Under  this  bill  tbe  duty  on  toot 
kinds  of  iron  are  much  b^her  than  than  those  of  181^ 
whilst  the  avenge  duty  on  woUens  are  lower  than  that  of 
that  year. 

The  duty  on  cotton  manuiactures.are  placed  fiu-,  very 
tkr,  below  those  of  1816.  Whilst  it  withdraws  tbe  pn. 
tection  of  the  Govwnment  from  the  great  intoesta  of  the 
New  England  States,  it  so  amnges  the  duties  bjr  wUA 
the  revenue  is  to  be  raised,  tnt  the  people  of  thisB 
States  must  pay  greatly  beyuid  their  just  proportiMsf 
the  public  taxes. 

From  the  habits,  climate,  pursuits,  and  popalatkaqf 
New  England,  it  is  demonstrably  clear  thai  they  mutt 
consume  a  much  larger  amount  of  the  heavy  articloof 
importatron,  according  to  their  numbers*  than  tbe  mm 
amount  of  population  in  the  Southern  StatCL  Awag 
the  articles  which  are  in  uiuvenat  use,  ud  which  Mter 
into  the  consumption  of  ail  the  people  of  those  Stitca, 
may  be  named  sugar,  molasses,  cloths  of  all  kinds,  sad 
especialN'  wollens,  of  and  above,  the  medium  prices; 
tea,  cofiee,  and  iront  the  latter  heavy  and  costly  article 
is  not  only  extenaivdy  used  for  agricultural  purpose^ 
but  is  used  in  vast  quantities  for- machinery  ana 
building.  So  average  and  relate  your  duties  as  that 
their  great  Interests,  embracing  not  only  their  nkaaufto- 
turing,  but  their  sgriculturat  popidatio^  shall  not  be  sa- 
crificed, and  they  be  compelled,  bya  sense  of  injuatice, 
ta  disrespect  a  Government  which  hu,  in  a  thousand  dif- 
ferent  forms,  promised  protection  to  thrir  industry,  and 
they  will  continue  to  pay,  what  they  are  persuaded  thev 
have  long  paid,  more  than  their  equal  propot^on  of  the 
public  revenue,  though  they  fimuy  belim  that  every 
part  and  section  of  tbe  country  is  benefited  by  tbe  pio- 
teetive  policy. 

Hr.  Chiurmant  The  biH  on  your  tabl^  under  the  Sana 
Qf  a  simple  revenue  measure,  proposes  to  chsnge  the 
great  policy  uf  tlus  Government  Is  this  poficy  one 
which  has  suddenly  started  into  Ufir?  Is  it,  as  hss  fre- 
quently been  alleged  upon  this  floor,  the  creation  of  a 
tyrannical  and  reckless  majority,  impelled  to  action  by 
motives  of  selfish  sordidness,  regarcUcaa  of  the  intcMst% 
and  trampling  upon  the  rights,  of  the  mlnoritf  >  Ne^  dr, 
it  claims  a  higher  origin,  a  nobler  purpose. 

The  policy  of  developing  and  bringii^  forth  the  rick, 
and  exhausUesa  resources  of  our  extended  country,  by 
fostering  and  protecting  domestic  manuftctures,  his  en- 
gaged the  anxious  and  conti^iued  attentioa  of  tUt  Oaf 
vemmmt  from  the  adoption  of  the  constitution.  This 
position  is  maiotuned  by  a  reference  to  the  cM»e  of 
legislation,  the  reports  from  the  Tressucy  DepaatMct^ 
and  the  uniform  tenor  of  Ezeeotire  meagca  fromttie 
time  of  Washington  to  the  present  day.  And,  sir,  I  shall 
be  much  disappointed  if  it  does  not  turn  out,  uponexani- 
naticn,  that  it  has  been  the  favorite  scheme  of  tbe  great 
leading  statesmen  of  the  South. 

I  will  not>consume  the  time  of  the  comnuOee  hy 
talking  about  the  second  act  of  this  Goreramttnt,  pamed 
on  the  30th  July,  1789,  the  very  preamble  of  ^eh 
declares  it  necenary  to  lay  dutws  "fortiie 
ment  and  protection  of  manufachires.** 

In  his  last  message  delivered  to  Coogreus,  ia  Oeecs- 
her,  1796,  Preudent  Washington  says:  "Congtas  hare 
repeatedly,  and  not  without  success,  cUrectetl  their  elteo. 
tion  to  the  encouragement  of  manufiictures."  "The 
object  is  of  too  mucu  consequence  not  to  inaarc  «  ooe- 
tinuanee  of  their  efforts  in  any  wny  which  ahaU  iiiiisr 
eligible." 

Id  tolation  to  the  mme  object,  Preridcnt  TulRfeon.  in 
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bia  eloain^  mesMg^p,  cominiiiitcated  in  NOTembef)  1808, 
hu  the  rollowing  retnsrki;  "  The  situation  into  which  we 
hsve  been  thus  forced,  lias  impelled  ui  to  apply  a  portion 
or  our  industry  and  capital  to  internal  manurHcturea  and 
iinprovementa.  The  extent  of  this  conreraion  is  daily 
increasing,  and  little  doubt  remains  that  the  establish- 
menta  formed  and  forminff,  will,  under  the  auspices  of 
cheaper  materials  and  subustence,  the  freedom  of  labor 
from  taxation  wiUi  us,  and-of  protecting  duties,  and  pro- 
hibition^ beeome  pemianent!'*  Proteetiner  duties  and 
prohibitions!  Tes,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  .  1808,  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son, the  Prewdent  of  the  United  SUte^  the  great  repub- 
lican leader,  the  strict  and  able  exponnder  of  the  coniti- 
tution,  the  highest  authority  of  political  orthodoxy,  of 
the  present  day,  in  one  quarter  of  this  Union,  could  offi- 
c'nll/  apeak, of  rendering  manuffictureB  permanent  by 
protecting  duties  ami  prohibition^,  without  lighting  the 
torch  of  civil  dtacord,  or  shaking  the  integrity  of  the 
Union.  '  But  now,  air,  the  name  of  this  great  man  is  re- 
lied upon  by  those  who  profess  to  be  hts  true  followers, 
to  show  that  laws  which  create  protecting  duties,  "are 
plain,  -palpable,  and  dangerous  violations  of  the  consti- 
tution,"  and  that  the  States  which  oppose  them,  have  a 
right,  if  not  to  nullify,  to  recede  from  the  Union,  if  they 
are  not  repealed. 

Great  enbrta  were  made  by  the  leading  republicans  of 
that  dav,  to  give  popularity  to  thcplan  of  building  up 
domesire  manufactures,  't  he  prominent  newspapers  of 
Virginia,  and  of  the  South,  led  the  van,  and  urged  on  their 
folloM'ersin  the  patriotic  service.  The  committee  will 
recollect  the  numerous  extracts  to  show  the  sentiments  of 
Southern  men  on  this  subject,  read  ftoma  volume  of  the 
Itiobmond  Enquirer,  taken  from  the  libraiy  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son, by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Philadelphia,  [Hr. 
SuTHsaxAiTD,]  in  the  cotnve  of  liis  very  able  and  eloquent 
speech  at  the  last  session  of  this  Congiess.  The  senti- 
ments, toasts,  and  resolutions  at  public  dinners,  and 
fourth  of  July  celebrations,  clearly  show  what,  in  those 
days,  was  tbe  current  of  ]iublic  opinion.'  It  was  in  1808 
that  Mr.  Jeffergon,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  his  frieixl 
Tiiomas  Leiper,  Ksq.,  of  Philadelphia,  in  strong  terms, 
spoke  of  building  up  domestic  manufactures,  as  the  ".true 
republican  policy."  He  said  it  was  the  design  and  policy 
of  "New  England  federalists"  to  continue  a  commercial 
people,  and  thus  keep  up  a  dependence  on  foreign  na- 
tions for  a  supply  of  manufactured  articles.  With  an 
iidroitness  peculbr  to  himself,  he  sought  to  identify  the 
opposition  to  his  Avorite  systeni,  with  the  oppontlon  to  the 
party  of  which  he  was  tlie  head.  New  Bnghind  was  then 
suffering  under  the  restrictive  ayitem  of  the  General 
Government,  which  bofe  upon  her  with  peculiar  weight 
and  severity.  Her  people  were  necessarily  and  essential- 
ly a  commercial  and  navigating  people.  They  were 
then  the  stout  advocates  of  those  free  trade  princi- 
ples, which  the  national  legislation  afterwards  com- 
pelled them  to  give  up,  and  which  are  now  proclaimed 
to  be  so  essential  to  national  prosperity  hi  a  region,  where 
then,  the  domestic  policy  was  declared  to  bo  the  sure 
foundation  of  public  prosperity  and  permanent  indepen- 
dence. Sir,  impartial  history  lias  recorded  all  these  mat- 
ters, and  they  will  stand  out  on  tbe  future  page  as  subjects 
of  curious  speculation  to  tliose  who  sliall  come  after  us. 

In  hik  first  message  of  Hay,  1809,  Mr.  Madison  •nwaks 
thus  on  this  subject :  '*  It  will  be  ivorthy  at  the  time  of  their 
just  and  provident  care,  to  make  such  furtlier  alterations 
in  the  laws,  as  will  more  cffpctually  protect  and  foster  the 
•Qveral  branches  of  manufacture  which  have  been  recent- 
ly instituted  and  established  by  the  laudable  exertions  of 
oiw  citizens."  The  same  distinguished  President,  in  his 
message  of  February,  1815,  says:  "  But  there  is  no  itub- 
Ject  that  can  enter  with  greater  force  and  merit  into  the 
cieliberations  of  Congress,  than  a  conmderation  of  the 
xneJiiM  to  preacrre  and  promote  the  manufactures  which 


have  sprung  into  existence,  and  attained  an  unparalled 
nuturity  throughout  the  United  States,  durii^the  period 
of  European  wars."  "This  source  of  national  indepen- 
dence and  wealth,  I  anxiously  recommend,- therefore,  to 
the  prompt  and  constant  guanlianship  of  Congress.** 

In  the  message  of  December,  of  the  same  year,  he 
sl^S!  "In  adJuaUng  the  dutieaon  inijports,  to  the  object 
of 'revenue,  the  innuence  of  the  tariff  on  manufacture^ 
will  necessarily  present  itself  for  consideration.  How- 
ever the  tiieory  may  be,  which  leaves  to  the  ssg»(»ty  and 
interest  of  individuals,  the  application-  of  their  industry 
and  resources,  there  are  in  tu^  as  in  other  case^  excep- 
tiouB  to  the  general  rule." 

"  It  will  be  an  additional  recommendatitm  to  particular 
msnu&ctures,  when  tiie  materiils  of  them  are  eztennvely 
drawn  from  our  agriculture,  and  consequently  impart 
and  insure  to  that  great  fund  of  national  prosperity  and 
independence,  an  encouragement  which  cannot  ful  to  be 
rewarded." 

The  extracts  which  I  have  read  are  taken  from  Execu- 
tive communications  made  prior  to  tlie  tariffof  1816,  and 
show  most  clearly  the  opinions  and  views  of  their  authors 
upon  this  absorbing  topic.  No  time  need  be  taken  up  in 
speaking  of  the  situation  of  the  country  at  the  time  the 
tariff  law  of  18l6  aas  discussed  and  passed.  We  had 
just  come  out  of  a  war  of  alternate  disaster  and  honor, 
during  which  the  Government  liad  experienced  embar- 
rassTnents  of  the  most  perplexing  nature.  The  talented 
and  patriotic  statesmen  who  had  stood  by  tbe  country 
through  the  hardest  atuf^les  of  that  conflict,  remembered, 
with  humiliation  and  regret,  the  destitute  condition  of  th« 
country  during  that  gloomy  period.  The  American  sol- 
diers in  the  camp,  and  in  the  field,  were  clad  in  foreign 
cloths,  and  wrapped  in  blanketa  manubctured  by  their 
enemy,  or  shivered  in  the  atorm  destitute  of  necessary 
clothing  and  covering. 

On  the  return  of  peace,  floods  of  foreign  merchandise 
and  manufactures  poured  in  upon  us,  and  swept  away 
many  of  our  infant  establishments,  and  threatened  with 
inundation  and  utter  destruction  all  those  monuinents  of 
skill  and  ingenuity  and  enterprise  which  had  been  erected 
during  the  few  preceding  years.  The  highest  motives  of 
patriotism,  and  the  strictest  demands  of  justice,  called  on 
tbe  Government  to  adopt  some  system  of  measures  which 
should  screen  existing  institutions 'from  final  overthrow, 
and  guard  the  country  agunst  tbe  recurrence  of  those 
evils  which  it  had  so  recently  experienced.  To  accom- 
plish  these  objects,  the  tariff  of  that  year  was  carefully 
and  laboriously  adjusted.  The  policy  of  permanent  pro- 
lection  to  domestic  manufactures  was  proclaimed  and 
established  by  that  bill,  as  the  settled  policy  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Tiie  men  who  advocated  and  carried  it  through 
Congress  placed  it  on  that  ground.  .Mr.  I/)wndes,  the 
gifted  son  of  South  Carolina,  and  one  of  the  brightest 
ornaments  of  his  country,  and  *'  over  whose  ashes  the 
best  tears  of  America  have  atnce  been  shed,"  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  who  reported 
the  bill.  He  stood  b^  it.  through  ever}-  stage  of  its  pro- 
gress, and  defended  its  details  and  its  principles  until  it 
triumphantly  passed  the  House,  Mr.  Chairman,  some  of 
tlie  ablest  speeches  which  has  ever  been  published  in  this 
country,  in  defence  of  the  policy  of  a  nation  building  up 
domestic  manufactures,  as  a  means  of  wealth  and  inde- 
pendence, was  made  on  the  occasion  to  whidi  I  have 
alluded,  by  anotlier  distinguished  citiien  of  South  Caro- 
lina, in  the  hall  where  we  are  deliberating.  Well  did 
my  honorable  friend  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  ELMv^oam] 
remark,  tliat,  in  the  debate  on  the  tariff,  the  voice  of 
Calhoun  was  hcai-d  above  all  other  voices.  Sir,  the  en- 
larged, bold,  and  statesmanlike  views  which  he  then  took 
of  tlie  subject,  as  a  great  public  policy,  and  the  argu- 
ments which  lie  urged  to  convince  others  of  the  sound- 
ness of  tiiose  Tiews,  will  remain  aa monuments  of  the  ^pth 
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and  penpicuitjr  of  h»  intellect,  when  he,  with  the  gCDC- 
Hktim  to  which  be  belongs,  riuirhave  passed  away.  "  In 
regsrd  to  the  question,  how  fwr  manu&ctures  ought  to  be 
fostered,"  saK|  be,  **  it  is  the  duty  of  the  country,  u  a 
neftns  of  defence,  to  encourage  tbe  domestic  induitrv  of 
the  coantry,  njrore  especidly  that  part  of  it  which  provides 
Uie  necessary  materials  of  clothing  and  defence."  "  Manu- 
Actures  produce  an  interest  strictly  American,  as  much 
BO  as  Rgrioulture."  "  Ag»in,  it  is  calculated  to  bind  to- 
gether more  closely  oor  widely  spread  republic." 
will  greatly  increase  our  mutual  dependence  and  inter- 
tmntt  ino  will,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  excite  an 
increased  attention  to  internal  iroprovements,  a  subject 
every  way  so  intimately  connected  with  the  altimate  at- 
tainment of  national  atrength,  and  the  perfection  of  our 
ptditioal  inititutions."  "That  a  certain  eucwiragement 
should  be  extended  at  least  to  our  cotton  and  woollen 
manufactures."  *•  If,"  said  he,  "  ii  should  be  asked  why, 
with  BO  many  adrantageg.  the  necessity  of  protection? 
It  is  to  put  theiQ  beyond  the  reach  of  contingency." 

Mr.  Chairman:  Dunne  the  progress  of  that  bill,  an  ho- 
norable Rwmber  from  The  State  jrhich  you  represent, 
now/m  the  other  branch  of  the  National  Legislature,  [Mr. 
FoBBTTB,]  proposed  to  lay  a  duty  of  five  cents  a  pound 
on  brown  sugar,  and  gave  as  a  reason,  that  if  Coneivss 
would  give  proper  encouragement,  that  article  could  be 
made  in  Georgia  to  a  .very  great  extent.  Both  of  the 
gentlemen  named,  from  South  Carolina,  supported  the 

E reposition.  Wliatever  changes  may  have  been  wrought 
y  political  vicissitudes,  or  the  transforming  influence  of 

Krty  spirit,  the  men  who  sustained  tbe  principles  of  tltat 
r,  and  carried  it  throue:h  tl»e  Legislature,  were  then 
the  cherished  and  honoredatatesmen  of  the  United  States. 
Until  the  joumala  of  Congress  shall  be  destroyed,  its 
authority  will  be  austained  by  the  names  of  Lowndes  and 
Calhoun,  from  South  Carotinai  and  tbe  names  of  P.  P. 
Barboar  and  PleaMuita.  from  Virginia,  with  other  diitin- 
gniahed  names  from  both  these  States,  whose  votes  stand 
recorded  in  fiivor  of  ita  passage .  It  was  about  the  time  of 
the  passage  of  that  law  that  Mr.  Jefferson  wrote  the  fa- 
mous  letter  to  his  old  personal  and  political  friend,  the 
venerable  Benjamin  Austin,  of  Boston,  upon  this  impor- 
tant subject.  Mr.  Austin  had  informed  him  that  his  poli- 
tics! opponenta  bad  quoted  his  former  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  domestic  manufactdres,  to  support  their  own 
opinions  in  opposition  to  the  protective  policy.  In  reply, 
Mr.  Jefferson  gave  the  reason  for  the  change  of  opinion 
which  had  taken  place  in  his  mind,  on  that  subject,  a  long 
time  previous  to  the  date  of  that  letter,  and  declared  bis 
entire  devotion  to  the  existing  ^slem.  He  said  the  time 
had  come  when  "  we  must  place  the  manufacturer  by 
the  side  of  the  agriculturitt.  He,  therefore,  who  is  now 
against  domestic  manufiicturea  must  be  for  reducing  us 
either  to  a  dependence  on  a  foreign  nation,  or  be  clothed 
ID  akins,  and  to  live,  like  wild  beasts,  in  dens  and  caverns. 

am'  proud  to  ssy  that  1  am  not  one  of  these.  Expe- 
rience has  now  taught  me  that  manufactures  are  now  as 
necessary  to  our  independence  as  our  comfort."  He  com- 
plained of  the  injustice  done  him  by  those  who  referred 
to  his  opinions  lungnnce  exploded,  to  sustain  their  oppo- 
Mtion  to  measures  which  he  considered  essential  to  the 
independence  and  comfort  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  people  of  New  Engiand,  and  especially  of  Uasaaehu- 
■eUs,  who  had  mournea  over  their  ruined  commerce,  and 
Been  their  ships  decay  and  rotat  their  grass-grown  wharves, 
through  the  long  and  gloomy  period  of  the  embargo,  non- 
intercourse,  and  war,  wlten  the  war  had  ended,  hoped 
once  more  to  return  to  their  favorite  pursuits,  and  repair 
their  broken  fortuucsf  but  they  were  again  destined  to 
ftel  the  bitterness  of  disappointment.  Unwilling  to  give 
up  *b=w  •hips,  and  abandon  those  pursuita  in  which  fliey 
had  been  reared,  the  people  in  that  section  of  country  in- 
terposed a  strong  and  vignroua  opposition  to  the  passage 


of  the  tariff  of  1816.  The  Representative  from  Boston 
endeavored  to  get  exempted  from  tbe  severe  operation 
of  that  law,  cargoes  of  East  India  goods  which  hid  been 
ordered  by  the  merchants  of  tliat  city  without  an;  koovr. 
ledge  or  apprehensioa  tliat  such  a  law  would  be  pasied. 
'He  was  told  by  the  chairman  of  the  Cunmiltee  of  Wsj« 
and  Means,  tliat  the  oianufacturcs  wanted  immediate  pro- 
tection, and  tlie  desired  relief  was  denied.  In  spite  of 
New  England  remonstrances,  and  New  England  votes, 
the  bill  passed  by  tbe  influence  of  Southern  atatesmen, 
and  Southern  votes,  united  with  tbe  vote*  of  tbe  Uiddk 
and  the  Western  States^  We  are  now  soon  to  know.  Nr. 
Chairman,  whether  this  system,  in  which  New  £ii|fand 
is  BO  vitally  interested,  against  her  remonstrance,  is  to  be 
overthrown  by  a  combination  of  Southern  votes  with  the 
votes  of  the  Western  and  Middle  States.  New  Enghad 
yielded  to  the  law,  and  turned  her  ingenuity,  her  indiu- 
try,  and  her  capital,  into  those  channels,  openedbynatioiul 
legislation,  into  which  capital  was  invited  to  flow,  tobuiU 
up  a  policy  deemed  of  the  first  important,  and  to  tbe 
support  of  which  the  public  faith  was  lolemnly  pledged. 

Mr.  Chairman:  Unfortunately  for  the  country,  the 
ions  of  distingtiislied  intUviduals  who  advocated  with 
mgnal  ability,  the  law  of  which  I  have  been  speskii^, 
huve,  since  the  time  of  its  passage,  undergone  a  radical 
change.  What  was  then  maintained  as  a  wise.and  neces- 
sary public  policy,  independent  of  ite  efTecta  upon  indi- 
vidudb  or  clas6eBofmen,is  now  declared  to  beasystemoT 
oppression  and  injustice.  Even  tbe  oonstitutiomd  rijriA 
of  protecting  the  mdustry  of  the  counti^  is  denied.  Sir, 
I  do  not  reproach  those  men  whose  opibions  have  been 
thus  changed,  however  deeply  the  consequences  are  to 
be  regretted .  Mutation  belongs  to  man.  We  are  taught 
by  inspiration  itself,  "that  learned  men  are  not  always 
wise."  But  it  opinions  change,  principVea  never  do. 
Great  principles  which  form  the  perimnent  bans  upon 
which  tbiop  rest)  upon  which  depend  the  prosperity  of 
human  institutions,  and  the  happiness  of  society,  nerer 
can  be  shakent  they  are  permanent  as  the  hiUs,  perpetusi 
as  tbe  mountains. 

Sir,  the  transactions  of  which  I  have  spoken,  are  all 
written  down,  and  the  muse  of  histoiy  which  overluoU 
this  liall,  wMta  to  record  the  result  of  our  deCbentions 
upon  this  long  ^itated  and  deeply  interesting  subject. 

In  the  expose  of  the  policy  which  he  intended  to  pur- 
sue, contained  in  his  inaugural  apecch,  delivered  on  tbe 
4th  of  March,  1817,  President  Monroe  said :  '<  Our  miJiu. 
factures  will  likewise  require  the  q'steoMtic  aodfcstering 
care  of  the  Government."    His  message  of  Dcceiober, 
in  the  aame  year,  has  the  following  aentimeat;  "Our  ma- 
nufactures will  require  the  continued  attention  oT  Con- 
gress."  In  December,  1619,  he  says:  "It  bdeemedof 
great  importance  to  pve  encouragement  to  our  dMBestie 
iiianufactarea."   The  message  of  December,  182^  from 
tlie  same  Chief  ftfogistrate,  declares  <•  that  Vherc  SK 
Btrong  reasons,  applicable  to  our  situation  and  relilions 
with  other  countries,  which  impose  on  us  tlie  obligation  to 
cherish  and  maintain  our  manufactories."  In  hia  last  mei- 
sage  to  Congress,  Mr.  Monroe  declared  that  *'his  opin- 
ions on  the  subject  of  the  tarifi*  remained  unchangeil," 
and  earnestly  recommended  it  to  the  attention  and  ccn- 
sideration  ofCongress. 

Ill  speaking  on  this  topic,  the  present  Chief  Ma^ratr, 
in  his  message  communicated  in  December,  18o0,  w^- 
"  In  this  conclusion  I  am  confirmed,  as  well  by  the  op'-r-- 
ions  of  Preudeiits  Washington,  Jefienon,  Madison, 
Monroe,  who  have  each  repeatedly  recommended 
right  under  the  constitution,  as  by  Uie  uniform  practice  t.r 
Congress,  ibe  continued  acquiesernce  of  the  States^  b.'mI 
the  general  understanding  oi  tbe  people." 

AU  these  Presidents  were  Southern  men,  belof^ii^ 
that  section  of  country  which  now  stands  in  boMilc  smv 
•gainst  tluit  uniftHin  system  of  policy  so  lon^f  and  «>  sr- 
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dently  recommended  by  their  own  dirtmsuiahed  public 
men,  und  so  cunstantly  tustained  by  every  branch  of  the 
Government. 

Sir,  I  Bssiiined  that  the  protective  policy  bad  been  the 
cheriabed  policy  of  tliia  Government  rince  the  adoption 
ofthe  constitution,  and  that  it  had  been  sustained  by  the 
lea£n;  politicianB  and  statesmen  of  the  South.    I  appeal 
with  confidence,  and  ask,  have  I  not  maintained  my  po- 
sition?  Shall  it  now  he  suddenly  and  rashly  abandoned' 
Mr.  Chairiran:  Under  the  course  of  legislation  which  it 
has  been  shown  the  nation  hai  steadily  pursued,  the  citi- 
■ens  of  this  country,  reposing;  confidence  in  the  oft  re- 
peated pledges  ofthe  Government  to  sustain  the  national 
industi^,  have,  from  time  to  time,  invested  large  amounts 
of  capital  in  the  various  branches  of  domestic  manufac- 
tures.   Great  numbers  of  the  laboting  population  ofthe 
country  are  dependent  upon  meehanical  and  manufactur- 
ing pursuits  for  the  means  of  subsistencet  and  the  pros- 
perity of  entire  States  rests  upon  the  continuance  of  the 
protective  system.    The  capital  involved  in  the  growth 
and  manufacture  of  wool  in  the  United  Statep,  amounts  to 
one  hundred  and  sixty.four  millio^ns  of  dollars.   The  an- 
nual produce  of  this  branch  of  industry  alone,  is  forty 
milliontof  dollars.    Three-fourths  of  thiaammmt  ia  the 
produce  of  agriculture.    In  truth,  sir,  this  great  interest 
t%  more  properly  speaking,  agricultural  than  mtnufkc- 
turing.   Its  sheep  is  valued  at  forty  millions.    Great  as 
this  interest  is,  it  is  the  weakest  point  of  the  American 
system,  and  one  against  which  the  combined  efforts  of 
domestic  opposition  and  foreign  competition  are  concen- 
trated, with  a  power  that  threatens  to  overwhelm  it.  Yet, 
wr,  by  the  bill  on  your  table,  the  duty  on  the  middling 
mnd  finer  qualitiea'  of  cloths  is  put  at  twenty  per  cent., 
«nd  that  on  Uie  coarser  kinds  used  exclusively  by  the 
Southern  States,  at  five  per  cent. ;  reducing  the  average 
fhr  below  that  of  tlie  tariff  of  1816.   The  duty  on  wool 
is  fixed  at  fifteen  per  cent.   Whilst  wool  and  woollens 
are  thus  thrown  open  and  exposed,  the  duty  on  iron 
nnges  from  twenty  to  ninety-three  per  cent.  This  lull  has 
often  run^  with  severe  and  bitter  invective  against  the 
monopolismg  manufiusturer,  and  justice  has  been  de* 
manded  for  the  labor  ofthe  agriculturist.    But  now  the 
first  fatal  tlmist  is  made  at  the  great  fiirming  interests  of 
the  Western,  Middle,  and  Eastern  States.   By  this  bill, 
the  duty  on  tobacco  of  ten  cents  a  pound,  equal  to  thirty- 
three  per  cent,  is  retained.    Since  the  year  1790,  the 
duty  on  this  article  has  been  nearly  or  quite  up  to  the 
pdnt  of  protubition.    Thechairman  ofthe  committee  has 
not  ae«)  fit  to  explain  to  us  why  this  product  of  Southern 
apfrieulture  U  still  entitled  to  this  discriminating  favor  of 
tltelaw.   I  should  be  glad  to  learn  from  some  ofthe  able 
Representatives  from  Virginia,  how  it  has  happened  that 
this  important  staple  of  that  venerable  commonwealth 
has  been  tlie  object  of  high  protecting  dutiea  from  1790 
down  to  the  present  time.    I  do  not  name  this  as  a  sub- 
j  ect  of  complaint. 

Tlie  capital  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton  is 
43,000,000  dollars,  and  it  produces  an  annual  value  of 
32,400,000  dollars.    This  branch  of  manufactures  con- 
stantly employs  G2,000  persons-  It  works  up  yearly  about 
8O,000,000  pounds  of  cotton,  exclusively  the  production 
of  our  Southern  plantations-    The  fabric  wrought  from 
this  great  staple  of  Ihe  ^outh  is  in  universM  use  among  all 
classes  of  the  population  of  the  Northern  and  Eastern 
States.    The  household  manufiicture  from  flax  and  wool 
has  almost  entirely  given  place  to  this  cheap  and  valuable 
Article.    The  duty  on  Imported  cotton  cloths  Is  fixed  by 
the  bill  under  discussion,  at  twenty  per  cent.    By  the 
operation  ofthe  minimum  principle  in  the  tariflT  of  1616, 
the  duty  on  a  yard  of  imported  cotton  cloth,  costiitgin  the 
foreign  market  eigiit  cents,  was  six  cents  and  a  quarter. 
By  the  present  bill  it  is  about  one  cent  and  a  half  per 
yard. 
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The  committee  have  also  seen  fit  to  impose  ■  duty  of 
twenty-nine  percent,  on  tea,  nine  percent,  more  than  the 
nominal  amount  of  that  upon  the  two  articles  of  manufac- 
tures that  I  have  mentioned,  which  are  so  essential  to  the 
comfort  and  independence  ofthe  country.  The  laborious 
farmer  and  mechanic  and  manufacturer,  whilst  he  seea 
himself  and  his  interests  abandoned  by  the  national  legis- 
lation, is  made  to  pay  a  duty  upon  an  article  of  dally  and 
necessary  consumption,  one-third  greater  than  that  which 
Is  imposed  upon  the  foreign  artit^es  which  come  in  com- 
petition with  his  own  industry.  Is  this  equality^  Is  this, 
sir,  the  boasted  justice  of  the  bill  designed  to  calm  the 
public  discontent?  '  The  amount  of  capital  employed  in 
these  two  branches,  added  to  that  embarked  in  the  manu- 
facture of  iron,  of  glass,  of  paper,  of  sugar,  of  salt,  and  of 
numerous  other  establishments  scattered  all  over  our 
country,  eertainly  presents  an  aggrente  of  suflScient  mag- 
nitude to  claim  the  consideration  of  tiie  American  Govern- 
ment. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  has  been  the  effect  of  the 
protective  system  upon  the  prosperity  of  this  country? 
If  any  one  doubts  its  beneficial  influence  upon  thegrMit 
and  diversified  interests  of  the  widely  extended  people, 
let  him  compare  the  situation  of  the  country  nnce  the 
tariff  of  183^  when  a  practical  efficiency  was  given  to 
the  principle,  with  its  droopiyg,  stru^tng,  embarrassed 
condition  for  the  same  number  of  years  preceding  that 
period,  and  his  doubts  will  be  solved.  At  the  opening 
of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  the  Chief  Magistrate, 
with  great  tnith  and  propriety,  congratulated  the  country 
upon  the  signal  prosperity  which  pervaded  every  part  of 
the  Union.  The  Executive  messages  communicated  to 
the  various  State  Legislatures  carry  with  them  the  aanw 
evidence  ofthe  civil,  social,  and  political  bleanngs  difliit- 
ed  among  the  citizens  of  this  great  republic.  The  we  of 
the  Creator  never  beheld  a  people  in  any  age  of  the 
world,  or  on  any  part  of  the  globe,  who  enjoyed,  in  such 
rich  profusion,  tlie  means  of  happiness,  and  who  bad  at 
their  command  so  many  resources  of  individual  enjoy- 
ments and  of  national  prosperity,  as  the  present  popula- 
tion of  the  United  States.  Are  these  rich  bleanngs  the 
fhiits  of  a  wise  or  an  unwise  public  policy? 

Mr.  Chairman.  Has  it  been  seen  in  nature,  that  the 
flowers  of  spring  btid  and  blossom,  and  beautify  the  earth 
under  the  influence  of  perpetual  frosts?  Is  the  earth 
green  and  verdant,  and  does  it  yield  to  the  husbandman 
a  plentiful  harvest,  where  the  poisonous  simoom  blows  iti 
withering  blasts  ?  And,  sir,  will  it  he  contended  that,  un- 
der the  operation  of  unwise,  improvident,  and  oppreHsre 
laws,  the  people  of  any  country,  no  matter  what  may  have 
been  their  natural  advantages,  ever  advanced  rapidly  in 
population  and  in  wealth,  and  in  all  the  arts  and  improve- 
ments that  adorn  and  embellish  private  life,  and  add  dig- 
nity and  consequence  to  national  character.  Such  an  as- 
sumption woula  set  at  defiance  every  principle  of  poUtical 
economy,  and  call  in  question  the  truth  of  all  history. 
Why,  titen,  is  a  policy  under  which  the  country  ua 
reached  an  unVivalted  prosperity,  to  he  rashly  assailed  and 
destroyed?  Are  we  growing  impatient  under  too  much 
good  fortune?  Has  great  success  made  us  restless  and 
ea^er  for  a  change?  Let  us  take  counsel  of  experience, 
and  learn  wisdom  from  the  past,  befbre  we  take  a  step 
which  we  may  not  be  able  to  retrace. 

We  are  again  told  that  the  public  debt  vill  loon  be 
extinguished,  and  that  the  revenue  must  be  reduced  to 
the  wants  of  the  Government.  Again  this  is  admitted) 
but,  rir,  we  aay  that  thia  may  be  done  so  as  to  spare  the 
protecting  duties,  leave  uninjured  the  great  interests,  and 
do  justice  to  every  part  ofthe  cmmtry.  Sir,  the  industri- 
ous, high-mlndcd  people,  whom  1  have  the  honor  to  re- 
present on  this  floor,  though  they  cling  to  the  protective 
system  "  asthe  sheet-anchor  of  their  hope,"  are  too  Just 
[to  be  wtUing  to  prosper  at  the  expense  of  their  felunr- 
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citiMnt  in  any  other  portiun  <^tliis  Union.  Thry  do  not 
uk  thkt  high  t*xe»  ihould  be  kept  up  for  llieir  benefit. 
But  when  the  tot»l  exUnguishment  of  the  nittlonal  debt 
•h«U  render  it  neeeiuary  to  reduce  the  annual  i-eventie 
many  milliona  of  dollars,  th«y  ask,  and  permit  me  to  add, 
air,  they  have  a  rirht  to  demand,  that  it  shall  be  so  done 
as  not  to  inTolve  them  in  ruin*  by  sparing  them,  no  in- 
jury  or  injustice  shall  be  done  to  the  rights  and  interests 
of  other  parts  of  the  country.  They  have  the  fullest  con- 
fidence mt  idl  these  desirable  objects  are  attainable.  To 
accomplish  them  is  a  work  of  care  and  f^rcat  deliberation. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  tieans  inform  us  that  one 
section  of  the  country  complun  of  unequal  burdens .  Have 
they  to  cautiously  and  fully  examined  into  the  ground  of 
these  complaints  in  all  their  bearings,  as  to  be  able  to 
pronounce  upon  their  justice^  They  have  not  attempted 
to  show  what  will  be  the  probable  operation  of  the  bill 
they  have  repotted  upon  the  various  intereslaof  the  coun- 
try. And  although  they  hare  treated  the  subject  as  a 
•imple  financial  one,  they  have  not  sliown  what  propor. 
tioaa  of  the  amount  which  they  propose  to  mise  wilt  be 
paid  by  the  people  of  the  several  States.  To  frame  a 
mere  revenue  bUI  intended  to  be  permanent,  should  not 
this  knowledge,  so  fiir  as  it '»  attunable,  be  in  the  posses- 
■ionttf  the  LegUlaturef  The  adoption  of  the  resolutions, 
offered  a  few  days  unce  by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode 
Island,  would  bring  before  this  House,  and  the  nation,  a 
nwss  of  useful  f^ts  and  information  upon  this  imptatant 
subject. 

A  majority  of  this  House,  at  their  last  session,  after 
much  dtsouavon,  in  a  spirit  of  compromise,  fixed  a  rate 
of  protecting  duties,  at  what  they  tlien  believed  to  be  the 
lowest  point  to  which,  in  safety,  they  could  be  reduced. 
No  new  evidence  baa  been  laid  before  us  since  the  passage 
of  tlmt  law.  Would  it  now  be  prudent,  would  it  be  wise, 
wotdd  it  be  just,  for  that  majority,'  before  they  can  see, 
or  can  know,  the  effect  of  that  law,  greatly  to  reduce  the 
duties  then  believed  to  be  fixed  at  the  lowest  point  of 

Mr.  CbairOiV) :  In  my  poor  judgment,  the  passage  of  the 
bill  on  your  table  would  uproot  tlie  foundations  of  the 
proteetive  system,  and  ky  low  the  costly  superstructure 
which  the  people  of  this  country,  under  the  plighted  &iiJi 
of  their  Gftveriiment,  have,  for  a  long  course  of  years, 
been  building  upon  it.  The  temple  of  a  nation's  indus- 
try, though  the  work  of  time,  of  skill,  and  of  protracted 
labor,  may,  with  all  its  beautiful  proportions,  its  massy 
pillars,  and  its  ponderous  columns,  oe  destroyed  in  a  day. 
-But,  sir,  days,  and  months,  and  yean,  would  not  rebuild 
it.  Strangers  and  foreigners  could  revel  among  its  ruins, 
and  those  whose  madness  and  folly  caused  its  destruction, 
would  become  a  by-word  among  the  nations. 

Sir,  pass  this  bill,  and  capital  will  be  sacrificed,  esta- 
bli^ments  broken  up,  and  villages  depopulated.  The 
price  of  labor  will  be  greatly  reduced;  thousands  of  in- 
dustrious people  turned  out  of  employ,  with  no  means  of 
■upportt  the  Talue  of  real  estate  wilt  be  diminitbedt 
iraiHona  of  floeks  which  have  been  Improved  and  culti- 
vated, with  much  care  and  expense,  will  be  destroyed, 
and  the  whole  country  filled  with  embarrassment,  bank- 
ruptcy, and  distress.  -  if  tliis  scene  of  wide-spread  ruin, 
in  one  reckon  of  country,  would  be  followed  by  a  corres- 
pondent benefit  to  any  other  portion,  there  would,  at 
least,  be  a  melancholjr  aatisfoetion  in  the  reflection,  that 
the  a^egate  liappmess  and  prosperity  of  the  whole 
would  be  preserved.  But  no  such  consequence  would  be 
the  fruit  of  this  rash  measure.  Delustve  would  be  the 
hope  that  should  look  for  it. 

Mr.  Chairman:  >Ve  btand  at  an  interesting  point  of  our 
country's  history.  That  period  of  our  existence  as  a  na- 
tion, which  should  have  been  one  of  brightness  and  of 
jubitee,  is  full  of  difficulty  and  gloom.  We  are  intoxi- 
eated  with  prosperity.    A  wide  (fifference  of  (pinion,  aal 


to  great  and  leading  measures,  divides  the  minds  of  those 
wlio  mingle  in  our  public  cuuiicils.  I'he  powers  and  da. 
ties  of  this  Government,  under  the  constitution,  wbicli  all 
profess  to  revere,  are  the  subject  of  ardei.t  and  ViUer 
contrnvcrsy.  In  one  quarter  of  the  Union,  the  aull-crity 
and  ralemn  decisions  of  the  supreme  judicial  tribur-al  oS 
the  countr}',  have  been  entirely  disregarded.  A  resfrrta- 
blc  State  of  this  Union,  denj  ing  the  fionatitational  riglit 
ofthe  General  Government  tn  pass  certain  lawaof  uni\CT- 
sal  applicaliun  to  the  people  of  the  whi-le  Union,  bu 
thrown  herstrlf  upon  her  sovereignty,  and  Mt  (lie  Gcv- 
eriiment  and  its  laws  at  dcBancc.  'I  he  natifmal  Execu- 
tive, in  dignified  and  determined  langi^age,  has  officialif 
declared  his  intention,  by  nil  the  constitutioiul  ir^ai^ 
within  his  power,  to  cause  the  laws  of  the  land  to  be  est- 
cuted.  The  manifestations  of  a  design  to  change  tlve 
great  public  policy,  under  which  wc  have  reached  the 
high  eminence  on  which  we  now  wtand,  is  itct  ihcltas 
of  tliat  combination  of  evils  which,  at  this  moment,  ob- 
scure our  prospects.  To  say  that  there  ii  nollting  in  a'.l 
this  portentous  array  of  difficulties,  that  ought  to  exatt 
the  apprehensions  of  the  patriot,  and  arouse  him  to  the 
coul  and  deliberate  performance  uf  his  duty,  would  be 
mere  affectation.  Not  to  fed  a  deep  soliciu.de  fcr  llic 
honor,  tlie  glory,  and  the  happiness  of  our  beloved  coui>- 
try,  would  be  crimuial  stupidity.  But,  Ur.  Chairman, 
there  is  nothing  in  all  this  that  should  appal  or  dismay 
us.  In  the  mural  and  political,  as  well  as  in  the  natursJ 
world,  storms  and  -tempests  will  occur  when  tlic  agita- 
tion of  the  elements  will  seem  to  threaten  an  universal 
overtlirow.  Yet,  calms  and  sunshine  hare  succeeded,  nr.d 
will  succeed  these  irregularities  and  convulsions.  In  ths 
short,  but  eventual  history  of  oar  own  repubKc,  difficul- 
ties pf  the  most  serious  and  embarrssnng  kind  have  hung^ 
over,  and  threatened  us.  Under  the  most  appalling  cW- 
cumstances,  an  appeal  has,  never  tn  vain,  been  maide  to 
the  good  sense,  the  enlightened  judgment,  anc\  the  lofly 
patriotism  of  tlie  American  people.  1  have  much  mis- 
taken the  indications  of  public  opinion,  tf  tliere  i*  i:oi 
now  abroad,  among  the  people  of  thia  counlty.  an  en- 
lightened, patriotic,  and  holy  sentiment,  which  «i&  tziinn- 
phantiy  carry  us  through  all  present  difficulties  and  daiv 
gers.  Let  us,  then,  who  stand  here  as  the  Reprefenta- 
tivcs  of  tliat  people,  in  the  calm  possession  of  all  these 
faculties  so  essential  to  right  action,  march  boldly  for«ud 
and  do  all  our  duty.  But  be  careful  that  we  do  no  more 
than  our  duty.  There  is,  in  t  unes  of  excitement,  at  Uvi. 
as  much  danger  from  precipitation,  as  from  action.  Be 
just,  fear  not,  and  leave  consequences  to  Hi^  wirse 
watchful  providence  sees  the  ull  of  the  sparrow,  and 
who  holds  in  hia  hands  the  destiny  of  nations. 

Mr.  UEAKBOUN  having  next  obtained  the  Qoor,  mov- 
ed for  the  rising  ofthe  committee. 

The  question  being  put,  and  tellers  apponttcd,  tlie  mo- 
tion was  negatived. 

Mr.  D.  said  that  as  a  najority  ofthe  committee  appear- 
ed to  choose  that  the  discuasioii  should  proceed,  arnnvjch 
the  hour  was  already  later  than  the  usual  time  uf  adjourn- 
ment, he  should  be  actuated  on  this  occasion,  as  oa  aB 
others,  by  the  true  prindples  of  a  republ  :can  Govern- 
ment, and  respectfully  bow  to  tlie  will  of  tlK  majiritr. 
In  a  crisis  like  the  present,  no  man  who  It  It  any  stiJ.eiri.-ile 
for  the  future  weal  or  wo  of  his  country,  could  refuse 
any  sacrifice  which  it  might  be  his  duty,  or  in  hia  p(t^«t 
Xsf  make  for  her  present  prosperity,  and  future  sdwc; 
ment. 

The  House  had  been  suddenly  and  moat  unexpecte«l.T 
called  upon  tu  decide,  at  once,  upon  a  measure  w? 
deepest  impoitance;  and  this,  almost  immediately  aflcT 
having  placed  the  subject  to  which  that  measure  re]MK>-i. 
on  what  had  then  been  understood  by  all,  aa  a  pcraa*  i>l 
basis.  For  what  object  had  this  GovertuDcnt  bees  ■■ga'^ 
ixed>   For  what  object  were  all  Qovemment*  orgwieA^ 
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The  Thriff. 


[H.  OT  R. 


Wai  it  not  to  enable  tlie  whole  community  to  do  what  a 
part  w«i  liiiable  to  effect?  None  who  were  f«miliar  with 
the  history  of  this  country,  down  to  the  close  of  the  revo- 
hitionar^  war,  but  must  see  Ihe  necessity  which  had  ex- 
isted  ot  clothing  llie  General  Government  with  ample 
power  to  re^lwte  our  great  national  interests,  or  fail  to 
De  ^nvinced  that  nucli  a  Government  was  indispensa- 
ble as  much  to  individual  prosperity  as  to  the  national 
grlory. 

Under  the  old  confederation,  althougti  we  had  gained 
that  independence  which  was  the  object  of  our  struggle, 
we  found  that  we  were  enjoying  none  of  the  fruits  of  that 
long  and  arduous  conlestt  foreign  competition  drove  from 
our  workshops  every  native  mechanict  our  commerce  en- 

ioycd  no  sliare  of  (hat  of  the  whule  world  on  the  great 
lighway  of  nationst  nor  could  the  individual  States  secure 
to  their  own  citizens  those  benefits  in  which  they  had 
hoped  to  pat^ieipate,  and  to  which  they  were  justly  enti- 
tled. All  became  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  a  power, 
somewhere,  fur  the  ]irotection  and  security  of  the  great 
branches  of  domestic  industry.  It  was  these  considera- 
tions, and  this  experience,  which  had  led  to  the  ebtablisti- 
inent  of  our  Federal  constitutioni  and  sliould  it  not  now 
be  cunsideretl  as  mor^  than  ever  the  duty  of  this  House, 
to  further  the  great  end  of  its  creation*  by  giving  and  con- 
tinuing a  vworous  protection  to  every  species  oftbe  home 
industry  of  the  country?  Here,  in  this  very  hall,  had 
been  born  the  g*enius,  the  Hercules  of  our  national  Indus* 
try.  Here  was  his  cradle,  and  here  was  he  nurtured  and 
fostered,  until  he  had  reached  the  port,  bearing  ilie 
strength  of  manhood.  Thi^  House  had  sent  him  forth  to 
perform  his  great  labors;  but  now,  in  Ihe  midst  of  them, 
before  the  one-lmlf,  nay,  bef<rre  the  hundredth  part  of 
them  liad  been  achieved,  and  at  a  time,  too,  when  the 
broad  xgis  of  the  republic  should  be  extended  over  him, 
for  protection  against  foreign  assailants,  lie  is  presented 
with  a  pnsoned  tunic — not  as  a  test  of  his  fidelity  to  his 
high  duties,  or  of  his  great  merits,  but  in  scorn;  knowing 
it  tu  be  impregnattfd  with  a  subtle  and  leperous  distil- 
menti  and  while  he  writhes  in  the  sgony  of  death,  one 

Sortion  of  his  coantry  looked  on,  with  triumphant  salis- 
iction— -gazed  upon  the  fearful  spectacle  with  malignant 
joy,  when  the  rest  of  the  land  were  penetrated  who  the 
deepest  sorrow  and  eommi»erati  m,  and  are  absolutely 
struck  mute  with  astonishment. 

The  House  were  now  told  tliat  they  must  accommodate 
the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  that  it 
tntiit  nut  excteil  them.  Mr.  D.  did  not  object  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  this  doctrine.  He,  also,  would  be  iniavorof 
graduating  the  revenue  to  the  *'  wants"  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  he  lUffered,  mainly,  from  the  committee  urtio 
had  reported  the  bill  in  r«ganl  to  what  tlie  **want^'  of 
the  Government  were.  Hitherto  the  current  expenses  of 
the  army,  tlie  navy,  and  the  civil  list,  had  not  been  con- 
sidered as  the  only  wants  of  the  Government. 

[Here  Mr.  D.  gave  way  for  a  motion  which  was  made 
by  Mr.  IssEmsoLi,  that  the  committee  rise.  The  motion 
having  been  negatived,  Ur.  D.  resumed.] 

Every  President  of  the  United  Sutes,  every  Secretary 
oftbe  'l*reasury,  every  distinguished  legislator  Mid  states- 
man in  our  country,  had  looked  forward  to  the  period 
wlien  the  national  debt  should  have  been  paid,  as  the  time 
wlien  extensive  lines  of  intercommunication  were  to  be 
furmed  between  all  parts  of  our  wide-spread  empire,  and 
ft  system  of  internal  improvement  fully  developed,  which 
ahould  absorb  and  apply  all  the  surplus  revenue  of  the 
exchequer.   Hence  alt  parts  of  the  country  had  been 
willing  to  submit  to  some  sscrifiee  of  tbetr  wishes  for  a 
time,  m  the  hope  that,  when  once  the  pubUc  debt  should 
have  been  discharged,  ample  funds  would  remun  to  prose- 
cute, successfully  and  triumphantly,  tlie  noblest  plans  for 
the  improvement  of  oar  country.   Ever  since  the  last 
vsr,  iaoBite  pains  had  been  taken  by  the  Executive  to 


obtain,  through  every  channel,  auch  inG>nnatjon,  and  to 
promote  auch  examinations  and  surveys  aa  should  prepare 
the  way  for  carrying  that  great  and  dcHrable  nationalob- 
ject  into  full  execution.  Why,  else,  liad  the  services  of 
the  most  accomplished  engineer  of  Europe,  the  illustrious 
Lieutenant  of  Napoleon,  been  secured^  Why,  else,  had 
our  topographical  corps,  as  well  as  that  of  engineers,  been 
despatched  mto  all  the  States  of  tlie  Union,  to  take  the 
levels  of  motintain^  trace  the  courses  of  rivers  examine 
the  pracUcal  tines  of  intercommunication  between  the 
great  lakes  and  tlie  vale  of  the  Mississippi,  and  with  the 
ocean;  sound  the  depths  of  our  numerous  harbors  and  es- 
tuaries, and  complete  extensive  hydroeraphical  and  other 
surveyi^  with  a  view  to  the  practicability  and  expediency 
of  striking  out  new  directions  for  canals,  roads,  and  rail- 
ways, and  opening  new  cbanncU  for  the  internal  com- 
merce of  all  parts  of  the  Union,  as  well  as  for  affordior 
fiuiilities  to  that  with  foreign  nations?  Why  had  all  thS 
been  done,  if  it  was  not  contemplated  that  these  plans 
were,  at  no  distant  day,  to  be  rcaVued,  and  tliese  vsriou* 
works  undertaken  and  completed?  But  now,  whatdid  be 
hear '  'All  these  works  and  magnificent  projects  were  un- 
constitutional, impolitic,  inexpedient.  That  they  formed 
no  item  in  the  '*  wants"  of  the  Government,  and  thattbMe 
'*  wants*'  were  to  be  narrowed  down  to  the  ordinary  e» 
penses  of  the  civil  and  nulitary  fists. 

It  had  been  anticipated  that,  besides  carrying  forward 
works  of  internal  improvement,  some  encour^ement  was 
to  be  given  to  literature,  to  science,  and  the  arts;  Uiat  our 
republic  would  have  given  birth  to  some  institutions, 
which  should  enable  her  young  men  to  enter  upon  her 
service  under  auspices  aa  favorable,  at  least,  as  were  af- 
forded by  the  old  kingdoms  of  Europe.  But  this  hope 
was  also  to  be  abandoned.  Our  youth,  it  seemed,  en- 
joyed sueli  unrivalled  fiidlitiea  for  tlie  acquintion  of  In- 
formation of  every  kind,  that  they  stood  not  in  need  of 
tlie  munificence  of  the  General  Governmentf  they  were 
already,  it  must  be  presumed,  capable  of  rivaling  the 
ablest  scholars,  philosophers,  and  artists,  of  the  Eastern 
continent,  owing  to  their  great  natural  genius  and  talent, 
and  their  unequalled  propensity  for  acquiring  information 
of  all  kinds.  Or  do  they  grasp,  by  an  extraor^nary  in- 
tuition, those  great  results,  which,  ordinarily,  are  obtun- 
ed  b/  long  study,  laborious  reseskTch,  the  aids  of  semina- 
ries of  learning,  extensive  libraries,  cabinets  of  natural 
history,  philosophical  apparatus,  observatarics,  galleries 
of  paintings,  museums  of  sculpture,  and  the  rich  endow- 
ments of  a  wise  prescient  and  fostering  munificence? 

Mr.  D.  asked  gentlemen  to  point  out  to  him,  during  all 
tlie  most  splendid  eras  of  antiquity,  or  tlirough  all  the  an- 
nals  of  modem  times,  a  HOf^le  nation  which  bad  reached 
the  highest  grade  of  refined  improvement  and  intelleetual 
pre-eminence,  that  had  not  had  extended  to  its  citizens 
the  fostering  hand  of  their  Government.  And  should 
we,  because  we  enjoyed  a  free  and  republican  Govern- 
ment, linger  behind  tfie  age?  Should  we  be  ambitious  of' 
falling  back  into  a  state  of  semi4>arbariiim?  Because  we 
were  free,  was  it  necessary  that  we  should  be  as  wild  and 
untutored  as  the  savsge  who  roams  the  wilderness,  and 
required  not  the  embellishment  of  letters,  or  the  refine- 
ments of  an  exalted  state  of  civilisation,  but  that  we  should 
rejoice  in  our  humiliating  condition,  and  luxuriate  in  de- 
gradation, while  boasting  of  tbe  splen^  theory  of  our 
political  institutions?  No,  sirt  so  far  from  it,  education  is 
indispensable  to  the  very  existence  of  the  Government. 
The  wh<4e  iietmle  must  be  enfightened.  Intelligence 
constitutes  the  deep  and  broad  foundations  of  the  reptib- 
lict  and  tliat  magnificent  superstructure  will  inevitably 
tumble  into  ruins,  unless  instruction  becomes  aa  universid 
as  the  right  of  suffrage.  Civil  liberty  and  ignorance  are 
incompatible!  they  never  have  and  never  can  be  co- 
existent. The  former  perishes  with  the  decadence  of  moral 
culture,  and.  is  lost  in  the  darkness  of  benighted  intellect. 
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[Here  Hf.  D-  agvin  K^^e  way,  and  Mr.  Amnoui  moTed 
for  the  rimng  of  the  commtttra.  The  committee  refunng 
to  riset  Mr.  D.  proceeded,] 

The  reuons  on  which  so  great  a  reduction  of  the  im- 
posts was  urged  upon  Congre-js,  were  mainly  these:  lhat 
the  present  mmcnint  of  rerrnue  was  not  required  to  meet 
the  current  expeniea  of  Government,  and  that  the  bur- 
den  fell,  in  a  manner  peculiarly  hard,  and  even  oppres- 
live,  on  a  particular  portion  of  the  countrv;  and  a  part 
cf  it,  wfaicb  VIM  the  loudest  in  Hs  denunciation  of  a  poll* 
ey,  which  had  originated  with  SouUiem  men,  and  had  re- 
ceived the  Kmotion  of  this  Government  ever  ainee  its  or- 
ganization. 

If  there  was  any  portion  of  the  Union  which  had  a  just 
right  to  complain  of  the  inequality  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  revenue  was  collected,  it  was  the  North.  The  prin- 
nple  which  had  been  ingrafted  into  the  constitution  as 
the  ratio  of  rejmsentation,  bad  lonp  been  contested  in  the 
convention  which  had  frarned  that  instrumentt  and,  after 
a  protracted  and  strenuous  debate,  many  entertained  fears 
that  the  subject  never  could  be  satiuaetorily  arranged, 
and  the  difference  had  finally  been  compromised  by  con- 
senting that  the  taxes  paid  by  the  several  portions  of  the 
country  abouUl  be  in  proportion  to  their  repreaentation 
in  the  National  Legirfature.  When  tlua  principle  bad 
been  agreed  upon,  it  was  presaroed  tl  at  a  large  portion 
of  the  revenue  would  be  obtained  by  direct  taxation  t  and 
tiiat  that  part  of  the  Union  whidi  depended  upon  slave 
labor,  and  which  enjoyed  a  representation,  founded,  in 
part,  upon  the  amount  of  slave  population,  would  pay  an 
equivalent  for  th  it  privilege,  in  the  amount  of  such  taxa- 
tion. But  what  had  bepn  the  practical  operation  of  the 
nrstem^  Nearly  the  whole  revenue  of  the  nation  had  been 
obtained  from.the  customs;  the  whole  wants  of  the  Govern 
ment,  except  during  a  short  perird  of  quan  war  with 
Franre,  and  the  late  struggle  with  Grrat  Britain,  had  been 
derived  from  this  source  almost  exclusively.  And,  not- 
withstanding the  loud  compbints  of  the  South,  he  believ- 
ed it  was  a  &ct  that  could  be  demonstrated,  that  the 
Northern  States  aotuallv  paid  two-thirds  of  the  whole  re- 
venue of  the  Union,  wmle  the  South,  at  the  same  time, 
enjoyed  an  exeeas  of  representation,  on  th?  ground  of  her 
■lave  property,  amounting  to  two-thirds  of  all  the  votes  of 
New  England  in  that  hall.  So  that  they  did,  in  fact,  con- 
trol and  regulate.the  industry  of  the  New  England  States, 
and  cnyxfKO.  a  representation  amounting  to  two-fifths  of 
the  whole  delegation  from  the  slave-holding  Sta'es.  The 
North,  ho'Wever,  hsd  not  (recently  at  least)  complained 
of  this  state  of  things]  but  in  the  incipient  stages  of  such 
ft  ijratem  tiiere  had  oeen  but  one  voice  heard  in  relation 
to  it.  and  tlut  a  vOice  of  the  moat  decided  opposition, 
file  North  had,  in  fiict,  been  driven  into  it  by  fxiercton. 
Being,  however,  at  this  time  deeply  involved  in  it,  and  a 
hrre  part  of  her  capital  vested  in  manufiieturing  esta- 
blishments, she  was  now  asked  suddenly  to  abolish  the 
wholet  while  on  her  alone  was  to  ftU  the  whole  ruin,  and 
Mill  Ac  was  to  aaaent  to  all  this  as  a  great,  magnanimous, 
and  patriotic  sacrifice  on  tijealtar  of  the  repubTc.  There 
was  no  part  of  the  Union  more  willing  to  do,  what  the 
great  and  general  interests  of  the  whole  country  demand- 
ed, than  the  Northern  States.  They  had  proved  this — 
fiilly  proved  it.  During  all  the  adverse  fortunes  and  pe- 
rilous struggles  which  were  encountered  for  freedom,  in- 
dependence, and  our  national  existence,  prosperity  and 
^ory,  they  were  familiar  with  sacrifices,  fiver  sinee 
uie  time  iidien  their  fore&lhcrt  first  leaped  upon  Ply- 
mouth rock,  they  had  been  eimtentfing  against  tiifBculty, 
oppositiom  and  oppression,  in  every  form,  besides  the 
kterility  of  an  ungenial  soil,  aod  the  storms  of  a  cold  and 
inhospitable  climate.  They  had  long  been  accustomed, 
at  whatever  personal  cost  or  hazard,  io  perform  the  great 
duties,  both  phyncal  and  moral,  which  tbey  owed  to  tAem- 
■elvcs  and  their  eountryt  and  even  now,  if  it  ware  dcaircd 


of  them,  under  any  colour  of  justice,  equality,  orpstriot- 
ism,  that  they  should  do  some  great  act,  beyond  all  pre> 
cedent,  and  all  custom,  tbey  would  be  willing  to  attempt 
its  aceomplishTnent.  But  here,  the  sscrifice,  instead  of 
being  a  noble  and  Evneral  act  ofthe  whole  country,  it  was 
to  be  entirely  local  in  its  consequences,  and  the  whole 
sacrifice  was  to  be  on  one  «de  only.  I'hey  were  asked 
to  surrender,  at  once,  all  their  interests,  in  order  to  pro- 
pitiate what  appeared  to  them  an  imaginary  grievance  on 
the  other  side;  and  this,  too,  where  i.o  new  facts  were 
adduced,  nor  a  single  word  of  argument  advanced  to  Aow 
why  such  a  vast  aacrifiee  ought  to  be  ina<le,  excluuvety  on 
theirpartt  and  why  it  must  be  made  at  this  moment.  The 
Executive  had  said  that,  if  the  blow  must  Ml,  let  it  Ul 
gradually,  slowly,  mercifully,  so  tlist  those  who  soffeted 
might  be  as  little  aenuble  as  possible  of  the  injuiy  infiict- 
ed.  But  the  bill  they  were  thus  pressed  to  pass  allowed 
but  a  single  year  for  the  flital  diange.  It  went  to  destroy, 
in  toto,  the  two  great  staple  brandies  of  their  tnanftcttfr. 
Vea,  to  destroy  niem:  for  a  protecting  duty  of  twenty  per 
cent,  on  woollens  and  cottona,  was,  to  all  practical  par- 
poses,  just  the  same  thing  as  a  total  repeal  of  all  duties 
on  those  articles. 

Mr.  MILLIGAN  here  renewed  tb>  motion  that  the  c«n- 
mittee  should  rise. 

Mr.  DEARBORN  laid  that  if  the  motion  wma  aubaitted, 
with  a  view  of  relieving  him  from  the  task  of  proceeding, 
at  that  Iste  hour,  lie  begged  to  observe  to  the  committee 
that  he  was  ready  and  anxious  to  go  on  to  the  conchinon 
of  his  remarks,  being  aenuble  that  there  was  a  disposition 
to  insist  upon  remaining  in  -session  until  the  discussieD 
was  closed  on  the  amendment.  It  was  not  his  iiiteniion 
to  occupy  their  attention  much  longer. 

The  vote  was  then  taken  by  teUcre,  tod  there  appeared: 
Teas  59,  nays  St. 

So  the  committee  refused  to  rise. 

Mr.  DEARBORN  then  proceeded  witli  his  aigumcnt. 
It  would  be  perceived,  on  an  examination  of  the  priad- 
ples  and  details  of  this  bill,  that  an  important  change 
wotild  be  effected  in  the  event  of  its  passage,  and  par- 
ticularly in  the  operation  which  it  would  have  upon  one  of 
the  most  important  branches  of  American  indiHbT,  the 
cotton  tnannacturea.  The  object  of  tiie  whole  bill,  the 
avowed  and  declared  object,  was  a  generml  reduction  of 
the  aggregate  amount  of  duties.  Now,  the  duty  for  in- 
stance, on  cmrse  cotton  fabrics  is  such  that  they  cannot 
be  imported!  but  if  this  bill  shall  paas,  and  the  duly  be 
fixed  atone  cent  and  four  .mills,  instead  of  7i  cents  tJie 
square  yard,  the  consequence  must  follow,  that  the  coun- 
try will  be  inundated  with  them.  There  are  now  ma- 
nufactured in  the  United  States  ftt  least  225,000,000 
yards  of  cotton  cloth,  and  if,  in  c«isequenee  of  reduced 
duties,  one-hair  only  of  the  factories  were  ruined,  the 
quantity  imported  to  meet  the  demands  of  conaumfOoi*, 
would  yield  a  revenue  of  1.300,000  dolhu^  atleast.  So 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  instead  of  dtmiiushing  the  revenue, 
which  it  could.jiot  be  deiucd  was  the  proposed  aim  ofthe 
bill,  ^ou  are  led  by  it  to  an  increase.  If  this  single  pron> 
sion  invulred,  then,  what  was  considered  such  delete- 
rious effects  in  the  enhance  of  the  revenue  one  millian 
and  a  half,  might  it  not  (Mr.  U.  aaked)  be  hirtj  pre> 
sumed,  that  when  all  the  injurious  consequences  of  the 
proposed  tHriff*  were  fully  realized,  and  nearly  the  whole 
of  our  domestic  manufitctures  cut  off  by  tlw  utter  pros- 
tration of  that  idI-4mportant  portion  of  our  natiestal  in* 
dustry,  the  neeeiMiily  inoreaaed  'hnportation  of  fercigo 
cotton  bbriea,  coarse  and  fine,  wouM  be  aecomputiedoy 
an  augmentation  of  the  revenue  of  three  or  four  millims 
at  the  least,  and,  in  all  probability,  of  an  increase  still 
greater  on  cottons  alone.  There  could  be  but  Gttle  doubt 
of  this  fact)  the  receipt's  of  the  customs  would  sfieedtly 
show  it,  and  he  mentioned  it  ea  one  of  the  meotattikifV 
cbmeteriatia  ^  tbt  bU^  ^fyhyiugt  bt  tbonsM,  m  w 
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eminent  decree,  the  incontUtency  of  the  tneuure,  witli 
tlie  object  timed  at,  by  thoK  who  ftdvocmted  it.  But  this 
is  notallt  for  the  sune  kct  wilt,  u  efTecUully,  annihilate 
the  voollen  nunubctorieif  and  Oie  goodi  of  that  material, 
wliieh  muat  be  received  rrom  Kngknd  to  fill  up  the  hiatua 
thua  occaaiened,  will  yield  an  additional  revenue,  of  an 
amount,  at  least  equal,  if  not  much  ^eater,  than  that  ea- 
timated  on  cottons.  He  would  not  enter  further  into  the 
detail!  of  the  bilit  that  had  been  done  already  by  the 
honorable  gentlem^  from  Pennsylvania,  and  his  honored 
friend  from  Connecticut,  and  in  a  manner  ao  lucid  and 
able  as  to  bring  conviction  to  every  Impartial  mind*,  that 
■o  monstrous  a  bill  could  never  receive  the  sanction  of 
that  Ho\ue.  If  it  ahould  become  a  law,  it  would  bring  a 
sweeping  and  irresistible  ruin  upon  the  whole  country, 
and  the  South  would  ultimately  be  the  greatest  sufferers. 
In  the  North  nearly  a  generation  must  have  passed  away, 
before  that  section  of  the  Union  could  recover  from  the 
tremendous  ahockt  but  it  would  recovert  for  there  is  a 
recuperative  energyof  spirit  in  Uie  citizen*  of  New  Eng- 
land; which  enables  them  to  rise  superior  to  the  adverse 
frowns  of  fortune,  llieyare,  from  necessity,  industrious, 

Eatient  of  suffering,  economical,  and  enterprising.  Being 
orn  to  poverty  as  an  inheritance,  it  is  indispenstble  that 
they  should  unceasingly  labori  and  as  labor  is  the  source 
of  all  wealth,  individual,  and  national,  they  will  gradually 
retrieve  their  ^lapidated  condition,  and  WMncr  escape 
from  the  thraldom  of  general  embarrassment  than  Soutll 
Carolina;  for  there,  but  half  of  the  populaUon  are  habit- 
ually laborious,  and  their  efforts  are  directed  to  the  least 
profitable  branch  of  industry,  the  cultivation  of  the  earth; 
a  pursuit  by  which  alone  no  nation  has  ever  risen  to  em- 
inence, eitlier  in  wealth,  power,  or  glory.  But  there,  the 
physical  energies  directed  to  that  employment,  is  not  only 
the  most  expensive,  but  the  least  calculated  to  produce 
favorable  results,  if  capable  of  equal  endurance  with 
freemen  in  the  fatigues  of  the  field;  while,  in  the  North, 
nil  are  obliged  to  labor,  old  and  young,  male  and  female; 
and  that  their  industry  is  mostly  directed  to  the  most  prof- 
itable punuits;  those  by  which  nations  have  ever  attain- 
ed the  higheat  rank  in  the  history  of  civilization;  the  me- 
chanic arts,  manufiictarefl,  navigation,  the  fisheries,  and 
commerce;  while  agriculture,  m  all  ita  ^versified  de- 
partmentsw  ia  the  alternate  cause  and  effect  of  the  general 
advancement  of  each  and  the  whole.  And,  in  addition  to 
all  this,  by  the  wonderful  diaeoveries  in  mechanicst  the 
mighty  invention  of  the  steam  engine,  and,  consequently, 
the  immense  power  gained  to  labor-saving  machinery, 
which  has  been  extended  to  the  most  simple  operations 
in  the  useful  arts;  the  aggregate  labor  of  the  entire  popu- 
lation has  been  more  than  quadrupled,  nuking  it  at  least 
eie^it  times  as  great  as  that  in  the  State  which  denounces 
ua  as  growing  rich  upon  its  oppression,  and  by  plunder- 
ing the  honest  earnings  of  the  inhabitants. 

Here,  then,  is  the  true,  the  real,  the  only  cause  of  the 
more  rapid  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  North.  It  is  not  tliemere  effect  of  tariff  luwa,  but 
of  their  universal,  untiring,  and  more  lucrative  industry; 
■iid.if  the  whole  system  of  protection  was  swept  away, 
the  former'  would  not  finH  ita  pontion  Improved,  or  the 
diAcultieaby  which  it  Is  environed,  obliterated.  The 
Mine  specie*  of  labor  employed  in  one  manner,  and 
mainly  on  the  same  culture,  would  still  be  the  only  basis 
of  wealth,  and  afford  the  only  means  of  general  subsist- 
ence and  accumulaliont  of  meeting  the  demands  of  con- 
Btintplion,  and  offering  the  ho|>ea  m  affiuence;  while  in 
the  latter,  although  the  calamity  would,  for  a  period,  be 
more  disastrous,  and  spread  rum  and  desolation  over  the 
rugged,  but  prosperous  clioie,  of  New  England,  still  the 

Eeople  would,  in  time,  repair  tiieir  broken  fortunes,  and 
y  seeking  out  new  channels  for  their  enterprise  and  ad- 
venturoua  action,  again  assume  that  thrifty  and  cheering 
•apcot  far  wluoh  tbey  ar«  no*  diMinguIabcd. 


Why,  then,  make  this  rash,  this  hazardous  experiment^ 
Why  attempt  to  confer  a  doubtful  benefit  on  one  portion 
of  the  nation,  when  a  palpable,  grievous,  and  inevitable 
injury,  will  be  inflicted  upon  another  equally  entitled  to 
the  consideration,  and  protection  of  Government. 

I'here  was  another  very  serious  objection  to  this  mea< 
sure,  and  which  should  not  be  lightly  passed  over  at  a 
time  like  the  present.  In  acting  upon  the  subject  before 
them,  they  were  legislating  under  a  menace.  Was  it 
proper,  was  it  wise,  was  it  expedient,  to  proceed  under 
auch  circumatancea?  Did  their  action,  under  a  threat,  in 
the  event  of  not  complying  with  the  request  of  any  aaso* 
ciation,  whether  a  body  of  individuals,  a  State,  or  a  com- 
bination of  States,  comport  with  the  dignity  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  or  a  just  regard  for  the  honor 
and  character  of  the  nation?  They  were  told  that  there 
was  danger  of  internal  commotion  in  case  this  bill  did  not 
pais;  there'waa  danger  of  mil  wari  but  even  if  ao— aod 
the  very  apprebensMo  of  sueh  an  event  was  to  be  de- 
plored— yet  war,  and  even  civil  war,  was  not  the  greateit 
caUmtty  that  could  bebll  a  nation.  National  diMionor  it 
infinitely  more  to  be  deprecated.  All  nations,  tiie  most 
wise,  intelligent,  and  pacific,  in  all  ages,  had  plunged  into 
war,  when  justice  was  to  be  sought,  and  reparation  for 
national  injuries  was  to  be  obiuiied  in  no  other  way. 
Although  be  (Mr.  D.)  was  well  aware  that  tiie  moat 
terrific,  the  most  horrible,  the  moatappalliogof  aU  war% 
were  those  growing  out  of  the  lUscontenta  of  our  own 
people,  our  respected  fellow.citizen8t  yet,  even  under 
the  inevitable  consequences  which  must  ensue  from 
such  a  war,  and  amidst  the  reflections  which  a  contin- 
gency of  tliia  nature  must  lead  to,  he  could  not  permit 
the  consideration  to  operate  on  his  mind,  when  a  duty  was 
to  be  performed  due  to  his  conatituenta  and  hia  eountryt 
of  such  a  hig^  and  paiamount  character,  at  that  which 
demanded  that  the  power  of  the  Government  should  b« 
respected  at  all  events,  and  at  all  hazards.  He  repeated, 
that  even  the  anticipation  of  civil  war  ought  not  to  ahake 
them  from  their  propriety.  What  right  bad  a  State  to 
array  itself  agunst  the  General  Government,  and  to  as- 
sume tlie  right  snd  power  of  deciding  upon  the  consti- 
tutionality or  unconiititutionality  of  alaw  of  the  Congreaa 
of  the  United  States,  or  the  expediency  and  propriety 
of  allowing  it  to  be  carried  into  operation^  Such  a  pow- 
er  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  constitution;  and  the  exercise 
of  such  a  power  ought  not  to  be,  must  not,  cannot  be 
permitted.  Every  State,  and  every  citizen  of  the  State^ 
were  hound  to  abide  by  the  laws  until  the  question  of  their 
constitutionality  should  have  been  decided  upon  by  the 
proper  judicial  tribunals.  The  words  "  State  rights"  and 
"  State  sovereignty,"  bore  certainly  a  lofty,  magnificient, 
and  imposing  sound;  but  they  brought  his  understanding 
to  a  very  different  concluuon  from  that  which  operated 
upon  those  by  whom  they  were  bruited  abroad.  Such  a 
thing  as  "State  independence"  and  *<  State  sovereign* 
ty"  never,  exiatnl,  according  to  the  true  and  legitimate 
meaning  of  these  terms,  as  applicable  to  a  sovereign  and 
independent  State  or  nation.  The  power  of  a  free, 
Bovereign,  and  independent  nation,  never  existed  in  any 
one  of  the  States  of  the  Union.  Hie  gentlemen  who  iruun< 
tained  such  doctrine  could  not  point  tothe  moment  of  time, 
when  the  high  attributes  of  sovereignty  now  churned  and 
exercised  by  a  portion  of  the  South,  ever  were  possessed 
by  either  c.f  the  States,  from  tiie  period  their  charters 
were  issued  by  the  monarchs  of  Great  Britain,  to  this  day. 
Before  tile  war  of  the  revohition,  we  were  dependent 
colonies,  and,  as  such,  we  continued  up  to  the  time  when 
the  spirit  of  freedom  was  awakened  into  decided  action 
at  tiie  meeting  of  the  first  Continental  Congress.  The 
declaration  of  independence  which  followed,  was  hailed  as 
a  national  measure,  and  the  Congress  exercised  all  the 
power  of  sovereignty.  That  Congreaa  made  war  and 
peace,  negotiated  treaties,  raised  am^i,  equipped  fleets 
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cirpated  niBritime  coum,  built  forts,  ettablislied  military 
oodei,  and  coarti  mardal,  and,  in  fiiet,  took  eveiy  mea- 
flure  appertaining^  to  the  exercise  of  sovereign  authority. 
I'his  continued  to  tlie  period  of  the  confederation,  when 
more  enlarged  powers  were  given  directly  to  that  body, 
and  it  continued  tlience  until  the  adoption  of  the  present 
constitution.  He  challenged  ^ntlemen  to  show  a  single 
instant,  during  all  the  successive  events  which  marked 
this  period,  when  anyone  State  exercisedan  independent 
sovereignty)  when  any  one  State  fell  back  witit  such  pre- 
tended propriety  and  dignity  as  is  now  claimed  on  its  "re- 
served rights,"  in  the  hour  of  imaginary  peril,  of  pre- 
sumed wrong,  and  intolerable  oppression.  There  was 
no  difference  in  the  passage  of  laws  by  a  State  Legislature, 
in  contravention  of  the  luws  of  the  General  Government, 
than  in  the  passage  of  such  nominal  laws  by  a  combina- 
tion of  irresponsible  individuals.  They  might  pve  it 
what  name  they  chose,  but  he  would  maintain  Uiat  an 
armed  renstance  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  was, 
in  the  words  of  the  constitution,  and  lite  language  of  our 
Statute  book,  and  couru  of  justice,  insurrection;  rebtl- 
liont  high  treason.  No  matter  by  what  name,  or  under 
what  form,  what  specious  pretext)  no  matter  with  whose 
sanction  and  solemnities,  even  under  the  authority  of  per- 
sona of  the  highest  character,  and  bold  the  highest  officest 
still  if  afbrcible  renstance  is  |fiTen  to  the  laws,  he,  (Ur. 
D.)  knew,  of  no  name  by  which  to  describe  it,  than  that 
which  was  to  be  found  in  our  criminal  code. 

That  those  who  advocated  the  contrary  opinion  were 
sincere  ill  the  expression  of  such  opinions — that  ihey  num- 
bered among  them  gentlemen  actuated  by  the  iiighest 
sense  of  honor,  and  of  the  greatest  purity  of  character, 
he  was  not  duposed  to  deny — it  could  not  be  denied.  But, 
considering  the  vonderoui  'changes  which  had  taken 
place,  and  were  daily  taking  place,  before  their  ejres.  It 
could  not  but  be  adnUtted  that  madness  exists  somewhere: 
it  was  evident  to  him,  he  repeated,  that  either  he  was  de- 
mented, or  that  sanity  was  wanting  in  the  South.  It 
mt^t  be  said,  that  the  doctrine  of  nuH'rfication  must  be 
the  correct  one,  or  it  would  not  be  held  by  men  of  such 
high  attUnments,  and  such  enlarged  views,  as  some  of  its 
supporters  unquestionably  are.  But,  Mr.  D.  said,  there 
is  ft  species  of  political  metaphysics  which  bewilders  the 
greatest  minds.  Even  among  the  ablest  astronomers, 
mathematicians,  and  writers  on  the  philosophy  of  the  hu- 
m!\n  understanding,  and  its  mirauiti,  they  would  find  many, 
or  indeed  most  ofthem,  indulging  in  the  wildt^st  syitenis, 
propagating  the  most  preposterous  ideas,  following  the 
most  vague  conceptions,  supporting  the  most  chimerical 
and  absurd  theories,  and  losing  themselves  tn  the  perplex- 
ing mazes  of  the  vainest  and  most  idle  apeeolations.  l*he 
great  Descartes,  a  man  pre-eminent  fur  his  erudition,  his 
extensive  learning,  his  vast  scope  of  intellect  and  exube- 
rant  imsgination — a  genius  which  gave  tone  to  the  age  in 
which  he  flourished,  was  deceived  and  bewildered  in  the 
profound  depths  and  inextricable  involutions  of  his  own 
XMgnificent,  yet  absurd,  theory  of  the  univme.  In  the 
wine  range  of  those  most  distinguished  for  their  attain- 
ments in  the  science  andthephilosophrof  the  mind,  there 
was  scarcely  an  author  who  belonged  to  the  infinitely  va- 
rying schools  of  metaphysics,  with  the  single  exception  of 
Locke,  who  had  not  been  dazzled  and  confounded  by  the 
dreamy  conceptions  and  evanescent  shadowingn  of  their 
own  brill'ant  fancies,  and  whose  bright  and  glorious  theo* 
ries  had  not  vanislied 

"Like  the  baseless  fabric  of  a  vision, 

"  Leaving  not  a  wreck  behind!" 
Tliere  was  nothing  tangible  in  their  speculations,  or  in  the 
deductions  to  be  drawn  from  them.  And,  after  all,  what 
was  there  to  be  looked  to,  as  resulting  from  the  researches 
of  the  most  acute  intellectual  power?  Nothing  but  the 
eaublislunent  of  some  great  trvth,  which  can  contribute  to 


the  advancement  of  human  happiness.  I  have  excepted  the 
immortal  Locke  from  that  class  of  eminent  authon,  who 
claim  the  province  of  developing  the  mighty  attributes  of 
the  human  mind,  to  trace  the  measureless  sberratiora  of 
thought,  to  scan  the  evanescent  scintillations  of  reason,  to 
open  that  sealed  book  which  contains  the  m^ermu  se- 
crets of  the  soul,  and  to  reveal  ihat  lofty  spirit  of  man, 
which  seems  to  prompt  to  aspiring  conceptions,  like  the 
emulous  soaring  of  a  divinity.  For  I..ocke,  akme,  of  sH 
that  imaginative  class,  has  poured  the  light  of  reason  opoo 
a  subject  which  has  engrossed  the  attention  of  so  many 
renowned  writers  In.every  age  and  country.  Metapbyii- 
cians  have  been  proud  to  claim  him,  as  giving  honor  and 
dignity  to  their  school  of  moral  philosophy]  but  be  is  infi- 
nitely above  and  beyond  them;  for,  like  Newton,  he  aoufht 
truth,  the  only  worthy  and  proper  object  of  inquiry,  wl 
his  e'fibrts  were  crowned  with  triumphant  tucceai.  Let 
us  not  then  be  deceived  b^  any  speciou  theariei^  and  bcir 
in  mind  that  there  are  political  as  well  as  all  other  kiadi 
of  metapliysicians,  and  that  their  systems  are  too  often  ss 
chimerical  and  extravagant  in  chai^cter,  as  they  are  dsn- 
gerous  and  revolutionary  in  conse^quencest  and  when  we 
find  they  are  zealously  propagated,  and  have  obtained 
willing  advocates  among  any  portion  of  the  pei^le,  docs 
it  notliehoove  us  ttf  to  be  on  our  guard  agwiiit  ddnston; 
to  seriously  reflect,  and  shrewdly  doubt  aasumptioiie  wU^ 
are  of  most  deleterious  influence,  and  tend  to  eodanger 
the  stability  of  the  Union  ^  Should  not  the  young,  at 
least,  be  forewarned  to  go  bsck  to  other  time^  to  exa- 
mine into  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  eonstitution, 
and  seek  to  gather  wisdom  from  the  lessons  of  the  honor- 
ed head,  aniTthe  experience  of  thevenenfrdsiv^ofilke 
land. 

At  a  time  like  this,  when  the  whole  country  ia  excited, 
and  we  are,  apparently,  on  the  eve  of  momentouaeveata, 
big  with  the  fate  of  this  vast  empire,  and  of  the  cause  ^ 
civil  liberty  throughout  the  globei  when  our  future  des- 
tinies are  dependent  upon .  the  policy  by  which  tlie  Na- 
(ionsl  and  Sute  Governments  are  guided;  and  whes  a 
false  step  may  be  ruinous  to  both,  and  moat  disasttoos  to 
the  whole  people— who  can  doubt  of  tlie  cxpedteacy  of 
taking  counsel  of  the  most  able   and  aecompuibed 
statesman  this  country  tias  produced,  aa  to  the  rights 
of  the  States,  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Government, 
and  the  Interests  of  the  people.    For,  who  can  he- 
sitate to  be  giiided  by  the  advice,  and  governed  by  the 
opinions  of  one,  whom  but  to  name  was  to  praise— the 
great  commentator  on  the  constitution,  the  revered!  MfC 
of  Montpelter.    I'liat  distinguiihed  and  virtuous  msn, 
with  his  mighty  faculties  ttill  clear,  Ivight,  and  enet^tc, 
as  when  presiding  over  the  fortunes  of  the  republic  in  lb* 
plenitude  of  his  fame,  was  now  beyond  the  inffnenoe  of 
ambition,  and  could  be  actuated  only  by  the  purrst  and 
most  patriotic  motives.    And  him  we  now  beboU  fsithful 
to  the  principles  by  which  he  has  been  ever  gQWcraed, 
still  maintainmg  the  same  constitutional  doctrines  vhicb 
he  had  so  ably  advocated  at  the  period  of  the  adoption  of 
the  great  charter  of  our  rights.    And  where,  Mr.n.  in- 
quired, is  the  man,  in  this  broad  land,  -to  whnse  opinions 
more  honor  and  deference  is  due,  than  to  those  of  James 
Madison?    After  having  filled  with  applause  the  highest 
oflices  in  the  gift  his  fellow-citizens,  he  had  retired  to  tte 
enjoyment  of  private  life  in  the  ahadea  of  Virginia,  and 
he  was  there  waiting  but  the  summons  of  Omnipotence  to 
join  his  great  compatriots  in  the  bright  realms  su>ov«. 

Mr.  D-  went  on  to  delineate  the  coune  pursued  by  Mr. 
Madison  in  the  convention,  and  to  the  ability  with  whieb. 
as  one  of  the  Illustrious  trio,  Madison,  Jay,  and  Hnsitllton, 
by  whom  the  principles  of  the  constitution  bad  been  de- 
veloped and  advocated  in  the  memorable  numbers  of  the 
Federalist,  lliese  pure  doctrine*  he  had  supported  in  the 
National  Convention,  and  that  of  liis  own  State*  wUle  a 
member  of  Congren,  while  Sceretarj  of  StMe  nader  Jet- 
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fenon,  ami  earned  into  effect  when  occupying  the  posi- 
tion of  Chier  Magistrate  or  tliis  Union.  He  waa  now  the 
last  of  those  honored  and  g-lorioiis  men,  those  distinguish- 
ed stitesmcn,  who  had  put  their  names  to  the  holy  deca- 
lo^ue  of  our  liberties,  the  constitution  of  the  United 
StMen;  and  was  it  not  aingular,  indeed,  that  the  opinions 
of  one  whose  character  is  marked  by  so  nutny  excellent 
and  beautiful  attributes^  sliould  be  disre§;ardec1,  and  this, 
too,  at  a  time  when  present  and  cominff  events  render 
them,  if  possible,  of  more  ineitimable  value?  That  the 
efforts  of  a  mind  so  lucid  in  conceptions,  so  clear  and  true 
in  its  inductions;  a  mind  which  stlU  continues  to  shed 
lirht,  and  iiiteiligcnce,  and  glory,  on  all  subjects  upon 
which  it  ia  directed,  ahould  fail  to  dispel  the  doubts  in 
which  this  startling,  this  all-engrossing  question  is.  by 
some,  considered  to  be  enveloped. 

Mr.  D.  adverted  to  the  letter  recently  written  on  the 
sulQect  of  constitutional  powem,  and  observed,  that  to 
him  he  would  go  for  knowledge,  instruction,  and  advice, 
as  did  the  Israelites  of  old,  to  tlieir  venerable  patriarchs, 
in  the  times  of  their  greatest  tribulation  and  darkness. 
Younger  men  than  tliat  revered  patriot,  may  possess  as 
wide  a  scope  of  talent,  or  aa  great  a  range  of  thoi^ti  hut 
'  the  energies  of  their  minds  had  not  been  matured  and 
aoftened  down  by  the  consummate  knowledge  of  man- 
kind, to  be  acquired  only  in  the  long  years  of  an  expe- 
rience like  his.  His  opinions  were  made  still  more  irre- 
sistible and  irrefutable  by  a  life,  prolonged  as  it  has  been, 
and  as  it  may  be  devoutly  hoped  will  be,  for  the  blessing 
of  his  cotmtryi  a  lifs  unstained,  and  blameless  of  reproach, 
through  a  long  succession  of  years.  It  was  this  which 
stamped  on  the  opinions  of  James  Madison,  a  value  and 
authority  beyond  those  of  any  other  individual  in  this  na 
tion.  If,  in  his  own  Slate,  opinions  variant  from  his,  had 
since  been  broached,  and  ably  maintained,  by  far  younger 
men,  it  would  seem  to  him,  that  so  bright  a  career  as  that 
which,  with  wonder  and  astonishment,  they  had  belield 
for  so  many  years,  would  be  sufficient  to  cause  them  to 
hCMtate,  as  to  the  soundness  of  their  own  views,  when 
they  had,  in  the  midst  of  them,  one,  whose  whole,  pure, 
unsullied,  and  illustrious  life,  was,  in  itself,  so  stern  a  re- 
buke of  the  course  they  were  pursuing. 

God  knew  that  he  (Mr.  D.)  had  once  hoped  that  this 
country  would  be  blessed  beyond  all  others.  That  she 
was  destined  lo  a  career  brighter  and  more  glorious  than 
any  which  had  yet  adorned  the  page  of  history.  Yes,  he 
had  seen  the  sun  of  her  political  Hory  ascending  resplen- 
dently  from  the  horizont  he  had  beheld  him  climb  the 
skies  with  increasing  brightness,  and  just  as  he  culminated 
in  the  ecliptic,  and  was  hlling  the  whole  firmament  with 
his  effulgence,  he  appeared,  prematurely,  to  grow  pale, 
dim,  and  lurid;  and  either  suffered  an  unexpected  eclipse, 
or  was  suddenly  changed  to  a  portentous  and  baneful  me- 
teor, rushing  madly  from  the  zenith,  and  soon  to  be 
quenched  in  the  frowning  darkness  of  an  interminable 
night.  Qitt,  Mr.  D.  lud  hoped  for  more  fiivorable  aus- 
pices. He  had  gazed  with  amazement,  with  the  deepest 
interest  and  solicitude,  on  the  lowering  and  fearful  aspect 
of  the  heavens,  and  doubted  not  that  it  was  but  a  partial, 
transient,  and  temporary  penumbra,  and  the  glorious  orb 
would  again  burst  forth  with  renewed  spleiidur. 

This  republic  hid  triumphantly  passed  through  many 
severe  ordeals.    Our  free  Government  had  successfully 
encountered  innumerable  difficulties,  which  seemed  to 
threaten  its  speedy  destruction.    It  had  endured  the 
whirlwinds  of  party  strife;  the  withering  influence  of 
embargoes  and  non-intercourse;  the  appalling  horrors  of 
insurrection,  and  the  tremendous  shocks  of  war  itself,  with 
aiccumulated  vigor  and  increased  prosperity;  and  it  would 
ii^in  come  forth,  with  undiminished  grandeur,  from  the 
deep  gloom  of  impending  rebellion  and  dvil  war,  and  long 
continue  to  blessour  own  ikvored  and  flourishiogcountry, 
■while  it  irradiates  the  world  with  ita  cheering  effulgence 


He  trusted  in  God  that  the  pillars  of  our  own  magni- 
ficent  temple  of  liberty  would  not  be  shaken  by  the  earth- 
quakes of  public  commotion;  and  he  feared  not,  that  its 
lony  dome,  looming  like  a  beacon  light  to  the  oppressed 
of  every  clime,  would  be  hurled  in  fragments  upon  the 
desert  air,  by  the  furious  tempest  of  a  sanguinary  revolu- 
tion. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  thfc  House  adjourned. 

TnSSDAT,  JA.BUAST  15. 

DISTRIBUTION  OP  SURPLUS  REVENUE. 

Mr.  STEWART  offered  the  /ollowing  preamble  an^ 
resolution,  and  moved  that  it  be  Iwd  upon  the  table: 

Whereas  it  was  declared  hy  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  his  message  at  the  opening  of  the  first  session 
of  the  twenty-first  Congress,  that,  after  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  it  is  not  probable  that  any  adjustment  of 
the  taciff,  on  principles  satisfactory,  will,  until  a  remote 
period,  if  ever,  leave  the  Government  without  a  consi- 
derable surplus  in  the  treasury  beyond  what  may  be  re- 
quired for  its  current  servicest  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
"  the  most  safe.  Just,  and  federal  disposition  that  could  be 
made  of  the  surplus  revenue,  would  be  its  apportionment 
among  the  several  States,  according  to  their  repreaenta- 
tion,"  which  recommendations  have  been  since  reiterated 
in  subsequent  messages  from  the  same  high  source:  And 
whereas  the  President  has  congratulated  Congress,  at 
the  opening  of  the  present  session,  upon'lbe  near  ap- 
proach of  the  period  referred  to,  wlien  the  public  dcM 
will  be  entirely  extinguished,  and  a  considerable  nirplua 
remain  in  (he  treasury;  therefore, 

Hesolved,  That  the  sum  of  five  millions  of  dollars  (if  the 
surplus  revenue  shall  amount  to  so  much)  shall  be  annu- 
ally apportioned  among  the  several  States,  according  to 
their  representation;  one  moiety  thereof  to  be  appropri- 
ated to  works  of  improvement  of  a  national  character, 
and  the  other  to  the  purposes  of  general  education!  and 
that  the  Committee  on  Uuads  and  Canals  be  instructed  to 
report  a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  WILDE  moved  the  question  of  consideration,  viz: 
Will  the  Mouse  now  consider  the  resolution? 

Mr.  STEWART  auj^estcd  to  the  gentleman  (iom 
Georgia,  that  the  resolution  might  be  suffered  to  lie  upon 
the  table. 

Mr.  WILDE  demanded  the  question  of  consideration. 
Mr.  STEWART  inquired  of  tlie  Cbaib  if  the  refusal 

now  lo  consider  would  preclude  him  from  moving  its  con- 
sideration hereafter.^  Being  informed  that  it  would  nqt, 
he  said  he  did  not  wish  the  House  now  to  consider  the  re- 
solution, but  that  at  some  future  day,  after  time  had  been 
afFoi'ded  to  examine  it,  he  would  move  for  the  considera- 
tion of  tliesubject. 

Mr.  WILDE  said  that,  in  a  crisis  like  the  present,  he 
could  not  withdraw  his  motion,  though  he  regretted  not 
being  able  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

The  question  of  consideration  was  then  piR,  and  de- 
cided by  yeas  and  nays,  as  fullpws: 

Y£AS— Messrs.  Chillnn  Allan,  Arnold,  Bahcock,  Banks, 
Noycs  Barber,  Baratow,  Bucher,  Burges,  Gaboon,  Eleu- 
theros  Cooke,  Bates  Cooke,  Cooper,  Corwin,  Crawford, 
Crcighton,  Dearborn,  Dickson,  Ellswortli,  G-  Evans,  Gren- 
nell,  Hodges,  Iliighef,  Ihrie,  Kendall.  A.  King,  Letcher, 
Marshall,  Maxwell,  Mercer,  Milligan,  Nelson,  Pearce, 
John  Reed,  Root,  Russell,  Semme^  Slade,  Southard,  Stait- 
bery,  Stewart,  Storrs,  Tracv,  Vance,  Vmton,  Watmough, 
Williams,  Young'— 48. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Adair,  Alexander,  Robert  Allen,  He- 
man  Allen,  Allison,  Anderson,  Angel,  John  S.  Barbour, 
Barnwell,  Barringer,  James  Bates,  Beardsley,  Bell,  Be- 
thune,  James  filair,  John  Blair,  Boon,  Bouldin,  Briggs, 
John  Brodhead,  Bullard,  Cambrcleng,  Carr,  Canon, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1055 


GALES  &  S£ATOjV*S  REGISTER. 


1056 


H.  or  R] 


Changing  Location  of  Land  Office*.— The  Tariff  Bill. 


[J  jjr.  15,1833. 


Chandler,  Chinn,  Ciuborne,  Cliy,  Clayton,  Coke,  Col- 
lier, Condit,  Connor,  Coulter,  Craig,  Davenport,  Daran, 
Devrart,  Drayton,  Draper,  Duncan,  Josliua  Evans,  Felder, 
Findlay,  Fitzgerald,  Ford,  Foster,  Gaither,  Gilroore,  Gor- 
don, Thomat  H.  Hall,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  Uiester,  HoflT- 
man,  Hogan,  Holland,  Horn,  Howard*  ilubbanl,  Isacks, 
Jarvis,  Jenifer,  Jewett,  Cave  Jolinson,  Lamar,  Lansing, 
Leavitt,  Lecompte,  Lent,  Lyon,  Mann,  Mardis^  Hason, 
Williaro  McCoy,  Robert  McCoy,  Mcliitire,  McKay,  Muh- 
lenberg, Newnan,  Newton,  Nuckolls,  Patton,  Pendleton, 
Pierson,  Pitcher,  Polk,  Roane,  Sewall,  William  B.  Shep- 
ard,  Augustine  H.  Sheppern,  Smith,  Soule,  Speight. 
SUndifer,  Taylor,  Francia  Thoma^  Philemon  Thomas, 
John  Thomaon,  Verplancfc,  Ward,  Wanlwell,  Wayne. 
Weeks,  Wilkin,  Wheeler,  Frederick  Whittlesey,  Camp- 
bell P.  White.  Wilde.  Worthtn^on  111. 

So  the  House  refused  to  consider  the  resolution. 
CHANGING  LOCATION  OF  LAND  OFFICES. 

The  bill  to  enable  the  President  to  ctiange  the  location 
of  land  offices  having  been  read  a  third  time,  and  the  ques- 
tion being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  VANCR  opposed  the  bill.  Had  it  provided  for 
the  consolidation  of  such  land  districts  as  did  not  pay  for 
the  expense  of  mainuining  separate  land  offices,  he  slioutd 
not  hare  objected  to  it:  but  he  disliked  both  its  provisionst 
for  it  often  happened  that  tlie  location  of  a  land  office  at 
K  spot  without  the  district  to  which  it  belonged,  was  often 
a  great  convenience  to  tlic  people  of  such  district)  as  an 
instance  of  which  he  referred  to  tiie  location  of  a  land  of- 
fice at  Cincinnati,  where  the  people  were  in  the  habit  of 
going  on  in  their  ordinary  buuness.  He  knew  of  but  one 
office  that  had  been  removed  by^order  of  the  Executive, 
tnd  this  bad  been  done  at  tlie  ntggestion  of  an  individual 
who  sought  to  wreak  his  vengeance  on  a  person  who  had 
offended  bin,  and  it  had  occasioned  great  uneasiness  and 
discontent.  The  other  feature  of  the  bill,  to  which  Mr. 
V.  was  opposed,  was  the  placing  of  absolute  discretionary 
power  in  the  President  to  change  tlie  location  of  land  of. 
fices  at  pleasure.  He  would  place  wich  a  power  in  the 
hand  of  no  man. 

Ur.  [RVIN  advocated  the  bill.  As  to  tlie  consolidation 
of  land  districts,  it  was  a  subject  that  had  long  been  be- 
fore tfae  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands;  and  his  col- 
league would  probably  have  the  opportunity  even  of  vot- 
ing on  a  bill  for  that  object.  The  insUnce  of  the  land 
office  at  Cincinnati  was  not  in  point,  because  that  office 
was  situaied  within,  and  not  without,  the  district  to  which 
it  belonged.   Many  officers  had  been  removed  in  cunse- 

Sucnce  of  the  improvement  of  the  country)  having,  at 
rat,  been  situated  without  the  limits  uf  the  districts. 
Mr.  VANCE  here  explained;  observing  that  provision 
had  been  made  from  the  first  to  have  such  offices  remov- 
ed as  soon  as  necessary. 

Mr.  IKVIN  differed  as  to  this  fact.  With  reference  to 
the  discretiun  of  the  President,  inaiimuch  as  the  power 
must  be  placed  in  the  hand  of  some  individual,  to  whom 
coutd  it  better  be  confided  than  to  the  Chief  Magistrate, 
who  bad  been  again  placed,  by  so  vast  a  majority  of  free- 
men, at  the  head  of  the  Goremment'  llie  President  was 
too  high-minded  to  be  under  temptation  to  abuse  the  dis. 
cretion  confided  to  htm. 

Mr.  BURD  admitted  the  President  to  be  as  tit  as  any 
other  individual)  but  he  trusted  that  the  will  uf  no  Presi- 
dent would  give  law  to  this  country. 

The  debate  jras  here  cut  short  by  lb.  VBRPLANCK'S 
wiling  up  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

I1ie  House  tlieretipon  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  W^rnx  in  the 
chair,  and  resumed  the  consideration  of 
THE  TARIFF  BILL. 

The  f(Jl»wing  amendment  waa  offered  by  Mr.  UUH- 
GES  to  the  bill:  ' 


**Jlndbe  ii  further  enacted,  That  whenever  any  of  the 
goods,  wares,  and  merchani^se,  which,  by  the  proviajons 
of  this  act,  or  of  any  other  law  of  the  United  States,  are 
chai^d  with  impost  or  duty  to  any  amount,  payable  at 
any  time  after  entry  thereof,  ^11, 'after  the  first  day  of 
February,  A.  1).  1333,  be  imported  into  any  district  of 
the  United  States,  comprehended  within  the  lerritorlal 
limits  of  any  State,  which  State,  or  the  people  thereof, 
has  already,  or  hereafter  shall,  by  any  ordinance,  rtatute, 
or  law,  made,  or  which  shall  be  made,  by  such  people  or 
State,  whereby  the  payment  of  any  bond,  note,  or  writ- 
ten security,  for  the  payment  of  such  impost  or  duties^  at 
any  future  time  may  be  or  is,  such  ordinance,  statute,  or 
law.  intended  to  he  in  any  way  prevented,  bimlered.  ob- 
stnujted,  epibarrassed.  or  delayed,  it  shall  be  tlie  duty 
of  the  collector,  a)id  all  other  officers  ofthe  United  State* 
employed  in  any  manner  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue 
within  said  district,  to  cause  the  amount  of  all  such  im- 
post or  duty  on  all  such  goods,  wares,  or  merchandltr, 
to  be  assessed  and  paid  thereon  in  money,  deductin| 
therefrom  the  interest  up  to  the  time  when  the  sane 
would  otherwise  be  payable  by  the  provisiont  of  this  act, 
or  any  other  law  of  tlie  United  Statts,  before  any  entry 
of  such  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  or  the  ship  or  ves- 
sel in  wliich  they  were  or  shall  have  been  imported,  shall 
be  made,  or  any  permit  to  land  such  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  shall  be  given.  And  on  failure  of  payment 
of  all  such  impost  or  duty  assessed  as  aforesaid,  excepting 
the  interest  deducted  as  aforesaid,  said  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  and  the  ship  or  vessel  whef«in  the  same 
shall  have  been  imported,  together  with  fhe  master 
thereof  and  the  people  navigating  the  same,  ahall  forth, 
with  be  liable  to  all  the  disabilities,  forfeitures,  and  pe* 
nahies.  to  which,  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandiae,  ships  or  vessels,  and  masters 
snd  mariners  navigating  the  same,  are  liable  m  cases 
wliere  no  report  is  made,  or  manifest  exhibited,  to  tbe 
proper  officers  of  the  United  States,  ct  where  goods 
war«8,  and  merchandise  are  landed,  or  attempted  to  be 
landed,  without  securing  the  imposts  or  duties^  or  obtain- 
ing a  permit  for  the  landing  thereof.  And  it  slisU  be  the 
duty  of  tlie  collector,  snd  all  officcN  of  the  United  &tate% 
to  proceed  therein  accordingly. 

Mr.  KENNON,  of  Ohio,  then  rose  and  nid,  that  in 
rising  he  made  no  promise  that  he  sliotdd  occupy  the  at- 
tention  of  this  committee  but  a  few  moments.  Such  pro- 
mises ^were  seldom  performed,  althougli  often  made  in 
this  House.  I  may  extend  my  remarks,  said  he.  to  a  con- 
siderable length,  or  1  may  contract  them  within  rety  nar- 
row limits.  The  subject  under  consideration  n  one  of 
grave  importance,  and  pregnant  with  conseqnences  of 
no  ordinary  character.  Should  this  bill  not  heoome  a 
law.  it  is  said  that  the  Union  of  these  UpM'  .States  is 
dissolved.  Should  it  become  a  law,  it  is  allrged  that 
bsnkniptcy  and  ruin  arc  the  consequences  to  the  manu- 
facturers) that  large  establishments  reared  up  by  the  foa- 
tenng  care  of  this  Government  will  be'destnqredf  that 
the  same  power  which  legislated  them  into  e-ziatence.  by 
protectiiig  their  products  against  foreign  competition, 
will,  by  a  counter  act  of  legislation,  and  that,  too,  in  vio- 
lation of  plighted  fuith,  have  prostrated  them  in  the  dust. 
If,  therefore,  I  should  examine  at  eonaiderable  length  a 
subject  of  so  much  importance,  this  committee,  I  hope, 
will  excuse  me.  especially  as  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  tres- 
passing upon  its  lime. 

The  object  of  this  bill  is  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  an 
amount  equal  to  the  necessary  expenditures  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernment. That  the  revenue  sliould  be  so  reduced,  I  had 
supposed  was  a  proposition  to  which  none  coutd  object. 
I  had  supposed  that  tliere  was  not  one  member  of  this 
House  who  doubted  the  propriety  of  such  a  reduction. 
1  atill  think  that  opinion  is  entertained  by  a  large  iwjority, 
of  both  of  tariff  and  anti-tariff  men  of  thii  body.  I. 
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therefore,  move  the  conslderfttion  of  that  point.  The 
first  nutter  of  contruversy  which  arisei,  is  the  ftmount  of 
revenue  neecMuy  for  the  expenditures  of  the  Federtl 
Government. 

In  the  remirks  which  I  intend  to  Mibmtt  to  this  com- 
mitter, I  ihall  assume  the  fact  that  fifteen  nullions  of 
dollars  is  a  lufGcient  amount  for  tliat  purpose.  T  vill 
Uke  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasur}*,  and 
of  the  committee  wliicb  reported  this  bill,  as  correct — so 
far  as  tlie^  reTate  to  the  necesnr^  amount  of  revenue — 
■Idiou^  m  tlieir  estimate,  it  seems  to  me  they  have  not 
taken  into  consideration  certain  claims  against  this  Gov- 
ernment, which  it  is  as  strongly  boundto  pay  aa  the  con- 
stitution itself  can  bind  it.  t  allude  to  the  claims  of 
O'lr  own  citizens  for  French  spoliations  committed  prior  to 
1800,  amounting  to  from  five  to  nine  millions  of  dollars. 
The  only  two  questions  which  can  be  seriously  made  are, 
when  should  the  revenue  be  reduced  to  the  wants  of 
the  Governmentt  and  how  should  it  be  so  reduced?  I'o 
these  two  questions,  I  propose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee.  When  should  the  revenue  be  reduced  to  the 
wants  of  the  Government  ?  Not  when  should  the  revenue 
commence  to  be  Sneen  millions  of  dollars;  but  when 
■hould  we  legislate  upon  the  subject  of.  reduction? 

At  the  last  sesnon  of  Congress  we  passed  a  bill,  with 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  near  approach  of  the  extinction 
of  tlie  public  debt,  and  of  the  consequent  neceaaity  of 
the  reduction  of  the  revenues  of  this  country. 

Much  of  the  time  of  this  House,  and  of  the  money  of 
this  country,  was  spent  in  considering  and  maturing  that 
bin.  We  prolonged  the  session  to  a  very  unusual  length; 
sincl.  finally,  agreed  upon  the  bill  by  a  very  large  majori- 
ty. The  ultra  tariff"  and  anti-tariff"  men  voting  against  it. 
Not  one  provision  of  that  bill  has  yet  gone  into  operation. 
TUe  time  at  which  it  is  to  take  eft'rct  has  not  yet  arrived. 
TI»«  committee  which  reported  it  to  the  House,  had 
eiven  its  provisions  long  and  laborious  investigation. 

Can  any  good  reason  be  given  why  we  should  now  re- 
trace our  steps,  repeal  the  act  of  last  session  before  it 
takes  effect,  and  say  to  our  constituents,  and  to  the  world, 
that  all  our  late  leglalalion  upon  the  tariff"  was  improper, 
was  wrong,  and  the  time  occupied  therein  uselessly  thrown 
awayf  What  new  tight  has  been  abed  upon  our  lUrkened 
understandings  to  authorize  any  such  course? 

It  is  true  that  South  Carolina  has  attempted  to  nullify 
the  revenue  laws,  and  threatens  to  diaaolve  the  Union  in 
efff  ct,  unleu  this  Government  wholly  surrender  the  prin- 
ciple of  discriminating  and  protecting  duties.    I  know  it 
is  said  that  this  is  a  delicate  subject,  and  ought  not  to  be 
touched.    Sir,  I  entertain  no  such  opinion.    The  pro- 
ceedings of  South  Carolina,  in  their  conventions  and  pub- 
lic meetings,  &re  public  property,  and  I  shall  speak  of 
Ihem^fully  and  unreservedly,  but  respectfully.    Do  those 
proceedings  of  South  Carolina  form  a  rpason  why  we 
■hould  now  pasa  the  bill  under  consideration'   It  seems 
to  me  not.   It  seems  to  me  that  we  should  act  upon  this 
subject  precisely  u  we  would  have  done  if  no  such  move- 
ments had  taken  place  in  the  South;  althou^  1  confess  it 
operates  a  little  against  human  nature  to  be  forced  to  ilo 
riffht.   If  it  be  proper  that  this  bill  should  paa  now,  we 
should  pass  it  regardless  of  that  considerat'ion.   If  it  be 
improper,  the  Carolina  proceedings  would  not  make  it 
rig^ht.    Suppose,  however,  we  were  to  pass  this  bill  at 
tilts  session,  would  it  satisfy  South  Carolina?    No,  sir. 
This  is  not  the  bill  which  she  requires  at  our  hands. 
I'li'is  bill  contains  the  protective  principle.   The  commit- 
tee avow  it,  and  the  bill  shows  it.    Some  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Iron,  for  instance,  is  to  have  a  permanent  protection 
of  9S  per  cent.    The  VirEiiua  tobacco  baa  a  protection 
of  3.>  per  eent.~a  protection  which  amounts  to  a  proh'i- 
bition  of  the  importation  of  that  article  into  this  country. 
Xhesc  are  not  revenue  duties.    They  are  protecting  d«- 
lies.    Will  South  Carolina  be  satisfied  with  such  a  bill  as 
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tliat }  So  far  as  she  is  concerned,  will  you  gain  any  thing 
by  passing  this  bill  now?  We  will  hear  what  she  says 
upon  that  subject.  I  read  from  the  address  of  the  South 
Carolina  convention  a  few  extracts;  "  Having  now  pre- 
sented far  the  consideration  of  the  Federal  Government, 
and  our  confederate  States,  the  fixed  and  final  determi- 
nation of  this  State  in  relation  to  the  protecting  system,  it 
remains  for  us  to  submit  a  plan  of  taxation,  in  which  we 
would  be  willing  to  aequiese  in  a  spirit  of  liberal  eonees> 
sion,  provided  we  are  met  in  due  time,  and  in  a  becmning 
spirit  by  the  States  interested  in  the  protecdon  of  manu- 
factures." 

"  We  believe,  upon  evenr  just  and  equitable  principle 
of  taxation,  the  whole  list  of  protected  arUclea  uiould  be 
imported,  free  of  all  duties,  and  that  the  revenue  from 
imports  should  be  raised  exclusively  from  the  unprotect- 
ed articles,  or  whenever  a  dutjr  is  imposed  on  the  pro- 
tected articles  imported,  an  excise  duty  of  the  same  rate 
should  be  imposed  m  tlie  article  manu&ctured  **in  the 
United  States."  Agun,  U  to  stid:  *'  But  we  are  mllinr  to 
make  a  large  offering  to  preserve  the  Union,  and  wiu  a 
distinct  declaration  that  it  is  a  concession  on  our  part. 
We  will  consent  that  the  same  rate  of  duty  may  be  im- 
posed upon  the  protected  article  that  shall  be  imposed 
upon  the  unprotected,  provided  that  no  more  revenue  be 
raised  than  Is  necessary  to  meet  the  demand  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  constitutional  ptu^osesi  and  provided,  also* 
that  a  duty  substant"ially  equal  be  impaiea  upon  all  for- 
eign imports."  In  anwier  part  of  the  address  It  is  said: 
"  Under  these  circumstances  we  cannot  permit  ourselves 
to  believe  for  a  moment,  that  in  a  crisis  marked  bjr  such 
portentous  and  fearful  omens,  those  States  can  hesitate  in 
according  to  this  ailment,  when  they  perceive  that  it 
will  be  the  means^  and  perhaps  the  only  means,  of  restor- 
ing  the  broken  harmony  of  this  great  confederacy.  Tliey 
most  assuredly  have  the  strongest  inducement^  a«de 
from  all  considerations  of  justice,  to  adjust  this  contro* 
versy  without  pushing  it  to  extremities.  This  can  be  ac- 
complished only  by  the  proposed  modification  of  the  tariff^ 
or  by  a  call  **  of  a  general  convention  of  all  the  States." 

And  again:  "If  we  submit  to  this  system  of  unconsti- 
tutional oppresnon,  we  ^all  voluntarily  sink  into  slavery, 
and  transmit  that  ignominious  inheritance  to  our  children. 
We  will  not,  we  cannot,  we  dare  not,  submit  to  this  de- 
gradation) and  our  resolve  is  fixed,  and  unalterable,  that 
a  protecting  tariff  shall  no  longer  be  enforced  within  the 
limits  of  South  Carolina.  We  stand  upon  the  principle 
of  everlasting  justice,  and  no  human  power  shall  drive 
UB  from  our  position.  We  have  not  the  slighcst  appre* 
hension  that  the  Genera)  Government  will  attempt  to 
force  this  ^tem  upon  us  military  power.  We  have 
warned  our  brethren  of  Uie  eonaequences  of  such  an  aU 
tempt)  but  if,  notwithstanding,  such  a  course  of  madness 
should  be  pursued,  we  here  solemnly  ^echre  that  this 
system  shall  never  prevail  in  South  Carolina  until  none 
but  slavea  are  lefl  to  submit  to  it.  We  would  infinitely 
prefer  that  the  territory  of  the  State  should  be  the  ceme- 
tery of  freemen  than  the  habitations  of  itlaves.  Actuated 
by  these  principles,  andanintated  by  these  sentiments,  we 
will  cling  to  the  pillars  of  the  temple  of  our  libeitieSi 
and  if  it  must  fall,  we  will  perish  armdst  the  rtiios." 

Thi%  sir,  is  the  language  of  the  people  of  South  Caro- 
lina. They  say  to  you,  m  language  which  no  man  caa 
misunderstand,  that  no  protecting  tariff,  no  law  contun* 
ing  the  protecting  principle,  shall  ever  be  enforced  with- 
in the  limits  of  South  Carolina)  that  they  would  infinitely 
prefer  that  her  territory  riioutd  become  the  cemetery  «f 
her  freemen,  and  that  before  they  will  submit  to  such  a 
system  of  oppresnon,  they  will  perish  amidst  the  mini 
of  their  country.  I  hope  the  day  may  never  come  that 
the  citixens  of  South  Carolina  shall  so  perish.  God  for- 
bid titat  it  should  ever  be  necessary  for  any  man  to  im- 
bue bis  hands  in  the  blood  of  a  son  of  South  CaroUim— 
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or  UiAt  ft  soil  of  South  CHrolina  sbouM  stain  his  with  the 
blood  of  a  brother  of  this  Union.  We  ire  cbitdren  of  the 
umc  fadier^  who  fought  hand  in  hand  leather  In  the 
n?olution.  Who  bled  nut  for  themielTet,  but  for  ust 
who  perished,  that  they  might  transmit  to  us,  their  chil- 
dren, that  ^orious  inheritance  of  liberty  which  we  now 
enjuy.  It  is  the  price  of  their  blood,  and  shall  we,  so 
soon  after  they  have  been  consigned  to  the  silent  tomb, 
scatter  that  inheritance  to  the  four  winds  of  heaven,  and 
become  engag-ed  in  that  worst  of  all  evils,  a  civil  war? 
When  that  ^y  comes,  &rewell  to  the  liberties  of  this 
country.  But  do  we  escape  theae  evils  by  paanng  this 
bill }  Do  we  even  allay  the  excitement  of  South  Carolina? 
She  has  required  too  much  at  our  bands.  She  not  only 
demands  a  total  abandonment  of  protection,  but  that  it 
must  be  done  in  due  time,  and  in  a  becomin;^  spirit. 
Yes,  air;  she  aska  that  it  shsll  be  done  in  a  becoming 
spirit!  There  is  one  other  alternative  which  she  presents 
to  preserve  the  Uniont  and  tiiat  li  a  convention  of  all  the 
States,  to  determine  whether  the  constitution  has  confer- 
red the  power  on  Congress  to  pass  laws  protecting  do- 
meitic  manuRietures.  She  will  abide  by  the  decision  of 
that  conventiont  but  how  does  she  propose  the  decision 
shall  be  made  ?  Why,  air,  three-fourths  of  the  States  must 
decide  that  the  power  is  delegated,  or  the  decision  is, 
that  it  is  not  delegated)  and  this  she  claims  to  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  of  tiie  United 
States.  In  other  words,  if  leren  States  in  such  conven- 
tion should  aay  that  %nf  power  was  not  conferred  upon 
Congresa,  then  the  decision  would  be,  that  no  such  power 
was  conferred.  For  instance,  suppose  a  convention  of 
the  SUtes  called  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
the  General  Government  possessed  the  power  of  selling 
the  public  lands  within  the  States,  or  whether  those  lands 
did  not  become  tiie  property  of  the  new  States  so  soon  as 
those  new  States  were  admitted  into  tlie  Union.  This  is 
a  question  which  has  been  frequently  and  solemnly  made 
by  some  States  in  the  Union.  Now,  sir,  there  are  public 
lands  in  the  States  of  Ohioj  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana.  These  seven  States 
have  on  the  floor  of  this  House  twenty-six  Representa- 
tives; all  the  other  States  have  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
eightj  and  yet,  in  such  a  convention,  the  members  from 
these  seven  Sutes  would  possen  the  power  of  deciding 
that  those  hnds  belonged  to  them,  and  not  to  the  General 
Government,  and  thenceforth  the  land  would  belong  to 
them.  This  would  seem  at  first  blush  to  be  an  inequita- 
ble distribution  of  power;  and  it  would  be  so.  But  this 
is  not  the  greatest  injustice  which  would  flow  from  the 
adoption  of  such  a  principle.  It  would  be  making  those 
seven  States  judges  in  their  own  case,  and  authorizing 
them,  (if  South  Carolina  doctrines  be  true,)  in  accordance 
with  Uie  spirit  of  the  constitution,  to  take  the  interest  of 
the  other  seventeen  States  in  these  lands,  and  appropri- 
ate them  to  the  use  of  the  seven.  It  would,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  be  transferring  the  power  from  the  majori- 
ty, and  vesting  it  in  a  very  small  minority.    The  impro- 

fpriety  of  the  doctrine  does  not  end  here.  The  members 
rom  the  seven  States  would  not  only  be  Influenced  in 
their  deeirion  by  all  the  motives  which  interest  and  ava- 
rice could  create  in  the  breast  of  man,  but  they  would  not 
even  be  acting  under  the  solemnity  of  an  oath  to  decide 
according  to  their  own  opinion  of  the  constitution,  or  ac- 
cording to  justice 'and  equity;  and  yet,  strange  as  it  may 
appear,  this  is  the  doctrine  pf  the  leading  politicians  of 
South  Carolina,  openly  puhlii<hed  to  the  world.  They 
claim  that  the  same  constitution  which  authorizes  a  ma- 

1'ority  of  this  House,  so  far  aa  it  is  concerned,  to  make  a 
kw,  authorizes,  in  such  a  convention,  the  members  of  the 
seven  States  to  unmake  it.  They  clum  more  than  that. 
They  maintain,  sir,  that  a  law  passed  by  eveir  member  of 
this  House  and  of  the  Senate,  and  sanctionetl  by  the  Pre- 
sident, may  be  hwfully  nullified  by  a  Vmgle  Slate  of  this 


Union.  The  doctrine  of  nullification  leads,  then,  to  (hat 
result.  With  the  doctrine  of  nullification*  however,  I  in- 
tend, on  this  oecsHon,  to  have  noOiincf  to  do. 

It  is  of  the  convention  that  1  have  been  apeaking,  one 
of  the  alternatives  which  South  Carolina  has  presented  to 
this  country  in  order  to  save  it  from  disunion .  1  bare  giv- 
en the  single  case  efthe  public  lands  within  the  bounds  of 
a  State,  in  order  to  show  the  absurdity  (if  1  may  be  per- 
mitted to  use  that  word)  of  the  doctrine  f}f  conventiuns 
as  held  by  South  Carolina.  The  same  evils  which  I  have 
pointed  out  in  the  case  of  the  lands,  might  arise  if  any 
other  propontion  waa  to  be  submitted  to  these  conven- 
tions. The  advocates  of  this  new  theory  uke  their  opin- 
ions from  that  part  ■  of  the  constitution  which  requires 
amendments  to  the  constitution  to  be  ratified  by  conven- 
tions in  three-fourths  of  the  States,  before  those  anteod- 
ments  become  a  part  of  the  constitution;  from  which  they 
strangely  draw  the  inference  that,  because  the  constitu- 
tion requires  three-fourths  of  the  States,  in  convention, 
to  make  an  .amendment,  that,  therefore,  three-fourths 
the  States  must  concur  in  all  constructions  ofthe.cen^ 
tution,  otherwise  the  construction  is  an  improper  one. 
They  seem  to  forget  that  the  framers  of  that  inAument, 
in  that  very  clause  of  tbe  constitution,  were  attempting- 
to  guard  against  any  alteration  of  it  without  the  coacur- 
rcncft  of  three-fourths  of  the  SUtes.  That  sucb'waslhe 
object  of  the  framers  there  can  be  no  doubti  and  yet,  by 
this  Soutli  Carolina  doctrine,  you,  in  violation  of  that  clear 
intention,  may,  by  the  consent  of  seven  Stttes,  change 
and  alter  any  cUuse  of  the  constitution.  Ymi  may  indi- 
rectly do  that  which  no  man  would  contend  you  could  do 
directly.  These  are  the  two  altematires  which  are  pre- 
sented by  South  Carolina.  '  As  tothe  latter.  Congress bwl 
no  power  to  order  any  such  conventioni  and  if  thejr  had, 
that  power  would  not  probably  be  exercised,  when  it  wmm 
understood  that  seven  States  might,  by  oonstnic^ioti,  aHer 
the  constitution  itself.  It  therefore  seems  to  me  that 
those  proceedings  of  South  Carolina  form  no  reason  why 
we  should  act  upon  the  subject  of  reducing  the  reremie 
at  this  session;  much  less  that  we  should  pass  tbe  bitt, 
seeing  that  it  could  not  possibly  be  acceptable  to  South 
Carolina.  There  are  other  reasons  why  we  ought  not  to 
act  upon  the  subject  now.  We  are  taking  a  new  and 
important  step  in  legislation;  we  are  takinff  away  from 
the  manufacturer  more  than  half  his  protectiwi  we  are 
about  to  settle,  and  permanently  settle,  the  amount  re- 
venue necessary  for  this  Government.  This  was  not  ex- 
pected before  we  left  our  constituents;  neither  they  nor 
we  had  thought  of  such  a  movement  being  made;  1,  for 
one,  have  had  no  opportunity  of  consulting  the  ktht^n 
of  those  in  whose  place  I  stand  upon  this  fioor,  and 
whom  I  act,  *  And  all  this  is  to  be  done  in  a  ahoK  session 
of  Congress,  without  any  reason  hdng  M^ned  for  it  by 
thos^  who  urge  it  upon  us.  The  Secretary  of  the  Tir^»- 
sury  has  not  said  that  the  revenue  ought  la  be  TCdoeea. 
Now,  all  he  has  said  upon  that  subje^  that,  after 
year,  it  may  be  reduced. 

There  is  one  other  reason  why  we  ought  not  now  to  net. 
Some  States  have  upon  this  floor  more  BeprcsentaitWcs 
than  by  their  population  they  are  entitled  to{  oOkei*  ttsnv 
not  near  so  many  as  they  will  have  in  the  next  Con^reaa 
Hereafter  Ohio  will  have  nineteen  instead  of  fbwtren 
members;  and  surely,  if  this  be  a  question  of  so  aMadi  im- 
portance, each  State  ought  to  be  fully  represented 
it  shall  be  decided. 

For  these  reasons,  my  mind  has  been  brought  to  tbe 
conclusion  that  we  ought  to  leave  the  decinoa  of  th^ 
matter  to  our  successors,  who  will  carrj  with  then  tc 
this  House  fte  fberings  and  wishes  of  their  rinifmutun. 
after  having  had  fiiil  timd  to  consult  and  coumcI  V'lh 
them. 

Suppme,  however,  this  to  be  the  pn^r  tiinei  Aanteia 
bill  propose  the  proper  mode  of  reducing  the  Wtonm.* 
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*  Is  this  the  bill  which  ve  phould  pus^  I  think  not  The 
revenues  of  this  country  are  co41ected  from  tvo  tources — 
the  public  Unds  and  duties  upon  article!  imported  into 
this  country. 

The  articles  upon  which  these  duties  are  assessed  are 
auch  as  are  manufactured  in  the  country,  and  such  aa  are 
not.  or  aiich  as  are  manufactured  in  this  country,  some 
have  been  protected  a^inst  foreign  competition  by  the 
legislation  oithis  countr]-.  Others  have  not.  Those  manu- 
factured  here,  and  not  protected,  m  well  as  those  import- 
ed into  tliia  country,  and  not  manufactured  here,  are  call- 
ed  unprotected  articles,  and  upon  which  a  duty,  for  the 
purpose  of  revenue  only,  has  been  aaeessed. 

Whilst  this  country  was  largely  indebted,  the  policy  of 
the  OoremiDent  was  to  keep  up  the  duties  on  the  unpro. 
tected  articles,  and  raise  as  much  revenue  as  could  be 
done  consistently  with  the  abilities  of  the  country.  Unon 
the  protected  articles  there  had  been  a  higher  duty  tnan 
upon  the  unprotected.  A  duty  had  been  placed  upon  ar- 
ticles imported  into  the  United  States,  and  which  came 
in  competition  with  tlie  like  articles  manufactured  here, 
sufficiently  high  (in  many  instances)  to  enable  the  manu- 
focturer  here  to  sell  tus  article  wthout  a  duty,  full  as 
low  as  the  Importer  of  the  same  article  from  a  foreign 
country  could  sell  his,  after  having  paid  a  duty  on  bring- 
ing it  mto  tliis  countty.  That  public  debt  is  now  nearly 
discharged,  and  the  disbursements  of  the  United  States 
Isssened  about  ten  millions  everj'  year;  and,  consequently, 
tlic  duties  upon  these  protected  and  unprotected  articles 
must  be  so  arrangetl  as  to  reduce  the  annual  revenues 
about  ten  millions  of  dcllarst  or,  in  other  words,  to  reduce 
the  revenue  to  fifteen  millions. 

Now,  sir,  the  question  is,  does  the  bill  propose  tBe 
proper  mettiod  of  doing  it. .  If  the  whole  revenue  were 
to  be  collected  from  a  duty  on  articles  imported  into,  and 
nnt  manufactured  here  at  all,  there  would  be  much  leas 
dlfncully  in  arriving  at  the  proper  amount.  The  amount 
of  importation,  or  consumption  of  those  articles,  could  be 
then  ascertained,  and  a  duty  assessed  at  such  a  rate  as  to 
produce  the  amount,  or  very  near  tlie  amount  of  revenue 
desired.  But  when  you  undertake  to  reduce  tlie  duty  on 
the  protected  article,  or  nttlier  on  the  imported  article 
commg  in  competition  with  the  protected  article,  so  as  to 
produce  a  specific  amount  of  money,  the  difficulty  is 
(^atly  increased.  There  is  a  point  in  the  ascending 
scale,  to  which,  if  you  raise  the  duty  on  those  articles, 
you  will  receive  no  revenue  at  alt.  For  instance,  take 
tobacco:  There  baa  been,  and  now  is,  by  this  bill,  a 
duty  of  thirty-three  per  cent,  on  the  importation  of  that 
article.  The  Foreign  tobacco  is  taxed  out  of  the  market. 
The  duty  amounts  to  a  prohibition  of  the  importation,  and 
secures  the  domestic  market  to  the  producer  in  this  coun- 
try. Take  also  the  manufactures  of  wool,  and  increase 
tlic  duty  to  a  certain  point,  and  you  will  have  the  same  re- 
sult— a  result,  however,  which  would  be  more  sensibly 
felt  by  the  bill  passed  last  year.  It  was  contemphited  to 
raise  a  revenue  on  the  finer  woollens  of  about  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  If  you  now  raise  the  duty  on  imported 
-woollen  articles,  so  as  to  produce  the  eflicct  which  you 
have  on  tobacco— a  prohibition  of  the  imported  article, 
you,  instead  of  increasing,  will  cut  off  the  whole  revenue 
arising  from  this  source. 

There  is  also  a  point  in  the  descending  scale  to  which, 
if  you  reduce  the  duty  on  the  protected  article,  you  will 
greatly  increase  the  revenue.  For  example,  I  will  again 
take  woollens:  It  .is  estimated  that  about  forty  million-i 
of  dollars  worth  of  woollen  fabrics  are  manufactured 
within  the  United  States,  and  of  the  fine  woollens  about 
BIX  millions  worth  imported;  m.iking  the  whole  constmip- 
tion  of  woollens  about  forty-six  millions  of  dollars  in  va- 
lue.  A  Isrge  portion  of  which,  however,  ia  manulkctured 
by  families  for  their  own  tise.  The  doty  on  the  fine  Quali- 
ty of  woollens  is  now  fifty  per  cent.,  and  of  which  there 


is  a  large  quantity  manufactured  here.  You  propose  by 
this  bill  to  reduce  the  duty  from  fifty  to  twenty  per  cent, 
on  tliat  article,  and  thereby  reduce  the  revenue  to  a  little 
over  one  million.  If  fifty  per  cent,  bear  at  all  a  necessa- 
ry protection  for  these  woollens,  (and  it  would  aeem  from 
the  amount  imported  and  sold,  with  a  duty  of  fifty  per 
cent.,  there  was  some  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  not  an 
unneceaaaiT  protection,  ]  it  does  not,  at  all  events,  amount 
to  a  prohibition  of  the  article,  as  the  duty  on  tobacco  does. 
But  to  come  to  the  point  which  I  proposed:  Suppose  that, 
by  reducing  the  duty  on  woollens  from  fifty  to  twenty  per 
cent.,  you  give  the  foreign  article  an  advantage  over  the 
domestic,  in  the  markets  of  this  country,  and  Uiereby  lessen 
the  manufreture  in  this  country  of  that  article  twenty 
millions  of  dollars;  you,  of  course,  increase  and  make  the 
importation  of  these  woollens  about  twenty*ttx  milUons. 
Upon  this  suppcmtion,  instead  of  reducing  the  revenue  to 
one  and  a  quarter  millions,  you  will  increase  it  to  five 
millions  of  dolhu^;  and,  although  such  may  not  be  the  re- 
sult of  this  bill,  if  passed,  yet  I  think  it  would  be  found 
to  be  not  very  far  out  of  the  way.  It  wiH,  therefore,  be 
perceived  that  it  is  no  easy  task  to  ruse  «  definite  amount 
of  revenue  by  duties  upon  articles  hnported  into  this  coun- 
tr)', and  coming  in  competition  with  tne  like  ankles  manu- 
factured here. 

Tp  reduce  the  revenue  to  a  certain  and  definite  amount, 
whether  you  raise  it  upon  the  protected  or  the  unpro- 
tected articles,  or  both,  is  not  the  business  of  one,  of  two, 
nor  of  three  sessions  of  Congress;  you  must  arrive  at  that 
point  by  repeated  acts  of  legislation.  You  cannot  settle 
that  amount  by  any  one  act  of  legislation;  time  wilt  prove 
the  truth  of  this  assertion.  No  man  can  tell  within  seve- 
ral millions  of  dollars  how  much  revenue  would  be  raised 
either  by  this  bill  or  the  one  passed  last  year.  Let  us, 
therefore,  try  the  one  we  have  passed  before  we  pass  an- 
other. By  the  one  filready  passed,  we  reduced  the  du- 
ties on  certain  woollen  cloths,  which  are  used  almost  en- 
tirely in  the  South,  to  a  ptunt  &r  below  even  a  revenue 
duty;  we  reduced  it  to  five  per  cent.  This  was  a  par- 
tial act  of  legisUtion,  for  the  benefit  and  interest  of  the 
South.  Of  that  article  there  was,  during  the  Isstyear,  Im- 
ported into  this  country  more  than  one  imllion  ii  dollars 
worth. 

This  hill  professes  to  give  protection  to  the  manufac- 
turing of  woollens,  cottons,  iron,  hemp,  su^ar,  tobacco, 
salt,  and  other  articles.  By  the  former  Lt^ulature  of  this 
country,  it  was  supposed  that  an  adequate,  and  nothing 
more  than  an  adequate  protection,  was  extended  to  these 
productions  of  this  country.  Ifthat  be  true,  there  is  an 
insufficient  and  unequal  protection  ^ven  to  them  by  thia 
bill.  Upon  certain  descriptions  of  iron  manufactured  in 
Pennsylvania,  you  do  not  reduce  the  duty  more  than  one- 
fourthi  no,  sir,  not  one-fourth.  You  give  it  a  permanent 
protection  of  ninety-five  per  cent.,  while  you  reduce  the 
duty  on  woollens  somethlDg  like  three-fifths.-  It  is  so 
with  many  otlier  articles.  For  the  sugar  of  Louinana  you 
retain  a  protection  of  forty-six  per  cent.;  for  the  hemp  of 
Kentucky,  twenty-eightj  but  to  woollens  you  give  frMn 
five  to  twen^  per  cent.  only.  Why  reduce  the  duty  upon 
wootif  ns  in  a  greater  proportion  than  upon  those  other 
articles? 

At  the  close  of  the  late  war  every  one  Ml  the  neeessi* 
ty  of  encouraging  the  manufiuiture  of  this  article  above 
almost  every  thing  else.  It  was  then,  air,  that  experience 
had  taught  us  a  lesson  which,  I  had  supposed,  would  not 
soon  be  forgotten.  We  had  to  procure  from  the  very  en- 
emy with  wliom  we  were  contending,  the  pantaloons -and 
coats  worn  by  our  soldiers,  and  the  blankets  in  which 
they  slept.  Three  regiments  of  men  were  raised  in  Ohio 
at  onetime.  They  rendezvoused  at  Cincinnati;  blankets 
could  not  be  purchased  in  the  country  to  protect  them 
from  the  cold.  They  were  neither  fnanufactured  nor 
imported.   WhiLtt  in  this  situation,  an  address  was  madd 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1063 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER. 


1064 


H.  orR.] 


[Ja».  is,  1833- 


to  the  ladiu  of  thftt  city,  by  tjie  Goremor  of  Ohio,  en- 
treating-  them  to  ittip  their  beds  and  furnish  the  soldiers 
Tith  bUnketst  *nd,  to  their  credit,  ind  to  the  honor  of 
that  city,  the^  done  so.  Yes,  sir,  they  threw  the  blan- 
kets from  their  windows  to  shivering  soldiers  in  the  street. 
All  those  who  were  eye-witnesses  of  the  .suflTerinf^  of  the 
ioldiers  for  wint  of  clothing  and  blankets^  said  with  one 
T(Mce»  protect  these  articles,  encoura^  the  investiture  of 
capital  in  their  manufacture,  that  ve  may  have  them  of 
our  owoi  «hhout  being  dependant  upon  a  foreign  power 
for  them. 

In  1824,  the  now  PreaidenI  of  the  United  States,  be- 
lieving bUnkets  to  be  essential  in  time  of  war,  voted  in 
the  Senate  to  increase  the  duly  on  blankets  one-third 
higher  than  it  ever  has  been  by  any  law.  And  now  it  is 
proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  on  blankets  three-fiftha.  ^ 
ftdmit  that  it  is  a  very  difficult  nutter  to  say  what  is  and 
what  is  not  a  sufficient  protectioni  but  before  1  can  con- 
sent to  vote  for  such  a  reduction,  I  must  be  satisfied,  by 
evidence,  that  it  can  be  made  without  a  total  drstructioi) 
of  the  woollen  interest.  I  ask  tiiat  evidence  of  those  who 
claim  that  it  ought  to  be  reduced.  I  ask  for  the  reuon 
why  itougfat  to  be  done.  Can  any  one  give  W  Can  the 
committee  who  repoKed  this  bill  give  it?  If  they  can,  I 
deaire  to  hear  them.  There  k  Aout  one  hundred  and 
leven^  millions  of  capital  Involved  in  the  growth  and 
manufacture  of  wool  in  the  United  States,  and  the  per- 
sons employed  in  its  manufacture  is  estimated  at  about 
one  hundred  and  sixty  thousand.  The  provisions  of  the 
manufkcturera  amount  to  more  than  tiiree  and  s  half  mil- 
liona  of  dollars  per  annum.  These  provisions  are  furnish- 
ed by  the  fiirmeri  much  of  which  is  produced  in  Ohio. 
They  create  a  market  for  our  surplus  pnxluce,  whilst  the 
porta  of  England  are  closed  apunst  us.  It  is  to  the  home 
market,  created  by  these  very  manu&ctures,  that  we  look 
for  the  sale  of  our  wheat,  flour,  pork,  and  beef.  Destroy 
the  manufuctures  of  this  country,  and  you  destroy  that 
market  Sir,  Ohio  has  been  engaged  in  tlie  construction 
of  expensive  works  or  internal  improvement,  and  is  now 
involved  in  a  debt  of  about  four  millions  of  dollar^  for  * 
canal  wluch  she  has  cut  entireW  through  the  State.  De- 
stroy the  manufactuting  estahnshments  of  this  country, 
and  ^ou  not  only  cut  m  the  market  for  our  staple  com 
modities^  and  take  away  our  means  of  paying  that  debt, 
but  you  do  more,  you  take  away  the  tolls  arising  from 
the  use  of  it,  the  intended  means  of  paying  the  interest  of 
the  debt.  A  large  portion  of  those  tolls  arise  from  the 
transporution  of  the  flour,  wheat,  fcc,  of  which  I  have 
been  Bpeakingi  and  whether  they  are  Uken  North  or 
South,  the  lai^  porUoa  of  them  finally  find  a  market 
within  the  United  States,  and  in  those  manufacturing  es- 
tablishments. 

This  is  not  the  only  effect  which  the  destruction  of  these 
establishments,  and  of  the  woollen  interest,  would  have 
ill  Ohio.  By  your  legislation  you  have  incited,  yes,  sir, 
you  have  bribed  the  people  of  my  country  to  invest  large 
capitala  In  the  rai«n|p  of  woolj  you  have  promised  to 
them  the  market  of  this  country,  and,  In  fulfilment  of  that 
promise,  you  have  compelled  the  man  who  brought  any 
wool  from  a  foreign  country  to  pay  seventy  per  cent,  on 
it.  Now,  nr,  by  another  act  of  legisiation,  you  propose 
to  destroy  this  capital  also.  But  if  the  wool  of  this  coun- 
try being  destroyed  would  appease  the  South,  I  would  do 
itt  I  would  sacrifice  large  interests  to  doit.  But,  sir, 
South  Carolina  has  said  what  she  will  and  what  ahe  will 
not  accept 

I  have  shown  that  her  request  cannot  now  be  complied 
with,  and  that  this  bill  will  not  answer  the  purpose.  She 
win  nullify  your  laws,  and  apply  her  own  remedy  to  the 
legislation  of  tliis  country.  One  word'upon  this  doctrine 
oTnuthfication.  So  far  as  the  tariff  is  concerned,  it  can 
he  put  in  operation  only  In  those  States  where  there  are 
jHirta  of  entry.   There  the  impoter  pays  the  du^,  and 


the  effective  operation  of  nullification  is  to  prevent  the 
payment,  by  the  importer,  of  the  duly.  In  many  of  the 
Western  States  we  have  no  ports  of  entry,  and  no  duties 
are  paid  in  tlie  first  instance.  We  pay,  in  the  piirchue 
of  the  arlicle,  to  the  merchant.  We  might  nullify  as  long 
as  we  pleased,  and  produce  no  effect  in  preventiiig  the 
colleetion  of  the  revenue.  In  South  Carolina  it  is  other- 
wise. So  that  you  see  nutliflcation  can  only  be  pot  in  es< 
ecution  in  the  Atlantic  States.  It  b  a  remedy  which  i» 
only  in  the  power  of  States  having  ports  of  eatxy,  and 
therefore  an  unequal  remedy. 

To  return  to  the  bill,  I  will  say,  in  conclusion,  tkst  I, 
for  one,  cannot  now  vote  for  this  bill.  I  am  well  sati»£ed 
that  any  thing  which  I  might  say  on  thissul^tct  could 
not  change  a  single  vote;  and,  although  I  had  prrpartd 
to  give  my  opinion  on  the  constitutional  power  of  Con- 
gress to  assess  discriminating  ditties,  yet  I  will  not  occu- 
py the  time  of  the  House  on  that  point,  but  will  yield 
the  floor  to  those  who  may  Ee  denrous  of  addresvngibe 
committee. 

Mr.  CHOATE,  of  Massachusetts  next  addressed  the 
committee.  He  said  that  he  should  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  fjfr- 
HoNTiKOTOH,]  which  struck  out  the  duty  on  tea  and  cof- 
fee, and  then,  whether  that  amendment  were  adopted  or 
not,  he'  should  vote  sgunst  the  bill.  It  has  seemed  to  me, 
he  said,  that  it  is  not  practicable  at  tbia  session,  if  it  were 
desirable,  to  frame  an  entire  new  tariff  fit  to  receive  thfe 
sanction  of  Congress.  1  am  not  guite  sure  that  it  is  de- 
sirable to  do  this,  if  it  were  practicable. 

It  would  be  mere  affectation  in  me,  sir,  lo  pretend  not 
to  see  that  this  bill  is  introduced  because  South  Carolina 
has,  prospectively,  nullified  the  lav  which  we  made  tnpmri 
materia,  five  months  ago.   The  chairman  of  tlie  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  docs  not,  to  be  nu-e,  say  tbUin 
his  speech,  or  in  his  report;  but  there  is  not  a  nam,  wo- 
man, or  child,  in  the  United  States,  who  does  notlnow  it, 
and  who  would  not  laugh  in  your  face  to  hear  the  contra- 
ry ssserted.  Why,  sir,  upon  the  apparent  circumstances', 
who  c&n  doubt  about  it.   The  tariff  of  the  bit  sessoo, 
whatever  else  might  be  said  against  or  for  it,  wu  no  ^eiy 
hasty  piece  of  legislation.    A  committee  ot  this  House, 
constituted  for  that  very  purpose,  were  three  months  in 
Traming  that  bill  which  was  its  groundwork.  In  me  fcrm 
and  in  one  stage  or  another,  thebill  was  pending  l>efore  ns 
two  or  three  months. longer.    It  was  under  actual  diacos- 
sion  more,  I  believe,  than  one.  The  public  attention  bad 
been  recently  very  much  drawn  to  the  subject.  Conten- 
tions bad  been  holdeni  memorials  had  been  coaippserf t 
and  a  vast  body  of  fact  and  argument  had  been  Kinuihed 
to  us  by  the  sections  and  interests  moat  opposed  and  mokt 
sensitive  upon  this  policy.    After  all  Ihii^  tJie  bill  pasaed 
with  a  surptnsing  unanimity  through  both  brancoea  of 
Congress,  and  I  cannot  say  tlisl  it  has  w*.  been  pretty 
well  received  by  the  people.   Certainly,  the  adinmw.tr*,- 
tion  presses  have  unceasingly  declared  that  it  bad  the 
approval  of  all  but  the  ultras  on  both  ndestthe  maaubc- 
turers  and  the  nullifiers. 

That  tariff  has  not  yet  gone  into' opention?   Bow  it 
may  work,  therefore,  how  much  revenue  it  nay  >te1d, 
what  eff  ect  it  may  produce  upon  prices,  commerce,  nran- 
ufactures,  or  the  agricultures  of  the  South,  bow  far  itaiay 
approve  itself  upon  a  full  experiment  to  the  juilgmeBt  of 
our  constituents,  the  American  people,  upon  all  tbcw 
matters,  you  know  absolutely  notliin^  which  you  did  »^ 
know  when  you  set  your  hands  to  it.   Witliout  the  ex- 
amination of  a  nngle  witness,  without  the  readin*  or  p^ 
sentation  of  a  single  memormi,  without  a  particle  of  rc« 
information,  whether  of  fact  or  science,  on  th«  merits 
this  business  as  a  question  offinance  or  political  ecoec«y* 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  have  struck  out  at  > 
beat  in  three  weeks,  a  new  tariff,  departing^  Auiiaincn- 
tally  from  the  provuions  of  the  last,  and  wiiuiiMPg. 
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not  fonnilly,  I  concede  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr. 
Knrarov,]  who  had  juit  resumed  his  seat,  but  substan- 
tially oTcrtumin^  the  American  pmtectlre  system. 

Sir,  I  repeat  it,  it  is  impos«ble  for  me  to  doubt  the  mo- 
tive or  object  of  this  proceeding,  unexsmplfd  in  our 
leg'islHtion.  Do  not  deceive yoiirselTea  by  supposing  that 
the  aountry  and  the  world  also  will  not  see  clear  through 
it.  Let  us  notahun  a  fair  responsibility  on  this  great 
oeoasion.  Why  not  aiw  it  at  once,  and  put  yourselves 
thereupon  on  the  country.  South  Carolinahas  nullified 
your  tariffs!  >nd  therefore  you  repeal  tbem.  You  suppress 
nullification,  and  take  a  statesmanslike  pledge  and  guar- 
antee against  any  fiiture  recurrence  by  any  other  State  to 
that  happy  expedient,  by  just  promptly  eranting  the 
first  time  you  have  a  chance  to  act  on  it,  all  that  it  de- 
mands. 

But,  sir,  {  shall  consume  no  time  in  complaining  of  the 
committee  foF^l).avinpcast  the  connderation  of  this  sub- 
ject again  on  this  Congress.    If  we  can  mak;  a  better 

tariff  than  the  last,  or  rather  if  we  can  make  a  really  per-,  Waya  and  Means  to  another  honorable  member  of  thia 


Government,  out  of  debt,  and  economically  administer* 
ed.  The  public  demand  is,  I  think*  that  tbe  tariff'  be 
an  constnicledas  to  yield  that  amount  of  tevenae,  and  no 
moret  *nd  if  the  tariff  of  the  last  session  shall  be  found, 
on  a  full  experiment,  to  yield  more  than  that,  sooner  or 
later  it  must,  of  course,  be  altered.  In  other  words,  if 
fifteen  millions  a  year  will  administer  the  Government, 
fifteen  millions  are  all  which  we  can  permanently  collect 
from  imposts. 

The  constitutional  power  of  Congress,  however,  to 
levy  duties  beyond  the  requirements  of  revenue,  and 
without  reference  to  revenue,  for  the  protection  nu- 
nufacturea,  under  the  clause  which  authorizes  the  regu- 
lation of  commerce,  I  hold  to  be  incontestible.  We  may 
so  exert  this  power  as  to  bring,  year  by  year,  a  greater 
or  amaller  surplus  into  the  treasurj'.  The  argument  to 
prove  that  we  posses  this  power,  is  irreleviint  to  my  pur> 
pose,  and,  beside^  has  been  exhausted.  Mr.  Madison's 
letter,  the  letter  of  the  ehdrman  of  the  Committee  of 


manent  and  good  one;  without  the  neglect  of  weiglitier 
mutters,  I  do  not  think  the  attitude  of  South  Ctirolina 
alone  ought  to  prevent  our  doing  so.  While  I  hold  un- 
doubtedW  that  our  main  andjfirst  btiiinesa  at  this  seasion  is, 
toprovtde  fbrefiectually  enforcing  the  law,  if  in  that  be- 
half there  is  any  thing  for  the  Legislature  to  do,  I  could 
wish  to  improve  the  law  also,  if  it  t^equirea  to  be,  and  can 
be  improved. 

But  this  bill  is  no  improvement  ^f  the  law.  Come 
vhat  may,  I  shall  not  assent  to  it.  Some  uf  the  princi- 
ples it  proceeds  on  are  well  enought  some  of  the  ends 
It  seeks  not  undesirable.  But  the  honorable  chairman  will 
pardon  me  if  I  say  that,  as  a  whole,  it  is  a  great  deal  too 
rash,  partial,  andrevolutionaiy.  He  will  pardon  me  if  I 
•ay  I  see  on  it  some  marks  of  the  unwise  precipitation  of 
fear,  and  some  of  the  still  more  offensive  marks  of  poli- 
tical calculation  and  combination.  Instead,  however,  sir, 
of  attempting  to  dissect  it  minutely,  and  to  display  its  ob- 
jectionable details,  I  have  risen  only  to  suggest  some 
more  genera)  grounds  on  which  I  oppose  it,  and  on  which 

Serhaps,  tbe  expediency  of  passing  even  a  far  better 
ill  than  this  in  tbe  orcumstances,  may  well  be  ques- 
tioned. 

There  is  one  view  of  this  great  subject  of  the  tarifT, 
in  its  relation  to  the  times  we  are  approaching,  in  which 
the  importance  of  very  deliberate  action  on  it,  upon  the 
part  of  the  National  Legislature,  is  quite  striking.  I  can- 
not hope  to  impress  it  on  others  as  it  has  presented  it- 
■elf  to  my  own  mind. 

We  have  reached  the  thne,  or  rather  we  are  within  a 
year  or  two  of  the  time,  when  it  wiU  become  necessary 
to  meet  and  settle  a  question  in  some  sense  newt  a 
question  invoking  tlie  fate  of  our  existing  manufactur- 
ing establishmenta,  and  perhaps  the  fute  of  American 
nianufacturing  enterprise.  T'lie  question  is  this:  Can 
the  tariff  be  so  arranged,  that  it  shall  produce  no  more 
revenue  than  the  wants  of  a  Government  out  of  debt  and 
wisely  administered,  indispensably  demandt  shall  inciden- 
tally snve  effectual  protection  to  capital  now  invested  in 
manufactures,  and  ahall,  at  the  same  time,  work  no  sec- 
tional injustice  to  the  planting  States.  Such  a  tariff 
alone  can  be  maintained  in  this  country.  Su^  a  tariff, 
by  tiie  blessing  of  providence,  can  be  maintained.  Such 
am  one  can  be  framed;  but  time,  and  an  opportunity  of 
calm,  thorotigb,  unterrified  deliberation,  are  indispensa- 
ble to  a  work  so  great,  and  healing-,  and  difllcuh. 

Hie  first  req^uistte  of  a  tariff,  which  shall  meet  the  ex- 
igency of  the  tunes,  is,  that  it  bringa  down  tbe  .revenue 
■*  to  the  wants  of  tbe  Government.^  A  vety  fSe'w  words 
only  upon  thist 

t  consider  it  to  be  the  settled  opinion  of  the  country, 
that  the  national  revenue  ougbt  to  be  restricted  to,  and 
nwaiured  by,  the  necesMty  annual  expen^hire  of  the 


House,  [Mr.  Dbattoit,]  and  the  address  of  the  conven- 
tion of  the  friends  of  domestic  industry,  published  in  the 
latter  part  of  1831,  leave  nothing  to  be  said  on  the  affir- 
mative side  of  this  constitutional  question. 

But  the  public  temper  is  against  snch  an  exertion  of 
this  power,  as  shall  produce  a  surplus  in  the  federal 
trea..ury. 

The  distribution  of  the  surplus,  it  seems  to  be  appre- 
hended, would  be  a  delicate  and  invidious,  if  not  dan- 
geroua  business.  A  vote  of  the  House  this  mominR-, 
aeems  to  indicate  that  our  minds  are  not  yet  fully  made 
up  on  the  practicability,  or  expediency,  or  right  of  ef- 
fecting such  a  distribution.  On  the  other  haniH  the  ae* 
cumuUtionof  money  annually  in  the  bands  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, is  still  leu  to  be  thoii^it  of.  Upon  thia  point 
the  opinion  and  practice  of  all  modem  States  are  de- 
cided and  uniform.  No  Government  lays  up  gold  or  ul- 
ver,  or  any  other  form  of  wealth,  in  its  coffers;  and  its 
only  recourse,  on  a  deficiency  of  taxes,  is  to  loans.  The 
practice  of  sncient  Stales,  in  this  particular,  was  remark- 
ably otherwise.  Too  recollect,  sir,  tiiat  llume,  alarmed 
1  believe,  by  the  enormous  and  growing  debt  of  England, 
argues  ingeniously  to  show  that  the  old  politics  were  the 
soundest.  He  instances  among  others  the  national  trea- 
sury of  Rome.  There,  in  the  same  year,  with  the  ex- 
pulsion of  thftkings,  in  the  very  first  year  of  the  repub* 
lie,  the  consular  Government  began  the  accommodation 
of  gold  and  silver,  tbe  property  of  the  State.  For  more 
tiian  four  hundred  yeara,  the  fund  went  on  growing,  year 
after  year,  by  Utile  and  fittle,  like  the  atrength  and ^ory 
of  the  republic  itself  From  a  thousand  smirces  of^ sup- 
ply, tributes  of  conquered  kings,  gifls  of  nation*  fhnn 
fear  and  policy,  and  extortion,  spoils  of  a  long  succession 
of  victories,  fines  of  condemned  criminals,  the  eaminga 
and  savings  of  republican  frugality;  through  a  thousand 
different  rivulets  money  flowed  into  a  treasury,  capa- 
cious to  receive,  but  giving  nothing  back,  down  to  the 
time  of  the  battle  of  Pharmlia.  In  all  tbe  varieties  of 
die  national  fortunes,  it  was  never  broken  in  upon  but 
once,  after  an  exhausting  war  of  more  than  twenty  years, 
until  Cssar  entered  the  city  at  the  head  of  his  lepons, 
and  in  one  day  despoiled  it  of  iu  irealures  and  its  liber- 
ty. I'here  is  nothing  in  such  an  instance,  certainly,  to 
tempt  us  to  imitate  it;  and  I  hold  with  the  received  opin- 
ion, that  a  treasury'  emptied  annually,  a  nation  out  of  debt, 
lightly  taxed,  a  prosperous  and  contented  people,  are  the 
best  proofs  and  fruits  of  a  skilful  and  republican  acheme 
of  finance. 

Tbe  bill  under  consideration  professes  to  be  an  attempt 
to  bring  down  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and,  so  far,  I  have  nothing  to  object  to  it.  How 
far  it  may  effect  ila  object,  or  how  far  it  may  go  beyond 
its  object,  is  another  question.  It  assumes  further,  that 
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fifteen  milliont  of  dollan  will  satisfy  the  annual  wants  of 

the  Government.  Upon  this,  too,  1  have  nothing  to  say. 
But  it  further  proceeds  upon  the  Eupposition,  that,  of  this 
sum,  t\Co  millions  and  a  half  will  be  supplied  by  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands,  and  the  other  twelve  millions  and  a 
half  by  the  imposts.  1  submit  to  the  committee,  sir,  that 
the  imposts  ou^it  to  be  made  to  contribute  from  the  first, 
the  whole  fifteen  millions,  or  whatever  be  the  sum  which 
you  decide  to  raise. 

I  trust  that  any  scheme  of  revenue  now  to  be  adopted 
is  intended  fop  permanence.  The  interests,  commercial, 
and  manufacturing,  affected  by  every  Buctuation  of  du- 
ties on  imports,  arc  so  vast  and  so  sensitive,  that  it  is  as 
criminal  as  it  is  foolish,  needlessly  to  tamper  with  the  ta- 
riff. Now,  the  ground  I  go  upon  is,  that  tlie  public  lands 
will  not  much  longer  continue  to  contribute  any  thing  tn 
the  federal  treasuryt  that,  if  yon  now  afrange  tlie  tarifF 
upon  a  calculation  of  two  and  a  half  miHions  from  this 
source,  it  will  very  soon  be  necessary  to  rto-eonstruct  it; 
and  that  it  is  wiser  and^inder  to  set  your  rates  of  duties 
at  first  where  they  must  ultimately  stand,  than  to  reduce 
them  below  that  point,  tn  the  certain  injury  of  those  in- 
terests wliicb  such  legislation  opperates  against,  raising 
them  again  when  the  mischief  is  incurably  done. 

I  put  it  to  any  gentleman  of  the  committee  to  say,  if  he 
believes  that  the  public  lands  will  much  longer  yield  any 
thing  considerable  to  the  national  treasury?  Sir,  as  a 
source  of  federal  revenue,  for  federal  expenditure,  they 
are  given  up  by  common  consent.  There  are  two  pro- 
positions in  substance  in  relation  to  them  before  the  coun- 
try. One  of  these  provides  to  graduate  the'u-  prices,  to 
Kll  them  for  a  little  time  longer,  at  non^nal  rates,  to  set- 
tlers or  speculators,  and  then,  at  as  early  a  day  as  is  poa- 
uble,  to  cede  the  vast  residue  to  the  SUtes  rcspecUvely 
within  which  it  lies;  thus  adopting  the  Ksecutive  recom- 
mendaiion  in  its  whole  extent,  and  "abandoning  the  idea 
of  a  revenue  from  the  lands."  The  other  proposes  still 
to  derive  a  revenue  from  them;  but  to  divert  it  from  the 
national  treasury,  and  to  distribute  it  among  the  States. 
Bills  embodying  these  propositions  are  pending  before 
both  branches  of  Congress,  and  one  or  the  other  will 
probably  become  a  Uw.  Be  it  which  it  may,  this  source 
of  revenue  is,  for  ordinary  times,  dried  up.  To  the  im- 
posU  then,  sir,  to  the  imposts,  for  direct  taxation,  is  out 
of  the  question— you  must  come  at  last,  and  soon,  and 
exclusively;  and  when  you  consider  how  slight  a  touch 
here  will  vibrate  throughout  all  your  circles  of  industry; 
when  you  consider  tlie  effects  inevitable  on  every  rt-tir- 
rangement  of  the  tariff;  the  enterprises  it  embarrasses, 
Uie  speculations  it  stimulates,  the  hopes  and  fears  it  awa- 
kens, the  shock  with  which  it  strikes  upon  the  employ- 
ments of  one  ^eat  division  uf  tlie  general  labor— I  ^- 
treat  you,  air,  m  view  of  these  things,  throwing  out  all 
temporary,  occajuonal,  and  uncertain  aourcca  of  supply, 
place  your  new  system  of  revenue  fairly  at  first,  where 
it  must  stand  at  last,  upon  imposts. 

If  these  suggestions  should  be  approved  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  tbe  Whole,  a  re-committal  of  the  bill  becomes 
necessary.  The  gentleman  who  reported  it,  says,  in- 
deed,  that  the  failure  of  the  revenue  expected  from  the 
lands,  will  not  derange  its  plan.  Sir,  I  do  not  understand 
this.  He  tells  us  that  tifteen  millions  per  annum  must 
be  raised,  and  he  tells  us,  too,  that  his  bill  will  give  but 
twelve  and  a  half.  If  the  lands  do  not  supply  the  defi 
ciency,  he  must  obtain  it  by  re-arranging  the  duties;  and 
that  isjust  the  derangement  of  his  plan  which  I  desire  to 
avoid. 

But  there  is  a  deeper  objection  to  thp  bill.  Assuming, 
sir,  that  a  tariff  is  to  be  constructed  which  shall  supply 
from  imposts  the  whole  national  revenue,  and  no  more 
than  you  need  for'  revenue,  then  the  great  question  is 
this:  Can  the  principle  of  an  effectual  protection  of  the 
cxlatlng  manufacturing  establishments  be  embodied  inci- 


dentally in  such  a  tatiff,  without  injuitiee  to  tbe  planting 
States?  Sir,  Ibelieve  that  it  can;  iand  I  am  wholly  against 
this  bill  because  it  makes  no  attempt  to  do  it. 

Look  into  the  bill  and  say  if  these  rates  of  duties  ue 
sufBcient  for  the  preservation  of  your  leading  maniibc- 
tures?  ^byi  ^'i*  House  has  concluded  tbe  question. 
You  have  framed,  this  very  assembly  baa  onee  already 
framed,  i^  tariff  of  protection.  Yes,,  ur,  the  law  of  thie 
last  session,  enacted  sfter  a  series  of  investigatiotn  of  un- 
exampled minutes  and  toil,  is  tlie  deliberate,  jecordcd, 
promulgated  judgment  of  the  whole  National  legislature, 
that  the  duties  in  ttiat  law  are  indispensable  to  the  ade- 
quate protection  of  your  investments  in  manu&ctures. 

Now,  is  there  a  particle  of  new  evidence,  is  there  one 
single  argument  good  or  bad,  old  or  new,  is  there  so 
much  as  a  suggestion  from  any  quarter  of  this  Hciuae,  tbat, 
on  point  of  necessity  of  that  degree  of  protection  which 
you  decided  to  give  last  summer,  your  judgement  was  er. 
roneoua^  So  erroneous  that  you  may  now  take  off  seven- 
ty-five per  cent,  of  that  protection  without  fear  of  the 
consequences?  Sir,  we  know  there  is  nothing.  Tbb 
bill  is  not  put  forward  as  a  protecting  tariff.  Tbe  chiir- 
man  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  baa  not  said 
on  this  floor,  or  in  his  report,  and  will  not  say  that  lie 
believes  this  rate  of  protection  Is  enough.  He  does  not 
press  the  measure  upon  yoy  on  that  ground.  He  ugoea 
that  it  will  reduce  the  revenue  to  twelve  and  a  half  mit- 
lions,  and  he  claims  no  more  for  it.  Ko  verbal  or  written 
testimony  has  been  taken  by  the  committee,  and  nwie  is 
furnished  to  the  House.  Some  tnanuscripts  of  matter 
purporting  to  be  -answers  of  manufacturers  to  the  inter- 
rogatories of  agents  of  the  SecreliiT  o'*  tfw  TVewury, 
are  said  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  pubHc  printer;  but  nth- 
body  knows  their  contents,  or  attaches  any  sort  of  im- 
portance to  them. 

I  have  heard,  in  conversation,  that  the  tariff  of  1816 
g&ve  adequate  protection,  and  that  this  bill  is  a  return  to 
Uiat  tariff.    Did  we  not  know  last  summer  what  protec- 
tion the  law  of '1816  gave,  and  did  we  not  pronounce  it 
to  be  wholly  inadequate.'   Beudes,  sir,  this  bill  it  not  a 
return  to  the  provisions  of  that  law.    If  that  were  btend- 
ed,  why  are  Uie  duties  on  iron  carried  so  iihmIi  higher* 
Do  you  say  that  the  manufactures  of  iron  atv  essential  to 
the  defence  of  the  nation  in  time  of  war,  and,  therefore, 
deserve  to  be  protected:    Very  well;  but  Uiis  plainly 
admits  that  the  law  of  1816  docs  not  afford  the  desred 
protection.    And  again;  if  you  take  that  tariff  for  your 
standard,  why  do  you  wittidraw  from  .the  manufacturen 
of  woollens  and  coltons,  the  protection  of  whieb  iftey 
enjoyed  under  it?    No  sir,  I  shall  not  admit  against  yiwr 
vote  of  five  months  ago,  that  these  duties  will  sustain  any 
great  branch  of  the  national  manufitctures.   1  »m  estop- 
ped by  Uie  record,  and  bow,  as  I  ought,  toyour  owo  au- 
thority.   I  must  take  it  for  this  discussion,  wVthnut  f»u»- 
ing  to  collate  this  bill  with  former  tariff^  item  bj  ftent, 
and  without  attempting  to  calculate  tbe  exact  rale  per 
cent,  of  the  proposed  reduction,  that  the  measure  goes  m 
its  inevitable,  and  not  very  remote  effect,  to  £sUirl>  and 
derange  the  whole  manufacturing  enterprise  of  Uie  cean- 
try,  and  particularly  to  break  down  the  great  bodj  of  tbe 
establishments  of  New  England. 

Is  there  any  thing  in  uie  circumstances  of  tbe  time 
which  makes  all  this  necessary?    Sir,  I  cannot  beGeve  it. 
I  believe  ^ou  mty  construct  a  tariff  which  riiall  jieU  fif- 
teen millions  of  revenue;  effectually  protect  doncvt'x 
manufacture;  and  do  injustice  to  no  portion  of  the  cc«:r- 
try.    This  is  the  great  problem  now  proposed  to  t^e 
wisdom  of  Congress.   1  beg  leave,  sir,  to  say  a  fttw  VTrds 
only  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  such  a  larifT  asay  be 
made,'' but  that  perhaps  new  investigations,  perhoi])*  cew 
modes  of  inquiry  on  the  Government,  are  nrrf  smij  wi  sn 
object  BO  important  and  so  difficult. 
I  confess  sir,  it  is  not  until  very  recently  I  Iwe 
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posed  tliat  a  tarifT,  Rrodacing  so  much  revenue  only  aa 
the  vnnta  of  Government  year  by  year  demand,  would  be 
resisted  by  the  South,  merely  because  it  Bought  to  unite 
with  its  main'object  of  revenue,  in  Us  selection  of  articles, 
and  its  distribution  of  duties,  the  protection  of  domestic 
industry.  We  have  heard  much  about  the  burden  of  un> 
necesnty  taxationi  against  vaateful  and  corrupt  expen- 
ditUTM  of  public  money;  s^lnst  plundering^  the  people 
with  one  hand,  and  deuine  out  the  spoils  here  ana  there 
to  this  portion  of  them  ana  that,  with  the  other.  These 
topics  are  familiar  enough  in  our  discussions  here  and 
elsewhere;  but  that  which  has  been  somewhat  technically 
called  incidental  protection,  I  thought  had  been  spared 
this  reneral  denunciatton.  I  had  supposed  the  sentiments 
ascrioed  the  other  day  by  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut [Mr.  IirsESBDi.L]  to  a  distin^ished  Virginian,  [Ur. 
BiKBOTiB,]  expressed  the  prevailing  Southern  opinion  on 
this  subject.  When  the  tariff  was  made  bona  jidt  for  re- 
venue, where  it  was  so  framed  as  to  produce  no  more 
than  the  necessary  revenue  for  an  economical  administra- 
tion of  a  Government  out  of  debt;  where,  in  its  **  gross 
and  scope,"  as  h  whole,  acting  as  one  tax  on  one  people, 
it  drew  from  them  only  the  proper  amount  of  tax,  I-nad 
supposed,  sir,  that  flaeh  a  tanfT  would  not  be  objected  to, 
merely  because  in  its  details  it  favorably  regarded  the 
interests  of  American  manufactures.  One  thing  is  cer- 
tain: the  constitutional  competence  of  Congress  to  make 
such  a  tariff  has  hardly  been  questioned,  I  believe,  by 
those  who  have  questioned  eveiy  thing  else.  In  the  ad- 
dreu  of  the  convention  of  the  frienda  of  free  trade,  put 
fbrth  in  the  latter  part  of  the  ^ear  1831, 1  find  these  pas- 
■ages.  They  occur  in  the  midst  of  a  regular  argument 
agMnst  the  substantive  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to 
make  a  protecting  tariff.  "  They  admit  the  power  of  Con- 
fess to  lay  and  collect  such  duties  as  they  deem  necessarj' 
for  the  purpose  of  revenuet  and,  wiihin  those  limits,  so  to 
nrrange  these  duticB  as  inddentally,  and  to  that  extent,  to 
give  protection  to  the  nianu&cturer. 

"  They  deny  the  riglit  to  convert  what  they  denominate 
the  incidental  into  the  prindpal  power,  and,  transcend- 
ing the  limitB  of  revenue,  to  impose  an  additional  duty, 
substantially  and  exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
that  protection." 

The  writer  of  an  article  in  the  Southern  Review,  pub- 
lished in  August,  1830,  a  writer  who,  with  zeal  and  talent 
maintMni  tlw  doctrinei  of  nullification,  and  the  want  of 
constitutional  power  to  make  a  teriff  of  protection,  says: 
South  Carolina  hai  never  contended  that,  in  pursuing 
honafidt  the  legitimate  object  of  revenue,  a  bill  for  this 
purpose  may  not  be  arranged  in  such  a  manner  as  inci- 
dentally to  benefit  the  domestic  industry  ofthe  country." 

Sir,  I  agree  that  there  is  some  ambiguity  in  this  lan- 
guage; but  it  seems  to  me  to  admit,  in  the  broadest  terms, 
our  constitutional  power  to  make  just  such  a  tariff  as  the 
timea  demand^  a  tariff  yielding  juMt  enough,  and  no  more, 
to  the  treasury,  yet  so  taxing,  and  so  exempting  fVom 
t«x  articles  imported,  as  effectually  to  protect  the  manu- 
facturing capiul  and  labor  of  the  country. 

But,  sir,  we  know  now  that  our  friends  ofthe  planting 
States  take  atronger  ground.    They  now  say  that,  even 
if  the  tariff  produce  only  the  noeessary  amount  of  reve- 
nue, it  cannot  be  so  constructed  aa  to  protect  mafiufac- 
tures,  according  to  the  Northern  opinions  on  the  requi- 
site degree  of  protection,  without  injustice  to  the  South. 
Such  a  tariff  will  admit  some  imports  free  of  duty;  it  will 
t AX  some  heavily,  others  lightly;  and  this  *' arrangement 
of  duties"  must,  aa  they  allege,  from  the  habits  of  con- 
niimption  and  of  production,  peculiar  to  the  planting 
States,  act  with  a  sectional  injuitice  and  hardship  on 
tltem. 

Now  this  allegation  of  the  South  presenti  a  qoeation  of 
fWet  of  great  interest  It  hu  been  discussed  at  former 
■tfMiont  of  Cei^ress,  irith  eainent  ability  on  this  floor. 


It  is  the  turning  point  of  the  controversy  which  threatens, 
not  to  rend  these  States  asunder,  that  is  an  absurd  appre- 
hension, but  which  threatens  to  prostrate  every  manufac- 
turing establishment  in  the  country.  I  do  not  say  that  it 
is  capable  of  being  conclusively  determined.  Perhaps  it 
is  a  problem  which  must  forever  baffle  all  attempt  at  so- 
lution. But,  air,  before  this  Government  shall  take  for 
granted  this  strong,  and  no  doubt  wncere,  aasertion  of  iti 
Southern  citizens;  before  it  shall  doom  to  destruction  the 
vast  interests  which  itself  has  warmed  into  life,  upon  the 
supposition  that  it  can  protect  them  no  longer  without  in* 
justice  to  others,  T  submit  that  something  ought  to  he 
done  by  the  Govemmentf  as  a  Government,  through  some 
department,  or  comimttee,  or  board  of  commissioners,  to 
settle  this  question  of  &ct.  It  would  be  a  reproach  to 
politics,  to  legislation,  to  science,  if  it  could  not  be  settled 
by  a  proper  course  of  inquiry,  with  some  approximation 
to  moral  certainty.  1  know,  indeedv  something  of  the  ob- 
stscles  which  the  passions  put  in  the  way  of  the  pursuit  of 
truth.  Perhaps  Hobbes,  if  it  was  he,  was  not  so  far  in  the 
wrong  when  he  said  "  that,  if  their  interests  required  it, 
people  would  deny  that  two  and  two  make  four. "  But,  sir, 
■*diffieultjr  is  good  for  nun."  "We  are  fiut  approaching 
a  real  crisis  in  the  history  of  our  manufactures.  We  are 
told  we  can  no  longer  protect  them,  and  do  justice  to 
the  South,  even  If  heretofore  that  wts  practicable.  We 
cannot  put  this  question  aside;  we  must  meet  it;  and  it 
involves  the  most  momentous  domestic  controversy  which 
this  country  was  ever  engaged  in.  Sir,  the  position  I 
take  is  thb:  that  this  House  is  not  prepare  to  admit — 
cannot*  as  a  matter  of  justice,  and  expediency,  and  ho- 
nor, admit,  without  more  inquiry,  that  a  tariff,  produc- 
ing fifteen  millions  of  revenue,  and  effectually  protecting 
domestic  manufactures,  will  operate  with  an^  peculiar 
and  sectional  injustice  and  severity  on  the  planting  States. 

In  the  first  place,  before  we  venture  against  our  re< 
corded  acts  of  the  last  session,  to  take  a  matter  of  so 
much  importance  for  granted,  I  say  we  ought  to  have 
before  us,  for  inspection,  the  project  of  a  bill  yielding  fif- 
teen millions,  and  so  framed  as  to  protect  manufactures. 
No  such  bill  was  ever  submitted  to  this  Congress.  This, 
from  the  Ways  and  Means,  that  committee  tell  us,  will 
produce  twelve  and  a  half  millions  only,  and  it  makes 
no  attempt  towards  effectual  protection.  The  tariff  of 
last  ECBsion,  it  is  said,  will  produce  twenty  millions. 
\yhat  we  ought  to  have,  from  some  committee,  or  some 
department,  nir  analysis,  is  a  tariff,  put  together  by  ex- 
press instruction  of  this  House,  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
raise  a  revenue  of  fifleen  millions,  v^tbout  injury  to  ex- 
isting investments;  and,  as  far  ss  practicabfe,  without 
injustice  to  any  distinct  section  of  country.  Then,  air, 
there  would  be  something  definite  to  act  upon;  there 
would  then  be  a  specific  pnn  of  taxation  before  you,  un- 
der whieh  some  imports  would  be  free;  some  lightly  and 
some  heavily  burdened ;  the  articles  would  be  enumerated, 
and  the  rates  fixed.  We  should  know  then  the  tennB 
and  conditions  of  the  problem  to  be  solved.  We  could 
then  subject  the  planting  States  to  a  minute  comparison 
with  other  States,  in  regard  to  their  habits  of  consump- 
tion and  production,  with  reference  to  a  given  scheme  of 
finance.  The  question  then  would  be,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  character  of  the  consumption  and  production 
which  distinguish  the  two  great  divinons  of  the  country, 
which  of  them,  under  this  precise  scale  of  duties,  will 
feel  the  heaviest  burden,  or  will  it  fall  in  just  proportion 
on  each  ?  I  repeat,  sir,  the  first  step  towards  a  proper 
trial  of  the  question,  involved  in  the  representation  of  the 
South,  would  seem  to  me  to  be  to  call  on  the  Committed 
of  Manufactures,  or  of  Ways  and  Means,  for  a  bill  of  this 
character.  Until  we  can  see,  and  can  dissect  such  an 
one,  I  shall  not  admit,  in  deference  to  any  abstract  rea- 
sonings, however  ingenious;  to  any  declamation,  however 
eloquentt  to  any  complaints,  however  loud  or  general; 
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that  it  tnay  not  be  made  to  unite  all  the  three  requisites 
which  must  meet  in  a  just,  popular,  and  permanent  tarilTt 
that  ii,  that  it  brin^  no  suq>Iui  into  the  treamiy,  encou- 
rage and  save  manufacturing  inTCttmentit  and  do  no  local 
wrong  to  the  South. 

Butt  Ktr,  without  waiting  for  the  project  of  such  a  tariff, 
we  know,  to  some  extent,  what  it  must  be;  we  know,  tn. 
general,  that  it  will  lay  a  heavier  duty  on  articles  coming 
m  compeUtion  with  pur  domestic  manufacturesi  and  a 
Tighter  duty,  if  any,  on  articln  not  coming  in  competition 
with  them,'  than  the  avenge  of  a  mere  umlbrm  ad  valo- 
rem revenue  duiy.  And,  now,  is  this  Huuse  prepared  to 
admit,  without  more  inquiry,  that  such  a  distribtition  of 
duties  works  any  sectional  wrong  to  the  planting  States^ 

In  considering  tliis  question,  let'  the  tarifT  first  be  re- 
garded as  a  great  indirect  tax  on  consumptinn  paid  by 
eontumers.  I  know  that  this  view  of  the  tariff  is  narrow 
andioadequatet  it  is^  however*  to  a  great  extern,  theinie 
view  of  it,  »  fi^  aa  you  look  to  the  burdens  only  which  it 
fanpoaea.  It  is  a  latr  laying  taxea  on  consumption,  which 
are  paid  by  consumers.  The  question  is,  do  these  taxes 
fait  disproportionately  on  tlie  South? 

In  this  way  of  con«dcring  the  subject,  the  only  ground 
on  which  the  alleged  inequality  of  this  tax,  in  its  opera- 
tion on  the  planting  States,  can  be  made  out,  is  this:  that 
those  States  conaiime  a  larger  value  of  imported  articles 
paying  heavy  duties  under  such  a  diaeriminating  tariff,  in 
proportion  to  their  whole  eonaumpUon  or  ability,  than 
the  other  Statesf  tliat  they  consume  a  Urger  value  of  im- 
ported  sugar,  woollen  cloth,  cotton  cloth,  articles  and 
materials  of  occasional  and  extra  dresH,  household  furni> 
lure,  mechanic  tools,  Iron,  steel,  hemp,  flax,  cordage, 
chain  cables,  sail  cloth,  oil  and  dyeing  materials,  and  the 
like,  in  proportion  to  their  whole  conRumption,  than  the 
other  States.  Now,  do  the  planting  Slates,  in  point  of 
Act,  consume  a  larger  amount  of  such  articles  than  the 
rest  of  the  Union,  according  to  their  ability }  Sir,  t  utterly 
deny  it.  I  assert  the  direct  contrary.  1  tender  an  issue, 
and  respectfully  pray  that  the  same  may  be  inquired  of 
by  the  country. 

In  the  first  ^lace,  sir,  it  has  been  alleged  on  this  floor 
that  the  planting  States  do  not  now,  and  never  did,  con- 
sume ao  large  a  value  of  all  imported  dutiable  goods,  in 
|iroportion  to  their  numbers,  as  the  other  States.  In  par- 
ticular, I  recollect  that  \hi  gentleman  from  Rliode  Island, 
[Mr.  BoBsis,]  in  his  able  speech  at  the  last  session,  took 
this  poution  very  strongly.  In  the  resolutions  which  he 
laid  some  days  since  on  your  table,  he  reasserts  this  posi- 
tion. He  told  us  tlut  the  records  of  the  treasury  and 
euatom^ODies  will  sustain  him  in  it.  They  will  ahow  you, 
or  rather  yon  may  collect  fram  them,  with  reasonable 
certainty,  the  whole  value  of  imported  dutiable  goods 
consumed  year  by  year  in  the  whole  country,  and  the  va- 
lue of  those  consumed  in  the  Southern  States)  the  whole 
amount  of  duties  collected  on  them  all,  and  the  «mount 
collected  on  the  portion  consumed  in  the  Southern 
Statea.  I'he  result  of  the  examination  will  be,  that  the 
compUning  Statea  have  never  paid,  from  the  onpiniza- 
tion  of  the  Government  to  this  day,  an  amount  of  the  in- 
direct taxes  which  have  mainly  home  the  entire  national 
expenditure.  In  just  proportion  to  their  numben^  their 
whole  consumption,  and  their  general  ability. 

Sir,  if  the  fact  be  so,  it  is  a  most  important  one.  If  it 
be  BO,  that  under  no  tariff,  at  no  time,  those  States  have 
paid  a  fair,  constitutional  proportion  of  tax,  is  it  certain 
that  under  a  protecting  tariff  of  fifteen  million^  they  will 
pay  more  than  their  proportion?  Is  this  so  certain  that 
you  will  take  it  for  granted,  without  inquiry,  and  n^thout 
trial,  and  prostrate  your  manufactures  on4he  aasumption? 

Sir,  in  this  view,  the  resolutions  for  inquiry  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  seem  to  me  emi- 
nently reasonable  and  proper.  1  submit  that  wc  should 
immediately  call  out  all  the  ertdence  to  this  point  contain- 


ed  in  the  treasury  and  eustom-houBest  and,  in  the  absence 
of  that  higher  proof,  I  shall  hold  that  the  gentkmo  hai 
truly  stated  to  us  the  result  of  it 

But,  sir,  there  is  another  mode  of  proof  to  vtudiwe 
may  resort,  and  to  which,  throu^  some  department  or 
committee,  or  board  of  coramiiaionera,  this  Government 
is  bound  to  resort,  before  we  raahly  conclude  that  prv 
tection  to  domestic  manufactures  and  justice  to  the  South 
cannot  be  combined  in  a  revenue  tariff.  Looking,  m>, 
beycmd  the  records  of  the  treaaiiry  and  cualom4iouset«t 
the  habits,  occupations,  and  modes  of  living,  which  di>> 
tinguish  the  two  great  divisions  of  the  people;  judging 
from  these,  as  men  who  know  the  country  for  which  ve 
legislate,  where  is  there  the  largest  proportional  con- 
sumption  of  imported  articles  coming  in  compctititm  with 
the  domestic  nmnufacturct  and,  therefore,  heavily  taxed 
by  a  protecting  tariff?  Certainly  not  in  the  planting 
Stales.  Certainly  the  hbor,  and  the  middle  cfauscs^  **lb« 
pillars  of  the  exchequer,  **  in  the  North,  pay  a  heavier 
tax,  in  proportion  to  their  whole  consumption,  under  a 
tariff  discriminating  against  such  articlei^  than  the  lalxv 
of  the  South.  Such  is  my  opinion.  But,  if  so,  it  puts 
an  end  to  the  whole  controversy.  The  allegmtion  of  the 
planting  States,  that  they  are  taxed  more  than  aeonstitu- 
tional  proportion  by  a  protecting  tariff,  is  ailenced.  2a> 
stead,  therrfore,  ot^ asking  you  to  concur  with  me  in  the 
opinion,  I  entreat  only  that  the  House  itself  will  aH|iut« 
minutely  and  officially  into  the  grounds  of  tliia  t^nion. 

Is  not  this  matter  of  fact  immensely  important  in  this 
deliberation?  If  by  that  mode  of  laying  an  indirect  tax 
which  protects  your  manufactures,  you  do  not  throw 
even  a  full  constitutional  share  of  tax  on  the  planting 
States;  if  you  tax  yourselves  out  of  all  proportion  more 
than  you  tax  them,  will  you,  on  their  complain^  adopt 
anotiter  mode  of  arranging  the  tax,  not  due  tothcir  ri||^tn» 
but  destructive  of  ^our  intereits?  Sir,  I  do  not  thin)t  it 
would  be  unbecoming  this  House,  nor  inappropriate  to  ita 
duties  at  this  exigent  moment,  to  institute  Bome  such 
mode  of  inquiry  as  titat  indicated  by  the  gentleman  from 
Rho<le  Island.  No  duty  of  an  American  statesman  re- 
quires so  much  minute  and  precise  information  cooeero- 
iitg  the  habita  of  consumption,  whidi  dialingaosh  vmm 
portion  of  the  American  people  from  another,  as  thia  of 
laying  taxes-  Climate,  occupation,  custom,  the  standard 
of  comfort  and  enjoyment,  the  state  of  artaand  manufae- 
tures;  the  character  and  colour  of  the  population — Utcae 
causes  produce  marked  diverailies  between  tlie  consump- 
tion of  different  States.  A  tariff  may  be  ao  arranged  un- 
doubtedly, as  to  fall  ditiproportionately  on  the  cemtunp- 
tion  of  a  aingle  State,  or  group  of  Statea,  and  if  acv  (t « 
unjust.  Whether  such  a  tarin  as  would  just  sopply  7*>™ 
treasury,  and  protect  your  manufactures^  would  tajr  a  tax 
so  i^nequal,  is  the  question.  Try  the  isme  then  ma  be- 
comes the  wisdom  of  a  parental  and  juA  GsmnaieBt. 
The  best  mode  of  conducting  such  an  inquiry,  ia  wor^y 
of  your  most  anxious  deliberation)  but,  however  condutu 
ed,  the  result  wnuld  be  to  supply  you  a  vast  body  of  in- 
formation, valuable  for  many  uses,  incalculably  no  for  tba 
lighta  it  would  shed  on  this  great  oontrover»y. 

Sir,  if  declining  all  inquiry,  and  t^ing  for  gnuitcd  the 
allegation  of  the  plantiiq;  States,  you  decide  tlUa  day  u 
probtrate  the  rising  manufactures  of  your  country,  whet  a 
spectacle  ^'ou  present  to  the  worMl  Suppoee  «■  iatelfi- 
gent  foreigner  to  intem^te  an  American  cittacK  n^oA 
the  matter,  how  do  you  think  our  countryman  ocwldBB^ 
him  comprehend  our  conduct?  I'he  foreigner  vrmiU  snv 
that  he  had  understood,  with  much  aurpriae.  thnt  this 
Government  had  recently  determined,  to  sacriSce  tba 
American  manu&cturing  invertments,  amounting  t«  mtmt 
hundreds  of  millions,  to  the  skill,  and  caphi^  mod  cwr- 
gies  of  England.  The  answer  would  be  thnl  this  wm 
true.  I  suppose,  the  inquirer  would  ecmtmi 
majority  of  your  people,  or  of  tiie  Stitlcak  ~ 
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convinced  that  the  protecting  policy  vu  unwise  or  una- 
TMliaf,  uid,  therefore,  ^ve  ttup?  Nothing- like  it;  alu*^ 
nujon^  of  the  people,  ftndoftheStateih  were  more  stronj^- 
ly»  and  with  a  clearer  perception  of  iti  value  than  ever 
before,  attached  to  it(  more  and  more  every  year,  they 
anWf  in  a  steady  adherence  to  it,  the  means  and  the  as- 
aurance  of  individual  enjoyment  and  of  national  wealth, 
power,  and  anp«ndizement;  a  small  minority  only  of  the 
people,  and  of  the  Statesi  believed  themselves  oppressed, 
fv  at  least  not  benefited  by  it.  Butdoes  not  the  majority, 
acting:  in  good  futh,  for  the  fi^atest  good  of  the  lare^est 
nomber,  give  the  law  in  your  ayotem?  In  theory  it  does 
■0|  and  in  better  times  it  did  so  practically.  I  suppose, 
however,  thct  the  majority  were  satisfied  that  the  policy 
of  protection  did  operate  oppressively  on  the  minority, 
una,  therefore,  magnanimously,  if  not  wisely,  relin^uisl). 
ed  it?  No,  not  lo^  there  was  not  a  man  of  them  believed 
any  nioh  thing;  the^  uniformly,  every  where,  and  most 
■Incerely  denied  it;  m  that  very  Congren  which  at  length 
repealed  the  tariff,  they  proposed  to  the  complaiiung  mi- 
nority to  unite  with  them  in  any,  and  every  conceivable 
mode  of  inquiry,  to  ascertain  whether  it  overburdened 
them  or  not;  they  offered  to  submit  to  arbitrators,  to 
go  to  the  jurj',  to  put  it  to  the  courtj  all  was  refusedt  no- 
thing would  satisfyt  and  they  absolutely  pulled  down  the 
whme  qrttem  trf'  le^ativa  protection  at  length,  to  rid 
themselves  oTwhat,  m  their  consciences,  they  believed  to 
be  a  wholly  grounilleis  importunity.  Sir,  I  think  our 
foreigner  in  politeness  could  make  no  other  answer  to  all 
this,  than  that  we  were  a  wonderful  people. 

I  have  thus  far  been  considering  the  tariff*  as  an  indi- 
rect tax  OD  consumption,  paid  by  the  consumers  of  im- 
'  ported  duUable  goods.  In  that  way  of  considering  it,  1 
never  could  comprehend  the  Southern  sectional  objection 
to  it  To  give  colour  to  that  objection,  it  ahould  be  shown 
that  the  States  which  urge  it,  consume  a  larger  value  of 
imports  paying  the  heavy  rates  of  duty,  in  proportion  to 
their  whole  consumption,  which  is  always  in  proportion  to 
ability,  than  the  other  States.  Not  a  tittle  of  evidence,  in 
proof  of  this  position,  was  ever  offered  to  this  or  any  other 
Congress.  The  presumptions  are  all  the  other  wayt  we 
utterly  deny  the  povtion,  and  offer  to  unite  in  any  mode 
of  inquiry  which  can  be  su^ested  to  ascertain  its  truth 
or  Mi^hood. 

It  is  sometimes  said,  sir,  that  the  consumer  in  the  plant- 
ing States  pays  a  tax  to  the-Northern  manufacturer.  This, 
like  all  violently  metaphorical  and  incorrect  language,  is 
calculated  to  mislead  the  mind.  It  may  be  honestly,  but 
never  can  be  safely  employed  in  any  reasoning.  Closely 
•erutlnized,  it  means  nothing,  or  nothing  to  this  purpose. 
It  means  only  that  he  who  (instead  of  buying  a  foreign 
mrticle,  paying  the  price,  and  rnmbursing  the  duty)  buys 
a  domestic  article,  pays  a  price  perhaps  somewhat  in- 
flamed, perhaps  not  at  all  so,  by  the  circumstance  that 
the  imported  fabric  is  charged  with  a  duty.  It  is  delusive 
and  mischievous  to  call  this  the  payment  of  a  tax.  The 
article  has  never  borne  one;  tlie  vender  paid  none;  the 
buyer  reia^uned  none.  So  far  from  this,  he  who  sub- 
stitutes the  domestic  for  the  foreign  fabric,  pro  ionto, 
evades  the  tax.  tf,  then,  you  buy  of  the  Northern  manu* 
facturer,  you  diminish  your  contribution  to  the  public 
burden;  if  you  buy  nothing  of  him,  you  atill  pay  no  more 
than  your  share.  On  what  ground,  then,  do  you  com- 
f  plain  of  a  protecting  tariff  as  an  indirect  tax?  You  de- 
mand, instead  of  it,  a  tariff  laying  an  uniform  ad  valorem 
(  duty  on  all  imports.  Well,  why?  You  see  that  you  do 
'  not  now  contribute  mbre  tbanyour  proportion  of  in^rect 
tax  to  the' federal  treasury.  Would  you  contribute  less? 

So  you  say,  however,  that  the  Southern  consumer  of  : 
domestic  manufactures  pays  to  the  manufacturer  a  price 
enhanced  by  the  imposition  of  duties  on  the  similar  im-  ' 
ported  manufacture  t  and  (hat  he  thus  bears  a  burden', 
though  he.does  not  pay  a  tax?   I  answer,  first,  that  if  the  I 
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price  is  so  enhanced*  it  is  enhanced  as  well  to  die  North- 
ern as  to  the  Southern  oonsumer;  there  Is  nothing  sec- 
tional in  the  allied  grievance.  I  tay,  further,  that  all 
the  leading  American  manufikctures  are,  all  things  conn- 
dered,  rapidly  and  succenfully  establishing  themselves; 
that  the  time  is  speedily  coming  when  a  protecting  duty 
will  be  unnecessary,  or  rather  will  not  be  fielt  at  all  by 
the  consumer  in  the  price  of  articles;  and  that,  therefore, 
within  the  sen«ble  and  temperate  doctrine  of  Aleiander 
Hamilton,  and  even  of  Mr.  Gallatin,  as  expressed  in  the 
memorial  of  the  free  trade  convenrton,  presented  to  this 
Congress  at  its  last  session,  the  present  temportiy  incon- 
venience ought  to  be  submitted  to  by  the  individual,  for 
the  sake  of  that  ultimate  and  certain  compensation,  a  di- 
versified, vigorous,  and  national  manufacturing  industry. 

Before  leaving  this  topic,  I  beg  to  advert  to  a  speech 
delivered  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  in  opposition 
to  the  tariff  of  18S4»  by  a  gentleman  now  very  hirh  in 
the  Government  of  South  Carolina.  A  portion  of  the 
^eech  he  employed  in  anticipating  the  unfavorable  sec- 
tional operation  of  that  tariff  on  the  cotton^mwing 
States.  In  the  course  of  this  part  of  his  remarks  he  enu- 
merated two  or  three  articles  which  he  said  were  pecu- 
liarly of  Southern  consumption;  the  tax  on  wluch,  there- 
fore, be  almted,  would  nil  disproportionately  on  the 
South:  or  these  were  plwns  and  osnaburgs.  Nov, 
how  entirely  practicable  to  preserve  the  general  system 
of  protection  in  its  utmost  efficiency,  and  yet  do  no  sec* 
tional  'injustice.  In  the  tariff  of  last  session,  this  article, 
plains,  is  admitted  under  a  duty  offive  percent.ad  valorem; 
and  osnaburgs  under  a  duty  of  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  vale 
rem;  less  than  the  average  of  a  uniform  ad  valorem  mere 
revenue  duty  under  this  bill.  Sir,  the  truth  is,  the  great 
body  of  imported  articles  coming  in  competition  with 
American  manufactures,  do  not  enter  into  a  full  propor- 
tion into  the  consumption  of  the  South;  and  where,  there 
is  an  eiception  to  this  general  fi«;t,  it  is  i>erfcctly  easy  to 
relieve  the  particular  article,  which  is  mainly  of  Souibern 
consumption,  from  the  operation  of  a  protecting  tariff. 

Let  me  remind  you,  sir,  that  in  this  view  of  the  sec- 
tional action  of  the  tariff,  as  considered  as  an  indirect  tax 
on  consumption)  I  hare  the  very  high  authority  of  a  duh 
tingtushed  genUeman  from  South  Carorms,  [Hr.  McDvv 
via.]  In  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Wavs  andUeans, 
made  at  the  last  session  of  this  Congress,  he  ssys:  **  So 
far  as  the  protecting  duties  operate  merely  as  taxes  on 
consumption,  there  can  be  no  great  inequality  in  the  bur- 
den imposed  upon  the  different  nortionsof  the  Union;  and, 
whatever  inequality  there  may  oe,  as  it  is  founded  on  a 
larger  consumption,  it  may  be  fairTy  presumed  to  be  ac- 
companied by  a  corresponding  ability  to  consume." 

I  know,  sir,  there  is  another  ground  on  which  the  un- 
equal and  unjust  action  of  the  tariff  on  the  planting  States 
is  argued.  There  are  those,  a  few  such  only,  who  believe 
tiiat  the  duty  imposed  by  the  tariff  is  not  all  paid  by  the 
consumer;  that  a  part  of  it  is  thrown  back  on  the  impor- 
ter of  British  goods,  or  the  manu&cturer  of  those  goodi^ 
or  the  exporter  of  Southern  staples,  exchanged  for  them, 
or  the  producer  of  those  staples,  or  thst  it  is,  in  some 
way,  divided  amon||'  them  all;  and  that  the  result  is  an 
unfavorable  operation  on  the  cotton  planter,  abridging 
the  demand  for  Ms  products,  or  diminisning  his  profits. 

In  this  view  of  the  matter,  the  tariff  is  no  longer  a  great 
indirect  tax  merely;  it  presents  itself  as  a  national  policy, 
complex  in  its  bearings  and  influences.  Thus  considered, 
the  question  is  not,  whether  it  is  equally,  positively,  and 
palpably  beneficial  to  every  part  of  the  country,  and  to 
every  individual  of  every  part.  It  is  enough  if  heneficiil 
in  Its  general  action;  it  puts  no  considerable  section  in  a 
worse  condition,  takiiig  all  Its  good  and  all  its  evil  toge- 
ther, than  it  would  be  without  it.  If  such  be  its  charac- 
ter, it  is  as  just,  impartial,  and  wise,  as  belongs  to  human 
legislation.    But,  sir,  with  regard  to  this  theory  of  an  uo- 
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favorable  operation  of  the  tariff*  (^'thr  producer  of  Soatti- 
em  ita|)U%  as  nich,  aa  a  producer,  it  \a  enough  to  lay 
that  Una  House  wholly  rejects  it.  It  was  advocated  at  the 
last  aesaion  on  this  floor  with  great  ability;  yet  down  to 
the  end  of  that  aesaion,  there  were  not  tliUiy  memberli  1 
think,  who  adopted  it.  In  all  the  South,  out  of  South 
Carolina,  I  doubt  if  it  had  thirty  disciples  more.  What 
new  light  may  have  broken  in  since,  and  throug^i  **  what 
ehasma  and  openings  of  ruin,"  1  know  not.  Out  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  that,  if  this  were  the  whole  of  the  case  made 
a^inst  the  tariiF,  the  House  would  dismiss  it,  and  dis- 
miss this  bill  without  another  moment  of  deliberation. 
Surely  you  would  not  pull  down  this  fair  fabric  of  indus- 
try and  art,  which,  these  for^  yMrs,  have  been  atowly 
building  up(  you  would  not  turn  these  firee  laborars  from 
their  employments  by  thousands;  you  would  not  slaugh- 
ter tlievheep,  put  out  the  furnaces,  break  in  pieces  the 
roachinery,  and  turn  to  waste  the  water  power  of  your 
constituents,  upon  a  theory  which  you  are  rot  certain  you 
comprehend,  but  if  you  do  comprehend,  are  certain  you 
do  not  believe  it* 

I  do  not  know  that  any  inquiry  which  this  House  could 
direct  to  be  undertaken,  would  throw  li^t  on  thistheory. 
It  rests  lather  on  abstraot  reasoning  than  on  any  conclu- 
uons  from  known  or  asserted  factsj  and  derives  more 
aid  from  a  powerful  and  subtle  logic  than  fHim  the  philo- 
sophy of  induction.  But  if  we  inquire  at  all  concerning 
this  matter,  let  our  inquirj-  be  broad  and  comprehensive, 
embraeingand  displaying  the  whole  sectional  operation 
of  the  tariir  on  the  planting  States.  Let  us  inquire,  if  we 
have  any  about  it,  whether  it  has  not  caused  a  fall  of 
the  prices  of  all  imported  and  domestic  manufactures  con- 
.sumed  in  these  States.  Let  us  inquire  whether  it  has  not 
enlarged  the  entire  market,  including  both  divisions  of  it, 
domestic  and  foreign,  of  Southern  staplesi  whether  it  has 
not  enlarged  the  domestic  demand  for  foreign  goods  of  all 
sorU  which  mu>t  be  paid  for  by  Southern  staples;  whether 
it  has  not  withdrawn  capiUl  from  cotton  planting,  to  the 
production  of  sugari  whether  it  has  not  kept  up  the  sale- 
able value  of  slaves,  quoted,  I  perceive,  in  the  iSchmond 
prices  current  of  this  morning,  at  higher  prices  than 
they  ever  brought  before;  whether  it  has  not  retained 
Northern  labor  at  home  to  consume  the  wheat,  rice,  to> 
bacco,  and  cotton  of  the  South,  tiistesd  of  sending  it  out 
thitlier  to  produce  those  articles;  and,  generally,  whether 
the  region  of  planting  States  has  not  thriven  indirectly,  at 
least,  by  connexion  with  a  country  which,  u  a  whole,  has 

Srospered  exceedingly  under  this  policy  of  protection, 
uch  a  range  of  inquiry,  ur,  will  disclose  a  beneficial  sec- 
tional operation  of  the  tariff,  something  more  than  enough 
to  compensate  for  all  the  evils  imagined  by  a  theory  not 
yet  proved;  believed  no  where;  certainly  not  yet  saac- 
tKined  by  the  judgment  of  this  House. 

Sir,  the  same  gentleman,  to  whose  speech  in  the  Senate, 
on  the  tariff  of  1834,  I  have  just  alluded,  antidpatcd  an 
advance  of  the  prices  of  the  articles  heavily  taxed  by  that 
tariff.  Every  one  of  them  has  fallen  in  price.  He  anti- 
cipated a  total  loss,  or  great  abridgment  of  the  market 
for  Southern  staples,  and  particularly  cotton.  Yet  see 
how  immensely  that  market  has  gone  on  enlarging.  He 
predicted  an  increase  in  the  cost  of  transporting  those  sta- 
ples to  Europe)  and  freights  were  never  lower  than  tliey 
are  at  this  moment. 

I  submit,  therefore,  sir,  upon  the  whole,  that  we  should 
not  pais  tliis  bill,  because  it  assumes  that  a  tariff  produc- 
ing only  the  necessary  revenue,  cannot  be  constructed  to 
fpvt  eflectual  protection  to  manufactures  without  injus- 
tice to  the  South;  a  position  which  I  deny;  and  which,  let 
me  say,  we  cannot  admit  constistently  with  our  own  solemn 
responsibilities  to  our  constituents^  to  the  nation,  to  thafrtri 
bunal  "at  which  nations  themselves  must  one  day  answer/ 
I  have  long  thought  that  the  arrival  of  the  time  when 
it  should  become  necessary  to  reduce  tlie  revenue  to  fif- 


teen millions  annually,  would  bring  a  real  crisis  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  manufactures.    U  is  well,  perhaps,  ll»t  we 
have  a  year  or  two  yet  to  prepare  for  it.    Within  that 
time,  tne  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  IjceaasftLL] 
has  shown,  that  all  our  present  sources  of  income  will  not 
yield  that  surplus  to  which  some  gentlemen  took  tarwtiA 
with  so  much  hope,  and  others  with  so  much  apprehcn- 
uon.    Meanwhile,  sir,  the  friends  of  tlie  American  pro- 
tective system,  we,  who  believe  that  manufactures  are  es- 
sential to  fill  the  measure  of  a  couiitrj's  glorj-,  and  tl*t 
some  degree  of  artificial  and  legislative  aid  ia  necessarj" 
still  longer  to  the  encouragement  and  growth  of  nat  o«o, 
have  a  great  task  to  perform.   A  reduction  of  the  reve- 
nue ve  cannot  prevent,  and  we  would  not  if  we  could. 
But  if  we  we  true  to  ouTselves,  a  reduced*  revenue  may 
be  made  effectually  to  protect  the  inleresis  we  seek  to 
cherish.    There  is  a  whole  constellation  of  Slatts  sgainst 
us  on  the  plea,  always  respectable,  that  the  poficy  «c 
would  perpetuate  is  oppressive  and  unjust  to  them.  Let 
us  neither  too  rashly  admit,  m.r  wholly  refuse  to  listen  to 
this  plea.    Assured  ourselves  tiiat  it  is  grcundlcas,  let  us 
spare  no  pains;  let  us  decUne  no  mode  of  inquiry;  let  us 
help  to  collect  and  dispUy  every  species  of  proof  -vid  il- 
lustration, to  satisfy  them  that  it  is  groundless  also.  Out 
of  those  States  there  are  active  and  powerful  interests 
against  you.    The  public  mind  is  excited  and  apprehen- 
sive.   Appearancea  here  and  there  are  unpleasant,  and 
revolutionary.  It  is  just  the  time  for  men  to  act  in.  Take 
care  of  the  industry  of  tiie  country.    Sir,  if  groundlcu 
fears,  hasty  judgments,  intimidation,  the  cunning  of  pou> 
tictana  out  of  this  House,  who  would  trade  away  the  sweat 
of  the  brow  of  free  labor  for  the  voles  of  the  masters  of  . 
slaves;  if  any,  or  all      these  things,  riwuM  scmtterand 
divide  us  among  ourselves,  we  are  lost,  indeed,  and  we  are 
all  lost  together.    How  lon^  do  you  think  the  navigatioo 
of  this  country  would  continue  to  pay  that  tax  on  iron, 
after  the  iron  tax  is  all  that  is  left  of  the  tariff? 

Mr.  Chairman:  There  ia  one  more  general  reason  why 
this  House  should  not  now  pass  this  bill,  or  any  Ull  stalT 
resembrmg  it.    That  is  a  fatally  bad  measure  in  itself,  tbat 
it  disturbs  and  endangers  all  the  manufacturing  invest- 
ments of  the  country,  and  sacrifices  especially  those  of 
New  England,  'i  his,  sir,  indeed,  is  enough  to  decide  my 
vote.    But  if  it  were  not  quite  so  palpably  and  radically 
bad,  I  should  hope  it  would  be  promptly  rejected.  Sir, 
the  actual  motives  on  which  gentlemen  will  perfiirm  the 
duty  which  this  occasion  devMves  on  them,  will  be  vari- 
ous and  secret,  and  all  deserving  respect.    By  roe  they 
shall  not  be  impeached  or  questioned.  Some,  undoubtej- 
Ty,  will  vote  for  the  bill  upon  a  consistent  and  avowed  and 
settled  hostility  to  the  protective  system.  Some,  perhaps, 
because  their  interests  are  spared,  and  those  onJ>;  of  their 
neighbors  and  allies  are  sacrificed.    Some,  again,  upon 
an  honest  apprehension  for  tlie  integrity  of  the  Union. 
But,  sir,  the  country,  history,  will  stamp  this  proceeding 
as  a  concession  to  the  sovertignty  of  South  Carolina. 

And  may  I  be  permitted  respectfully  to  ask  the  tariff 
majority  of  this  House,  those  who  framed  the  details  of 
tlie  law  of  last  session,  and  cirried  it  tiirough,  and  who 
hold  this  question  in  their  hands,  may  I  a^fc  you,  on  what 
ground,  if  it  is  not  the  attitude  of  South  Carolins,  you 
give  your  votes  for  this  bill  ?  Believing,  as  you  do,  that 
a  tariff  may  be  made  which  shall  meet  the  [Kcumary 
wants  of  the  Government,  the  claims  of  domestic  indus- 
try, and  the  rights  of  the  South,  and  reconcile  them  all ; 
believing,  as  you  do,  that  the  pHgtited  faith  of  Congress, 
the  just  expectations  of  vested  uiterests,  and  the  pros- 
perity of  the  nation  demands  such  a  tariff,  on  what  ground 
do  you  vole  for  such  a  bill  as  this  You  do  not  belie** 
that  it  gives  the  necessary  degree  of  protection;  for  if 
so,  you  admit  that  you  voted  five  months  ago  for  nwre 
protection  than  vaa  necessary,  by  seventy-five  pereej"*- 
You  do  not  believe  that  justice  to  the  South  deBUndsthia 
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act  from  you;  for,  if  so,  you  admit  that  yuu  were  gfuilty, 
ttthe  last  aesslon,  of  gross  and  known  injustice.  Tou 
have  learned  ROtbing  new  of  the  general  hostility  of  the 
Southern  States  to  the  protecting  policyi  you  knew  at 
the  last  session  that  they  were  all  against  it,  and  yet  yon 
thought  yourselres  obliged  to  disregard  their  opposition. 

There  is  but  one  ground  on  which  you  can  account  for 
the  rote  you  give  for  this  bill,  Ju\d  it  is,  that  South  Caro- 
lina has  nullified  every  existing  tariff.  But  you  den^  her 
right  to  nullify  the  Iswt  and  yott  agree  with  the  President) 
you  wgrtt  with  the  people  speaking  throueh  their  local 
Goremments,  their  primary  assemblies,  ana  the  press,  as 
with  8  voice  of  tiiunder,  that  she  must  submit,  though 
she  were  the  Rarest  and  dearest  of  the  wlwle  sisterhood 
of  the  States.  You  propose,  then,  to  abandon  a  policy, 
sixteen,  or  rather  forty  years  old;  sanctioned  by  every 
President  and  every  Congressi  by  the  acquiescence  of 
a  targe  constitutional  majority  of  the  people;  by  a  long, 
splendid,  and  robust  national  prosperity;  a  policy  to 
which,  fire  months  ago,  you  gave  your  laiictioni  to  aban- 
don it  without  inquiry,  without  instruction  from  your  con- 
stituents, yet  against  their  known  interests  and  presumed 
will;  to  abandon  It,  not  to  justice,  for  you  do  not  believe 
that  justice  demands  it;  not  in  defferenee  to  the  opposi- 
tion of  a  respectable  constitutional  minority,  for  that  you 
bave  all  along  thought  it  your  duty  to  disregard)  but  in 
deference  to  this  strange,  balf<peaoeable,  half-forcible, 
wholly  unconstitutional  interposition  of  a  single  State?  ■ 

Sir,  it  is  for  those,  if  any  such  there  are,  who,  out  of 
this  House,  are  pressing  this  bill  along,  from  any  motive 
of  political  ambition,  to  consider  how  it  may  affect  the 
chances  of  public  men  for  high  office,  thus  to  make  nulli- 
fication a  triumphant  and  recognized  part  of  our  already 
sufficiently  complicated  system.  It  is  for  us,  the  members 
of  this  House,  who  believe  *■  that  the  preservation  of  the 
General  Goremment,  in  ita  whole  constitutional  vigor,  is 
the  sheet-anchor  of  our  peace  at  home  and  safetv  abroad," 
and  that  **  absolute  acquiescence  in  the  decision  of  the 
■najority  u  the  vital  principle  of  republics,  from  which 
there  is  no  appeal  but  to  force,  the  vital  principle  and  im- 
mediate parent  of  despotism:"  It  is  for  us  tp  pause  long 
and  anxiously  before  we  do  any  thing  to  establish  the 
precedent,  nanght  with  all  unioMginabie  and  immitigable 
evil,  that  a  small  majority  of  a  single  State,  whether  of 
the  fourth  class,  or  the  first,  shall  make  the  laws  of  thb 
Union.  Sir,  in  this  view,  our  rituation  is  undoubted- 
ly one  of  interest  and  responsibinty.  Thank  God,  bow- 
ever,  our  duty  is  as  plain  as  it  is  important.  Sir,  these 
unauthorized  risings  against  the  law,  I  will  not  call  them 
wliat  the  law  calls  them,  revolts,  rebellions,  treason,  are 
among,  I  do  not  say  the  ordinary,  but  they  are  among  the 
ineriUble  and  not  utifrequent  perils  which  menace  all  hu- 
man Governments.  Renieinber,  they  are  the  same  under 
our  ajrstem  that  they  are  under  every  other.  Our  federal 
eonstitntion,  and  our  separation  into  States,  may  ^ve  them 
force,  organixation,  complAity;  but  they  do  not  change 
their  nature.  Essentially,  he're,  and  every  where  else, 
tliey  are  things  irreconcilably  antagonist  to  the  rightful 
supremacy  of  the  public  will.  Here,  and  every  where 
else,  there  is  but  one  of  two  alternatives  for  chnce.  Itiey 
muit  be  put  down  by  the  Govemroent,  or  the  Govem- 
■nent  must  be  put  down  by  them. 

How  quick  and  high  would  the  pulse  of  this  nation 
beat,  if  a  foreign  power,  of  the  first  class,  should  demand 
a  repeal  of  the  tariff  upon  a  threat  of  a  declaration  of  war. 
Wo\dd  to  God  it  were  our  enemy  that  had  done  this? 
Then,  all  the  proud  sentiments  and  energetic  passions  of 
man  would  come  in  ud  of  the  colder  suggestions  of  duty, 
and  Uonor,  and  patriotism,  and  pubUo  virtue,  and  the  love 
and  the  hope  of  glory  would  rally  from  the  East,  the  West, 
Sind  South,  alike,  to  execute  the  national  will.  But,  air, 
ftlthough  h  is  not  our  eneary,  but  our  own  fiuidliar  friend, 
they  of  our  own  bouieboU,  whoni  w«  hare  lorcd  and 


honored,  and  trusted,  that  have  risen  against  os;  although 
on  that  Geld  th'ei  e  are  no  laurels  to  be  won,  and,  as  1  hope, 
moat  sincerely,  and  believe  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
[Hr.  Kbhhov,]  who  has  jiufreaum^  Usseat,  no  blood  is 
to  flow  there— yet  have  we  a  great  dvil  and  paei6e  duty  to 
do,  and  wo  unto  us  tf  it  is  not  wisely  and  firmly  done! 
Sir,  I  judge  for  no  other  member  of  this  oommittee — hx 
be  such  presumption  from  met  but  for  myself,  I  say  I 
should  feel  the  longest  day  I  have  to  live,  that  I  had 
shrunk  from  the  performance  of  my  part  of  that  duty,  if  I 
voted  for  this  bill,  or  any  bill  in  any  considerable  degree 
resembling  it. 

Mr.  GILHORE,  of  Penn^lvania,  followed.  Ha 
he  rose  to  address  the  committee  after  a  struggle  between 
diffidence  and  duty.  Tbe  occasion,  and  the  referenee 
made  to  hint,  as  a  member  of  tbe  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  which  reported  the  bill,  seemed  (he  sud)  to  ni- 
quire  it- 

Hy  cdleague  [Mr.  McKzhxah]  appealed  to  me  (said 
Mr.  in  particular,  to  say  whether  I  had  rect^ved  any 
expression  of  opinion  from  my  comtitnenti,  wliieh  would 
justify  the  course  I  have  taken  in  relation  to  this  bill.  I 
would  say,  in  reply,  that  it  is  the  du^  of  the  President  to 
recommend  to  Congress,  from  time  to  time,  such  measures 
as  he  shall  judge  necessary  and  expedient. 

The  President  did,  in  his  late  annual  mesyge,  earnest- 
ly recommend  to  Congress  a  fiirther  reduction  of  duties. 
This  messsge  was  respomled  to  with  approbation,  not  oa^ 
in  the  district  in  which  I  reside,  but  throughout  the  State. 
Is  this  no  expresnon  of  opinion?  But,  besides  thii^  I  baTe 
received  numerous  letters  from  thuse  in  whom  I  can  con- 
fide, and  who  have  a  deep  stake  in  the  country,  all  breath- 
ing the  same  spirit,  (with  a  solitary  exception,)  advising 
moderation,  forbearance,  and  ooncesaion,  and  save  tbe 
Uniont  and  recommending  a  reduction  the  chitieato 
the  wants  of  the  Government,  nd  moreover,  stating  that 
it  was  all  idle  in  tbii  et^f^itened  period  of  the  wvldt  to 
think  of  holding  the  Uni<m  tt^ther  by  phyncal  fme— 
that  the  strongMttie  was  a  moral  sense  or  justice.  I  feel 
fully  justified  in  my  course.  I  bave  the  advice  of  those 
who  are  near  and  dear  to  me.  I  have  the  advice  of  a  fa- 
ther and  of  a  son.  1  oan  the  more  readily  comply  with 
their  wishes^  because  they  are  in  accordance  with  my  own 
opimon. 

Great  reapondbility  rests  upon  the  action  of  this  Con- 
gress. We  have  arrived  at  a  ciitical  period  in  our  Gor- 
emment,  where  one  misstep  may  seal  our  ntint  a  healing 
policy  alone  will  answer,  which  I  apprehend  is  contained 
in  the  bill  under  consideration.  The  bill  proposes  to  re- 
duce the  duties  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  so  to ' 
arrange  these  dutiea  as  to  afford  a  fair  and  reasonable  pn^ 
teetion  to  those  great  interests  wluch  have  grown  up  on. 
der  the  ftith  of^  the  Ooremoient.  These  are  my  newi^ 
and,  if  accomplished,  all  will  be  well. 

By  a  fair  and  reasonable  protection,  I  do  not  mean  pro- 
hibition, neither  do  I  mean  an  insurance  agunst  the  fluc- 
tuation of  market  by  an  ezceauve  influx ;  but  merely  such 
protection  as  will  counteract  foreign  regulations,  and 
compensate  for  the  difference  in  tiie  cost  of  manu&etur- 
ing.  Is  this  not  &ir?  Why  should  more  be  required,  if 
protection  alone  is  wanted,  and  wh«i  murmurs  and  ^ 
contents  exist  in  the  South?  They  say  tbe  operation  ia 
unequal;  that  one  branch  of  industry  is  taxed  to  support 
another,  and  that  tiiey  are  compelled  to  pay  more  than 
their  just  proportion  as  to  tbe  equality  of^  duties  on  the 
manubcturing  and  non-manu&cturing  States.  I  shall  read 
an  extract  from  the  Federalist,  a  book  of  hig^  autboriqp: 
*<  When  the  demand  is  equal  to  the  quanti^  of  goods  at 
market,  the  consumer  generally  pays  the  du^i  but  when 
the  markets  happen  to  oe  overstocked,  a  great  proportion 
fidls  upon  the  merchant,  and  sometimes  not  onfy  exbaosta 
lus  proftti^  but  breaks  in  upon  his  ca|rital.  I  am  to 
diuik  that  a  ^virion  of  the  daqr  bal^green  the  apBer  md 
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the  buyer  more  often  luppeiw  than  ii  commonly  imagin- 
ed. ■  It  ia  not  alwaya  powble  to  nuae  the  price  of  a  com- 
modity in  exact  proportion  to  erery  additional  impontion 
hid  upon  it  The  merchant,  especially  ia  a  country  of 
•mall  commmsial  capital,  ia  often  under  a  neceamty  of 
keeping  pricea'doirn,  in  order  to  a  more  ezpeditious  aale. 
TBe  maxim  that  the  conaumer  ia  the  payer,-)*  bo  much  of- 
tenef  true  than  the  rCTcrie  of  the  propontion,  that  it  is 
6r  mora  equitable  that  the  dutiea  on  imports  ahouid  go 
Into  a  common  itoeli,  tAan  that  Aey  abould  redound  to  the 
ncluiif  c  benefit  of  the  importing  States.  But  rs  it  not  ao 
nnermli^  true,  at  to  render  it  equitable  that  these  duties 
EbauU  form  the  only  national  fund?  When  they  are  paid 
Iqr  the  merchant,  they  operate  aa  an  additional  tax  upon 
tba  importing  States  whose  citizena  pay  their  proportion 
■f  them  in  their  diataetera  of  consumera.  In  thia  view, 
^ib«y  are  productive  of  inequality  amongthe  Statesi  which 
inequality  would  be  increased  with  the  increased  extent  of 
tke  duties.  Ttie  ooi^nement  of  the  national  revenues  to 
this  spedet  of  imposts,  would  be  attended  with  ineqnality 
from  a  different  cause,  between  tbc  manufacturing  and 
non-mamifiutturing  States.  The  States  which  can  go  far- 
tbett  towards  Ote  supply  of  their  own  wants,  by  their  own 
iMDuftetureiS  will  not,  aoeordii^  to  their  numbera  or 
wealth,  consume  ao  great  a  proportion  of  imported  arti- 
«1e^  aa  those  Btatca  which  are  not  ia  tbc  same  Arorable 
rituationt  they  could  not,  t)iereibrv»  in  this  mode  alone, 
contribute  to  tbc  public  treasury  in  a  tmtio  to  tbar  abilities. 

Sir,  1  beliere  we  have  the  power  of  protection,  and  I 
agree  as  to  the  expediency,  at  least  so  far  as^can  be  eon- 
mied  within  the  limits  of  a  revenue  standard. 

The  first  great  interest  which  I  shall  notice,  requiring 
protection,  is  iron.  This  I  place  on  a  footing  different 
nmn  other  manufiuturea.  It  is  the  first  necesiary  of  ci- 
vilixedlife,  "  and  rontribntcs  most  to  the  wealth,  the  com- 
fbrt,  anfl  the  improrement  of  aociety."  It  is  essential  to 
tfie  independence  and  defence  of  a  nation.  It  ia  a  great 
national  object,  in  which  we  are  all  interested.  I  have  no 
practical  experience  as  to  the  making  of  iron;  but  from 
the  best  information  I  can  obtain,  I  believe  tlie  protection 
propoaed  by  this  bill  wiN  be  sufficient,  and  in  a  short  time 
it  may  be  reduced,  if  not  dispensed  with  entirely.  Our 
beds  of  ore  and  bsnks  of  coal  are  inexhaustible.  A  cok- 
ing company  is  formed  in  this  country,  and  when  the  ap- 
plication of  stone  coal  is  perfectly  understood,  we  can 
make  iron  as  cheqi  bere  aa  in  any  part  of  the  world. 

In  England,  in  coosequencc  of  the  encroadiments  on 
the  forcat  in  the  year  17b8|  the  qoanti^  iiX  iron  made  oih 
of  charcoal  had  dwhidled  down  to  tUrteen  thousand  tons 

Kirannam.  Atthattineeokewasintroducedintothe blast 
maccs^  and  in  less  tlun  eight  years  it  increased  more 
than  ten-faldf  and,  at  this  time,  they  make  annually  to  the 
amount  of  eiglit  huhdred  thousand  tons,  being  more  tlian 
all  the  world  besides.  The  honorable  gent^man  from 
Oonnecticut,  my  colleague  on  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
ttcanSiXMr-  lasxasoLi,]  if  I  understood  him  correctly, 
aeemcd  to  inrinaata  that  i^ycourse,  in  relation  to  this  bill, 
was  infiuenoed  b^  the  fcvor  shown  to  Pennaylvania  on 
iron.  Penn^lvaiiia  aaks  but  equal  justice;  she  claims  no 
Ibvor  nor  preference  over  her  swter  Statea.  My  colleague 
{Ur.  GBAwroBB]  thinks  iron  ia  not  sufficiently  protected, 
and  can  see  no  resson  when  we  took  ^e  act  of  1816,  and 
its  supplements  of  1818,  as  the  basis  of  our  bill,  thst  we 
did  not  put  rtdled  iron '  at  thirty  dollars  as  it  stood  under 
the  act  of  1816.  I  say  in  reply,  that  I  beliere  twenty-four  . 
daltara  a  luffldeat  proteetion  for  rolled  iron,  and  la  ime  | 
■Icp  towards  juitioet  the  difference  between  hammered 
ana  rolled  iron  appeared  unwartantablet  and  even  the  jus- 
tice of  the  diaerimination  may  be  doubted,  if  tbe-expedi- 
enoy  jhoi^d  not^  as  wiQ  be  seen  by  the  following  letter. 

(Hen  lir.  G.  read  a  letter  &«m  Mr.  Stratford  Canning, 
MmiMw  Of  Omal  Britain,  to  Hr.  Adams,  Secretary  of 
■"ite.aaled'Waihktto.^  NonmbarSO.  IMS.] 


I  dull  next  proceed  to  the  coMsderation  of  woollena, 
cottony  &c.  The  bill  proposes  a  gradual  reduction  of 
duties  on  woollens  and  cottons  to  twenty  per  cent.  It 
appeara  fully,  by  the  testimony  tsken  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  in  1838,  as  also  by  the  returns  to 
the  Secrelsry  of  the  Tressury  at  the  last  seMionp  that 
woollens  csn  be  manufactured  bere  as  cheap  sainBng^ 
land,  provided  the  raw  materials  could  be  cbtiteed  on 
the  same  fiivorable  terms.  And  why  not?  Have  we  mA 
the  best  and  Itfeit  inprorements  in  machinery  *  Do  not 
our  manufecturers  possess  as  much  skill,  industry,  econo- 
my, and  enterprise^  We  are  no  longer  in  our  infanqr. 
The  duty  on  wool  is  reduced,  and  dye  stuffs  freei  and  be- 
sides, the  foreign  fabric  will  be  subject  to  tbc  additiooal 
chsrn  of  freight,  insurance,  commisrion,  and  exchange 
eqiml  at  least  to  twenty  per  cent.  more.  Surely,  with  Ibis 
protection,  there  can  be  no  danger  of  the  proslnlioa  of 
the  existing  establishments.  We  have  nothing  to  (iear 
from  coarse  cottons — they  need  no  protection.  We  csa 
manufacture  them  here  as  cheap  as  tbey  can  in  England. 
We  export  the  article,  and  compete  with  them  in  s  ib- 
reign  market.  The  only  doabt  is  as  to  the  finer  csHobi. 
I  think,  with  the  advances  we  have  made  in  the  nanuftc- 
ture  of  fine  cottons,  the  protection  afforded  by  tin  bill 
irill  answer.  But  I  riiall  proceed  to  notice  the  iMUaiun 
taken  before  the  Committee  on  ManufacUre^  ia  189& 
The  following  question  was  proposed  to  several  witnesses 
to  wit:  If  wool  be  the  mme  price  here  as  in  En^nd,  csa 
the  American  msnufscturer  make  the  fabric  aa  cheap  u 
it  ia  made  in  England^ 

Abraham  Marlsnd  laya,  1  think  we  can  manuActnra 
wool  in  thia  country  about  as  cheap  aa  tbey  can  is 
land,  wool  being  the  same-price. 

Colonel  James  Shepherd  sar^  the  difibrcnoe  in  tfie  ptiee 
of  the  fabric  would  be  the  difference  in  the  price  of  <be 
wool  is  my  opinion,  as  I  think  we  can  manonetore  it  as 
cheap  aa  thry  can. 

William  W.  Young  says,  T  think  if  cant  I  believe  d 
I  can  have  the  raw  material  at  the  same  price,  I  caa 
manufacture  cassimere  n  cheap  as  it  can  be  done  ia  £^ 
land. 

James  Wolcott,  Jr.  says,  we  can  do  the  nerc  kbar  of 
the  manufacture  as  cheap  as  it  is  done  in  England. 

Elenterre  Irence  Dupont  says,  (be  wooUrn  manit&e- 
ture  ia  not  yet  fairly  establidied  in  this  counttyt  hot  1 
know  no  reason  why  we  cannot  manofocture  as  wcfl  sad 
as  cheap  as  they  can  in  England,  except  tbc  differeoce  ia 
the  price  oflabor,  for  which,  in  my  opinioa,  we  are  iiilff 
compensated  by  other  sdvantages.  Our  diffeelbc*  am 
not  the  cost  of  manufecturing,  but  the  great  flir^-*' — 


in  our  home  market,  otuaed^  the  nonaive  and  vrrff*- 
lar  foreign- importations.  The  high  pricn  we  pay  fiw la- 
bor are,  in  my  opinion,  beneficial  to  tbc  AtaericaB  Mtano- 
Acturer,  aa,  for  those  wages,  he  gets  a  mnbh  bcmcr 
lection  of  hands,  and  those  capable  of,  and  w^fl&ng  Xo^ 
perform  a  much  greater  amount  oS  labor  in  a  gitcn  time, 
llie  American  manufacturer  also  uara  a  laifer  share 
labor^Bving  machinery  than  is  used  in  Engtidi  mmAt 
tores,  which  very  much  diminishes  the  efiiect  of  tlw  lagher 
rate  of  wages  upon  the  actual  coat  of  our  gooda. 

Joshna  W.  Pierce  aaya,  I  think  it  can.  Ail  119  'mht^ 
mation  brings  mc  to  thia  concluiion,  and  one  I 
would  asaign  is,  that  we  aubstitute  a  much  larger  dMt  «ff 
the  labor  of  females  than  tbqr  do  in  Engtand*  m  tlM  wast 
len  manufacture. 

Qaa^fon.  Were  not  nMnu&eturea,  geiMTB%, 
a  better  busineM  preriouB  to  1834,  than  tb^  hue  4sm> 
siitce^ 

Abraham  Harland  aays,  I  think  the  buaineas  astiisM 
to  18S4  was  better  tbso  it  was  in  1835  w  1826.  My  b«»> 
nesa  certainly  wss. 

Jamea  Wolcott,  Jr.  answers  the  aam*  gucitiw  Owk 
bwinem  baa  bMn  worse  siaee  I8M»  «w^t  ia  1BS» 
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woolten  good*  h»Te  &Uen  vmty  much  in  price,  My  from 
85  to  33^  per  cent. 

I  ^11  next  notice  teatimony  io  rebtioa  to  the  intf  on 
woo],  and  the  fxrtnit^  intercit. 

QuetUon.  Are  you  apprwed  of  the  ftct  that  large  quan- 
tities of  wool  II  annually  imported}  and  doea  not  thia  tend 
to  depreciate  the  price  of  the  domeitic  wool? 

The  honorable  Aaron  Tufta.  who  waa  a  wo44-grower, 
and  had  about  five  hundred  aheep*  aaya,  I  am.  I  do  not 
think  thia  tends  in  the  least  to  depredate  the  price  <^do> 
neatie  wool,  llie  reason  I  assi^  for  this  opinion  is. 
the  manufiieturer  now  pays  so  hig;h  a  price  for  wool  as 
to  render  the  bunneas  unprofitable  and  h«d(  and.  ^f  con- 
ae^aence,  if  none  was  imported,  we  could  pay  no  higher 
prtce. 

Jamca  Shepherd,  who  was  a  wool-grower,  and  had 
from  1,300  to  1,400  sheep,  answers  the  same  question.  I 
am  aware  that  large  quantities  of  foreign  wool  are  import* 
cd.  I  consider  the  duty  laid  on  foreign  wool,  by  the  act  of 
1824,  aa  striking  at  the  foundation  of  the  manu&cturing 
system.  I  am  of  opinion  that,  if  the  du^  laid  on  foreign 
woc^  had  not  been  more  than  one-half  of  what  it  was, 
wool  growers  and  manufacturers  would  have  both  done 
better.  I  am  of  opinion,  also,  that  the  imported  wool  has 
mo  effbct  on  the  prioe  of  the  domoitic  wool.  I  prefer 
tlic  latter,  whenever  I  can  procure  it,  to  any  that  ia  im- 
ported. 

The  fitllowing  queatton  waa  propoaed  to  sereral  wit- 
neasea: 

Que^ion.  Is  it,  in  your  opinion,  important  to  the  farm- 
iiMf  interest  of  your  State,  to  cUscouri^  the  importation 
orfercign  wool? 

Honorable  Aaron  Tufts  says,  it  is,  in  my  opinion,'  of  no 
consequence,  nnleaa  yoa  enable  the  manafaoturer  to  fur- 
ni^  the  brmer  a  market. 

William  W.  Young  says,  I  do  not  think  it  important  to 
the  &rming  interest  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  to  discou- 
nt, at  present,  the  importation  of  foreign  wool,  although 
it  may  be  so  in  Aiture. 

Several  witnesses  answered  the  following: 

Qutdion.  Haa  wool  depreciated  materially  in  price 
within  the  last  three  years?  And,  if  so,  to  what  is  the  de- 
.    preeialion  to  be  attributed? 

Abraham  Marland  says,  it  has  depreciated  In  price,  and 
the  reason  I  would  asiigr\,is,  that  the  Urge  importations  of 
ibreign  woollen  goods  haye  reduced  the  prices  of  cloth, 
»nd  cfisabled  our  manu&cturerato  pay  a  hiriier  price  forthe 
■u^cle.  We  have  always  bad  as  hi|pi  priced  a  wool  at  we 
could  afford. 

Joshua  W.  Pearce  uiswers  the  laat  qoesUon,  and  says, 
■t  has  v«7  eonnderably,  I  riiould  say  IVom  35  to  SO  per 
eent .  I  attribute  the  depreciation  to  the  over  stock  of  fo- 
reign cloths  in  our  markets,  and  to  tlie  eousequent  de* 
pressed  prices  of  woollen  cloths. 

I  bare  before  me  Document  1,  No.  1,  containing  re* 
turna  of  the  stste  of  manufactures  in  Maine,  made  to  the 
Secretarv  of  the  Treasury  at  the  last  session. 

Asa  Clapp  says,  cotton  fcetoriea  at  the  present  time  are 
▼cry  profitablet  but  it  ia  to  be  expected,  from  the  great 
number  buikling,  that  maeh  competition  will  ensue,  and 
profits  will  be  leasened.  He  further  mya,  in  the  manu- 
iacture  of  wool  we  have  made  less  advance}  but  it  is 
thought  a  considerable  reduction  may  take  pUce,  and  the 
business  still  continue  profitable. 

Jamea  L.  Chikl,  from  the  aame  State,  in  Document  1, 
fo.  3,  Myi,  the  impreaaion  among  intelligent  gentlemen 
with  whom  I  hare  convened  ta,  that  the  duties  upon  wo<d* 
lens  and  cottons  might  be  advantageously  reduced,  and 
the  factories  still  be  able  to  carry  on  tbtir  burineia  at  a 
x«te  of  profit  considerably  above  what  b  realized  in  other 
branehea. 

Sir,  I  hare  examined  rctuma  from  the  States  of  Ver- 
snont  aad  Haw  York,  and  find  the  nwnufcetoren  gane- 


rally  to  have  large  profiti  on  their  capital.  I  duKild  next 
refer  the  committee  to  an  extract  of  a  letter  on  the  mann- 
fucture  of  edge  tools,  in  Chambersburgh,  Pennsylvania. 
The  letter  is  from  Mr.  Dunlap,  one  of  the  proprietOTS. 
He  says:  "We  (Dunlap  &  Madeira)  a  few  days  ago  re* 
ceived  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Lesley  &  Meredith,  hardware 
merchants  in  Philadelphia,  stating,  in  substance,  that  they 
had  just  received  a  long  letter  frtHn  Jamea  Carr,  Sh'eA 
field,  England,  to  whom  tiiey  had  forwarded,  by  order  of 
hia  son,  fifty  dollars  worth  of  our  goodly  aa  patterna,  in 
which  he  says  he  ia  very  roach  pleased  with  them,  and 
that  they  are  exceedingly  heat  and  well  finished,  but  that 
the  price  of  them  was  too  low,  and  that  he  cannot  furnish 
such  tools  at  that  price,  to  suit  any  market  in  the  United 
Statea.  We  sold  him  the  goods  at  our  retail  price.  He 
wishes  to  know  your  wholesale  prices.  Tbe  Englisb 
workmen  have  great  difficulty  in  hitting  your  patterns,  and 
aak  a  connderable  advance  on  any  new  article.  We  need 
not  fear  any  comp^tion  with  the  Engli^.  American 
toob  of  the  larger  sort  are  from  10  to  SO  per  cent,  betttf 
than  the  British  any  how." 

Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  considerable  embarrassment  will 
be  the  conaequence  of  a  reduction  of  the  duties]  it  is  al- 
ways the  case}  but  this  is  unavoidable.  The  national  ddit 
being  paid  (rfT,  the  people  will  not  aobmit  to  taxation  or 
high  duties^  and  sufler  money  to  accumulate  in  the  trea- 
sury. Bringinic  the  protection  to  the  revenue  standard 
will  give  stability  and  uniformity  to  the  system,  and  less 
protection  will  be  required  than  where  the  system  is  shift* 
ing  and  chan^ng.  But  it  is  apprehended  that  the  pro* 
]>osed  reduction  would  induce  foreign  manufacturers  to 
glut  the  market  at  a  present  loss,  with  the  hope  of  a  fu- 
ture gain,  by  breaking  down  our  estid>lishments.  This  I 
consider  without  foundation,  in  consequence  of  the  diffi- 
culty in  dividing  the  loss  among  themselves. 

The  fact  is,  all  the  great  branches  of  manufacture  are 
already  overdone.  England  alone  could  supply  the  world. 
The  labor-saving  machinery  used  there  is  equal  to  the  la* 
bor  of  two  hundred  millions  of  people.  The  lubor-saving 
machinery  used  here  is  pefbaps  equal  to  the  labor  of  four 
times  our  present  population.  It  ii  evident,  then,  that 
the  production  may  easily  exceed  the  eunsumption,  be*, 
cause  population  cannot  keep  pace..  But  I  shall  not  en- 
larfEC,  nor  detain  the  committee  longer. 

The  committee  then  rose,  on  motion  of  Mr.  UcKEN- 
NAN,  and  tbe  Houae  adjourned. 

WXOHXSDAT,  JaKUART  16. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA. 

A  message  was  receivedfromtiA  President  of  the  Unit* 
ed  Stales,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  private  secretary,  com- 
municating the  nullifying  ordinance  of  the  South  Carolina 
convention,  and  other  papers  relating  thereto,  together 
with  the  President's  own  views  as  to  what  waa  proper  to 
be  done  in  the  existing  posture  of  the  Union  in  reference 
to  that  SUte.    [See  Appendix.] 

Mr.  WILDE  said  it  was  obvious  that  the  message  just 
read  waa  universally  felt  to  be  of  the  most  sdemn  im- 
portance. This  might  be  leen  in  the  anxious  countenan* 
ces  wliich  surrounded  bhn.  We  had  arrived  at  a  solemn 
crisis— a  crisis  of  the  most  ezti-aordinary  character.  It 
had,  for  the  first  time  since  the  institution  of  the  Govern- 
ment, been  announced  to  Congress  by  the  Chief  Magia- 
trate  of  the  United  States,  Uiat  one  of  the  States  of  the 
Union  had  denied  the  power  of  our  laws.  If  we  perse- 
vere in  enforcing  these  laws,  she  clums  the  right  or  with* 
drawing  from  the  Union.  'I'liis  right  she  has  annotunced 
that  Ae  will  exercise,  and  will  relieve  her  citizens  from 
the  operation  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  peaceably 
if  she  may,  and  with  violence  if  tlwt  aliotild  become  ne- 
cesaary.  This  waa  not  the  ordinary  caae  of  enibrcing  the 
execution  of  tbe  lava  upon  private  Individuals. 
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H.  H  R.] 

The  SPEAKER  if  id,  if  tKe  gentleman  proposed  lo  nwke 
any  motion^  he  woalU  be  pleased  to  submit  his  proposition 
in  writing. 

m  Mr.  WILDE  said  his  proposition  was,  that  the  messsge 
and  the  accompanying;  documents  "be  printed;  and  that 
the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  be  postponed  un* 
til  to-norrow,  in  order  that  gentlemen  inig^t,  after  due 
reflection  upon  this  momentous  topic,  come  to  its  con- 
sideration with  calmer  feelinn. 

ICr.  ARCHER  inquired  of  the  Chair  whether  the  mo- 
tion did  not  supersede  a  proposition  for  t'he  reference  of 
the  messaged 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  afRrmative. 

Mr.  ARCHER  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Wilds]  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
wUhdrawhis  motion  to  postpone?  He  should  not  make 
any  remarks  upon  that  proposition. 

Mr.  WILDE  regretted  he  was  unable  to  comply  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  The  re- 
ference, even  of  a  subject  like  the  present,  required  de- 
liberation i  the  object  of  his  motion  was  to  gain  time  fbr 
deliberation. 

Mr.  CAMBRELEN6  hoped  the  motion  to  postpone 
#ould  not  prevail.  If  it  is  mtentled  to  pursue  the  course 
usually  taken  in  such  cases,  the  message  should  be  t«fer- 
red.  If  the  feelings  of  any  gentleman  was  excited,  the 
fact  had  not  come  to  bis  knowledge.  There  was  no  oc- 
casion for  infiaming  the  passions  by  precipitating  ourselves 
into  a  debate  upon  this  subject  before  it  was  referred  and 
reported  on  by  a  committee  in  the  ordinary  course.  The 
House  had  heard  the  opinion  of  the  Executive,  and  for 
himself  he  was  not  prepared  to  act  upon  it  until  the  mea- 
sures recommended  should  be  examined  and  reported  on 
by  one'  of  the  committees  of  the  House.  Tliis  examina- 
tion would  give  members  sufficient  time  to  come  to  the 
discunion  of  the  momentous  subject  with  all  the  modera- 
tion which  patriotism  required. 

Mr.  WAYNE  saw  nothing  in  the  message,  or  the  docu- 
ments accom|ianying  it,  which  should  excite.  They  were 
not  unexpected,  he  believed,  to  any  member  of  the  House. 
The  subject  had  1>een  before  the  public  for  a  considerable 
time.  He  regretted  that  he  could  not  vote  tar  the  propo- 
rition  of  Ilia  cnllesgue,  accustomed  as  he  ever  had  bren, 
to  follow  liis  lead.  The  suggestion  of  the  gentlenun  from 
Virginia,  [Mr.  Abcker,]  if  follnwed  out,  he  conceived  to 
be  the  proper  course.  The  proper  reference  of  the  mes- 
sage, in  his  vie^,  was  to  a  select  committee,  to  be  com- 
pMcd  of  one  member  from  each  State.  Some  of  the  sub- 
jects  contained  in  the  meange  were  undoubtedly  proper 
fbr  the  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary; 
hut,  u  its  leading  principles  Were  important  to  every 
State— 

The  SPEAKER  said,  any  discussion  upon  the  proper 
reference  of  the  message  was  not  now  in  order;  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Hou^e  was  upon  its  postponement. 

Mr.  WAYNE  assented  to  the  correctness  oF  the  deci- 
^n.  He  trusted  the  motion  to  postpone  would  not  meet 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  House.  It  could  only  be  sup- 
ported in  the  view  that  we  were  to  go  into  debate  upon 
the  subject,  before  it  was  referred.  He  could  perceive 
no  benefit  from  such  a  course.  If  it  was  first  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  to  report  upon  the  proper  course  to 
be  pursued,  there  would  then  be  ample  opportunity  for 
discussion.  He  presumed  that  the  House  intended  to 
provide  for  the  efTectual  enforcement  of  the  laws.  There 
wms  no  occasion  for  passion  in  discharging  such  a  dutv. 
He  presumed  that  every  member  would  bring  to  the  dis* 
eussion  of  such  a  subject  the  judgment  and  deliberation 
which  it  required.  He  therefore  hoped  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  for  reporting  such  measures  as  would 
meet  with  the  response  pt  the  wnole  House. 

Mr.  AUNOLD  concurred  in  the  views  last  expressed. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  message  to  rouse  passion— far 


from  it  I  its  tone  was  calculated  to  thrill  with  ddight  the 
bosom  of  every  man  that  loved  his  country.  It  was  a  do- 
cument which  he  denred  to  see  in  tlie  hands  of  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  countiyt  and,  as  he  meant 
to  move  for  printing  an  extra  number  of  co]riesb  he  should 
oppose  the  postponement. 

Mr.  DEARBORN,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  pfcma. 
ture  and  unnecessary  discusnon  upon  the  nottcn,  mamd 
the  previous  question,  but  withdrew  his  motion  at  the  tc- 
quest  of 

Mr.  WILDE,  who  said  it  had  been  suggested  that  it 
would  be  imposuble  to  print  tlie  message  and  docuineittz 
by  to>morrow.  He  would,  tlierefbre,  so  modify'  lua  no- 
tion as  to  postpone  to  the  drgr  after  to4«wrow. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH  said  the  motion  to  postpone  invoh- 
ed  the  single  consideration  whether  it  was  expedient  to 
go  into  the  discussion  of  this  subject  before  it  had  been 
examined  by  the  committee.  He  could  see  no  oocawa 
for  hurrying  into  a  debate  upon  it  before  the  subject  had 
been  reported  on  in  the  usual  form.  No  benefit  could  be 
derived  from  thus  rushing  into  the  arena.  He  would  aib* 
mit  to  gentlemen  whetiier  it  would  not  be  better  to  avoid 
diving  at  once  into  deep  water.  He  fully  coneuRcd  with 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Watvb,]  who  had  sug- 
gested the  reference  to  a  select  committee,  to  be  compos- 
ed  of  one  member  from  each  State. 

Mr.  STEWART  differed  from  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  [Mr.  Euawoan.]  In  his  opinion,  the  Rouse 
should  take  two  or  three  days  to  determine  what  would 
be  the  best  course  to  pursue.  According  to  his  present 
view,  the  proper  reference  would  be  to  a  Coounittee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Uaioa.  The  tinse  bad  ar- 
rived when  this  subject  should  be  fiiHy  disawsril,  and  the 
sentiments  of  the  House  upon  it  msdc  known  to  the  peo- 
ple. These  documents  should  go  forth  to  the  na!6on 
wiih  a  full  expression  of  the  opinwn  of  the  House  upon 
them.'  He  ahoidd,  therefor^  vote  in  invar  ofthe  UDtka 
to  postpone. 

Mr.  CARSON  said  he  would  vote  in  faror  of  the  motioa 
to  postpone,  for  the  Kiwle  reason  that  he  wished  Ar  line 
to  consider  which  was  rae  best  eoune— not  fronsi^  {ceil- 
ing or  passion.  He  was  not  eonsGMUSornnyi  nvhadbe 
perceived  any  in  other  members.  In  the  nnt  iastanee, 
he  had  been  ready  to  vole  for  a  reference  of  ibc  sebjcct 
to  the  Judiciary  Committeet  but  after  the  suggestion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Wirn,]  uelinedto 
the  opinion  that  a  select  committee  would  be  most  spprs- 
priide.  BtUxtc  lie  came  to  a  final  condunon,  he  wmm 
for  further  time,  and  should,  accordingly,  vote  ie  &«sr  of 
the  postponement. 

Mr.  E.  EVERETT  believed  the  original  motkn  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Wilsk}  was  the  most  eof^ 
rect,  and  he  regretted  that  it  had  been  modified.   All  tbe 
papers,  except  the  message  of  the  Prendent,  ted  been  he- 
fore  the  public.    Tbe  messsge  itself  would  be  in  thA 
hands  of  every  gentleman  in  the  monungt  iadeed,^  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  it  was  now  in  ^pci,  and  n^ht 
be  read  within  •  few  houn.   All  that  was  vuiled  wai  a 
little  time  for  conndention.    He  would,  therefore,  mate 
to  amend  the  motion  by  striUngout  tbe  da;^after  tow- 
row,  and  inserting  to-morrow. 

Mr.  COULTEIt  was  opposed  both  to  tbe  moboD  to 
postpone,  and  to  the  amendment.  Keither  propoecdthe 
course*  which  had  been  usually  given  to  the  Executive 
meuages — not  only  of  tiie  present,  but  of  Ibmer  Prcs- 
dents.  What  had  been  tiie  usual  node  of  diaposihig  of  the 
Pre«dent*s  mess^^  It  was  referred  to  the  Com^uitce 
of  die  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union.  When  it  was  « 
referred,  it  could  be  taken  up  at  any  time  when  the  Heonr 
was  prepared  for  its  connderation.  After  going  'm» 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on-the  state  of  the  Uaioiw  tbe 
proper  direction  to  be  given  to  eadi  bimnoh  oT  the  nea- 
ssf«  could  be  eoniidered.   He  wu  wK  iocSnad  to  cat 
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off  discawon  on  the  mibject.  The  doctrinei  of  tbis 
nwMge,  in  jtutice  to  the  people,  both  m  to  the  rights 
ofthe  ITnited  States  and  or  the  Stales,  should  be  mlly 
discusKd. 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  simply  upon  the  postponement. 

Mr.  COULTER  said  he  was  opposed  to  any  postpone- 
ment, and  should  support  the  reference  of  the  message  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HcDUFFIE  trusted  the  motion  of  tiie  gentleman 
fromGeorpa  [Ur.  WiLml  would  prcrail.  It  appeared 
to  htm  that  the  object  of  tlie  motion  had  been  miscon- 
ceived- He  vss  not  aware  of  any  intention  of  goinginto 
a  general  discussion  of  the  message  at  this  time.  As  he 
under-itood  the  motion,  it  had  been  made  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  gent'emen  an  opportunity  of  properly  weighing 
the  subject,  and  giving  it  such  a  course  as  seemed  most 
proper.  He  must  ask  for  the  postponement,  as  matter  of 
personal  favor  to  himselt.  He  had  not  heard  the  message 
read.  He  came  into  the  hall  after  about  two-thirds  of  it 
had  been  gone  throngh.  If  a  nference  at  this  time  was 
persisted  in,  he  must  ask  that  the  message  be  again  read 
for  his  information.  For  h'mself,  he  must  confess  his  as- 
tonishment at  witnessing  so  much  apparent  excitement, 
particularly  among  gentlemen  who  so  strongly  deprecate 
■n  excitement^  Me  regarded  the  subject  as  too  deep  and 
solemn  for  exdtenent,  in  the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the 
term.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  tnisted  the  motion 
fbr  postponement  would  prevail. 

Mr.  WILDE  said,  after  the  suggestion  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  E.  Evxkbtt,]  he  would 
again  modify  his  motion,  and  make  it  wliat  it  was  orrgi- 
natly— to  postpone  tilt  to-morrow.  Though  the  contents 
of  the  message  might  have  been  anticipated  by  some  of 
the  members  of  the  House,  he  had  not  been  made  ac- 
quainted with  them,  and  hid  no  reason  to  expect  it.  The 
preparation  to  which  hia  colleague  (Mr.  Watitb]  bad  al- 
luded, had  not  been  extended  to  htm.  He  dia  not  re- 
gard this  as  an  unusual  or  disrespectful  motion.  On  the 
other  hand,  he  considered  it*  most  respectful  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  consider  delib«rately  what  was  the  best  course 
to  be  pursued.  It  might  be  most  proper  to  refer  the  mes- 
sage to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union.  But  on  this  point  he  had  not  formed  an  opinion, 
and  wai  not  prepared  to  commit  himself. 

Mr.  WATNE  said,  his,  only  preparation  at  to  the 
rneasage,  was  an  opinion  in  which  he  presumed  he  was 
not  singular  with  regard  to  what  was  cleaely  the  duty  of 
the  Executive  under  the  circumstances.  He  would  not 
deny  but  a  rumour  had  come  to  him,  within  a  day  or  two, 
that  a  message  would  be  sent,  and  he  was  rejoiced  that 
it  had  been  received,  as  it  would  put  an  effi^tual  stop  to 
the  calumnies  that  h«d  been  industiioudy  circulated 
throughout  the  South  that  the  Prendent  Intended  to  re- 
■ort  to  measures  of  coercion  against  South  Carolina  with 
out  consulting  Congress. 

Mr.  DRAYTON  would  acknowledge  tliat  he  felt  an 
intereat  in  this  subject,  and  was  anxious  that  it  should  be 
pmpcrif  disposed  of.  He  was  not  able  to  perceive  any 
saffieient  reason  for  die  postponement.  The  message  and 
documents  could  ncit  be  printed  and  laid  on  ourtabtea  by 
to-morrow.  The  object  of  this  communication  was  to  en- 
able Congress  to  devise  the  proper  means  for  calming  the 
tempest  which  now  lowered  over  a  part  of  the  Union. 
The  sooner  we  proceeded  to  this  duty,  the  sooner  tlie  ho- 
rizon would  be  cleared.  The  best  course  appeared  to 
him  to  be  to  refer  to  a  committee  the  consideration  of 
the  laws  which  now  exist,  together  with  the  amendments 
which  may  be  necessary.  Upon  their  report  the  House 
would  be  able  to  form  a  competent  opinion  of  the  mea- 
sures necessary  to  be  taken  under  the  trying  circnmatan* 
ces  in  which  we  were  placed.  If  the  subject  was  now  re- 
ferred, this  plan  would  soon  be  hid  before  the  House. 


[H.  Of  B, 


If  It  ms  postponed  till  to-morrow,  another  day  would 
probably  be  apent  in  general  discusnonj  and  there  was 
no  reason  for  supposing  that  it  would  then  be  disptwed 
of.  The  House  would  not  then  be  calmer  than  it  now  is. 
The  subject  was  but  too  familiar)  it  had  been  long  before 
the  public.  Whatever  duties  the  members  of  the  House 
owed  to  themselves  and  their  country,  they  were  probably 
as  ready  to  discharge  at  this,  as  at  any  otlier  time.  Think- 
ing, as  he  did,  that  the  sooner  the  system  of  measures 
was  settled  the  better,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  mo* 
tion  for  a  postponement. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  could  see  no  reason  for  delay,  which 
would  not  apply  with  as  much  force  to-morrow  as  to-day. 
The  House  was  now  as  well  prepared  to  decide  upon  tho 
proper  course  as  it  could  be  then.  He  should,  therefore, 
vote  against  the  postponement. 

Mr.  AUCHBR  was  as  willing,  and  perhaps  as  desir- 
ous, to  express  bis  views  at  tength  upon  this  great  sub- 
ject as  any  member  in  the '  House]  but  he  could  not  act 
with  precipitation  in  such  a  crisis.  He  was  not  one  of 
tiiose  who  could  find  matter  for  excitement  in  such  in  oe- 
ca«on.  In  his  opinion,  the  message  that  had  been  read 
was  as  much  calculated  to  allay  excitement,  as  any'  that 
had  been  ever  promulgated.  When  he  had  endeavored 
to  get  the  floor  immediately  after  the  message  was  read, 
it  was  not  for  the  purgjoae  of  moving  its  reference  to  a 
select  committee,  of  which,  by  the  courtesey  ofthe  House, 
he  would  have  been  cliairman.  As  a  southern  man,  be 
had  no  wish  to  be  placed  in  that  situation.  His  object  was 
to  move  its  reference  to  one  of  the  standing  committees 
of  the  House.  At  a  proper  time  he  should  move  its  re- 
ference to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

nr.  WILLIAMS  considered  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  aute  ofthe  Union  the  proper 
reference.    He  should  make  that  motion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  could  not  perceive  any  benefit  to  be 
gained  by  a  postponement.  If  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Ur.  McDurris]  had  not  heard  the  message,  and 
now  wishes  it  to  be  again  read,  he  should  cheerlully  ac- 
cord the  privilege  to  bim.  But  as  to  further  delay,  it 
shciuld  be  remembered  that  half  the  period  of  the  ses- 
uon  had  ben  spent,  and  little  business  bad  been  done. 
If  the  subject  is  postponed,  we  stand  to-morrow  precisely 
where  we  do  to^ay.  It  had  been  stated  to  be  the  ordi- 
nary course  to  refer  messages  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union.  Why  may  not  that 
course  be  as  well  uken  to-day  as  to-morrow?  It  was  the 
imperious  duty  of  the  House  to  make  the  earliest  possible 
diapoution  of  the  subject.  He  wuuld  nut  defeat  his  own 
ot^ect,  which  was  to  dissuade  debate  on  this  question  at 
this  stage,  by  taking  up  more  time.  He  hoped  the  mes- 
sage would  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  state  ofthe  Union,  in  which  every  gentleman  wl^) 
desired,  might  fully  state  his  opinions. 

Mr.  INGEKSOLL  said  he  should  vote  against  the  mo- 
tion to  postpone.  He  cuuld  not  agree  to  a  reference  to 
a  standing  committee,  or  tlie  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union-  U'hy  should  it  go  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  unless  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting up  a  discursive  debate.  Whenever  the  subject  was 
bruuglit  before  the  House  it  should  be  upon  some  distinct 
proposition. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  discussion  of  refirence  wits 
not  now  in  order. 

Mr.  INGEKSOLL  swd  he  would  not  pursue  it  further 
than  to  remark,  that  he  thought  a  reference  to  a  select 
committee  composed  of  one  member  from  each  State  was 
the  mokt  appropriate  reference. 

Mr.  DUIIGES  said  the  word  of  excitement  had  a  two 
foldmeaningj  it  might  impurt  a  sober,  anxious  solicitude 
upon  a  subject  of  vital  iiiterest{  or  it  mi^ht  mean  a  violent 
blaze  of  feeling.  He  is  willing  to  admit  tiiat  he  was  un- 
der the  influence  of  excitement  of  the  former  kind,  and 
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well  he  might  when  a  subject  of  auch  engrosdng  impor- 
tance waa  before  the'  House.  Evety  member  in  the  hall, 
was,  he  hoped,  prepared  to  eonsder  it  calmlj  and  delibe* 
rately.  Hia  opinion  aslothe  reference  ofthia  message  was 
that  it  ahoiiid  go  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union.  He,  therefore,  should  not  have 
Toted  for  the  postponement  were  it  not  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolinia,  [Mr.  McUorriK]  who  had 
not  heard  the  message,  asked  it  asm  persoftal  gratification  ai 
tohimaeir.  Situated  as  tliat  gentleman  is  with  regard  to  a 
this  aulyectr  he  could  not  refuse  his  request. 

Mr.  CRAIG  thought  as  the  subject  would  be  entirely 
in  the  power  ofthe  House,  when  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  he 
should  rote  against  the  postponement.  If  gentlemen 
were  not  ready  to  take  up  the  subject,  and  could  satisfy 
the  committee  that  it  ought  not  to  be  taken  tfp,  it  would 
not  be  done.  He  could  perceive  no  reason  for  the  post- 
ponement. 

Mr.  R.  M.  JOHNSON  had  listened  with  attention  to 
the  remarks  that  had  been  made  in  favor  of  postpone- 
ment, and  had  been  convinced  that  it  would  oni^  lead  to 
a  premature  and  useless  discussion  upon  the  subject  gen- 
erally, instead  of  a  profitable  debate  upon  definite  mea- 
sures. There  was  other  important  business  before  the 
Bouse,  and  he  waa  unwilling  to  see  too  much  precious  time 
waited.  He  thought  it  the  duty  of  the  House  to  refer 
the  metiage  to  some  committee  who  would  make  a  spee- 
dy report  apon  it.  If  it  was  sent  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  it  wouid  only  give 
rise  to  an  Interminable  discussion.  He  sliould,  therefore, 
vote  against  the  postponement,  and  in  favor  of  the  refer- 
ence to  a  committee  who  would  report  the  measures  ne- 
cessary to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WILDB  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
supposed  the  motion  to  postpone  h>d  been  made  from 
any  wish  for  an  opportunity  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the 
subject  at  the  present  Btagr,  he  was  entirely  mistsken. 
His  object  was  to  avoid,  if  possible,  al)  debate  upon  it, 
until  the  opinions  of  the  House  upon  the  great  subject 
which  he  had  most  at  heart,  should  be  ascertained;  though 
at  this  time,  he  must  admit  the  auspices  in  relation  to  that 
wbject,  appeared  very  tlireatening. 

After  some  remarks  by  Mr.  WATMOUGH, 

Mr.  3.  S.  BARBOUR  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays) 
which  were  ordered :  Yeas  86,  nays  104- 

So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  negatived. 

Mr.  ARCHER  moved  to  refer  themesssge  and  doc u< 
ments  to  the  Commiitee  on  the  Judiciary.  The  object  of 
Uie  message  was  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  Congress  the 
necessity  lor  certain  laws.  If  Congress  concurred  in  the 
views  stated,  he  would  put  it  tu  the  House  whether  the 
Judiciary  Committee  was  notthe  most  proper  toexamine 
and  report  upon  tlie  subject.  He  had  been  surprised  at 
the  proposition  to  refer  the  message  to  the  Committee  of 


therefore  moved  its  reference  to  a  select  coonAtee  of 
24   one  from  each  State. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  would  vote  fiw  the  refarsnec  to  fte  in- 
diciary  Commitee.  He  did  not  propose  going  into  a  dia- 
cuasion,  but  would  only  inquire  as  to  the  object  in  view? 
It  was  simply  the  amendment  of  the  revenue  laws.  Why 
should  sucii  a  subject  l>e  referred  to  a  select  committee 
of  24  members.  They  would  aasemble  d^  after  day, 
ndtbe  House  would  not  prdiably  get  the  repoet  of  sadi 
committee  for  a  long  time.  The  Judkiery  Ceawutlee, 
on  the  other  hand,  were  familiar  with  such  subjcctib  and 
would  undoubtedly  make  a  speedy  report. 

Mr.  IRWIN  aaid,  the  standing  committees  were  se- 
lected in  reference  to  the  duties  they  were  ordinarily 
called  on  to  perform.  He  would  ask  if  this  was  an  ordi- 
nary subject)  It  was  one  of  the  very  highest  magnitude, 
and  should  be  sent  to  a  committee  rused  witli  express  ic> 
fereneeto  it^  instead  of  being  sent  to  one  of  the  standiaf 
committees.  He  diould  .therefore  vote  ^aion  Us  tdcp 
ence  to  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Kir.  WILLIAMS  moved  that  the  messsge  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  ofthe  Whole  on  the  slate  of  the  Uaioo. 
He  had  heard  nothing  that  had  altered  his  wiginal  Ofioh 
ion,  aa  tu  the  propriety  of  this  reference.  There  wen 
several  subjects  involved  in  the  messsge  which  miffat  be 
properly  referred  to  different  standing  coraouttota, 
which  rendered  it  most  proper  to  be  sent  to  the  Cowwt. 
tee  of  the  Whole  on  tiie  state  of  the  Vmom,  id  the  first 
instance,  in  the  same  manner  aa  the  annual  messages.  It 
could  be  then  properly  dissected  and  distributed. 
:  Mr.  CAMUHCLENG  begged  gentlemen  to  reflect  thsl 
if  the  message  was  sent  to  the  Committee  of  the  H'hole 
on  the  state  of  the  Union,  probably  thtee  weeks  would 
be  spent  in  debrite  upon  it.  All  that  vas  dctued,  was 
that  a  commiitee  should  report  the  necessary  aacnftownts 
to  the  present  laws  relative  to  the  collection  of  the  re. 
venue.  Ute  whole  aubject  was  of  a  judicial  nature. 
One  great  object  waa  to  obviate  the  replevin  law  of  South 
Carolina,  and  provide  for  enforcing  the  laws  <tf  the  Unit- 
ed States.  In  bis  opinion,  uo  course  wasso  proper  to 
effect  Uiis  object,  as  the  proposed  reference  to  the  Con- 
mittee  on  the  Juiliciary. 

Mr.  COULTER  did  not  feel  much  auoxiety  as  to  tbe 
reference  of  the  message,  but  liaving  before  suggested 
the  propriety  of  referring  it  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  be  would  beg  leave  to 
state  one  or  two  of  the  reasons  for  that  course..  He  did 
not  regard  the  present  as  an  ordinary  message,  proper 
to  be  referred  to  an  ordinary  committee.  Maben  are 
discussed  in  it  which  go  to  the  very  foundaUoo  of  Gov- 
ernment. It  expotinds  the  rights  of  individoala  of  the 
several  States  of  the  Union.  For  what  purpose  was  the 
Committee  of  the  Wh(de  on  the  sUte  of  tiie  Union  cstab- 
lished.^  In  order  that  the  utuatton  of  the  Uiuoq  mi^t 
be  periodically  discussed  at  large,  without  being  Iram- 


the  Whole  on  the  state  ofthe  Union.    Was  that  commit-  meledby  the  rules  ofthe  House.  In  thedays  of  his  youth, 


tee  competent  to  digest  and  prepare  the  necessary  mea- 
Bures^  By  such  a  reference  every  object  of  reference 
would  be  prostrated.  The  subject  would  be  turned  loose 
upon  the  wide  field  of  debate  only  for  the  purpose  of  cre- 
a&ig  excitement.  All  that  was  suggested  in  the  message 
«s  nccessar>',  was  certain  additions  and  amendments  to 
the  revenue  laws.  For  the  purpose  of  reporting  these 
additions  and  amendments,  the  Judiciary  Committee  was 
the  most  proper.  It  was  not,  perhaps,  very  important 
whether  the  reference  waa  to  a  stanaing  or  select  com- 
mittee. Eitlier  would  fully  and  speedily  accompliah  the 
Object  desired.  But  he  hoped  the  reference  would  not  be 
mftde  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  ofthe 
Union,  unless  gentlemen  desired  to  go  into  a  protracted 
debate  without  practical  result. 

Mr.  STEWAHT  regarded  the  subject  as  one  6f  the 
utmost  consequence  tu  every  Slate  in  the  Union.  He 


he  recollected  it  was  common  for  Congress  to  go  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Wh(4e  enthe  Slate  ofthe  Union, 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the  genend  condSlign  of  the 
pubUc  affairs.  Why  were  the  relatkms  between  the 
States  and  the  Qeneml  Government  stated  in  the  message 
except  for  the  purpose  of  discussion?  It  was  true  there 
was  an  isolated  case  respecting  the  revenue  hiws,  con- 
tained in  it;  but  sliould  we  narrow  our  dehbentiona  down 
to  that  point?  It  was  dub  to  ourselves,  to  South  Car- 
olina, and  to  the  United  States,  that  the  whole  subject 
should  be  fully  discussed.  After  a  prt^>er  diacuasion  of 
principles,  it  would  not  take  any  select  or  standing  com- 
nuttee  long  to  embody  them  into  a  bill  or  bills,  uc  was 
not  willing  to  pursue  any  course  «  hich  was  calculated  to 
stifie  flisriiflsinni  or  avoid  dei>ate. 

Mr.  BELL  said,  the  practical  queation  appeared  to  be 
whether  the  House  preterrcd  tl»t  the  general  dbcesKoa 
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shotdd  titke  place  before  or  after  the  report  of  %  com- 
mittee. If  the  mem^  was  now  referred  to  the  Con)* 
Diittee  of  the  Whole  em  the  State  of  the  Union,  fbe  gen- 
eral principles  would  be  first  debated,  and  then  aent  to  a 
committee  to  digest  and  report  the  proper  measures  to 
be  taken.  on  the  other  hand,  the  measa^  was  now 
referred  to  a  special  or  standing  committee,  the  report 
would  be  made  before  the  general  disciuuun  would  take 
pltee.  The  matter  uitder  consideration,  therefore,  re 
solved  itielf  into  the  question  whether  the  general  debate 
ritouU  be  precedent,  or  anbsequent,  to  a  report  of  a  de- 
6nite  character.  Whether  the  reference  was  to  a  Stand- 
ing or  select  committee  was  to  liim  a  matter  of  comparative 
indifference. 

Mr.  DltAYTON  fctt  compelled  to  oppose  tbe  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  for  the  reaaon  that  it  would  occasion  tlie  loss  of 
much  time,  when  time  was  of  the  greatest  importance. 
If  the  reference  is  made  to  the  Uommtttee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  state  of  the  Union,  the  subject  must  afterwards  be 
sent  to  a  standing  or  select  cotamittee.  Such  a  commit- 
tee would  be  able  to  exercise  tbeir  sound  and  imparUal 
judgment  with  more  calmness  now  than  in  the  midst  of 
a  stormy  debate.  Gentlemen  had  disclaimed  the  influ- 
ence of  excitement.  Whenever  apecifiemeaaurea  should 
be  proposed,  he  had  no  doubt  but  a  aeene  of  excitement 
would  be  seen  such  aa  had  never  been  before  witnened 
in  Cungresa.  Ifescitementcoutdnotbe avoided,  itshould 
at  least  come  at  a  time  when  it  would  preclude  the  adop- 
tion of  necessary  measures.  It  had  been  aatd  that  means 
were  necessary  to  obviate  the  operation  of  the  replevin 
laws.  He  re^rded  such  aa  altogether  minor  mattera. 
The  great  subject  submitted  to  Congress  and  to  the  pco* 
pie  was,  to  devise  means  to  prevent  collisions  between 
the  powers  of  a  sovereign  State,  and  the  General  Govern- 
ment; to  settle  whether  a  State  shall  prescribe  what  laws 
ahull  be  executed  vitliia  its  territory,  or  whether  the  Ge- 
neral Government  shaH  carry  its  laws  into  execution.  No 
question  was  so  important  as  this.  It  should  be  submit- 
ted to  the  attention  of  a  committee  who  were  not  harras. 
ud  other  busineu.  All  the  objection  he  had  to  the 
Judieiaty  Coisnittee  wu,  that  they  had  other  matters  be- 
fore them,  while  this  was  a  subject  of  such  primatY  im- 
portance as  to  demand  ttie  undivided  attention  of  the 
committee  to  which  it  should  be  sent.  He  was,  therefore, 
iM\  favorof  sending  the  message  to  such  a  select  commit- 
t«e  aa  would  inspire  confidence  is  their  report,  both  in  the 
House  and  the  people. 

The  questioa  waa  then  put  on  referring  the  mlssage  to 
the  Committe  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Uiuonf 
which  was  lost  without  a  count. 

The  reference  was  then  made  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee by  a  large  majority  of  tlie  House. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  the  message  and  documents  be 
printed. 

Hr.  ARNOLD  moved,  by  unanimous  consent,  tliat  an 
additional  number  of  twenty  tliousand  copies  be  printed 
lor  the  use  of  the  House. 

Hr.  UERCBK  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  striking 
out  "  twenty"  and  inserting  twaUy-fivc. 

Mr.  ARNOLD  accepted  the  amendment  as  amodifi. 
eation  of  his  motion,  and  tweaty-fi|<e  thousand  copies 
were  ordered. 

The  Huose  then  adjourned. 

Tbobssax,  Jascart  ir. 

TUE  TARIFF— MANUFACTUHES.  &c. 

The  following  resolutions  1>td  on  the  table  yesterday 
Mr.  Arams,  coming  up  for  consideration: 
Retolecd,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  report  to  thii  Howe  a  list  of  articles  upon  which 
the  reduction  of  six  ndllions  may,  lot  the  moat  part,  be 
Vot.  IX~69 


made  upon  those  denominated  protected  articles,  without 
prejudice  to  the  reasonable  elaima  of  existing  establirii- 

mentB. 

Retolved,  That  Uie  Preaident  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  this  House  a  list  of  articlei  of 
domestic  manufacture,  which  are  indispensable  to  fun* 
safety  in  time  of  war,  and  to  which  it  is  stated  in  the  mes- 
sage of  the  President  to  Congress,  that  the  policy  of  pro- 
tection mttst  ultimately  be  ftmited. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  in  illustration  of  the  first  of  these  reso- 
lutions, quoted  the  messsge  of  the  President,  atod  the 
report  of  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury,  tt)  whicA  tha 
resolutions  refer.  He  observed  that  tlA  memge  took 
for  granted,  that  there  were  particular  intiererta  m  this 
countrj',  the  |)rotection  of  which  exceeded  that  which 
was  necessary  in  order  to  counteract  the  legislation  of  fo- 
reign nations.  This  was  sasumedt  and  it  was  also  assum- 
ed that  the  diminution  of  the  existing  protection  waa  the 
pdicy  which  it  waa  the  duty  of  Congress  to  pursue.  Now, 
the  reduction  of  the  revenue  was  one  thing,  and  the  re- 
dtiction  of  protection  waa  anothert  the  fbrmer  might  be 
effected  without  the  other  j  and  it  vras  the  denre  of  a  Urge 
part  of  the  American  people,  that,  in  reducing  the  amount 
of  revenue,  the  protection  of  our  domestic  industry  ahould 
remain  untouched.  Such,  however,  tied  been  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Prerident;  and  H  waa  foHowed  by 
an  argument  aa  to  the  de^pree  of  protection  which  wis  due 
to  manufacturers,  in  which  the  principle  was  aasumed 
tliat  the  protection  of  those  manufacturers  waa,  in  its  very 
nature,  temporaryt  that  it  waa  accorded  as  a  &vor,  and 
was  intended  to  continue  only  until  they  ^ould  be  per- 
ntanentiy  eatahlishedt  and  the  President  came  at  length 
to  the  conclusion,  that  the  protective  policy  of  thia  coun- 
try must  ultimately  be  limited  to  articleaof  in^ipenaable 
necessity,  and  necessary  for  our  independence  in  time  of 
war.  This  principle  was,  in  jts  character,  revolutionary) 
it  diftered  from  everything  that  had  ever  been  heard  be- 
furei  and  if  the  House  should  adopt  it,  and,  in  compliance 
with  it,  proceed  to  the  reduction,  not  of  revenue,  but  of 
protection,  and  terminate  with  the  total  withdrawal  of  all 
protection  whatever,  save  to  articles  of  the  deieriptioa 
mentioned,  then  it  was  of  extreme  Importuiee  to  the 
House  to  know  what  thoae  articles  were  which  were  of 
indispensable  use,  snd  necessary  to  the  indepeadenee  of 
the  nation  in  time  of  war. 

The  other  resolution  had  reference  to  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  The  two  resolutions  were  much  con- 
nected, although  one  of  the  reaolutions  refi^ned  to  the 
message,  and  the  other  to  the  report.  [Here  Mr.  A. 
quoted  the  report  of  the  Secrerary.J  There  waa  some 
little  difference  between  the  views  of  the  President  and 
those  of  his  officer,  bo  far  as  they  had  a  practical  bsaring. 
The  Secretary  seemed  not  to  be  prepared  to  abandon  to- 
tally all  protection  whatevert  the  tenor  of  his  ailment, 
on  the  contrary,  seemed  to  indicate  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
sustaining  it  as  far  as  practicable.  He  seemed  to  admit 
that  the  interest  of  the  nation  required  a  perrosMot  pro- 
tection sgRinst  the  legislation  of  loreign  nations,  sod  that 
it  was  not  to  be  gradually  withdrawn  until  it  riioald  be 
totally  done  away. 

The  Secretary  thought  the  revenue  might  be  reduced 
six  millions  of  dollars,  without  prejudice  to  the  reasona- 
ble claims  of  existing  establishments.  It  was  of  exIreoM 
importance  to  the  House  to  possess  the  infbrmation  hov 
this  might  be  done.  If  it  was  indeed  possible  that  a  tarHF 
could  be  formed  on  the  principles  stated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the'  Treasury,  all  the  difllcultieB  under  which  the  coun- 
try labored  was  at  once  solved.  They  need  hear  no 
more  of  nullification;  they  need  listen  to  no  more  such 
messages  as  had  been  read  yesterday;  they  would  hear 
nothing  more  of  proclamations  and  counter-proclamationst 
all  would  be  peace  and  harmony.  But,  really,  without 
farther  information  from  the  Secretary,  Hr.  A.,  for  one. 
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WM  totellj  ipumnt  bov  it  wu  poamble  to  redace  the  re- 
renue  uz  amltoni  without  prejudice  to  the  just  cUims  or 
exUtiny  Mtablishments.  The  bill  now  beTore  the  eoni' 
mittee  did  not  even  profeai  to  do  mjr  euch  thing-.  It  did, 
indeed.  prafeM  to  reduce  the  reranue  mx  millioni  of  dot* 
bft,  but  it  wts  rery  ftr  from  doing  m  *'  without  preju- 
dice tothc  juatckiini  of  exUUng  cstkbliilmientB."  So 
ftr  firom  it,  that  the  committee  had  been  driven  to  intro- 
duce a  clauK  into  the  bill  to  increase  jbe' imposts. 
Indeed,  the  title  of  the  bill  should  have  been-  "A  bill  to 
reduce  and  to  inorease  the  duties  on  imported  srticlei." 
And  it  was  extremely  doubtful  whether  the  bill  would, 
in  fact,  reduce  the  revenue  at  al\.  But  the  effect  of  the 
reduotion  pn^xMed  would  bare  an  effect  rtry  different 
from  that  teferred  to  by  the  Secretary.  Instead  of  not 
working  any  prejudice  to  existing  eatabltsbments,  it 
WKMB^t  their  utter  ruin  and  destruction.  Mr.  A.,  for 
one,  wanted  to  know  what  these  articles  were  i  and  he 
wanted  also  to  learn  what  those  articles  were,  which, 
being  in  the  view  of  the  Prendent  essential  to  our  inde- 
pendence in  time  of  war,  and  which  alone  were  ultimately 
to  be  exempt  from  having  all  protection  totally  and  for' 
CTcr  withdrawn. 

Ur.  HOFFHAN  sud  he  had  given  some  eonrideratton 
to  the  resolutions  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Msssa- 
ebusetti,  though  he  believed  they  had  both  been  stran- 
gers to  the  House  until  the  day  beforei  and  he  wns 
convinced  that  if  they  were  viewed  as  to  their  practical 
teodenoy,  tbey  could  not  possibly  do  any  f^ood,  and  might, 
by  poadtnGty,  work  ctmaiderable  misdue^  certainly  the 
nuichiei  of  imoeeenary  detey. 

The  first  reaolation  called  upon  the  Secretary  of  the 
tfeasury,  not  for  a  scheme  of  ail  those  articles  on  which 
it  was  deHrahle  that  the  reduction  of  revenue  should  be 
made,  but  only  those  on  whicli  protection  might  be  di- 
minished without  prejudice  to  Uie  just  claims  of  existing 
establishments.  Now,  if  the  Secretary  should  reply  to 
this  call  directly,  what  would  probably  be  his  answer? 
Periiaps  he  would  say  that  those  articles  were  wool. 
Wfkrilen^  cotton,  iron,  iron  manu&etare%  spirits,  sal^  su- 
gar, and  a  lev  others. 

He  would  give  this  list,  without  spedfying  any  duty 
yrbioh  he  recommended  to  be  imposed  upon  each;  for  tiie 
gentleman  took  care  not  to  call  the  Secretary's  views  as 
to  the  system  collectively.  No«'  what  use  would  such  an 
enaiacnUioa  of  artjelea  arail  for  any  purpose  of  legisla- 
tion by  that  Housed  It  wouM  amount  to  nothing  more 
than  an  enumeration  of  what  were  commonly  denominated 
*'  protected  articles."  Was  there  any  man  in  that  House 
who  did  not  know  what  these  articles  were?  Was  there 
any  who  could  not,  in  a  few  minutes,  make  a  list  of  them 
all?  A.  direct,  unequivocal  answer  to  this  call  would, 
therefore,  be  utterly  useless;  it  might,  perhaps,  furnish  a 
peg  to  hang  a  speech  upon,  and  might  possibly  supply 
some  ground  on  which  to  rest  a  complaint  against  the  Stc< 
retaryi  but  bow  would  it  aid  the  House  in  deciding  upon 
ibe  beat  mode  <^laying  the  taxes  so  as  to  render  them  as 
equal  and  as  little  oppressive  as  might  be  practicable^ 
To  this  end  it  could  be  of  no  use  whatever. 

But  if,  contrary  to  the  true  intent  of  the  resolutions  on 
the  &ce  of  them,  it  waa  intended  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
a  plan  or  a  bill  which  abould  cover  the  whole  ground, 
then  he  asked  the  House  to  look  at  the  effect  tiiat  must 
follow.  I'he  resc^utimi,  in  this  seme,  asked  for  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Secretary,  not  for  facta  in  hia  posaesuon;  and 
was  it  juutil  for  that  House  to  ask  the  opmion  of  one  of 
the  departmenta  on  great  and  complicated  questions? 
And  if  it  had,  was  it  common  in  the  House,  after  it  was 
already  deeply  engaged  in  the  discussion  of  a  subject, 
to  arrest  the  course  of  tiie  debate,  and  apply  to  a  Secre- 
tary fw  bia  peraooal  opinions?  Ur.  H.  tliuugbt  not;  he 
tbeui^t  tbat  it  was  for  that  House  to  rejudge  the  judg- 
ment of  every  department.   A«  to  the  facts  on  which  the 


Secretary  founded  his  opinions,  they  must  besudi  as  were 
in  possession  of  the  members  of  that  House  generally,  or 
such  as  he  had  selected  in  answer  to  a  call  of  the  Housr. 
Now,  as  to  general  information,  the  Secretary's  oppoitu- 
nities  to  acquire  it  mi^t  be,  fttid  doubtless  were,  better 
than  those  of  any  particular  member  of  the  Housei  bat 
that  this  oflltcer  alone  possessed  a  larger  aggregate  amoanf 
of  knowledge  than  belonged  to  the  whole  House,  collec- 
tively, was  what  he  could  not  subscribe  to.  Highly  maVw. 
regarded  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary,  he  could  not  be- 
lieve that  they  ought  to  outweigh  the  judgment  cf  the 
whole  House  of  Representatives.  He  was  willing  to  take 
the  Secretary's  views  in  aid  of  his  own,  but  he  did  set 
eonuder  it  respectful  or  dignified  for  the  Hoose  to  go  to 
him  for  his  opmions.  But,  as  to  the  other  facta  to  which 
he  had  referred,  they  were  no  Itmger  in  the  SecretarT's 
possession,  but  bad  by  him  been  transmitted  to  the  lloute. 

But,  being  aware  of  the  very  great  solicitude  of  Mtt 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  he  had  felt  it  his  duly  tn 
make  persons!  inquiry  of  the  Secretary  as  to  hia  opinxos 
and  views  on  the  aiibject  of  the  resolution,  and  he  was 
authorized  by  that  gentleman  to  say  that  We  had  liven  tu 
the  bill  now  pending  so  much  conaideratioH  as  his  pebltc 
duties  would  permit,  and  that,  in  hia  jtu^rment,  the  bill, 
as  it  came  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means^  woald 
furnidi  to  ill  ezisting  establishmenta  such  adequate  pro- 
tection as  he  supposed  them  to  deserve;  and  if  the  Secre- 
tary's opinion  was  the  object  souglit  hy  the  resolution,  ha 
hoped  that  tliis  reply  would  be  satisfiictor?-. 

At  this  point  of  the  discussion  Nr.  CLAY,  of  Alaba- 
ma, called  for  the  Orders  of  the  Dar,  ajid  tfce  House 
thereupon  went  into  the  Committee  of  tbe  Whote  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Watsz  in  the  chair,  and  mnmed 
the  consideration  of  the 

TARIFF  BILL. 
Mr.  ^IcKENNAN,  of  Pennsylvanis,  bavinc  the  fioor, 
rose  and  aaid,  be  felt  that  it  was  no  cnTiu>te  task  to 
enter  upon  the  ^scus»on  of  a  subject,  winch  had  already 
oceopira  so  much  of  the  attention  of  the  House  at  tbe 
last  and  present  sesnon  of  Congress,  and  which  nngbt  be 
conndered  as  almost  entirely  exhausted,  in  all  ks  bearings, 
and  in  all  itsargumenU.  Nothing  (said  Hr.  McR.>  would 
induce  me  to  throw  myself  upon  Uie  indulgeacc  of  the 
committee,  but  a  consideration  of  the  immeosc  magmtiide 
of  the  question  to  be  determined,  and  tlie  all4UottaFt 
influence,  either  for  good  or  for  et  i),  wludi  ita  dee'imon 
will  have  upon  the  interesta  of  my  constitaewtib  cf  my 
State,  and  of  my  country. 

Sir,  if  there  be  any  one  subject  upoti  wWeh  there  h» 
been  a  perfect  union  of  views  and  of  action,  unmg  the 
people  uf  the  State  from  which  I  come,  it  is  on  ibat  of 
the  protective  policy.    In  their  private  circles,  in  their 
primary  assemblies,  in  their  legislative  bodies  and  in  ibeir 
Executive  messages,  the  people  and  their  ReproeiAa- 
tivek  hare  held  one  uniftmn  language,  and  tbat  i^**  pro- 
tect tlie  industry  of  our  own  country^  encourage  the  la- 
borer, the  faroter,  the  mechanic,  the  manufacturer  of 
our  owncounirr,  in  preference  to  the  b borers,  Ibe  Co- 
mers, the  mechanics,  and  the  manufacturers  of  cl^ur 
countries."-  Whatever  may  have  been  our  p<^itkal  d<f- 
ferences  and  our  Dolitical  preferences,  men  uf  aU  rar- 
ties  have  fought  tmRedly  and  manfully  in  support  of  this 
system.    1  cannot,  therefore,  nr,  lit  by  in  Mlen», 
witness  the  prostration  of  a  system  which  is  intervove-i 
with  the  best  interests  of  my  State,  and  which  has  t«.is(d 
this  nation  to  an  elevation  oi  strength  and  indepeixlei.c- . 
of  wealth  and  prosperity,  which  has  been  a  source  C. 
pride  and  exultation  to  our  citizens,  and  has  extorted  :t'- 
iiiJmirAtion  of  the  world.    Against  the  overthrow  of  ti»* 
system  I  feel  constrained  by  an  imperious  BeiucaT^'.^ 
to  raise  my  vmce,  under  the  hope  that  an  effort  bovtsu' 
bumble*  may  do  something  to  stay  the  arm  of  ilw  ^s- 
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strofcr,  and  to  nrut  the  impending  ctlamit/.  Thia. 
then,  will  be  mj  wptibtgf  for  troubling  tlie  conunittec  at 
thii  time,  and  I  pled^  myKlf  that  I  vm  not  treipaM  long 
upon  their  patience. 

Sir,  the  protective  policy  lias  been  recognized  aa  the 
true  pdicy  of  the  country  ever  since  the  foundation 
-   of  the  Government.    Almost  tlie  first  act  of  Congress, 
which  was  passed  after  the  adoption  of  the  constitution, 
'  vai  entitled,  in  part,  •*  An  act  for  the  protection  and  en- 
.  couragement  of  manufacture*." 

The  essential  importance  of  this  policy  to  the  wealth 
'  and  independence  of  the  nation  early  attracted  the  at- 
tention of  the  fiither  of  his  country,  who  was  always  alive 
to  every  thing  which  was  calculated  to  promote  its  best 
tntercsU;  and  who,  in  his  Executive  messages,  pressed 
upon  Congress  the  promotion  and  encour^ement  of  it, 
with  all  the  solicntude  he  felt  for  the  fiiture  glory  and 
prosperity  of  that  country.  In  this  his  eflFbrts  have  been 
seconded  by  all  the  distinguished  men  who  have  since 
filled  the  Executive  chair  down  to  the  present- period) 
each  and  all  of  whom  have,  in  some  form  or  other,  advo< 
cated  and  maintained,  encouraged  and  enforced  it,  as  the 
only  true  policy. 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  fiitigue  the  committee  with  a 
recital  of  the  authorities  (which  are  abundant)  to  support 
this  portion.  They  have  already  been  arrangeti  and 
brought  before  the  House  in  so  handsome  a  manner  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Baioor,]  who, 
a  few  days  since,  so  eloquently  addressed  us,  that  it  would 
be  an  unnecessary  waste  of  time  for  me  to  be  repeating 
what  he  has  so  much  better  said  than  I  could  expect  to  do. 
I  will  not  do  it. 

But,  sir,  lamentable,  dear  bought  experience  dnring 
the  last  war,  demonstrated  the  necessity,  if  we  would  not 
be  dependent  upon  our  very  enemies  for  the  munitions  of 
war,  and  even  the  clothes  of  our  soldiers,  of  bringing  our 
workshops  from  Europe,  and  of  aiding  American  enter- 
prise in  every  branch  of  labor,  so  as  to  enable  our  own 
citizens  to  raise  and  manufacture  within  themselves  all 
the  necessaries  of  domestic  consumption.    This  demon- 
stration led  to  the  passage  of  the  law  of  1816,  which  was 
enacted  as  well  for  protection  as  for  revenue.  As  a  mea. 
sure  of  protection  to  home  industry,  it  was  urged  upon 
Congress  with  all  the  zeal,  and  eloquence,  and  abiuty, 
which  its  advocates  could  command.    Among  these  ad- 
vocates,  sir,  were  to  be  found  some  of  the  most  talented 
and  patriotic  Representatives  of  that  very  State  which 
now  threatens  to  dissolve  the  Union,  because  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  people  will  not  consent  to  the  sacrifice  of  a 
system  which  was  fixed  upon  them  in  part  by  their  influ- 
ence and  exertions,  and  which  they  believe  haapromtrted 
the  best  interests  of  the  country.    And  among  those  ta- 
lented sons  of  South  Carolina,  none  more  ably  or  more 
successfully  advocated  this  principle  of  protection,  than 
tin  honorable  gentleman  wlio  now  holds  a  distinguished 
rank  in  the  councils  of  the  nation,  and  who  will  hold  a 
conspicuous  place  in  the  pages  of  the  fiiture  history  of 
his  country.    And  let  it  be  borne  in  mind,  sir,  that  this 
system  was  fixed  upon  the  nation  by  the  votes  of  the 
Southern  and  !tUddIe  State*,  against  the  views,  t1)e  ap- 
peals, and  the  remonstrances,  of  our  brethren  of  the 
East,  who  were  then  engaged,  profitably  and  extensively 
engaged,  in  the  pursuits  of  navigation  and  commerce. 
Those  pursuits  they  were  compelled  for  a  time  to  aban- 
don ;  but  such  is  the  elasticity,  activity,  and  enterprise,  of 
that  people,  that  they  soon  directed  their  capital  and  in- 
dustry into  the  channel  pointed  out  by  the  legislation  of 
their  countryt  and  with  what  success  they  have  applied 
their  energies  is  attested  by  the  unequivocal  evidence 
wliich  their  flourishing  villages,  their  highly  cultivated 
farms,  and  their  busy  factories  and  workshops  exhibit,  of 
their  unexampled  growth  and  prosperity. 

Eight  yean  of  actual  experiment  satlafled  the  people, 


and  their  Representatives,  that  the  protection  afforded  our 
manufacturers  by  the  law  of  181^  was  insufficient  to 
enable  them  successfully  to  compete  with  foreign  capital 
and  skill,  and  with  the  pauper  labor  of  Europe,  and  de 
termined  them  to  carry  out  the  principle  of  that  law,  by 
giving  to  the  labor  and  enterpnse  of  our  citizens,  effi- 
ciency, ample  encouragement,  and  protection.  This  de* 
termination  produced  the  enactment  of  the  laws  of  1894 
and  1838,  which  did  afford  to  our  farmenb  mechanic^ 
and  manufacfurera,  all  necessary  protection  and  eneour- 
sgement.  Believing,  then,  the  policy  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  to  be  settled,  fixed,  and  permanent,  as  evidenced 
by  these  various  acts  of  lepslation,  hundreds,  yes,  thous- 
ands of  millions  of  dollars  have  been  vested  by  the  people 
in  the  establishment  of  manufactories,  and  in  the  growth 
and  cultiu«  of  the  raw  material  consumed  iu  then 
throughout  the  country—the  whole  of  which,  there  ia  too 
much  resson  to  fear,  will  be  sacrificed*  if  the  bill  report- 
ed by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  ifeans,  now  untter 
discussion,  shall  be  adopted  by  Congress. 

And  now,  Ut.  Chairman,  permit  me  briefly  to  inqture 
what  have  been  the  practical  operation  and  enect  of^  this 
s>'stem  upon  the  interests  and  upon  the  prosperity  of  the 
country?  Commerce,  contrary  to  the  anticipations  of  its 
enemie%  has  floiuiahed— the  mechaDic  arts  have  been  en- 
courap^ed— the  laborer  has  experienced  a  greater  demand 
and  higher  wages  fbr  his  labor— the  farmer  has  been  se- 
cured a  steadier  and  a  better  market  for  his  produce — the 

filantcr  of  the  SouUiem  States  has  prospered — the  manu- 
acturer  has  prospered — the  whole  country,  and  all  its 
parts  have  prospered,  not  excepting  the  veiy  State  which 
IS  now  so  loudly  and  so  boldly  presenting  its  complaintsi 
whose  flourishing  condition  is  ezhUiited  in  the  most  glow* 
ing  colours  in  the  last  annual  message  of  her  Executive} 
and  besides  all  this,  wr,  under  the  operation  of  this  very 
system,  will  shortly  be  exhibited  to  the  world  the  extra* 
ordinary  and  astonishing  spectacle  of  a  nation  of  better 
than  twelve  millions  of  people,  free  of  debt. 

Sir,  a  system  which  has  been  fraught  with  so  many 
benefits  and  blesrings  to  the  nation,  ought  to  be  touched 
with  care,  with  deficacy,  and  with  caution!  Whilst  the 
extinguishment  of  the  public  debt  will  be  bailed  by  our 
citizens  as  an  era  of  exulutioo,  and  of  mutual  congratula- 
tion, it  is  apparent  that  its  approach  will  not  be  unattend- 
ed with  its  difliculttes,  embarrassments,  and  dangers.  It 
is  conceded,  tliat  when  that  era  does  arrive,  there  must 
be  some  modification  or  alteration  and  reduction  of  the 
duties  heretofore  imposed  upon  impnl^  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  accumulation  of  a  surplus  revenue  in  the  trea- 
sury, above  the  amount  necessary  to  discharge^  all  the 
expenditures  of  the  Governmentt  and  how  this  is  to  be 
done,  without  endangering  great  and  unporUnt  interests, 
is  a  question  of  no  ordinary  difficulty.  In  anticipation  of 
this  event,  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  the  duties  was  pass- 
ed at  the  last  session  of  this  Congress.  At  least  fbur 
months  were  occupied  in  preparing,  maturing,  and  dis- 
cussing the  merits  and  the  provisions  of  that  bill.  In  it 
great  and  important  concessions  were  made  to  our  bre- 
thren of  the  South.  The  minimum  system  which,  has 
latterly  become  so  obnoxious  to  them,  was  abolished. 

Those  articles  principally  necessary  for  the  muntenance 
and  clothing  of  the  laborers  of  tlie  South  and  South- 
west, were,  to  a  certain  degree,  relievedi  and,  both  by 
its  direct  enactments,  and  as  incident  to  its  n»n  scope,  it 
encouraged  and  increased  consumption  of  aoeh  articles 
as  depended  for  their  bbrication  upon  the  raw  materials 
and  productions  of  the  South."  It  is  now  before  the 
people  as  a  matter  of  experiment.  The  tmie  proposed 
for  its  going  into  operation  has  not  yet  arrived.  What 
will  be  its  effect  upon  the  revenue,  and  (what  I  conswler 
of  greater  importance)  what  will  be  its  opetiliOD  upon 
the  industry  of  the  country,  cannot  be  known  or  fuccr- 
tained.   No  experience  of  the  past  can  enable  ui  to  de- 
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Urm'me,  and  no  man,  unleM  be  posKBsea  the  spirit  of 
prophecy,  can  tetl. 

With  Uiis  law,  then,  on  our  itatate  book,  as  yet  inope- 
rative, why  are  we  now  driven  with  an  urf  ency  witich 
will  not  admit  of  a  montli's,  a  week's,  an  hour's  delay, 
into  the  pasiaji^e  of  another  bin  of  reduction,  which,  with 
all  due  deference  to  the  committee  who  reported  it,  may, 
in  my  view,  be  belter  denominated  a  bill  for  the  prostra- 
tion of  domestic  industry.  Wliere  i»  the  imperious  de- 
mand for  this  precipitancy  in  the  passage  of  a  bill,  which 
involvei  in  it  the  most  vlully  important  interests  of  the 
country'  Have  we  hearda  voice,  sir,  from  home — from  our 
constituents — thiindering  in  our  cars,  and  demanding  the 
immediate  reversal  of  the  act  which  we  did,  with  so  much 
deliberation,  not  six  months  ago.  Where  is  it*  Has  any 
one  heard  it?  Yes,  my  honorable  colleague  from  (he 
Pittsburg,  district  has  heard  one,  the  size  and  volume  of 
wbichl^sll  hereafter  notice.  But,  I  put  it  to  gentle- 
men,  hare  the  people  expected  Ihis  movement  of  hustc? 
Did  thqr  ever  dream  that  the  subject  would  be  touched 
at  this  Niort  session  of  Congress,  and  too,  to  the  exclusion 
of  all  the  other  business  of  importance  on  our  calendar? 
I  can  speak  for  myself,  and  do  not  hesitate  to  say  thai, 
among  the  community  generally,  no  such  expectation  was 
entertained.  Uany  millions  of  the  people  have  not  yet 
had  time  to  know  the  nature  and  provisions  of  the  bill 
under  discussion,  or  that  the  question  is  now  again  agitat- 
ing on  this  fioor.  We  cin  niid  no  excuse  then,  nr,  for 
ttis  precipitate  action,  in  the  wishes  orinstructionsof  our 
constituents. 

But,  perhaps,  sir,  some  excuse  may  be  found  in  the  fact 
of  the  present  overflowing  state  oi  your  treasury — that 
this  so  much  dreaded  surplus  is  already  there,  and  that 
the  distii^iisbed  head  of  that  department  has  recom- 
mended and  urged  upon  Congress  an  immediate  reduc- 
tion, according  to  the  views  presented  by  the  committee. 
Let  us  biieBy  examine  into  this,  and  learn  what  the  Se- 
cretary says  on  the  subject.  In  the  seventh  page  of  the 
Treasury  Report,  he  uses  this  language:  "Still  firmly 
convinced  of  the  truth  of  the  reasons  then  presented,  for 
a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  am  again  urmd,  by  a  sense  of  duty,  to  suggest 
that  m  further  reduction  of  six  millions  of  dolhrs  be  nude, 
toUke  effect  after  the  3rearl833.  Whether  that  shall 
consist  altogether  of  a  diipinution  of  the  duties  on  im- 
ports, or  partly  of  a  relinquishment  of  the  nublic  Unds 
as  a  source  of  revenue  as  su^ested,  it  will  be  for  the 
wisdrai  of  Congreas  to  detennme."  Again,  in  page  10 
of  the  report,  he  says:  "By  these  considerations,  and  the 
proud  and  gratifying  fact,  that  there  no  longer  exists  any 
public  debt,  requiring  the  present  amounts  of  revenue 
after  die  ensuing  year,"  &c. 

Thus  you  perceive,  sir,  that  the  head  of  the  financial 
department  asks  nut,  and  recommends  not,  any  immedi- 
ate reduction.  But  let  ua  see  what  the  committee  have 
said  on  the  subject.  In  the  second  page  of  their  report, 
they  use  this  language:  "This  excess^  in  the  opinion  of 
the  committee,  stioiud  be  reduced  by  the  present  Con- 

S ess,  and  at  the  present  timet"  and,  in  accordance  with 
is  view,  their  bill  contempUtet  a  reduction  after  the 
3d  of  March  next.  Tour  Secretary  advises  no  reduction 
till  after  the  present  year — they  say  now  is  the  time,  and 
the  only  time  for  action.  Your  Secretary  asks  us  to  give 
bim  the  means  of  paying  ofTthe  seven  millions  of  outstand- 
ing debt.  Hiey  say  that  debt  is  already  paid,  or,  what 
•mounts  to  the  same  thing,  tliey  assume  that  it  is  extin- 

Eished  by  the  stock  held  by  the  Government  in  the 
nk  of  the  United  States;  and  now  let  me  ssk,  sir, 
where  do  they  find  any  authority  for  such  an  assumption? 
Has  any  act  been  passed  by  Congress,  directing  this  stock, 
which  yields  the  Government  seven  per  cent,  dividends, 
to  be  thrown  into  marker,  and  sold  at  a  sacrifice,  us  in  all 
probabili^  it  muat  be,  from  the  overstocking  of  the  mar- 


ket, in  order  to  discharge  a  debt,  drawing  frmn  the  taa- 
sury  an  inte'Test  of  only  torn  and  ahalf,aiid  five  pucent.  f 
Has  there  been  any  movement  in  Congress  towards  a 
measure  of  this  kind?  There  has  been  none,  awl  I  hope 
there  will  not  be.  'lliat  stock  will  unquestionably  be 
equal  to  par,  at  least,  if  the  bank  is  permitted  to  wind  up 
its  business  in  peace,  and  without  any  unn«ces«ry  embai^ 
rassmenl  thrown  upon  its  operations  by  the  GovciMMnt. 
Whereas  if  six  miHvons  of  stock  shouW  now  b«  ftrow» 
into  market,  it  muat  creste  a  panic  among  capitalists,  and 
no  man  can  tell  what  it  will  command.  To  my  mind  Ihia 
would  be  the  most  unwise,  imprude»t  policy  in  the  world, 
and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  adopted. 

But,  again,  in  forming  the  basis  of  their  calculation,  the 
committee  have  embraced  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands,  as  part  of  the  permanent  revenue.  Now, 
sir,  can  we  close  our  eyes  to  the  fcct,  that,  at  tbe  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  a  bill  passed  the  other  Bouse,  and  tliat 
its  consideration  in  this  was  postponed,  by  a  rtry  smill 
majority,  for  the  distribution  of  the  annual  proceeds  of 
the  public  domain  among  the  different  States,  acconfog 
to  their  population,  to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  edu- 
cation, internal  improvement,  and  colonization,  and  tote 
payment  of  debts  contracted  for  any  of  those  objects. 
Are  we  not  aware,  that  that  bill  is  again  before  tbe  Se- 
nate, and  may  possibly  now  be  on  iU  passage  ?  Are  we 
not  aware,  too,  sir,  that  the  recommendation  lias  come 
from  high  authority,  to  reduce  the  price  of  those  lands  to 
a  point  barely  sufficient  to  raise  enough  from  the  sale  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  the  land  qfstem,  and,  after  some 
time,  to  give  them  away  to  the  new  States  within  whose 
limits  they  lie?  Can  we  doubt,  sir,  /rom  the  indications 
we  have  Itad,  that  some  dispontioo  will  be  made  of  thoae 
lands,  by  which  their  proceeds  will  be  willidrawn  from 
the  treasury  f  And  if  so,  how  can  the  committee— how 
can  we  be  justified  in  founding  a  permanent  system  of 
revenue  on  any  such  basisf  Take  t«ray  ihii  "rtem  in  the 
calculation  of  the  committee,  and  you  deprive  them  of 
two  millions  and  a  half  of  the  revenue,  which  moM  be 
made  up  in  some  other  wav.  And,  whilst  on  thlaanbjec^ 
let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  of  tfie  Bouie 
to  the  fact,  that  in  giving  the  estimated  expenditures  M 
the  Government,  in  one  single  item,  they  have  made  a 
mistake  of  at  least  half  a  million  of  dollars.  I  allude,  sir, 
to  the  sum  which  will  be  necessary,  annually,  to  discharge 
the  debt  of  gratitude  and  of  justice  to  the  soldtera  of  the 
revolution,  which  was  authorized  and  directed  by  the  act 
of  the  last  session.  Tlieir  estimate  is,  that  no_^  mort  than 
one  million  of  dollars  will  be  required  for  this  purpate. 
This  is  merely  conjectural)  and  since  their  report  was 
made,  adocument  has  been  laid  upon  oiirtablea  frotn  the 
War  Department,  whicli  proves  that,  in  all  pnjbability. 
one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  will  be  reqoired 
for  that  purpose,  in  addition  to  the  million  of  doilart 
which  are  required  to  discharge  the  accruing  penoons, 
under  former  laws. 

But  I  will  not  pursue  this  subject  any  further.  TV 
report  upon  tlie  finances,  by  the  Secretary,  ezbibib  tta 
surplus  in  the  treasury  at  this  time,  l^kc  from  <l  the 
amount  of  ineffective  funds,  consisting  of  worthless  paprr 
received  many  years  unce,  when  the  Government  vm 
under  the  necessity  of  transacting  its  business  thromph  tbe 
medium  of  the  broken  State  banks,  and  the  anDitot  of 
funds  received  from  foreign  nations,  as  an  indemwt;  kr 
spoliations  upon  the  property  of  our  citixens,  vMci  he- 
longs  to  them,  and  not  to  the  Government,  and  tber*  w 
now  an  actual'defieiency.  If  the  proceeds  of  Mle  «if  tbe 
public  lands  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  tmasiT. 
either  by  distributing  them  among  all  the  States,  accort.- 
ing  to  the  views  of  some,  or  by  reducing  their  price,  •ns 
finally  giving  them  away  to  the  new  States,  as  is  urgei^ 
others,  there  is  no  probability  of  this  surplm  accaM- 
latiiig  in  the  treasury-  for  years  yet  to  comei  at 
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events  not  until  alter  the  actual  relinquiahment  of  the 

public  debt. 

But  a^in,  sir,  let  me  ask  what  imperious  necessity  de> 
msnds  u  present,  immediate,  precipitate  reduction  as  re< 
commended  by  the  committee?  And  let  me  answer  this 
inquiry  by  proponng  another.  Have  the  committee  taken 
counsel  of  their  fears.'  On  this  subject  I  mean  to  offer 
no  disrespect  to  the  committee,  or  any  member  of  it,  or 
to  any  member  of  this  House,  but  1  intend  to  speak  the  Ian* 
guage  ofa  freeman,  and  of  the  Represenlative  of  freemen. 

What,  then,  is  the  state  of  the  facts  which  have  proba- 
bly dictated  this  movement?  They  have  been  officially 
announced  to  us  in  the  message  of  the  President,  and  are 
spread  before  the  peoplei  we  cannot  close  our  eyes  upon 
them.  A  single  State  of  this  Union  has  raised  her  puny 
arm  a^inst  the  power  of  the  Gevemment.  I  use  this 
term,  sir,  not  witli  any  view  of  disparagement  or  insult  to 
the  State  which  has  thought  proper  to  pUce  herself  in 
this  attitude.  But  the  arm  of  any  single  State,  of  any  six 
single  States,  is  puny  and  powerlesv,  when  raised  against 
a  Government  founded  upon  the  affections  of  the  people, 
and  which  has  stren^li  enough  to  crush  into  nothingness 
any  forcible  opposition  to  ^le  enforcement  of  its  laws, 
from  whatever  quarter,  or  from  whatever  personi^  it  may 
proceed. 

South  Carolina  has  placed  herself  in  an  attitude  of  hos- 
tility against  the  Government.  She  has  pronounced  your 
laws  unconstitutional,  void,  no  law,  and  has  declared  thai 
they  shall  ni^  be  enforced  within  her  limits.  Is  this  the 
time,  then,  sir,  for  deliberation,  far  cool,  deliberate,  dis- 
passionate diseusrion  of  a  subject  involving  the  permanent 
chasige  of  a  system  which  has  raised  the  country  to  a 
pointofunexampled  prosperity,  and  which,  in  its  over- 
throw, may  involve  millions  in  ruin  and  wretchedness? 
Can  it  be  expected  that  we  will  be  driven  by  the  menaces 
of  South  Carolina,  to  recede  from  the  ground  we  have 
taken,  to  abandon  the  policy,  and  the  very  principle  of 
protection  to  American  enterprise  and  American  labor? 
For  shf  has  proclaimed  to  the  world  that  die  will  be  sa- 
tisfied with  nothing  less  than  a  total,  absolute,  unqualifietl 
abandonment  of  the  principle.  Sir,  she  asks  too  much, 
and  I,  for  one,  am  prepared  to  say  that  I  cannot,  will  not, 
grant  it.  The  bill  upon  your  table,  sir,  destructive  a^  I 
consider  it  to  be  to  the  interests  of  the  Northern,  Middle, 
and  Western  States,  would  not  satisfy  her,  for  it  asserts, 
in  form,  at  least,  the  principle  of  protection. 

I  hope_  with  all  mj  heart,  sir,  although  I  confess,  from 
present  indications,  it  seems  to  be  hoping  against  hope, 
that  she  may  recede  from  the  fatal  ground  she  has  assum •' 
ed.  The  universal  voice  of  condemnation  which  has  been 
heard  from  one  extreme  of  the  Union  to  the  other,  from 
each  and  all  of  her  sister  States,  ought  to  satisfy  her  that 
she  has  gone  too  far.  But,  sir,  if  she  refuses  this  advice, 
and  will  persist  in  her  career  of  madness,  we  must  meet 
the  crisis,  and  meet  .it  like  men,  with  forbearance,  but 
with  firmness.  In  the  humble  part  which  I  have  lo  act,  I 
Bh:i11  endeavor,  fearlessly  and  firmly,  to  discharge  my  duty 
to  my  conscience,  my  coi<stituenls,  and  my  country,  and 
leave  the  consequences  to  tliat  superintending  Providence, 
who,  I  hope^nd  trust,  will  deliver  us  in  this  time  of  dif- 
ficulty, of  distress,  and  of  danger. 

But,  nr,  I  dismiss  thb  part  of  the  subject ;  neither  the 
voice  of  our  constituents,  nor  the  state  of  the  treasury, 
demands  action  at  this  timet  and  the  state  of  the  countiy, 
and  a  regard  for  the  future  peace,  safely,  and  permanen- 
cy of  the  Government  seem  to  forbid  it. 

Before  entering  upon  an  examination  of  the  features  of 
the  bill,  let  me  notice  the  remarks  submitted  by  my  col- 
leaj^ue,  who  is  a  member  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means*  and  who  joined  with  the  majority  in  reporting  it 
to  the  House.  Let  it  be  remembered,  that  he  is  the  first 
member  of  the  committee,  (with  the  exception  nf  the 
gfenershi  remarks  made  by  the  chairman  when  the  bill  was 


brought  up,)  or  of  the  advocates  of  the  bill,  who  has 
broken  the  silence  of  death,  which,  for  some  cause  or 
other,  has  sealed  their  lips,  I  am  glad  he  has  done  it. 
His  constituents  and  the  country  would,  I  am  sure,  ex> 
pectaome  explanation  of  the  reasons,  no  doubt  satisfactory 
to  himself,  which  have  dictated  tiie  course  he  has  adopted. 

My  honorable  colleague,  sir,  represents  one  of  the 
greatest  manufacturing  districts  in  the  United  States;  a 
city  which  is  the  Birmingham  of  America,  whose  very  life 
nnd  prosperity  depend  upon  the  continuance  of  (he  policy 
of  encouragement  to  home  industry,  and  whose  wantsand 
demands  cuntributed  more  to  the  establishment  of  the  high 
tariff*  of  1838,  than  the  wants  and  demands  of  any  other 
section  of  the  country.  He,  too,  has,  heretofore,  fought 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the  gentieman  from  Connecti- 
cut, [Mr.  laoiBsoLi.,]  on  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  in  support  of  the  system,  and  ni>  longer  since  than 
last  year,  joined  that  gentleman  in  presenting  to  this 
House  one  of  the  most  lucid,  masterly,  and  eloquent  re- 
futations of  the  anti-tariflf  doctrines,  which  I  oave  ever 
seen  or  read.  But  he  has  now  changed  his  views  and 
course,  and  what  are  the  reasons  assigned  for  this  change? 
In  answer  to  sn  inquiry  propounded  by  me,  he  says  he 
has  received  instnictions  from  his  constituents  on  the  sub- 
ject: and  what  are  these  instructions?  He  has  received 
letters  from  his  friends;  bow  many  he  has  not  told  iiq,  ad- 
vising Iiim  to  moderation  and  concession,  and  to  save  the 
Union;  but  do  these  letters  recommend  this  moderation 
and  concefsion  at  the  sacrifice  of  the  interests  and  wealth 
nf  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  Union?  And, 
if  so,  can  my  honorable  friend  undertake  to  say  tiiat  they 
speak  the  language  of  the  majority  of  his  district?  That 
district,  sir,  consists,  I  think,  of  three  large  counties,  and 
must  contain  nearly  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants. 
There  are  thousands,  yea,  tens  of  thousands  of  those  very 
constituents,  who  have  not  had  time  to  learn  that  the  sub- 
ject is  now  again  agitating  before  Congress,  or  what  are 
the  features  and  provisions  of  the  bill  under  discusnon.  _ 

Again,  sir,  my  honorable  colleague  avows  himself  In 
favor  of  the  constitutionality  and  Itie  expediency  of  the 
protective  policyi  but  expresses  the  opinion  that  all  the 
great  manufacturing  interests  are  sufficiently  protected  by 
this  bill;  and  upon  what  evidence  is  this  opinion  founded? 
To  prove  the  fact  that  the  article  of  iron  has  suflUcient 
protection,  he  has  resorted  to  a  letter  written — by  whom? 
by  one  of  the  intelligent,  experienced,  and  respectable 
manuflicturers  of  our  own  country?  No,  but  by  the  Bri- 
tish minister,  who  complains  of  the  unfavorable  operation 
of  the  discriminating  duties,  not  upon  our  labor,  but  upon 
(he  manufacturers  and  dealers  of  his  own  country,  and 
who  would  rejoice  in  the  ruin  and  destruction  of  every 
manufacturing  establishment  in  the  United  States,  Is  this 
the  kind  of  testimony  which  is  to  be  laid  before  an 
American  Congress,  to  satisfy  them  of  the  nature  and 
amount  of  protection  which  ought  to  be  given  to  our  own 
citizens. 

But,  again,  in  order  to  show  that  the  woollens  and  cot- 
tons are  sufficiently  protected,  he  has  read  extracts  from 
the  testimony  of  several  witnesses,  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  in  1828,  previous  to  the  passage 
of  the  law, of  that  year.  What  was  the  character  and 
standing  of  the  witness  who  thuadeposed,  I  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining;  one  of  them,  it  is  certain,  failed  within 
six  months  after  his  examination,  to  the  amount  of  about 
one  hundred  thousand  dollarsj  and  how  many  more  of 
them  were  bankrupts  I  cannot  tell.  But,  sir,  there  is  one 
thing  certain,  and  this  alone  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  my 
colleague's  allegation,  that  this  very  evidence,  with  a  mass 
of  other  testimony,  was  before  Congress  in  1828,  who, 
from  the  whole  weight  of  the  testimony,  were  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  protection  to  those  interests  wu  totally 
insufficient,  and  who,  witli  a  view  of  giving  adequate  pro- 
tection, passed  the  law  of  that  year. 
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But,  air,  my  hononble  friend  indul^s  in  the  cry  niis* 
cd  by  the  enemies  of  the  syttem  of  "  taxation  burdens 
upon  the  people;  that,  after  the  payment  of  the  public 
debt*  tbey  will  not  lubmit  to  those  burdens,"  &c.  Etc.  I'he 
gentleown  comei  from  the  same  region  of  countty  with 
myself,  and  he  wilt  permit  me  to  propound  to  him  a  few 

Slain,  limple  questions  upon  this  subject.  Hat  he  ever 
eard  the  people  of  the  West  complain  about  taxes?  the 
oppressive  burden  of  tnf  ation  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment? Since  the  system  of  protection  has  gone  into  suc- 
cessful operation,  have  nut  ttie  people  been  able  to  pur- 
chaK  all  necessary  articles  of  consumption,  their  cloths, 
calicoes,  cottons,  nails,  be,  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and  of  a 
better  quality,  than  they  ever  could  before^  or  ever  can 
again,  under  the  system  of  free  trade,'  Has  not  the  ability 
of  the  people  to  pay  for  these  articles  been  increased? 
Does  not  the  laborer  receive  higher  wages  and  more  con: 
stant  employment?  Has  not  the  farmer  a  steadier  and 
better  market  for  his  produce,  his  wheat,  flour,  corn- 
beef,  pork,  and  every  thing  which  he  raises?  Where, 
or  how,  can  the  people  be  borne  down  witii  taxes  by  this 
system,  if  they  are  more  fhlc  to  purcliase,  and  if  the  arti- 
cles to  be  purchased  are  to  be  procured  of  an  improved 
quality,  and  at  a  reduced  price.*  The  allegation  is  falls 
cious,  illusive.  But  on  this  subject  I  have  an  authority, 
which  will,  I  know,  be  satisf^ictor}'  to  my  colleague.  In 
the  report  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  to  which  I  have  already  alluded,  he  uses  this  lan- 
guage, as  to  the  effect  of  the  system  upon  the  cotton  and 
cotton  fabrics:  '- The  establishment  of  cotton  mills  in  our 
own  country  has,  unquestionably-,  increased  the  demand 
for  the  raw  article  raised  here.  Goods  have  become 
cheaper,  the  price  is  but  about  one-third  what  we  paid 
formerly,  when  the  fabric  was  ■  freely'  imported,  and  the 
consumer  consequently  buys  more,  because  be  can  pro- 
cure more  with  the  same  money." 

Sir,  the  concluding  paragraph  of  that  report  portrays 
in  such  true  and  eloquent  colours  the  .evils,  embarrass- 
ments, and  diBtrenea  of  the  people,  under  the  operation 
of  "  free  tnule,"  and  the  new  life  and  vigor  which  was 
infused  intu  the  body  politic  by  the  adoption  of  the  system 
to  protect  our  own  labor,  that  I  cannot  deny  the  commit- 
tee the  gratification  of  hearing  it  read,  and,  after  reading 
it,  I  will  leave  my  colleague,  and  pass  to  a  brief  examina- 
tion of  the  features  of  the  bill.  [Here  the  Clerk  read  the 
paragraph.] 

"  Upon  the  whole,  then,  tiie  minority  are  decidedly  of 
opmion  that  the  protective  system  is  interworen  with  the 
best  mterests  of  the  country.  The  experiment  of  free 
trade  was  fully  tested  from  the  peace  of  1783,  to  the 
adoption  of  the  constitution  in  1789.  We  were  tlien 
without  any  general  power  to  impose  duties  on  foreign 
merchandise,  or  to  adopt  measures  to  countervail  inju- 
rious reguUtions.  We  then  submitted,  for  we  could  not 
avoid  it,  to  such  letfith  regulations  as  were  imposed  on 
cmimerceandnavii^tionbythelawsofforeigncrB.  They 
did  then,  as  they  strive  to  do  now,  secure  to  themtelves 
all  the  advantaises  and  profits  of  trade,  cramping  our  en- 
terprise and  neutralizing  our  labor  so  effectually,  that 
nothing  but  the  murmurs  of  discontent  were  heard  from 
one  extremity  of  the  confederacy  to  tiie  other.  The  coun- 
try waa  filled  with  foreign  poo(b,  while  it  was  drained  of 
Its  specie  to  pay  for  tiiem.  The  pressure  of  debt  was  every 
where  felt,  and  the  inability  of  the  people,  by  the  most 
Uborioua exertions  to  save  themselves  from  the  downward 
course,  was  every  where  acknowledged.  The  couru  of 
law  were  filled  with  suitsj  the  hands  of  the  sheriffs  were 
filled  witii  executions;  and  the  earnings  of  a  toilsome, 
economical  life,  vanished  like  the  vapors  of  the  morning. 
The  people  were  filled  with  dismay,  and  almost  began  to 
thmk  If  these  were  the' fruits   of  liberty,  they  had 


is  now  denominated  free  trade,  a  trade  regulated  by  the 
monopolizing  laws  of  other  countries,  which  tuned  the 
hard  earnings  of  our  working  men  into  the  pockets  of  for- 
eigners. They  saw  that  the  only  remedy  which  could  be 
eifectual  was  the  establishment  of  a  Government  ttfth^ 
own,  with  power  to  countervail  these  nwaopoliei^  and 
give  to  our  labor  its  appropriate  rewards— the  fniits  of  ita 
Dwn|earningB.  It  was  tliis  season  of  calamity  tbatgave  birth 
to  the  constitution,  and  established  the  GoremmcBt;  and 
wlio  can,  without  emotions  of  gratitude,  without  the  most 
profound  veneration  for  the  wisdom  of  our  father*,  con- 
template the  change  which  followed^  The  petitions  to 
the  first  Congress,  already  alluded  to,  spoke  a  language 
which  could  not  be  misunderstood,  and  the  first  acts  of 
that  patriotic  assembly  applictd  tl^e  remedy  to  the  all-per- 
vading evil.  It  was  an  act  to  encourage  Ixbor;  an  act  b> 
countervail  the  injurious  operations  of  foreign  U-n-,  an 
act  which  reanimated  tbe  dying  system  of  the  body  pol- 
itic, infused  into  it  new  life,  new  vigor,  new  courage;  sad 
from  that  time  we  may,  in  truth,  be  called  a  prospcroui, 
happy,  independent  people." 

R.  J.  mGERSOLL, 
JOHN  GILHOBE. 

The  gross  and  palpable  inequalities  of  the  provisions 
of  the  t>ill  upon  the  different  interests  embraced  in  it, 
have  been  so  fully  shown  by  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut, [Mr<  IssxasoLL,]  and  others  who  have  preceded 
me  in  the  debate,  that  I  will  repeat  as  little  as  poaiUe 
wliat  has  already  been  said  on  the  subject. 

There  is,  however,  one  view  which  I  wish  to  call  to 
the  attention  of  th^  committee .  In  their  report  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  recognize  the  principle,  that 
there  are  some  articles  of  manufacture  "  essential  to  our 
independence  in  time  of  war,"  which  ought  to  be  pro- 
tected by  higher  duties  tluui  ottien^  and  which  '*  demand 
some  sacrafice  in  time  ctf  peace."  In  this,  they  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  hare  carried  out  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  President  ofthe  United  States,  inhis  last 
annual  message,  in  which  he  ssys: Those  who  take  an 
enlarged  view  of  the  condition  of  our  country  niuit  be 
satisfied  that  the  policy  of  protection  must  be  ultimately 
limited  to  those  articles  of  domestic  manufacture  which 
are  indispensable  to  our  safety  in  time  of  war.  Within 
this  scope,  on  a  reasonable  scale,  it  is  recommended  by 
every  consideration  of  patriotism  and  duty,  which  will 
doubtless  always  secure  to  it  a  liberal  and  efficioit  sup- 
port." 

From  these  general  views,  sir,  of  the  Ctaet  iU- 
gistrate,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  I  am  not  disposed  to  diaenttand 
the  only  remaining  inquiry  is,  what  are  those  articles, 
*'  essential  to  our  independence  in  time  of  war,"  which 
ought  to  receive  efficient  protection?  Here,  sr,  1  do  nut 
intend  to  detain tlie  committee  with  the  expresvon  <rf  tay 
own  views  and  opinions  on  this  subject,  but  to  hty  before 
them  an  authority  which  will  no  doubt  hare  great  infto- 
enee  with  a  majority  in  this  House  and  in  tbe  nation.  I 
refer  to  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  present  ISxecutive, 
in  his  celebrated  Coleman  letter,  before  his  elevation  to 
the  high  office  which  he  now  holds,  and  at  a  time  when 
there  was  a  great  anxiety  to  know  what  were  lui  news 
upon  the  great  and  important  questions  of  natiotsl  im- 
portance wiilch  were  then  agitalmg  the  pubUc  onad.  I 
am  aware,  sir,  that  this  letter,  taken  as  a  whole,  has  been 
considered  as  somewhat  equivocal  in  its  character;  but. 
on  the  subject  to  which  I  am  now  directing  tbe  attcntiua 
of  the  committee,  it  is  clear,  unequivocal,  and  decided 
Hear  his  language:  **  He  (Providence)  has  fiUrd  cor 
mountains  and  our  plains  with  minerals;  with  lead,  iw. 
and  copper;  and  given  us  a  climate  and  soil  for  the  grv*' 


!f™*Il!7i  «!l'*V."*''*" ''^'"y  "ot"  however,  ing  of  hemp  and  wool.  These  being  the  grand  iMtcnak 
Slow  to  uoeover  the  cause  of  this  distress.    It  WM  wbatl  of  our  national  defence,  they  mgfat  to  b»e  eztewM  to 
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them  adequate  and  fair  protection,  that  our  manufacfures 
and  Uboren  may  be  placed  in  fair  eompelition  with  those 
of  Europe,  and  thnt  ve  majrhave  within  our  own  country 
a  supply  or  those  leading  and  important  articles  so  ea- 
sential  m  war." 

Thus,  sir,  has  the  Presideiil  put  a  name  upon  those  ar- 
ticles which  he  deeiiu  to  be  essential  to  our  safety  and  in* 
dependence  in  time  of  war.  To  this  list  he  might  have 
added  the  article  of  eottoiu  and  the  omisnon  may  pro- 
bably be  attributed  to  the  fltct,  that,  at  that  time,  it  was 
sufficiently  protected.  And  now,  what  are  the  views  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  subject?  Iron, 
with  them,  is  the  only  favorite  article  which  is  indispen- 
sable to  secure  the  independence  of  the  country  in  time 
of  war,  Nuw,  sir,  I  admit  that  it  is  of  essential  impor- 
tance that  this  article  should  be  protected,  and  well 
protected;  and.  From  the  best  information  1  can  obtain, 
the  protection  proposed  by  this  bill  would  be  totally  in- 
adequate. Without  gilns.  and  the  munitions  of  war,  it  is 
certain  that  the  country  cannot  be  defended.  But  can  it 
be  that  this  is  the  only  essential  for  that  purpose?  Is  it 
not  as  important  to  render  the  soldiery  efficient,  to  have 
them  well  clothed,  and  thus  protected  from  Uie  incle- 
mency of  the  weather,  and  the  exprsiire  of  the  camp? 
Is  not  tho  loldier'a  blanket  as  esKntial  an  article  as  hii 
gun?  How  can  we,  then,  boast  of  our  independence 
of  foreign  nations,  if  we  have  to  be  dependent  upon  thi^m 
for  this  article  of  prime  necessity?  And  how  can  we  be 
independent,  if  we  have  to  draw  from  foreign  nations 
the  raw  material  out  of  which  those  ailicles  ofprime  ne- 
cessity arc  to  be  manufactured? 

Sir,  the  divtriet  whose  interest  I  have  the  honor  to  re- 
present on  this  floor,  is  purely  an  agricultural  and  wool- 
growing  district.  My  constituents,  since  the  passage  of 
the  law  of  1828,  and  under  the  futh  that  the  Government 
would  continue  an  efficient  protection  to  every  branch  of 
domestic  industry,  have  become  largely  engaged  in  the 
culture  of  sheep,  asd  have  vested  in  it  an  immense  amount 
of  capital.  By  care,  industry,  and  economy,  those  en- 
gaged in  the  bu»nesa  have,  thus  far,  under  the  protection 
their  industry  hat  received,  been  enabled  to  realize  a  fair 
and  reasonable  profit  upon  their  labor  and  their  capital, 
and  no  more. 

If  tliis  bill  is  adopted,  I  venture  to  affirm  that,  as  sure 
as  the  sun  shines  in  the  firmament,  this  important  branch 
of  American  industry  must  go  by  the  board,  and  the  capi- 
tal vested  in  it  sacrificed  and  destroyed.  How  can  it  be 
Otherwise?  The  duty  upon  this  article,  under  the  existing 
law,  is  finir  cents  per  pound,  and  fif^y  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem; and,  even  under  this  high  rate  of  duty,  large  and 
extenuve  importations  of  ttie  article  are  made  from  Eu- 
rope. In  the  year  1831,  no  less  than  about  six  millions 
of  pounds  were  imported.  Strike  down  the  duty  then 
immediately  to  fifteen  per  cent.,  which  is  almost,  on  the 
ciieap  sorts  of  wool,  no  duty  at  hII,  and  how  is  it  possible 
that  our  wool-growers  can  Mland  against  the  competition 
of  foreign  nations,  where,  from  the  density  of  their  po- 
puUtion,  the  carcasses  is  the  primary  object  in  demand, 
nnd  the  fleece  merely  secondary  ?  They  cannot  do  it.  But 
air,  the  committee  propose  to  let  them  down  gmduallyt 
not  to  put  tiieir  slicep  immediately  to  the  knife,  but  expose 
tbcm  to  a  lingering  and  languishing  disease  and  death. 

Thlii,  sir,  will  be  a  poor,  miserable  consnlatiun  to  the 
nwnera  oftlie  flucks  ;  it  is  cruelty  in  tlie  extreme. 

Tliese  tilings,  I  say,  sir,  in  the  Thcc  of  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treawry,  that  Uiisbranch 
of  industry  needs  protection  no  loitger.  The  evidence 
upon  which  lie  has  founded  this  opinion  is  no  doubt  sa- 
tisfactory to  himself,  but,  unfortunately  for  the  friends 
of  this  interest,  tlie  documents  relating  to  the  subject  have 
not  yet  been  printed,  and  we  have  had  no  opportunity 
of  learning  the  uature  and  character  of  that  testimony,  oi- 
where  aiM  from  whom  it  was  obtained. 


[H.  or  R. 


Sir,  the  ouimty  from  which  I  came  is,  1  believe,  more 
extensively  engaged  in  4he  growing  of  wool,  than  any 
other  county  in  the  United  Slates,  with  the  exception  of 
Duchess,  in  New  York.  The  character  of  iu  wool,  in 
the  Eastern  market,  is  not  surpassed  by  that  from  any 
other  region  of  the  country.  In  this  business  are  engaged 
gentlemen  of  great  iniclligence,  integrity,  and  experi- 
ence, who  would  have  most  cheerfully  answered  any  in- 
terrogatories propounded  to  them,  as  to  their  cajiital 
invested,  and  the  average  profits  upon  their  care,  capital, 
and  labor.  Their  answers  would,  I  am  satisfied,  have 
brought  the  mind  of  the  honorable  Secretary  to  a  differ- 
ent conclusion,  and  have  convinced  him  that  any  material 
change  made  in  the  protection  now  afforded,  will  para- 
lyze the  energies,  and,  in  all  probability,  sacrifice  the 
interests  of  those  engaged  in  this  branch  of  industn^. 
And,  sir,  were  this  work  of  destruction  to  stop  with  the 
sacrifice  of  the  capital  invested  under  the  invitation  of 
your  legislation  merely,  whatever  reason  those  who  have 
ihus  made  their  investments  might  have  to  complain  of 
the  cruelty  and  injustice  of  their  Government,  still  it 
would  be  tolerable.  But  unfortunately,  sir,  for  the  great 
agricultural  interest  of  the  country,  this  will  not  be  the 
fact  So  sure  as  effect  follows  cause,  the  price  of  pro< 
duce  must  fall,  and  the  clepreciatton  of  the  price  and 
value  of  lands  must  follow  the  reduction  in  the  price  of 
produce,  ir  the  immense  bodies  of  land  which  are  now 
covered  with  sheep,  should,  fl-om  necessity,  be  convert- 
ed to  the  purposes  of  raising  grain,  and  other  agricultu- 
ral products,  how  could  il  be  occupied  in  such  a  way  as 
to  yield  to  the  farmer  a  reasonable  remuneration  fur  his 
labt>r?  Where  will  the  farmers  of  the  grain-growing 
States  be  able  to  find  vent  for  the  n^llions  of  barrels  or 
flour,  and  other  brcadstufl!",  which  must  be  forced  into  an 
already  glutted  market  ?  Now  they  have  a  constant,  regu- 
lar,  and  increasing  market  at  home;  but,  prostrate  this 
system  of  protection  to  home  industry,  and  where  is  there 
an  opening  in  the  foreign  world  for  a  single  barrel  of 
American  flour?  There  is  none;  the  markets  are  all  al- 
ready occupied  and  glutted. 

But,  sir,  why  has  the  discrimination  been  made  in  the 
bill  in  favor  of  the  iron  inferest*  Why  are  some  kinds  of 
this  article  to  be  protected  with  a  duty  of  seventy-nine 
per  cent.,  whilst  woollen  and  cotton  fubrics  are  protected 
with  the  trifling  duty  of  twenty,  and  the  interests  of  the 
wool-grower  by  the  nominal  duty  of  fifteen?  1  impute  no 
improper  motives  to  the  committee;  but  for  what  reason 
was  this  discriminating  principle  adopted?  Was  it  to 
render  the  obnoxious  features  of  the  bill  palatable  to  the 
people  of  Pennsylvania?  Was  it  by  gilding  the  bitter  pill 
to  induce  them  to  swallow  it?  If  these  were  the  views 
entertained.  Jet  me  tell  gentlemen  they  will  find  them- 
selves egregiously  mistaken.  Pennsylvania  supports  the 
system  as  a  whole,  and  in  all  its  parts.  Slie  knows,  that  if 
a  single  interest  in  the  protective  system  is  laid  low,  no 
part  can  standj  that  if  a  single  link  be  stricken  from  the 
chain,  the  whole  must  go. 

Again,  sir,  why  is  the  proposition  made  by  tlie  commit- 
tee to  impose  a  duty  of  about  ihirty  per  cent,  on  teas  and 
coffee,  which,  by  the  law  of  1832,  are  lobe  imported  free» 
They  enter  into  competition  with  nothing  wlilch  is  either 
the  growth  or  manutiicture  of  tlie  United  Statesi  their 
free  importation  would  afiV'ct  no  branch  of  American  in- 
dustry; they  hiive  become  neceaaary  articles  of  comump- 
liniij  they  are  not  luxuries,  only  for  the  palate  of  the  nch, 
but  are  to  be  foun<l  in  tlte  family  of  almost  cvcr>'  freeman 
in  the  Northern,  Middle,  ond  Western  States.  Why,  [ 
ask,  impose  a  duty  upon  those  necessaries  of  lite  which 
can  come  in  competition  with  nnlhing  of  American  growth 
or  manufacture?  "I  lie  reason  is  so  obvious  and  glaring, 
that  he  wlio  runs  may  read  it.  A  death  blow  must  be 
given  to  the  manufacturing,  mechanic,  and  agricullund  in- 
terests, hy  reducing  their  protection  to  twenty  and  fifteen 
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per  cent  This  process,  whilst  it  has  the  effect  of  pros- 
trating Amencan  industi-y,  will  not  brin^  money  enough 
into  Ihe  treasury  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  Government! 
and*  tbererore,  it  ta  tliat  the  committee  propoee  to  make 
up  the  deficiencjr,  by  levying  a  duly  upon  the  beverage 
of  every  poor  white  man  in  the  country. 

But,  «r,  let  us  look  a  little  further  mto  the  provisiona 
of  this  bill,  and  see  their  justice  and  equality.  Whilst,  as 
we  have  seen,  the  labor  and  capital  of  the  industrious 
freemen  ofthe  Northern,  Middle,  and  Western  Statesare 
to  be  protected  by  a  duty  of  fifteen  per  cent.,  what  is  the 
protection  extended  to  an  article  of  Southern  production} 
nn  article  grown  by  slaves  '  I  alUidc  to  the  article  of  to- 
bacco.  Upon  it,  Mr,  is  imposed  a  duty  of  thirty-three 
,  per  cent.,  which  amounts  to  a  duty  of  prohibition.  I  am 
aware,  air,  that  it  is  intimsteit  by  some  of  our  brethren  of 
Vii^inia,  who  are  now  opposed  to  the  whole  protective 
system,  that  they  care  not  for  this  item  of  protection,  and 
that  they  would  have  no  objections  to  its  being  expunged 
from  the  bill;  that  they  now  actually  export  the  article, 
and  regard  the  protection  as  merely  nominal.  Now  all 
we  have  to  say,  in  answer  to  those  gentlemen,  is,  that  this 
branch  of  your  industry  hu  been  protected  by  a  proiii- 
bitory  duty  for  forty  years,  till  it  has  acquired  a  atrenglh 
which  defies  the  competition  of  the  world;  and  all  we 
ask,  is,  that  our  interests  may  receive  something  like  an 
equivalent  protection  for  two-thirds  of  that  period,  and 
we  will  be  satisfied. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  done.  1  feel  that  I  have 
detained  the  committee  too  long,  and  will  conclude  by 
expresMng  a  hope  that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  will  be  adopted  and  the  bill' 
rejected. 

Mr.  BOOT,  of  New  York,  followed.  He  aaid  he  did 
not  suppose  that  the  bill  now  submitted  to  their  considera- 
tion was  originated  with  any  view  of  altering  the  system 
of  protective  policy,  which,  it  seemed,  was  established  in 
this  countryi  its  origination  in  the  present  session  was, 
Hnquestionably,  owinjr  to  the  organized,  and,  if  they 
pleased,  lefjal  opposition  ofFered  by  one  portion  of  Uie 
countty  against  the  collection  of  revenue  under  the  tnrifT 
liiwsof  1838  and  1832,  Unquestionably  the  bill  before 
tlie  House  was  introduced  for  tlie  accomplishment  ofthe 
purposes  recommended  by  the  President  at  the  opening 
of  the  session,  and  with  a  view  to  conciliate,  if  possible, 
their  Southern  brethren,  and  to  induce  Ihem  to  stay  their 
hand  in  opposing  the  laws.  This  bill,  then,  whether  re- 
garded as  an  act  of  justice,  or  as  a  sacrifice  offered  up  on 
the  altar  of  their  country,  was  certainly  a  laudable  mea- 
BUi-e.  As  an  act  of  justice,  he  was  willing  to  support  it. 
He  had  ever  believed,  and  he  still  believed,  that  the  im- 
position of  taxes,  by  way  of  duties  on  imports,  further 
tlian  was  necessary  to  meet  the  just  demands  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, was  both  oppressive  and  unjust;  and  that  to  lay 
such  duties,  was  to  take  from  one  citizen  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  to  another.  If  the  duty  were  laid  merely  by 
way  of  protection,  somebody  must  be  the  loser,  aiid  it 
must  be  done  for  the  benefit  of  somebody  who  was  to  be 
the  gMuer  hy  itj  because,  the  world  was  made  no  richer 
by  the  imposition  of  these  duties;  they  accumulated  no 
iiclditional  wealth  in  the  world;  they  brought  no  addi- 
tional treasures  into  tlie  nation;  they  could  not  do  so,  be> 
cause  they  were  not  creative  in  their  effects.  They  had 
this  effect,  and  they  could  have  no  other;  they  made  the 
price  for  a  given  article,  purchased  from  the  American 
manufacturer,  higher  than  it  would  b;  if  no  such  duties 
existed.  It  was  evident,  then,  that  the  manufacturer  was 
benefited  by  them;  he  was  the  gainer,  and  the  consumer 
must  be  the  loser.  He  had  said  that  those  duties  gave  no 
additional  treasure  to  the  nation;  perhaps  it  would  be  ar- 
giied  tlutt  they  acted  as  an  incentive  to  a  greater  degree 
of  industry,  and  that,  therefore,  they  did  enrich  the  na- 
tion.   Why,  sir,  said  Mr.  n.,  if  this  be  your  only  object, 


you  might  as  well  tax  the  people  in  some  other  wiy,  to 
pay  the  laborer  for  doing  that  which  would  be  of  no  use 
when  done;  but  I  imagine,  air,  the  people  will  hardly  feel 
it  just  that  they  should  be  ground  down  by  taxes,  merely, 
forsooth,  for  the  purpose  oS  making  them  more  indumi- 
ous  in  the  performance  of  useless  drudgeiies  imposed  on 
them  by  their  masters.  At  the  opening  of  the  session,  I 
was  rejoiced  exceedingly  to  find  a  feature  in  the  menage 
of  the  Executive,  which  ao  completely  conformed  to  my 
own  views  on  taxation.  I  did  hope  that  those  views 
would  be  carried  through,  and  sustained  by  Congress.  I 
still  hope  they  will,  and  with  this  modification,  that  the 
duties  shall  be  laid  in  such  a  manner  as  to  raise  a  moderate 
revenue,  sufficient  for  the  expense!  and  exigenraes  of  the 
Government,  and  no  more;  and,  at  the  same  time,  inci- 
dentally protect  American  industry.  Mr.  R.  said  tluta 
bill,  modified  in  tiiis  ahape,  wouhV  liave  his  most  conUal 
support.  There  was  one  modification  which  he  murt  es- 
pecially  require  at  the  hands  of  the  committee;  it  wu, 
that  the  agricultural  produce,  which  was  the  gre«t  staple 
of  the  county  in  which  be  reMded,  should  not  be  left  ea- 
tirely  destitute  of  protection;  but  that,  on  the  coatnry, 
the  raw  material  should  receive  the  same  protection, 
whatever  it  might  be,  which  was  given  to  the  maiHifac- 
turer  for  goods  manufactured  from  it :  the  article  to  wbicti 
be  alluded  was  wool. 

The  gentleman  from  Penn^lvania  might  suppose  that 
the  spot  where  he  resided  was  more  highly  favored  ofhea- 
ven,  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  of  most  consequence  to 
the  nation.  Be  it  so.  '  But  the  county  in  which  I  reside, 
said  Mr.  B.,  situated  on  yonder  hills,  contains  a  larger 
'  quantity  of  sheep,  in  propurtion  to  its  population,  as  com- 
puted at  its  last  census,  and  likewise  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  cultivated  acres,  than  any  other  county  in  the 
Union.    And  he  would  tell  gentlemen  that  the  tariff  of 
1828,  he  might  say  the  tariff  of  1824,  but  more  eapeoally 
that  of  1828,  bore  harder  upon  the  people  of  that  counpr 
than  it  did  on  any  other  county,  either  in  Cartdina  or  in 
Georgia.    They  had,  indeedi  the  aolace,  that  thru  it  wu 
that  a  duty  was  impMed  on  woolt  wool  was  proCeeted; 
and,  in  a  county  where  they  paid  annually  to  the  trea- 
sury duties  to  the  aAiount  of  sixty  or  seventy  Umuand 
dollars.    This  was  the  only  thing  which  sweetened  the 
bitter  draught;  for  he  could  assure  the  House  the  duties 
on  sugar  was  no  sweetener;  their  only  solace  was  the  duty 
on  Wool,  and  the  consequent  high  price  of  the  Bcece. 
The  bill  before  the  House  propoted  to  take  that  protec- 
tion away;  but  if  from  wool,  let  them  take  it  from  wool- 
lens also,  and  not  hire  Europeans  to  cross  tbe  Atkitffc  to 
work  up  the  raw  material  here.   Let  then  work  up  their 
own,  or  let  the  raw  material  be  shipped  from  tins  country 
to  work  up  there,  rather  than^ive  a  bounty  to  workmen 
to  cross  the  Atlantic.    This  act  of  1828,  which  fae  had 
heard  denominated  the  bill  of  abominations,  he  rather  re- 
garded as  a  righteous  dispeniatton  of  liffltetion  on  tUe 
land,  to  pnnish  andhunuliate  the  people  for  the  evibtbey 
had  perpetrated,  the  political  evils  m  relation  to  ui  ap- 
proaching presidential  election.    If  not  a  dtspcnantiom  of 
Providence,  on  this  account,  it  certainly  grew  out  of 
causes  connected  with  President-making.    Ye^  sir,  said 
Mr.  H.,  this  evil  was  fastened  on  the  country,  not  irre- 
medittbly  I  hope,  but  it  was  fastened  on  the  cooaCry  in 
the  scuffle  to  continue  the  then  incumbent  in  eficc,  on 
one  aide,  and  on  the  other,  to  oust  him,  »nd  put  in  an- 
other  in  his  stead.    One  of  the  greatest  evils  wUch  the 
country  had'ever  experienced,  was  in  this  manner  inflict- 
ed upon  it;  the  public  weal  was  unregarded,  and  tbe  only 
question  was,  shall  we  give  preference  to  A  or  B  ibr  the 
presidential  chair'  It  migiit  be  recollected. (Mr.  R.  waiA) 
that  when  it  was  thought  necessary  to  secure  a  certain 
Statein  favor  ofthe  then  incumbent,  a  convcntian  wu  oil- 
ed at  Harrisbiirgto  buy  tiiem  over.  On  thcoditr4Me  an- 
utiier  conventiun  was  called,  who  OKHlotcd  the  ttictc 
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hobby!  the  price  offered  w«i  the  nme  on  b<>th  ridea,  a 
high  tarifT.  Delegates  were  elected  who  endeavored  to 
outdo  each  other  in  tliis  race  for  popularity,  and  they 
brouglit  the  same  Teelings  into  Congreas.  The  question 
then  waa,  who  is  the  (greatest  tariff  man }  We  must  have 
him.  One  candid;Lte  was  thought  to  be  a  Favorite,  be- 
cause he  waa  sujipoaed  to  be  a  warm  friend  of  the  pro- 
tective system,  and  would  aupport  a  high  tarilft  but  they 
were  told,  on  the  other  side,  itiat  their  candidate 
would  go  for  as  high  a  tariff;  so  that  even  some  of  the 
Eastern  members,  put  to  the  blush,  had  voted  against  him. 
Since,  however,  they  had  been  brotight  into  these  diffi- 
culties by  this  cause,  let  them  endeavor  to  get  out  aa  well 
u  titey  couUt  and,  with  this  view*  let  them  now  pui  a 
*' judicious  tariff." 

But  gentlemen  appeared  to  feel  some  alarm  about  pass- 
ing such  a  bill  just  now.  He  had  heard  it  said,  to  be 
sure,  it  was  in  a  conf^bulatory  mannert  but  he  had  heard 
it  s;iid  that  it  would  not  do  to  pass  a  bill  reducing  the  du- 
ties at  the  present  session.  Whynot?  Because,  toraooth, 
it  would  be  regarded  aa  an  evidence  of  fear,  or  aa  an  ab- 

{'ect  submiHsion,  under  the  threats  of  one  State  of  the 
Inion,  which,  it  seemed,  had  put  ittelf  in  hostile  array 
■gainst  the  present  tariff  taws.  WbatI  a«id  Mr.  R.,  be- 
cauw  that  Sute  has,  by  tto  convention,  declared  its 
grievances,  and  has  further  declared  tliat,  inaamuch  as  it 
considers  those  laws  unjust  and  unconstitutional,  it  also 
conwders  them  null  and  voidj  because  of  this,  is  nothing 
left  us  but  to  bear  the  strong  arm  of  power?  Will  it  be 
an  ezliibition  of  cowardice,  an  evidence  of  fear^  Will  it 
show  submiswm  to  South  Carolina,  to  do  that  which  is 
right  and  jxai*  For  my  own  part,  sir,  I  shall  not  feel  my 
own  individual  honor  wounded  if  this  offering  be  made, 
whether  it  be  on  the  alur  of  justice,  or  on  that  of  concord. 
Be  just,  and  fear  not.  Is  it  an  act  of  justice?  Dn  it,  then, 
la  it  an  act  of  conciliation,  a  sacrifice,  if  you  will,  on  the 
altar  of  concord?  if  it  is  that,  and  that  alone,  willingly, 
8;r,  will  I,  for  one,  make  it. 

Mr.  R.  Baidheknew ithadbeeniaM, even bytiie honor 
able  gentleman  from  Hassaehusetta  [Mr.  DxABnoBs]  itwai 
said,  that  he  must  either  suppose  himself  demented,  or 
that  the  Carolinians  had  run  mad.  No  such' thing.  It 
would  take  the  strongest  evidence  to  convince  him  [Mr. 
B.]  of  the  dementation  of  the  gentlemtt  from  Massachu- 
•ettj.  That  the  peunle  of  South  Carolina  had  gone  f«r- 
tJier  than  he  should  have  gone,  with  all  ht»  Northern 
phlegm  about  him,  he  admitted.  B>it  what  hadSouth 
Carotina  done?  It  was  declared  bv  the  people,  ih  con^ 
vention,  that  those  two  acts  of  Congress  wei»  null  and 
void.  All  else  they  had  done  waa  for  the  purpose  of  es- 
tablishing and  defining  the  declaration  they  had  made. 
■Well,  were  these  laws  unconstitutional,  or  were  they  not? 
This  appeared  to  him  the  mwn  questiont  and  on  thift 
position,  itappeared  to  him,  hung  every  thing  pertaining 
to  the  measure. 

Suppose,  said  Mr.  R.,  that  we  admit  that  they  are  un- 
constitutional.    Would  not  you,  Mr.  Chairnuin,  as  a 
Georgian,  (Mr,  Watkx  was  in  the  chair,)  should  noti,  aa 
a.  New  Yorker,  at  once  decUre,  if  palpably  unconstitu- 
tional, that  they  were  null  and  void?   Most  assuredly. 
Every  man  ia  his  senses,  knowing  any  thing  of  the  coiff 
stitutwn,  would,  in  such  a  ease,  pronounce  them  so. 
Whether  these  taws  are  constitutional  or  not,  is  the  ques- 
tion to  be  decided.    Perhaps  some  will  say  it  depends  on 
the  condition  of  the  mind  so  pronounciugt  that  as  the  man 
lliinks,  so  is  he.    For  myself,  I  must  unequivocally  de- 
cUre that  1  never  doubted  that  these  laws  were  constitu- 
tional  it)  their  enactment;  I  believe  the  powers  exercised 
in   tlieir  enactment  are  delegated  to  Congress.  Nobody 
duLibts  the  power  to  impose  taxes.    That  was  the  first 
object  of  the  new  constitution,  and  it  was  the  most  essen- 
tial object  of  the  amendment,  as  it  ta  called,  to  the  articles 
of  confederation.   But  to  employ  this  power  to  •  protcc- 
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tive  policy,  to  Use  it  merely  aa  a  measure  of  protection, 
our  friends  of  the  South  think  this  unconatitutional. 
North  Carolina  herself  acknowledges  tliat  this  is  uncon- 
stitutional. We,  of  the  North  and  Kaat,  nn  the  contrary, 
think  it  constitutional.  Why  do  we  think  so'  Because 
it  is  supposed  by  our  people  to  be  of  advantage  to  them. 
If  injurious  to  any  one,  it  is  felt  more  deeply  by  the  peo- 
ple of  the  South  than  by  us.  What  we  thjnElobe  rigta, 
that  is  to  say,  what  is  most  profitable  to  'us,  it  is  pretty 
easy  to  convince  ourselves  is  likewise  constitutional.  We 
argue  this  way,  Mr.  Chairman :  the  first  object  of  the  pre- 
sent framing  of  the  constitution  was  to  make  the  people 
happy.  Now,  the  tariff  laws  of  1828  produce  tliat  effect 
in  the  North  and  the  East;  and,  therefore,  we  naturally 
conclude  that  they  must  be  constitutional.  The  people 
of  the  South,  on  the  other  hand,  feel  these  taws  to  be  op- 
presMve  and  nnjust.  They  reqnire  no  long  course  of  *r- 
gtiment,  no  great  stretch  of  reasoning,  to  convince  them 
that  what  is  oppressive  and  nnjtist  was  never  authorised  b^ 
the  constitution  of  their  beloved  country.  Here,  then,  is 
the  difference.  Now,  I  believe,  myself,  that  the  people  of 
South  Carolina,  feeling  the  oppression  and  inJitMice  of 
the  tariff  of  1838,  are  as  honest  in  their  Kpinion  of  iu  un- 
constitutionality, as  we  of  the  North  end  East,  in  ouropin- 
ion,  that  the  constitution  not  only  warrants,  but  tovites  such 
a  measure. 

Then,  sir,  if  we  can  believe,  and  it  requires,  I  tiilnk,  no 
great  stretch  of  charity,  if  we  can  believe  that  South  Ca- 
rolina and  our  Southern  friends  are  honest  in  their  belief 
of  the  unconstitutionality  of  these  laws,  I  beg  to  know 
whether  we  are  nnt  required  not  only  by  the  Scutes  of 
charity  and  benevolence,  hut  bv  the  principles  of  Jtutioe, 
to  restore  those  rigtits  of  which  they  allego  you  have 
robbed  them. 

It  u  sud,  air,  that  they  demand  that  an  equal  per  cen- 
tage,  or  nearly  so,  shall  be  placed  on  all  imports;  that 
there  shall  he  no  protective  duties,  either  direct  or  inci- 
dental; and  that,  therefore,  in  passing  this  law,  we  shall 
do  nothing  towards  conciliation.  But,  sir,  I  do  beliere, 
that  if  we  let  South  Carolina  know  that  we  are  dispoaed 
to  do  her  justice,  she  will  not  rigidly  adhere  either  to  tho 
form  or  principles  of  no  protective  duties;  I  believe  tb* 
will  yield  tlie  point  to  which  she  is  now,  perhaps,  dispo*. 
ed  to  adheT«,  when  she  knows  that  the  imposition  of  pro- 
tective duties  is  considered,  by  a  large  majority  of  the 
American  people,  to  he  constitutional.  But  even  on  thil 
point,  will  you  send  an  armed  force  agunst  her,  in  batde 
array,  to  compel  her  to  be  convinced  of  her  error  in  tho 
poMtion  die  has  token?  Before  I  pass  on,  rir,  to  indu'^ 
a  few  moments  on  the  subject  of  nullification,  which  » 
represented  to  us  as  a  hideous  monster,  of  gorgon  shape, 
size,  and  appearance,  I  will  put  a  case:  Let  us  suppose 
that  to  have  happened  which  had  been  suggested  in  one 
of  tlie  papen,  and  which,  for  aught  I  know,  may  actually 
take  ptaee.  Let  us  suppose  Uist  tlie  State  of  New  Tork 
should  nullify  the  de<dsion  of  the  Supreme  Court,  with 
regard  to  the  oyster-beds  on  the  Jersey  shore;  or,  let  us 
suppose  that  Congress  should,,  by  an  act,  annex  the  city 
of  New  York,  the  isle  of  Msnhatjoes,  to  the  State  of  New 
Jersey.  Suppose  this  to  be  done.  The  State  of  New 
Jersey  sends  her  process  across  from  Paulua*  Hook,4to 
take  possession;  and  thus  attempts  to  bind  the  ptaee  to 
the  sway  of  that  State.  What  think  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  people  of  the  dxy  of  New  York  would  do  in  soch  a 
case?  Would  they  apply  to  their  State  Legislature,  tO 
apply  to  the  Legislature  of  another  State,  to  apply  to  Con- 
gress, that  Congress  might  apply  to  all  the  States,  to  as- 
certain whether  it  was  proper  to  annex  the  city  of  New 
York  to  the  State  of  New  Jersey  ?  Would  they  not  rather 
at  once  resist  the  unjust  attem'pt?  Well,  sir,  this  would 
be  nullification,  frightful  as  it  may  appear. 

Mr.  R.  said  lie  would  suppose  another  case,  which 
might  be  eonatdered  more  anaiogout  to  that  of  South  Ca- 
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rolim.  He  would  nippott  thftt  Con^sB  should  pau  k 
IftW  impotin^  a  direct  tax  throurhout  the  United  States, 
wy  a  tax  of  six  millions.  Out  of  this,  two  millions  was  to 
be  nused  in  the  State  of  New  York.  Now,  altliougli  this 
would  be  double  the  amount  which  New  York  ought  to 
pay  of  the  tax,  yet  he  had  no  doutrt  gentlemen  would  ar- 
gue, and  ingenioaily  prore,  that  it  wu  quite  conmAent 
vith  an  equality  or  taxation.  ItwouM  be  argued  there, 
uid  he  bad  no  doubt  judges  might  be  found  who  would 
say  the  argument  was  correct,  that  the  equality  of  taxa- 
tion depended  on  the  ability  -to  pavj  that  New  York,  the 
empire  State,  was  able  to  p«y  double  me  amount  of  any 
other  State,  and  that,  therefore,  the  tax  was  equal.  Hav> 
ing  settled  the  justice  and  equity  of  the  measure  i^aatis- 
ftctorily,  be  would  suppose  they  should  send  out  a  collee- 
tor  who  would  undertake  to  collect  this  Ux.  Would  not 
every  one,  judges^  jurors,  every  body,  with  one  accord, 
pronounce  such  a  law  null  and  void.'  Hr.  Cliairman, 
(said  Mr.  B.)  depend  upon  it,  it  would  require  a  stronger 
force  than  you  are  about  to  concentrate  in  the  South,  to 
carry  such  a  law  into  execution.  But,  gentlemen  would 
my,  this  might  be  right  enough,  when  a  law  is  palpably 
anconrtitutiwMl.  Palpably  unconstitutional!  Who,  be 
woold  ask,  were  to  be  the  judges  of^is  palpability '  Would 
they  UaTC  it  to  the  Supreme  Court,  or  were  they  to  go  the 
round  of  the  States,  orrefrritfoaconTenUon.'  He  didbe- 
Bere  they  need  do  either  one  or  the  other.  What  was  llie 
difference  of  the  cases  between  the  sedition  law  and  the  one 
under  conmderation.'  He  would  show  the  difference.  The 
sedition  biw  of  itself,  without  reference  to  the  consti- 
tution, odious  in  die  eyes  of  die  nation.  The  law  imposing 
these  taxes  had  bright  and  engaging  features  in  the  view  of 
more  than  half  the  nation,  it  was  easy  to  make  the  peo- 
ple believe  that  the  sedition  law  was  unconstitutional,  be- 
cause of  those  odious  features)  they  were  unwilling  to  be 
tuldthat  they  should  not  abuse  those  wbo  bad  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Government;  to  be  gagged,  in  the  language 
of  the  dayt  therefore,  it  was  no  harm  to  jiuUify  the  sedi> 
tkm  law.  it  myself,  said  Mr.  R.,  was  a  nutUfier  then. 
On  the  Kenlueky  and  Virginia  resdutions  being  presented 
by  Goremor  Jay  to  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  a  reso- 
lution came  up,  of  a  character  similar  to  that  of  the  pre- 
sent day.  It  was  proposed  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Judiciary.  One  party,  it  was  the  party  to  which  he  [Mr. 
B.]  then  belonged,  to  which  he  still  belonged,  and  hoped 
ever  to  belong',  whilst  he  bad  breath~tbat  pxriy  opposed 
this  resolution.  It  was  supposed  hytliem  that  the  Judi- 
^ry  was  never  authorized  by  the  States  to  judge  of  mat- 
ters extraneous  to  the  constitution;  that  the  Judiciary  was 
appointed  to  Judge  of  all  matters  which  arose  under  tlie 
constitution,  but  not  of  matters  which  did  not  arise  under 
itt  %nd  for  the  obvious  reason,  that  every  thing  opposed 
to  the  constitution  was  null  and  void,  asa  matterofcourse, 
and  the  jodges  never  had  the  power  given  them  to  judge  on 
that  which  was  declared  null  and  void  by  the  auUiwity  of 
the  States.  A  pretty  large  number,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  referred,  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  competent 
for  a  State  to  pronounce  an  opinion  as  to  the  constitution- 
ality of  laws.  That  number,  however,  did  not  amount  to 
a  majorityi  but  not  two  years  ehpsed,  before  that  party 
was  able  to  give  the  votes  of  New  York  State  to  'I*homas 
Jefferson.  By  that  vote,  then,  they  became  nulliiiers.  A 
good  deal  of  doctrinal  matter  was  put  forth,  as  to  the 
ri|^t  of  nullification,  and  also  aa  to  the  right  of  Kces- 
mon.  It  waa  swd  that  a  State  could  not  nullify,  with- 
out going  out  of  the  Union  by  Uut  very  act;  that  to 
nullify  a  law  was,  ipsa fado,  (he  asked  pardon,  lie  be 
lieved  the^  did  not  talk  Latin,)  a  going  out  of  the  Union 
What,  said.  Mr.  R.,  to  declare  tliat  a  pretended  act  oT 
Congress  is  no  act  of  Congresst  is  that  to  go  out  of  the 
Union ^  To  declare  that  a  thing  which  baa  no  existence 
is  a  nullity,  as  reg.irds  the  power  it  assiimesi  is  tliat  going 
out  of  the  Union'   To  declare  the  truth  u  to  that  nullityj 


to  say  that  it  ia  no  law;  is  that  going  out  of  the  Umon^ 
How  was  it  in  the  case  of  a  number  of  copartnery  con- 
nected under  the  same  bond  and  obligation?  A  portion 
of  them  were  for  doing  a  nefiu-ious  act;  one  of  the  part- 
ners said,  they >ad  no  right  to  do  it,  that  he  would  mA 
abide  by  that  acti  was  this  a  going  out  of  the  copartner- 
ship? Whei6  there  were  eleven  rogues,  and  one  honest 
man,  could  not  that  one  be  honest,  without  g«i^  Ont  of 
the  partnership?   He  hoped  it  was  posnble. 

I'here  were  wonderful  doctrines  abroad  now-a-days 
on  the  subject  of  secession.  Some  maintained  that  a  State 
had  a  right  to  secede  whenever  it  pleased}  others  main- 
tained that  the, State  wishingto  secede  must  ask  leave  of 
absence)  and  that  a  majority  of  the  other  States  must  give 
that  leave,  without  which  the  single  State  eauU  not  de- 
part. He  [Mr.  K.]  was  inclined  to  the  opinion  tlut.it 
required  the  consent  of  all  the  copartners  fur  one  to  se- 
cede, because  it  required  the  consent  of  all  for  one  to 
come  ini  he  should  think  it  required  the  same  for  one  te 
go  out.  To  be  sure,  leas  than  the  whole,  less  than  a 
unanimous  consent,  might  modify  the  articles  of  coi»i1- 
nershipi  and  so  it  was  with  regard  to  the  States;  a  mjar- 
ity,  tlvec^burtlis  of  the  States,  (not  of  Oie  i>eo|>le,  that 
was  a  new  doctrine,)  could  modify  tiie  constitution,  bat 
they  could  not  destroy  it;  what  they  did  must  be  in  the 
nature  of  an  amendment.  Under  the  constitution,  there- 
fore, he  should  think  that  the  whole  of  the  UnhedSut(^ 
each  State  for  itself,  must  give  tlieir  consent  for  one  mem- 
ber to  depart.  '  Being  framed  by  all,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  required  the  same  power  to  destr«>y  which  it  did 
to  create.  South  Carolina,  however,  supposed  die  had 
the  right  to  withdraw  without  the  consent  of  all;  but  he 
believed  that  this  was  only  conditional,  on  .the  rmpJoy- 
ment  of  an  armed  force  to  execute  laws  atucb  she  con- 
sidered unconstitutional. 

Mr.  R.  continued  by  observing  that  the  doctrine  wa«, 
that  all  power  is  derived  from  the  people  and  that  tbc 
people  have  a  rif;ht  to  resume  that  power  whenever  an  en- 
croachment shaU  be  made  upon  thnr  conatttntiona]  ia>er- 
ties.  In  the  convention  held  in  the  State  of  New  Yori:^ 
prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  it  was  fully^naoifesl 
that  they  were  not  disposed  to  create  a  consolidated  Gov- 
ernment, possessed  of  powers  paramount  to  the  authority 
of  the  States.  Preparatory  to  the  ratification  of  the  con- 
stitution, a  declaration  of  rif^ts  waa  issued  on  the  part  of 
New  York,  proposing,  also,  amendments  to  the  constitu- 
tion, asthen  proposed  for  adoption.  The  memben  fim 
that  State  were  required  to  present  them  before  Ibe  qneo- 
tion  of  ratification  should  be  settled.  These  aBendoiejira 
went  to  the  effect  of  reserving  the  authority  offbe  States, 
and  the  rights  of  the  citizens,  and  confimng  the  General 
Government,  which  the  States  were  about  to  create,  to 
the  exercise  of  those  powers  which  were  expressly  sur- 
rendered.  They  were  drawn  up,  Mr.R.  was  nndentood 
by  the  reporter  to  say,  by  one  of  Uie  most  ennnnActatcs* 
men  that  New  York  had  ever  given  biith  to,  and  ihey 
were  comddered  to  express  the  sentiments  of  the  demo- 
cracy of  the  State  congregated  in  convention.  The  illus- 
trious Geor^  Clinton  was  the  preudent  of  that  body, 
and  in  their  declaration  the  riglit  was  declared,  in  the 
most  explicit  terms,  that  the  powers  granted  dmild  be 
resumed,  if  necessary  for  the  happiness  of  thoM  hf  wbtrm 
such  powers  were  surrendered. 

Mr.  R.  here  read  from  the  authority  to  wlueh  he  re- 
ferred. TIiepassagecitedwastothecffectthatdicpoweTa 
given  could  be  resumed  in  the  event  of  an  abuse  of  their . 

I'liis  proposition  was  one  of-  ten  that  went  the  er*n-t 
rounds  of  the  nation  on  that  occasion.  It  was  ratffira,  and 
became  part  and  parcel  of  the  Union.  But  whctiber  the 
doctrine  of  secession  waa  to  be  permitted  or  not*  na 
now,  with  the  proclamation,  the  mevagr,  tbe  ofdiiiBBcr, 
and  the  other  documents  which  had  appeared  on  dh«  flib. 
jeet,  the  common  theme  of  conremtion.    In  eowiidcr 
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'tag  the  relative  rirhti  of  the  General  ftnd  the  State  Gov- 
eniments,  it  would  be  well  to  call  to  their  recollection  the 
events  which  had  occurred  in  times  lon^  g^ne  by,  in 
order  to  arrive  at  a  knowledge  of  the  principles  which 
should  now  govern  us.  For  hia  own  part,  be  thought 
that  South  Carolina  was  not  acting'  the  traitorous  part 
wliich  many  allege  she  is  acting.  He  was  fully  aware 
that  she  might  be  mistaken  in  some  of  her  notions;  but 
even  suppose  that  State  vat  engaged  in  acta  which  would 
amount  to  a  palpable  Tiolation  oF  the  conatitution,  did  not 
justice  require  that  conciliation  ahould  be  used  towards  a 
State  which  had  just  cause  for  standing  forward  in  the 
derence  of  itarightsF 

Mr.  R.  next  referred  to  that  portion  of  the  message 
of  the  Preudent  at  the  commencement  of  the  sesnon, 
which  relates  to  the  protection  of  the  Statei  from  the 
Gontrolting  power  and  influence  of  the  'General  Gorern- 
ment,  and  observed  that  it  was  with  rejoicing  he  had 
perceived  the  recommendation  to  take  away  Uie  power 
of  domineering  over  the  State  authorities.  He  was  glad, 
also,  at  the  doctrine  being  laid  down,  that  in  the  case  of 
uncertain  and  doubtful  powen  the  Government  ought  not 
to  act.  tn  fact,  what  doctrine,  Mr.  R.  asked,  could  be 
more  correct  than  this^  The  recommendation  also  of  the 
■ale  of  the  bank  stock  possessed  by  the  United  States, 
imd  the  stock  held  by  ttie  nation  m  other  incorporated 
companies,  must  have  been  made  with  the  view,  he  con- 
ceived, of  tending  to  the  diminution  of  the  influence  which 
the  General  Government  might  have  by  its  possesMon 
over  the  elections  in  the  States.  All  these  showed,  in  his 
opinion^  bow  sedulously  careful  tlie  Executive  was  in  the 
object  of  dia^nlshing  iQe  influence  which,  as  he  had  be- 
fore obserred,  the  General  Government  might  be  sup- 
posed to  have,  by  these  means,  over  the  State  elections. 
But  he  [Hr.  R.]  did  not,  for  his  own  part,  perceive  how 
the  elections  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  for  instance, 
could  be  effected  by  the  stock  held  by  the  Government 
in  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio,  or  the  Chesapeake  and 
Delaware  canals;  but  it  bad  nevertheless  been  recom- 
mended todisposeofttusstock,  in  order,  it  was  presumed, 
to  render  the  State  free>  sovereign,  *nd  independent. 

Hr.  R.  proceeded  by  adverting  to  the  proclamation,  the 
war  prochunation,  as  he  termed  it,  recently  issued  by  the 
President,  against  the  rebellious  subjects  in  the  State  of 
South  Carolina.  In  that  proclamation  he  had  observed  po- 
litical sentiments  revolting  to  his  [Mr.  R.  'sj  notions  of  con- 
tutional  Government  He  was  sorry,  indeed,  to  say  that 
that  document  «pressed  opinions  whkh  had  alwm  been 
considered  by  him,  and  by  that  political  party  with  whom 
be  generally  acted,  as  utterly  heterodoxj  and  if  they  should 
be  Avored  by  the  national  sanction,  it  would,  he  had  no 
doubt,  require  yean  of  political  revolution  to  repair  the 
error.  It  was,  he  said,  with  perfect  astonishment  that  he 
had  read  the  announcement  of  such  a  doctrine  as  that 
which  declared  that  the  Executive  Govemnient  was  the 
representative  of  one  peoplet  in  other  words,  tiut  it  was 
a  unity,  a  Government  of  itself,  and  not  a  Government 
which  waa  the  representative  of  the  States  forming  this 
Union. 

Hr.  R.  argued  upon  this  point  for  some  time,  and  asked, 
■n  conchiuon,  whether  the  electoral  colleges  were  not  the 
colleges  of  the  States,  separately  and  respectively,  and 
whether  each  State  had  not  the  power  to  change  the  com- 
position of  its  college,  and  the  time  and  mode  of  its  meet* 
ing,  aa  it  dumld  choose?  And  yet  the  doctrines  had  been 
urged  in  a  popular  document,  with  all  the  foverwhelm- 
ing  influence  of  the  Government,  that  that  Government 
waaaunityi  the  people,  the  American  people,  were  to 
be  told  that  it  would  be  right  to  carry  on  a  war  against 
South  Carolina  and  her  rebellious  sons,  because  the  Gen- 
erftl  Goremmentof  the  wtuile  American  people  is  a  con< 
■olidaled  Government. 

Tbil  doctrine  of  consolidation,  Ur.  R.  said,  he  knew 


was  a  bvorite  with  an  old  party  inthe  country;  but,  for 
himself,  he  had  always  [irotested  against  it,  as  mvolvinga 
doctrine,  and  the  exercise  of  a  power,  denied  b^  ttie 
constitution,  and  repudiated  by  the  patriots  and  whiga  of 
the  revolution. 

[Here,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ci.Bsoir,  the  committee 
rose,  and  the  House  adjourned.  '  On  the  following  day] 

Mr.  ROOT  resumed  the  remarks  in  which  he  was  in- 
terrupted on  the  preceding  day,  bv  the  motion  to  adjourn. 
He  observed  that  it  belonged  to  him  to  expreia  his  gnte- 
fiil  feeing  for  the  profound  attention  with  which  he  had 
been  listened  to,  up  to  the  period  when  his  argument  had 
been  suspended  by  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Hr.  Cabsoit]  that  the  committee  should 
rise.  The  indu^nce  then  shown  him  could  not  but  act 
lA  an  admomtion  to  be  brief  in  bis  condudtng  remarks; 
and  he  should,  therefore,  condense  them  in  aa  small  n 
compass  as  his  poor  talents  would  admit,  if  not  ss  small 
as  the  House  would  de«re.  He  would,  in  the  fint  place, 
recur  to  his  remarks  of  yesterday^  under  the  impresnon 
that  be  was  either  misunderstood,  or  that  he  failed  in  giv- 
ing a  clear  expression  of  his  sentiments.  He  knew  very 
well  that  misconceptions  would  arise  of  the  declared  opin- 
ions of  a  person  speaking  on  a  subject  of  such  extreme 
importance,  and  in  times  oF  such  nigh  excitement,  and 
that  it  might  be  supposed  that  asseverations  of  supporting 
certain  doctripes,  in  the  course  of  an  argument  of  warmth 
and  feeling,  were  mere  expletives.  From  some  suggei> 
tions  which  he  had  heard  out  of  that  House,  he  was  con- 
fident he  had  been — he  would  not  say  tmsrepresented, 
but  certainly  misunderstood,  in  respect  to  some  of  the 
points  upon  which  he  had  addressed  the  committee.  In 
the  observations' which  he  had  deemed  it  his  duty  to  make 
in  relation  to  that  part  of  the  message  of  the  Preudent 
which  recommends  the  sale  of  the  bank  stock,  and  of  the 
other  stocks  held  by  the  nation  in  incorporated  compa- 
nies, and  on  the  overweening  influence  in  State  elections 
which  the  possession  of  that  stock  gave  to  the  General 
Government,  he  had  not  deugned  to  speak  disreqieet^ 
fully  of  tiie  Chief  Majgistnte,  or  to  impute  to  faim  Im- 
proper or  sinister  motives  in  the  exercise  of  any  part  of 
that  influence,  whatever  it  might  be.  He  bad  expressly 
mentioned  that  it  allowed  a  sedulous  care  on  the  part  of 
the  Executive  to  preserve  the  State  Governments  from 
the  pollution  and  corruption  which  posnbly  accompany  or 
fc^ow  the  operation  of  such  an  influence,  in  regara  to 
their  elections.  He  admired  the  motives  which  lea  to  the 
manifestation  of  such  a  care  on  the  paK  of  the  President, 
and,  at  the  nme  time,  he  should,  with  equal  earnestness, 
regret  the  occurrence  of  any  event  which  could,  by  any 
means,  show  that  the  operation  of  the  influence  over  SUte 
authorities,  ariring  from  this  source,  had  taken,  or  could 
take  place,  whether  from  the  Government  or  any  of  it> 
agents. 

But  the  point  to  which  be  waa  more  pifttcuhir^  anx- 
ious to  call  their  attention,  in  conneuon  with  his  nmner 
remarks,  was  the  subject  of  nullification,  and  the  iden- 
tification of  himself  with  the  term  nullification,  which,  ac- 
cording  to  the  lexicographew  of  the  day,  was  of  modem 
origin.  It  had  been  bmu  by  an  honorable  gentleman  that 
be  [Mr.  R.]  might  be  considered  as  one  of  the  fiidien  of 
nullification  but  in  the  present  common  aceepUtion  of 
the  term,  this  did  not  by  any  means  ensue  as  a  neeessMT 
consequence,  from  the  remarks  which  he  had  submitted 
yesterday.  He  had  then  declared  that  a  law  of  Congress, 
which  was  palpably  unconstitutional,  is,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  in  itselfnull  and  voidi  and  he  now  repeated  that 
same  declaration,  and  he  challenged  a  denial  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  poution.  But  as  to  nullification,  inthe 
sense  in  which  it  was  etpresaly  coined  or  used  in  or  for 
South  Carolina,  and  applied  against  the  tariff,  or  the  pro- 
tective system,  lie  meant  aa  applicable  to  the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  SUtea,  he  must  say  that  be  disclsimed 
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it.  In  thst  lente  of  the  trrm,  Mr.  B.  flsid,  I  difclaim 
being  a  nullifier,  becAiiie  I  belirve  those  Uwa  to  have  been 
eonstitational,  from  the  origin  of  otir  Government.  If 
•rffumentfi,  he  Mid,  wertt  neeemry  to  be  advanced  in 
tupport  of  this,  he  mif^ht  urge,  with  confidence,  \hnK 
contained  in  the  able  letter  of  one  of  his  colleBgnes  to  a 
diatingiiishrd  gentleman  from  South  Cnnilina,  in  which 
the  principles  of  eonatitiilional  law,  nn  this  nibject,  were 
developea,  and  placed  in  so  broad  a  light  as  to  carry  con- 
fiction  to  almost  all  who  bad  taken  them  into  view. 

[The  reporter  understood  the  alhisinn  made  by  Mr. 
Root  to  be  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  VKariAHCK  to  Mr.  Obat- 
Toir,  on  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariif  system.] 

Mr.  R.  continued,  by  repeating  the  expressi<in  of  hii 
opinion,  that  the  nullification  of  a  law  palpably  unctmsti- 
tulional  was  not  only  proper,  bat  laudable  and  pmite- 
worthy.  He  nid  he  bad  never  been  so  well  versed  in 
vliat  he  aiirfit  call  the  schools  nf  attome)*shipt  as  to  learn 
the  terma  of  process  to  be  applied  under  the  recent  Ex 
ceutive  mess  >ge.  H>s  doctrines  hsd  the  r  source  in  sn- 
otlirr  school — thut  of  the  ciinvfrnion  of  New  York,  wlucli 
ratified  the  constitution  of  the  Uniied  >  fates.  But.  in  re- 
ferring to  thi^  he  was  apprehensive  that  he  hsd  been' 
deenwd  an  advocate  of  the  doctrine  that  a  State  could 
secede  from  tlie  Union  wltenever  it  might  think  pniper. 
This  was  something  like  the  principle  sdvanced  tn  the 
first  Congress,  by  some  who  maintained  that  messureK 
should  be  submitted  to  the  State  Lefcistatnres  for  their, 
approbation  and  consent.  He  [Mr.  R.]  did  not  deny 
uie  validity  of  the  arnument,  that,  inasmuch  as  all  the 
Statea  had  agreed  to  the  union  In  the  first  instknce,  no  in- 
dividual State  can  secede  or  withdraw,  without  the  agrce- 
ment  and  consent  of  all  to  such  wiihdrawali  that  is,  un- 
leM  there  be  an  utter  abrogation  of  the  compact  itself. 
The  other  members  of  the  compact  must  agree  to  the  se- 
cession, as  they  hsd  previously  agreed  to  tlie  covenant  of 
associatifm.  If  it  were  broken  by  the  consent  of  the  co- 
covenanten  in  this  manner,  then  it  would  be  null  and  void: 
for,  the  covenant  being  broken*  none  could  be  any  longer 
botind  by  its  provisions. 

TestenUy,  Mr.  It.  said,  he  was  commenting  on  that 
portion  of  the  Preudent's  proclamation  which  went  to 
persuade  forbearance  on  the  part  of  South  Carolina.  He 
regretted  that  that  doctrine  urged  the  maintenance  of 
principles  unknown  to  the  constitution,  and  heterodox  in 
the  opinion  of  those  who  nvdntained  the  good  old  repub- 
lican doctrines  which  animated  the  members  of  the  great 
convention  of  1787,  snd  the  patriarchs  of  mr  tiveuom, 
the  fruit  of  whose  exertions  vas  the  great  civil  revolution 
of  1798,  1799,  andltlOO. 

Mr.  R.  here  went  into  a  recapitulation  of  his  former  ar- 
gument in  support  of  the  rights  of  the  Sutes  as  such,  and 
apostrophizing  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the 
'Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  [Mr.  Watkk,]  in  il- 
bistration  of  the  poiA  before  them,  ssfce'J  if  the  citi< 
cena  of  Georgia  constdered  that  distinguished  gentle- 
man  to  be  a  Representntive  in  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  or  a  Representative  whow  duties  were  imposed 
upon  him  tiy  the  sufTroges  of  the  citizens  or  his  own  Stat*:. 
Certainly,  said  Mr.  R.,  the  Utter)  and,  as  such,  with  re- 
spect to  himself,  he  deemed  to  be  the  bonds  which  con- 
nected liim  with  his  own  State.  And  yet,  he  observed,  this 
doctrine  thateach  member  of  that  House  isaRepresentative 
of  the  whole  United  Spates,  and  not  of  the  State  whence 
be  comes,  is  urged  to  Smith  Carolina  as  a  reason  for  fenb- 
misnion  to  laws,  against  the  constitutionality  of  which 
South  Carolina  so  strrnuonsly  protest*.  Mr.  K-  SHid,  fur- 
ther, that  it  Was  sufAcient  for  him  to  represent,\in  ^ari, 
the  interests  of  New  York,  (and  would  thai  he  cmild  re- 
present them  more  ahly,)  aitd,  in  Nuying  this,  he  must  not 
be  unitentood  as  insensible  to  his  dutv  to  attend  to  the  in- 
terfsuof  the  whole  Unioni  but  he  solemnly  declared  that 
Im  D^tbcr  could  nor  would  assent  to  tbe  doctrine— the  con- 


solldating  doctrine,  that  a  member  fimo  one  Sisic  was  ■ 
Kepresentstive  of  the  whole  nation. 

ttepresentatinn,  then,  and  direct  taxation,  were  to  be 
throughnut  the  States  in  the  same  proportion;  it  was  the 
old  revohilinnary  doctrine  that  they  were  to  go  hand  in 
hand  together.    In  ore  House  tlic  States  were  to  be  re- 
presented eaiiaHyi  in  the  other,  in  the  sanepropeHioiiaa 
they  were  found  to  contribute  to  the  public  taardcni. 
Wlterefore,  then,  were  they  to  be  told  that  the  memheri 
of  that  House  were  the  Representatives  of  a  consofidsttd 
Government,  instead  of  the  Repre»entatives  of  the  Sfates, 
as  separate,  distinct;  and  independent  political  cominnri- 
ties*    Again:  this  proclnmatlon,  as  a  reason  why  Sonib 
Carolina  should  obey,  assumes  that  the  lawa  of  (:on{re» 
operate  on  the  citizens  of  this  great  Union  aa  individiial^ 
and  not  on  the  Statei;  by  which  it  was  meant  to  dwv,  be 
supposed,  that  the  people  of  the  Sfatea  owe  a  supmne 
allegiance  to  the  General  Government,  instead  of  an  slle- 
(fiance  to  the  State  Governments.    But  ibis  was  in  dincl 
opposition  to  the  cnnstltutiim,  which,  in  every  part,  made 
it«  operation  fo  act  upon  the  States,  and  not  on  tbe  Hif- 
viduals  nf  the  whole  United  Stales.    Its  operation  on  tbe 
States  wa*  evidenced  in  s  long  list  of  particularly  is  vbick, 
it  is  said,  the  States  could  not  act;  they  were  fcrtaWen 
to  do  many  things  under  the  constitution;  and  thea,sgsint 
there  were  certain  things  which  they  were  reqwiredto 
do;  it  operated,  therefore,  on  the  State  Govenimeatfi,  «i 
ihe  State  sovereignties t  this  operation  extended  so  &r, 
and  no  fsrther  than  what  the  people  forming  those  po£d* 
eal  communities  had  consented  to  grant.    But  again:  in 
order  to  show  that  this  was  one  consditlaled  Goeenunent, 
and  that  the  Government  of  the  Union  ■raspnramouQt  fo 
ibme  of  the  States,  the  procfaunation  iclerred  them  back 
to  their  condition  under  the  royal  Gnvemmewl*  when,  as 
it  declared,  the  several  colonies  were  united,  as  ihey 
were  afterwards,  under  the  confederation,  to  farm  one 
nation.    And  so  they  were,  as  much  then  as  now, 
though  not  possessing  such  extennve  powers.   Undi-r  tbs 
confederation,  each  having  one  vote,  they  formed  «e  na- 
tion, for  the  purpose  of  regulating  their  mterceane 
foreign  nationst  but  not  for  the  management  fkf  dtee*u 
concerns  of  their  respectire  jurisdiction.    For  gwersl 
purposes,  which  could  not  be  managed  unless  they  uait* 
ed — their  post  office  and  intercourse  with  fotcign  na- 
tions— for  these  purposes  they  agreed  to  aiute.  Wtat 
was  there  in  the  new  constitution  to  change  the  mlioml 
character  of  the  Union?  Nothing.    They  were  Wiiade- 
pendent,  sovereign  Slates  as  before.    In  the  old  comm- 
tion  there  were  two  difficulties  which  tlwy  were  anaWr  to 
surmounti  the  first  was  that  of  rwsing  a  leKW*  »  P"*" 
vide  for  the  payment  of  the  national  debt  e«*iat*ed  dur- 
ing the  revolution,  and  the  ordinaiy  exrgentses  of  the 
Government.    To  accomplish  this  object,  theycsfledoo 
the  States  to  8\irrender  five  per  cent,  of  their  im^orts- 
Another  difltciilty,  to  everconie  which  tbe  eonvea^ 
was  called,  was,  to  provide  a  national  judiciary,  in  order 
to  execute  treaties  with  foreign  Governments.    It  was 
perceived  that  the  State  judiciaries  might  throw  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  collecting  British  debl^  and  co«apIy- 
ing  with  other  provistonft  contsined  in  the  treaty  of  pesce. 
For  thut  purpose  a  national  judiciary  was  created  to 
fudge  of  treaties,  so  as  to  make  treaties,  thus  appfii>«4 
superior  to  the  State  laws,  or  any  obstacles  wfcididie 
States  might  throw  in  the  wav  of  their  Kxeculive.  TVse, 
then,  were  the  two  reasons  Ibr  which  the  conveatien  wai 
called — to  appoint  a  judiciary  to  decide  on  all  diffceevca 
growing  out  of  the  constitiftion— on  all  lawa  growing  o«t 
of  the  constitution — more  especially  treaties  with  forvifa 
nations.    But  they  never  ^ve  that  judiciary  power  toic- 
cide  on  questions  extraneous  to  and  out      tiir  e><itf*i 
tion.    Tlwt  constitution  waa  framed  with  all  ttw  resem* 
rights  of  the  States  carefully  asccrtrtwd  md  deiac^ 
Fw  this  purpose  it  wu  that  eonventioMMt*  Mlad  t»  At 
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•evenil  States,  be^nning  with  H»sachuKtts,  after  two  or 
three  States,  by  tlie  by,  had  ratified  it  without  any  provi- 
tOM  whatever:  the  precautionary  measure  went  round  the 
several  States— North  Carolina  was  the  last;  the  result 
was  a  list  ofprovisnes,  and  names,  Uie  Traraera  of  those  pra> 
visoei,  which  did  honor  to  the  convention.  In  Kev  Toric 
State,  Chancellor  Livini^Mon  drew  up  a  docnment,  with 
masterly  aafifacityt  ind  he  [Mr.  R.]  mtist  state  it  as  his 
opinion,  that  the  constitution  would  not  have  been  ratified 
had  it  not  been  Tor  the  midway  siifr^sted  and  pointed  at 
by  Chancellor  Livingston.  Mr.  R.  proceeded  to  pass  hi^h 
encomiums  on  other  prominent  characiers  connected  with 
these  transactions — Georjfc  Clinton  and  the  Lan^ng^ 
Tatri^H,  and  Melanolhon  Smiths  of  the  day. 

The  whole  scope  of  what  were  denominated  the  doctri' 
nal  points  in  the  proclamation,  tended  to  a  consnndation 
of  the  Union,  and  to  an  utter  siihdiiinff  of  State  rlg^hts. 
State  authority,  and  State  prerofnitives.  'Tea,  and  when 
the  doctrine  of  State  rights,  as  formerly  claimed  and  as- 
serted by  their  patriot  fathers,  was  brought  in  question, 
they  were  told  that  it  wis  metiphystcal,  that  it  was  an  sb- 
atrsctioii,  not  to  be  yielded;  nay,  not  to  be  home,  in  the 
trt  of  modern  liberal  philosophy.  There  were,  how- 
ever,  he  believed,  metaphysical  truthsi  and,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  there  were  abstract  principles,  which  would  al< 
TVays  remain  theaamei  which  they  could  not  malce  con- 
formable to  convenient  principlen,  nor  change "  with 
the  chanji^a  of  the  tintes.  Yesi,  there  were  certain  fixed 
principles,  call  them  abstrtctiona,  or  metaphyttcal,  a« 
they  pleased,  which  would  bid  defiance  to  the  sneert 
of  modern  pnlitieal  philosophers.  Those  principles  were 
to  be  found  in  the  constitution;  and  there  they  would  re- 
main, notwithstanding  it  waa  now  attempted  to  tear  them 
out,  by  arguments  undertaking  to  diow  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  there. 

Perhaps  the>e  arguments  were  ji»t.  It  might  be,  per. 
hap^  weU  that  a  nation,  to  extended  in  iu  territory,  so 
numerous— a  nation,  too,  if  not  corropt,  so  ripe  for  cor- 
ruption—it might  be  well,  pethaps,  that  it  should  be 
made  one  entire  Government,  as  gentlemen  would  fain 

Eersuade  them  it  was  already.    A  time  arrived  when  the 
»utch  republic  found  it  better  to  relinquish  the  condition 
of  a  purely  republican  form  of  Government!  corruption 
was  seen  to  be  abroad  in  the  land;  the  common  weal  was 
forrotlen,  and  the  emulation  of  patriotism  had  given  place 
to  the  struggle  for  filthy  lucre;  then  it  waa  that  the  Dutch 
people  thought  it  better  to  make  a  stadlholder,  and  him 
for  life.    Perhaps  the  time  had  arrived  when  it  would  be 
well  for  this  country  to  follow  their  example.    But  if  so, 
let  it  be  dont  at  once— boldly,  openly,  honestly.   Let  a 
convention  of  the  States  be  called,  and  the  Government 
declared  one  whole  consolidated  Government;  let  them 
at  once  give  up  Stale  rights,  and  trample  that  which  was 
now  sneered  at  as  a  metaphysical  abstraction,  under  their 
feet.    By  the  by,  said  Mr.'  R,  I  should  not  be  willing  to 
be  an  actor  in  such  a  scene;  let  those  do  it  to  whom  it 
would  seem  to  be  so  desirable.   It  miglit  seem  a  hold 
proposition^  but  he  was  not  certain,  appearing  as  it  did  in 
a  document  ao  commanding,  and  advanced  in  such  a 
cause,  he  was  not  certain  that  the  nation  wotdd  not  readi- 
ly consent  to  give  up  their  liberties,  to  dissolve  the  Stale 
authorities,  and  form  themselves  into  an  empire,  under 
some  favorite  leader.    He,  for  one,  would  not  be  an  ac- 
tor in  scenes  like  these.    Sir,  said  Mr.  R.,  a  principle  like 
this,  thus  urged,  is  deeply  to  be  lamented.    It  is  urged 
in  •  popular  cause,  and  it  emanates  fromapopnlarsourcet 
and,  therefore,  its  effecla  cannot  fail  to  be  deeply  inju- 
rious. 

To  avert  to  the  subject  of  the  South .  He  did  not  think 
it  possible  that  South  Carolina  could  persuade  the  majority 
of  the  United  States  that  the  revenue  duties  on  imports 
were  not  warranted  by  the  conatitution,  where  they  af. 
fiyrnlmd  anjr  tbang  like  protection  to  domestic  industry,  or 


to  the  produce  of  the  industry  of  our  own  country.  The 
time  had  not  arrived  yet,  when  another  proposition  might 
he  applied;  that  Congress  could  not  raise  more  revenue 
than  was  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  the  Government. 
That  time  had  not  yet  arrived;  the  Government  had  not  hi. 
therto  raised  more  than  it  needed.  He  admitted  that  the 
payment  of  the  national  debt  had  been  hastened — impro- 
vtdently,  as  he  thought,  and  injuriously  to  the  interests  of 
this  country;  he  believed,  if  its  payment  had  been  more 
gradual,  it  would  have  been  better  for  the  country;  be- 
cause, when  they  stopped  a  large  revenue  suddenly  short, 
:  it  produced  a  great  obstruction  in  the  current  of  many 
transactions;  and  the  stream  coiikl  not  flow  as  healthfully 
as  if  each  obstruction  had  not  been  interposed.  All  thi% 
however,  had  been  overlooked.  It  had  been  a  popular 
time  to  descat|t  upon — that  this  county  was  so  soon  to 
present  the  novel  spectacle  of  a  great  and  free  nation 
out  of  debt.  Yes!  this  had  been  a  matter  of  boast — a 
matter  of  self-gratulation,  as  well  as  congratulation;  and, 
he  must  eonfiess,  that  to  him  the  boast  was  more  like  the 
rattle,  the  bauble  of  the  child,  than  the  dignified  pride 
nf  the  statesman.  That  time  not  having  yet  arrived, 
when  more  revenue  would  be  raise<l  than  the  calls  of  the 
Government  required,  and  tjje  speedy  payment  of  the 
national  debt  having  been  sanctioned  by  the  call  oT  the 
nation.  South  Carolina  had  nothing  to  complain  of  in  this 
respect.  A  few  years  ago  it  had  been  the  bvorite  theme 
nf  statesmen,  tliat  they  would  have  a  surplus  revenue;  and 
the  great  denderatum  was,  how  should  it  be  employed— 
how  expended.'  But  a  little  more  than  three  yean  tgo, 
a  retention  of  the  protective  duties  was  recommended, 
notwithstanding  it  was  seen  that  they  would  produce  a 
surplus  revenue.  That  was  the  time  when  high  tariflF 
waa  the  order  ofthe  day;  it  was  just  after  the  scuffle  who 
should  switch  the  hobby  with  the  keenest  cttU;  just  af- 
ter, loo,  that,  in  the  great  SWe,  a  great  meetinghad  been 
held  in  its  capital,  to  resolve  on  high  tariff  protecting 
duties;  just  after,  loo,  when  a  distinguished  orator  had 
thundered  in  the  capital  of  the  great  State,  wilh  all  the 
mouth  of  the  Albany  Executive;  it  was  just  after  a  reso- 
lution had  been  passed  in  the  Legislature  of  that  State, 
instructing  their  Representatives  in  Congress  to  vote  fo» 
high  protecting  duties  on  imports.  He,  [Mr.  R.,]  with  a 
few  more,  haa  opposed  the  resolution;  but  they  were  not 
numerous  enough  to  ask  for  the  ayes  and  noes,  Tlme^ 
however,  had  tinged;  and  men  had  chamfed  with  the 
times.  At  all  events,  there  was  a  change  orsentjments at 
head  quarter^  and  perhaps  it  bad  extended  through  tba 
nation. 

He  could  not  help  noticing,  however,  a  great  diserepan. 
ey  in  the  sentiments  witli  which  they  were  favored  from 
head  quarters.  In  a  certain  proclamation,  which  had 
been  issued  some  few  days  ago,  there  were  principles  as- 
serted which  had  not  been  regarded  as  ortho<lox,  even  by 
the  high  federal  school.  In  the  message  which  hsd  sub- 
seqiienlly  been  communicated  to  Congress,  he  was  happy 
to  find  those  very  principles  which  he  [Mr.  H.]  had  him- 
self always  avowed  and  advocated,  and  to  which  he  should 
always  adhere.  He  had  read  this  document  witli  much 
care,  particularly  those  parts  which  might  be  called  doc- 
trinal, and  which  were  written  with  as  much  carefulness 
and  nicety  as  if  they  were  penned  by  a  doctor  of  politics. 
There  were,  indeed,  one  or  two  slight  aberrations,  where 
the  writer  seemed  to  full  into  the  whole  system  of  Gov. 
emment;  but  those,  he  presumed,  were  mere  inadverten- 
cies. He  so  much  approved  of  some  portions  of  this 
document,  that  he  hnd  marked  in  the  margin  some  of  its 
language  and  sentiments,  which  he  should  suppose  it 
wouldbe  the  pride  of  a  republican  people  to  adopt.  He 
did  not  ascribe  the  discrepancy,  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
to  fickleness  or  change  in  the  mind  of  any  one;  he  oon- 
sidered  it  as  growing,  necessarily,  out  of  the  present  or- 
der of  thii^. 
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The  immorUl  Wuhington,  when  this  GoTcmnient  first 
went  into  operation,  had  the  power  to  nuke  sn  unwrit- 
ten eonstitatVoo,  ha.v\ng  %\\  the  effect  of  a  written  one. 
One  of  the  powers  confided  to  tiim  wai  that  of  cslling 
persons  of  high  talents  to  assist  him,  as  his  cabinet  coun- 
cil. He  called  that  council;  for  what  purpose?  But  as 
ciphers  to  advise  with  him,  and  to  have  some  agency  in 
the  operatiwis  of  the  Oovemmcnt.  And,  from  that  time 
to  the  present,  he  beliered  that  the  members  of  the  ca- 
bin^ bad- had  and  exercised  suchagencyi  although  the 
whole  responsibiliW  was  not  here  ascribed  to  them,  as  it 
was  in  England.  There  was  a  time,  indeed,  when  four 
did  not  make  one  ezactlyt  when  the  council  went  not  ez- 
actly  in  unity  or  harmony:  then  the  ministers  could 
scarcely  be  held  as  responsible.  But  now,  when  all  was 
concord  and  unity — so  it  was  understood— in  the  cabinet. 
It  must  be  supposed  that  they  had  an  agency  in  the  man- 
agement of  the  affairs  of  the  Government.  It  was  not  to 
be  Buftposed  that  the  Chief  Magistrate  did  every  thing 
with  his  own  head  or  his  own  hudsf  in  this  respect  the 
Government  of  this  country  was  not  an  exception  to  all 
others.  Wasnot  this,  then,  a  reasonable  way  of  account- 
ing for  the  direct  and  palpable  way  of  accourtting  for 
the  direct  and  palpable  contradictions  which  issued  ap- 
parently from  one  source,  the  bands  of  the  Executive? 
However,  this  roigbt  be  well  enough.  The  Fox  and 
Orenville  admintstntion  did  well  enough  id  England^ 
and  a  umilar  one,  perhaps  might  manage  here. 

He  would  turn  to  a  point  of  more  importance.  Would 
not  South  Carolina,  if  they  passed  the  bill  under  consi- 
deration, retrace  her  steps.'  It  was  said  that  her  con- 
vention had  adjourned — that  her  Legislature  had  adjourn- 
ed—that  her  law  was  enacted — and  the  means  of  carrying 
ttinto  execution  ready  to  be  applied — and  that,  there- 
fore,  there  was  no  hope  but  tbat  the  sword  must  be 
drawn.  Was  it  to>  Was  it  not  In  the  power  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive authority  of  South  Canriina  to  stay  iu  hand 
awhile?  Was  it  not  in  the  power  of  tlie  Executive  autho- 
rity of  the  United  States  to  forbear  awhile — that  was  to 
My,  forbear  unless  it  wu  perceived  that  a  direct  force 
was  exerted  In  opposition  to  the  biwi.  He  did  entertain 
B  hope  that  this  was  possibtet  and  he  was  the  more  anx- 
ious to  pass  this  bill,  because  he  did  believe  fhat  the  ex- 
isting laws  were  constitutional,  and  tbat  it  was  the  duty: 
of  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  to  see  that  they 
are  faithfully  executed.  South  Carolina,  it  was  nid,  be- 
lieved that  they  were  not  constitotionali  but  should  she 
not,  aituated  as  she  was,  in  a  question^le,  a  doubtful  po- 
sition, make  the  best  of  her  argument-~should  she  not. 
and  would  she  not,  wait  awhile  to  see  if  a  condltation 
might  take  place?  He  was  not  induced  to  hope  this, 
beouise  he  believed  South  Carolina  bad  run  raad.  If  he 
could  believe  that  that  State  was  governed  by  road  men, 
he  should  have  ~no  hopet  but  when  he  saw  she  was  gov- 
erned by  rational  men,  who  must  perceive  that  this  ease, 
to  make  the  best  of  i^  was  a  doubtful  one,  he  did  hope 
tbat  she  would  wait,  and  let  those  doubts,  if  poauble,  be 
removed  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  offennve  law. 

He  had  sud  yesterday  that  he  was  anxious  that  this  bill 
should  pass;  but  that  there  were  some  modifications  which 
be  should  require  to  be  made  to  it  before  he  gave  it  his 
cordial  assent.  It  was,  tbat  a  tariff  should  be  so  formed 
as  to  meet  the  condition  of  the  country,  and  bear  on 
all  with  an  equal  .handi  that  it  shoald  contain  such  pro- 
visions as  would  give  at  least  equal  protection  to  the 

Sroducta  of  tbe  Kril  as  it  gava  to  the  products  of  la- 
or.  la  tbii  country  land  was  the  cbotpest  article,  be- 
cause the  supply  was  greater  than  the  demand(  land, 
then,  wastheir  great  staple.  In  England  they  have  more 
people  than  they  have  land;  of  course,  land  was  there  the 
oearest  article — labor  the  cheapest.  Was  it  not  the  poli- 
cy of  all  Oovemments  to  encourage  that  which  was  its 
own,  rather  than  tbat  which  was  exotic'   That  whiota 


was  indigenous,  if  of  equal  quality,  rather  thu  that  of 
foreign  growth?.  Labor  was  dear  here,  became  Uwen 
were  proportionally  few.  Shoald  not  the-  prodwe  of 
land  be  encouraged  then,  when,  ■  with  the  additioo  W 
bor,  it  must  give  tbe  greatest  accession  of  wealth  ta  tbe 
country?  It  should,  in  his  opiiuon,  have  a  bigber  prMec. 
tion  than  iron.  Why?  Because  iron  was  duefly  tbe  pro- 
duce of  labor.  The  wool,  tbe  cotton,  and  tbe  soru  of  the 
countnr  were  the  productions  of  labor  and  Inaccndnn- 
ed;  and  a  cent's  worth  of  duty  given  to  labor  sfip&ed  ts 
land,  would  give  two  cents  wortn  of  profit. 

He  wished,  at  the  proper  time,  to  propose  as  arood- 
ment  to  the  bill,  having  for  its  object  to  impOM  the  nne 
duty  on  the  raw  materials,  wool  and  cotton,  aa  wai  W 
be  imposed  on  cotton  and  woollen  goods. 

Hr.  B.  concluded  his  remarks  by  a  >ummar>  of  tlte 
positions  he  bad  inaintwned  in  the  preceding  parts  of  Iw 
speech.  He  thought  that  no  more  taxes  shoald  be  ami 
thui  are  sufficient  to  meet  the  exigendes  of  the  Gorcn- 
ment;  that  Congress  had  no  right  to  take  from  one  bu 
to  give  to  another— to  rob  Peter  to  pay  Paul.  To  do  (iw 
was  only  to  disturb  the  equality  of  conditions,  and  nske 
one  poor  and  another  rich,  by  legislation;  all  tucMoegta 
to  be  imposed  in  a  manner  the  least  onerous  to  (be  peo- 
ple. For  this  purpose,  ttie  taxes  should  be  aKbthst  the 
.people  could  either  pay  them  or  leave  it  akne,  si  Oiar 
pleasurei  such  were  taxes  onattictca  wbidi  tastcorpiik 
»pridB  most  of  them—mtght  induce  pci^  to 
How  were  tueh  taxes  to  be  imposed'  On  such  arta:lct 
as  they  could  make  themselves  better  than  tfaey  could  get 
them  elsewhere.  Then,  at  tbe  same  time  tbey  hid  taxo, 
with  a  view  to  raising  a  sufficient  reveno^  and  no  nor^ 
they  might,  at  the  same  time,  ineident^y  gi»«  P*****"" 
to  American  produce  and  American  iadartry-  With 
taxes  possessing  those  characteristics,  woiU  wA  Souuk 
Carolina  be  content?  Would  not  the  Ametkan  people, 
from  one  extremity  of  the  country  to  the  other,  be  ceo- 
tent  ?  Would  not  their  infant  manu&ctures  flourish  ss  6r 
as  they  could,  under  the  fostering  care  of  tbe  Gorwa- 
ment?  It  was  not,  however,  healthy  or  proper  f«- 
countiy  to  iinderuke  to  rival  England  in  the  cfecsfacas 
as  well  as  the  quality  of  her  articles.  In  this  coutiy, 
where  the  peopU  were  thinly  scattered  overavasteiteot 
of  country,  it  was  not  necesaair  that  they  should  rii.A  » 
the  prices  of  their  workshops,  that  island,  which  had  beM 
to  aptly  called  the  worlcshop  of  Europe.  He  hoped  «■ 
couragement  would  he  given  to  the  manu&ctnreia  of  tw 
country,  to  those  .the  encoun^ment  of  iriwek 
really  benefit  the  country,  but  not  to  those 
uncongeiual  to  their  wiAl  and  elimate,  mi  newpWH 
also  to  tbur  republican  institotioai. 

Fbisat,  JairuaBT  18. 

THE  TARIFF,  MANUFACTOHBS,  kc- 
The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Adajis,  and  vndcr  if- 
cusnon  yesterday,  again  umiing  up  as  the  anfiwil*^ 
morning  business, 

Hr.  HOFFMAN  reaamed  the  coune  of  lui  rcBwrks  a 
repljrto  those  of  the  mover,  aryiing  to  shew  that  ^rt-^ 
solutions  were  unnecessary,  ano  were  moreover  aSmi 
too  late  to  be  of  any  service.  He  was  aatboriaeri  w  say 
that  the  bill  to  reduce  tbe  duties  on  imports  WK  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaauijr.  If  <be 
tleman  should  insist  on  his  call,  it  would  oo  dooht  vceeiv< 
an  answer,  amountit^  in  nbatance  to  what  Mr.  B-  hsJ 
just  sUted.  The  Secretary  mji^tperiiapa  wa^gem.  sew 
slight  modificitions,  but  Mr.  H.  did  not  bcBen  4«  * 
wntten  answer  to  tbe  call  would  be  of  ai^  ft— t  iaip*' 
ance  to  the  House., 

The  second  resolution  called  upon  the  PrciiJeaittoft* 
nish  to  the  House  a  list  of  such  artioica  a»  lie  e—ridwHI.  * 
dispeowble  to  our  independence  intiaceCiMrk  aadiiM 
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dertook  to  BuppOM  that  the  Pmiiderrt  metnt  to  deebrr 
tbtt  all  protection  roust  ultinutely  be  limited  to  these  srU' 
elcB  alone.  As  all  could  read  the  message  Tor  themselves^ 
and  as  his  meaning  was  too  clearly  expressed  lo  be  well 
misundefBtood,  Mr.  H.  thought  it  sufficient  to  soy  that 
the  President  had  uttered  no  such  sentiment.    Be  that 
-  aaitmigbti  a  discussion  as  to  what  the  President's  opin- 
ion was,  could  not,  he  should  suppose,  be  very  needful. 
Would  the  House  of  Representatives  ask  the  Presid(»it 
of  tiie  United  SUtes  to  fhmlsh  them  with  a  list  of  articles 
which  be  deemed  necessarv  in  time  of  war?   Could  it  be 
believed  that  that  Hodse  would  gravely,  and  in  its  le- 
pislative  capacity,  make  such  a  call?   Of  what  use  could 
It  be?   How  would  it  aid  that  House  in  the  Isying  of  tax- 
es?  How  could  a  catalogue  of  such  articles  be  very  ma- 
terial to  their  legislation,  in  rendering  the  burden  of  tax- 
ation as  little  oppresrire  to  the  people  as  possible?  When 
the  President  spoke  of  articles  indispensably  necessary 
in  time  of  war,  the  general  acceptation  of  his  meaning 
would  of  course  be,  that  he  had  reference  to  arms,  and 
to  the  munitions  of  war.  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts supposed  that  blankets  were  among  these  indispen- 
aable  article^  bat  the  judgement  of  the  House,  so  fiir  as 
blankets  of  a  certain  price  were  concerned,  liad  put  none 
undeV  a  duty  of  more  than  five  per  cent.    He  hoped  that 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  thus  expressed,  would  ena- 
ble the  gentleman  to  arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion  in 
respect  to  that  particular  article. 

Mr.  H.  would  not  examine  that  reasoning,  according  to 
■which  it  turned  out  that  every  variety  of  clothing  and 
provisions,  and  all  the  ways  and  means  by  which  each  of 
those  articlea  was  made,  constituted  an  essential  in  war. 
He  should  content  himself  with  saying  that  the  language 
used  by  the  Pre-ident  was  sufficiently  plain  and  uncqut' 
vocal.  It  related  obvimuly  to  arms  and  munitions  of  war, 
to  those  things  which  were  necessary  only  to  military 
operations,  and  were  not  required  by  the  civil  wants  of 
society.  He  thou^t,  to  a&y  the  least,  that  the  House 
■would  not  give  any  greateridence  of  its  own  sagacity  by 
asking  the  Prendent  of  the  United  States.  He  hoped, 
am  well  for  the  sake  of  the  character  of  the  House,  and 
or  respect  to  the  Executive,  as  to  the  good  sen^  of  the 
country  at  large,  that  the  call  would  be  abandoned  by 
the  gentleman,  and,  if  not,  that  it  would  be  negatived  by 
the  House.  He  concluded  by  asking  that  the  question  be 
put  upon  the  resolutions  separately. 

Mr.  ADAMS  observed  tliat  there  seemed  to  be  a  ge- 
nera) misnnderstanding,  both  as  to  the  object  sought  by 
the  resolutions  he  had  ofiered,  and  of  the  argument  by 
which  they  had  been  suttainedt  and  he  found  that  the 
newspapers  had  contributed  to  sanction  tlus  mistake,  and 
spread  the  misrepresentation  through  the  country.  By 
putting  the  word  "  might"  in  place  of  the  word  "  must," 
in  giving  his  second  resolution,  they  had  completely 
changed  ita  whole  meaning.  I'he  alteration  of  that  single 
word  occarioned  a  revolution  in  the  whole  subject)  it 
^ave  a  totally  different  bearing  to  the  passage  quoted 
from  the  President's  message,  as  well  as  to  his  own  reso- 
lution, and  to  his  whole  argument.  The  gentleman  fVom 
Kew  York  had  said  that  Mr.  A.  misunderstood  the  Presi- 
dent. He  judged  of  the  Pi^esident's  meaning  from  the 
natural  import  of  his  words.    His  words  were  these: 

■*  Those  uho  take  an  enlarged  view  of  the  condition 
of  our  country,  must  be  satisfied  tliat  the  policy  of  pro- 
tection must  be  ultimately  limited  to  those  articles  of  do- 
mestic manufacture  which  are  iiidispcimblc  to  our  safety 
in  time  of  war." 

This  amounted  to  a  nullifying  and  anniiiilating  of  the 
protective  policy  in  this  country.  No  protection  what- 
ever was  ultimately  to  exist  but  upon  articles  indispensa- 
ble in  time  of  war.  That  was  the  sentiment  expressed; 
it'  the  gentleman  could  make  any  thing  else  of  it,  he  was 
welcome.    But  that  was  the  obvious  and  natural  import 


of  the  wordst  and  the  only  question  presented  lo  the 
House,  and  to  the  country,  was,  whether  there  should 
be  protection,  or  whether  there  should  be  none. 

Mr.  A.  had  made  this  explanation  only  because  he 
wished  the  House  not  to  misunderstand  the  drift  and  in- 
tention of  what  he  had  said,  in  consequence  either  of 
what  had  bllen  from  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
HorrxAir,]  or,  what  was  of  much  more  consequence  to 
him,  the  miareprerentation  ('unintentional,  he  had  no 
doubt)  of  the  resolution  he  had  ofiTered,  by  inserting 
"  roi^t"  instead  of  "most." 

Mr.  STEWART  considered  tlie  second  resolution  as  in 
a  great  measure  superseded  by  the  first:  if  the  first  should 
be  fully  answered  by  the  Secretary,  tliere  could  be  little 
advantage  in  pressing  the  second.  And  besides,  he  be- 
lieved the  President  had  just  now  quite  enough  to  do  in 
giving  hit  attention  to  other  matters  of  a  more  grave  and 
important  character.  He  was  in  &vor  of  making  the  call 
on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  answer  to  that 
call  would  give  the  House  some  necessary  light  in  voting 
on  the  bill,  for  they  were  nut  all  in  the  condition  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Hr.  Hoffxait]  who  professed 
to  have  all  the  light  that  he  needed  to  guide  his  vote. 
Besides,  some  little  time  ought  to  be  alToraed  them  before 
they  were  called  on  to  act  on  a  measure  of  such  vital  im* 
portance.  The  House  had  been  urged  by  the  gentleman 
IVom  New  York  over  the  way,  [Mr.  VxHitAKCK.]  imme- 
diately to  vote  for  a  bill  which  subverted  the  whole  policy, 
and  overturned,  uprooted,  and  destroyed  the  vitu  inte- 
rests of  this  country — of  the  gentleman's  country.  He 
wished  the  gentleman  would  give  them  a  little  more  U^it 
beforehe  insisted  on  their  action.  Ur.  S.  would  like  Ui 
hear  some  reasons  from  the  gentleman  why  that  Houm 
was  called  upon  so  suddenly  to  repeal  the  act  of  the  last 
session;  an  act  which  had  passed  in  both  Houses  by  a 
majority  of  two  to  one;  an  act  for  which  all  the  States 
south  of  the  Potomac,  except  two,  had  given  a  majority 
of  their  votes;  an  act  which  was  agreed  to  on  all  ndesas 
a  final  compromise  of  the  clufflsand  interests  of  the  South 
and  the  North.  This  law  they  were  now  called  on  to  re- 
pea);  to  repeat  it  without  a  reason  given;  ay,  and  to|do 
more,  fur  a  repeal  of  that  law  might  amount  to  a  virtual 
repeal  of  the  Union.  He  advised  gentlemen  to  retain 
the  friends  of  the  Union  they  now  had,  and  no\  lose 
them  in  a  vain  attempt  to  conciliate  others.  If  in 
that  hopeless  attempt  they  should  disaffect  the  real  friends 
of  this  Union,  they  might  bring  tlie  Union  itself  into  the 
greatest  danger.  The  gentleman  from  New  Yorkon  his 
left  [Mr.  HomiAS]  affpcted  to  think  there  was  no  great 
need  of  discussion  before  jiassing  this  bill.  Yes,  that 
same  gentleman  who  had  voted  for  the  tariff  of  1S38, 
who  at  that  time  had  made  a  great  ado,  and  had  loudly 
demanded  a  high  duty  upon  wool,  seemed  wvr  to  think 
that  the  less  that  was  said  about  wool  the  better.  He 
had  light  enough;  he  was  ready  to  vote;  inqviiry  was  use- 
less; discussion  was  mere  waste  of  time.  Now,  for  Mr. 
S.'s  own  part,  he  wanted  a  little  mure  Itghl,  and  he  nn- 
cerely  wi^ed  ifthe  gentleman  had  so  much,  that  he  would 
at  least  impart  some  of  it  to  the  House:  for  his  own  part 
he  confessed  himself  to  be  in  Gg)  ptian  darkness  as  to  the 
reasons  for  this  measure.  He  saw  that  the  gentleman 
shook  his  head  when  the  part  he  had  t;iken  in  favor 
of  thelitgh  tariff  of  1838  had  been  olluded  to;  yet  all 
would  bear  him  out  in  the  a&sertiun  he  had  made,  tliat 
that  same  gentleman  had  made  a  great  ado  on  the  subject 
of  wool,  and  could  scarce  get  a  duty  high  enough.  The 
gentleman  was  one  of  the  most  zealous,  most  ardent, 
most  Bincere;  no,  he  would  not  say  sincere,  but  certainly 
one  of  the  most  zealous  advocates  for  protection:  the 
farmers  must  be  protected ;  wool  was  raised  by  the  far- 
mers; wool  must  be  protected;  it  must  be  protected  by  a 
duty  of  a  hundred  per  cent.;  nothing  less  would  be  suSi- 
cieiit;  wool  .was  a  product  of  i^iculture.  The  gentleman 
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wu  then  a  grcnt  friend  of  the  KgrictiUural  interest.  Pray, 
how  came  it  to  pass  that  tlie  gsntletnan  now  bad  atruck 
his  flag?  Not  a  word  about  wuol,  not  a  •j'llable  about  the 
protection  of  the  agricultural  interest  t  the  whole  doctrine 
mutt  be  given  up,  and,  instead  of  the  gentleman *i  liundred 
per  cent,  on  wool,  he  wai  willing  to  cover  it  with  a  piti* 
fill  duty  of  fifteen  percent,  now!  What  had  wrought  this 
change?  Why  was  the  gentleman's  favorite  interest  now  to 
be  sacrificed?  The  geml«'man  was  then  quite  indignant. 
What,  import  wool  froni  England?  Shocking!  He  was 
too  much  of  an  American  to  wear  a  coat  that  was  made  of 
foreign  wool.  But  what  said  the  gentleman  now?  He 
had  light  enough.  He  waa  ready  and  anxious  to  put  wool 
at  fifteen  per  cent-  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
bad  himself  voted  for  the  kw  of  18i8.  What  had 
revolutionized  that  gentleman's  views?  He  was  now  said 
to  be  in  favor  of  this  bill;  yet  lie  had  ably  advocated  the 
whole  policy,  and  the  very  measure  he  waa  now  endeavor- 
ing to  put  down.  l*he  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
UorrNAH]  had  just  sMd  that  this  House  had  pronounced 
its  judgment  against  blankets  by  reducing  the  duty  to  five 
percent.  Was  that  the  judgment  of  the  House?  The 
gentleman  knew  better.  He  knew,  and  the  House 
knew,  that  that  reduction  had  been  made  as  an  act  of  con- 
cession. The  duty  of  five  per  cent,  on  blankets  never 
could  have  got  a  place  in  that  bill  but  as  an  act  of  conces- 
Mon  to  the  South.  This  important  brunch  of  industry,  as 
well  aathe  wrtculture  of  the  country,  liad  been  sacrificed 
as  a  peace-oinering:  was  this  the  judgment  of  the  House 
against  blankets?  If  the  gentleman  doubted  their  being 
essential  in  time  of  war,  let  him  look  back  to  our  last 
struggle  with  Great  Britain,  when  Cong*reas  had  been 
obliged  to  take  US'  the  non -intercourse  with  England  in 
the  midst  of  war,  that  we  might  get  blankets  for  our 
perisliing  soldiers  and  our  shivering  Indians. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Hr.  HomiaK]  had 
said  that  the  House  would  manifest  a  great  want  of  saga- 
city in  calling  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  in- 
formation, when  they  were  possessed  of  so  much  them- 
selves. But  Hr.  S.  thought  they  would  show  less  in 
turning  round  and  eating  up,  and  swallowing  down  with- 
out chewing,  the  bill  wTiich  tUey  themselves  had  a  few 
moiitlis  since  pasaed  by  a  majority  of  two  to  one.  And 
for  what?  No  one  knew:  at  least  no  one  had  pretended 
as  yet  to  tell.  He  thought  this  would  evince,  if  not  a  want 
of  Bagacity,at,lcast  a  great  want  of  consistency  and  firmness. 

The  professed  object  in  view  was  to  reduce  tlie  reve- 
nue. But  on  that  subject  Mr.  S.  concurred  entirely  in 
what  had  been  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. The  Secretary  had  declared  tliat  the  revenue, 
might  be  reduced,  by  the  amount  of  six  milliona  of  duliars, 
without  prejudice  to  the  just  claims  of  existing  establish- 
ments. The  idea  of  effecting  a  cerain  reduction  of  re- 
venue by  a  given  reduction  of  duties,  precUcated  on  the 
importa  of  any  one  year,  was  utterly  fallacious  and  delu- 
sive. The  quantity  and  kin 's  of  imports  were  subject  to 
Immense  fluctuations.  For  instance,  in  the  year  1830,  our 
imports  had  been  70  millions  t  and  in  the  very  next  year 
they  rose>to  \Q3t  millions.  How  then  could  any  calcula- 
tions as  to  increase  be  based  with  safety  on  the  results  of 
any  ungle  year  ?  Here  waa  an  increase  of  one-third  in  a 
single  year.  If  gentlemen  succeeded  in  reducing  tlie 
duties  as  was  proposed,  he  should  nnt  wonder  if  the  re- 
venue  should  be  doubled  for  a  short  time.  This  standard 
of  measure  was  perfectly  fallacious ;  nor  could  the  mere 
reduction  of  duties  be  relied  upon  to  reduce  the  revenue. 
But  there  was  a  mode  in  which  the  Secretary  might  re- 
duce the  revenue  without  in  the  least  afiecttng  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection. 

[Here  Ur.  CARSON  interposed,  and  called  Hr.  Stew- 
a.aT  to  order. 

Ueinjc  deiiii-ed  by  tlie  Chair  to  state  his  point  of  order, 

Hr.  CAnsUN  sMd  that  the  gentleman's  plan  for  re- 


ducing the  revenue  had  no  connexion  with  the  adoption 
of  the  resolution  before  the  House.  The  gendeman  had 
no  right  to  forestall  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaory  on  a 
question  whether  a  certain  reaolution  should  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  the  nature  of  the  reautotion 
opened  the  whole  subject  for  discussion.] 

Mr.  STEWART  resumed.  The  gentleman  from  Has- 
aachuaetts,  he  said,  could  not  perceive  how  the  revenue 
was  to  be  reduced  six  millions  by  reducing  the  duties  as 
proposed. 

Here  Mr.  ADA  US  asked  leave  to  explain.  He  had 
not  said  that  it  was  impossible  to  reduce  the  rerenue  bj 
reducing  -mpoats;  but  what  he  had  s^  waa  this;  he  wtm 
unable  to  see  how  the  revenue  was  to  be  reduced  six 
millions  "  without  pre jud  ce  to  the  just  claims  of  existing 
establishments."  He  did  not  see  how  the  Secretary  could 
carry  into  effect  that  which  he  said  he  couldi  and  for  that 
reason  he  had  offered  a  resolution  asking  him  bow  it  waa 
to  be  done— on  what  articles  the  reduction  was  to  be 
mode,  so  as  not  to  prejudice  these  just  cluini. 

Mr.  STEWART  pniceeded,andobaerredlhatbecoa. 
curred  with  his  friend  from  MasaachusettSi,  that  the  Se- 
cretary could  not  do  this  in  the  manner  now  proposed. 
But  Mr.  S.  could  tell  the  Secretary  how  the  rcdnel'ion 
might  be  effected  without  in  the  least  prejudicing  the 
protection  of  domestic  industry,  but,  on  the  cootrarj,  to 
as  to  advance  and  promote  the  interest  of  manubcturcs, 
increase  the  wealth,  and  establish  the  independence  i^the 
country.    If  he  was  asked  what  was  the  way  to  do  thtf^ 
he  would  reply,  let  the  President  or  his  Secretary  first  se. 
Icct  the  artjcica  of  necessity  to  the  country  in  war,  and 
such  others  as  the  country  had  the  capacity  of  manufac- 
turing for  itself,  such  as  iron,  woollens,  cottons;  Slc  Hav- 
ing selected^these  articles  for  permanent  protection,  tiien 
let  him  increase  the  duties  gradually,  till  the  foreign  ar- 
ticle was  excluded,  and  this  source  of  revenue  thus  en- 
tirely dried  up.    This  waa  tlie  way  to  reduce  the  re- 
venue.   To  diminish  the  quantity  of  goods  imported, 
not  (o  increaae  it    Diminisn  it  by  rustng  dutiet^  not  in- 
crease it  by  lowering  them;  give  full  protectionj  aay  to 
capitalists,  go  to  work,  create  a  market,  create  WMapeti. 
tion,  bring  down  prices.  This  was  the  true  pt^icy.  Com- 
petition was  the  lever  by  which  prices  were  to  be  brougitt 
down-    Go  on,  fill  the  market]  promote  agtienhtjre  by 
furnishing  a  market  for  lu  products.   Let  tlie  ineicasc  of 
duties  be  very  gradual    If  it  rose  by  only  two  or  three 
per  cent,  a  year,  it  was  sufficient.    OfAy  give  security 
to  capitul.    Tliis  was  the  way,  and  (he  only  wa^,  to  de- 
crease the  revenue  without  prejudice  to  existing  eaCa- 
blishments.  What  had  given  our  people  ctriton  goods  at 
so  low  a  price?  It  was  tlie  operation  of  this  very  principle. 
It  waa  the  realizing  of  this  \ery  scheme.   Cottons  were 
the  only  article  of  domestic 'industry  that  were  ftiUy  pro- 
tected in  1616,  and  look  at  the  resultt  lastyearOteeauntry 
had  exported  coarse  cotton  Mmicb  to  the  amount  of  aimi- 
lion  and  a  quarter  of  dollan.    Such  were  the  effecta  of 
skill,  and  of  the  improvements  tn  machinery.    Tlie  same 
cuune  applied  to  woollens  would  be  followed  by  the 
same  results.  The  countr)'  had  as  much  capaci^  to  nwia- 
facture  one  as  the  other.   The  same  pdlicj*  woiud  be  pro- 
ductive of  the  same  effecta.     Indeed,  woollens  had  in- 
creased more  rapidly  than  cottona  ever  didi  snee  their 
protection  in  1834.   i*he  woollen  nwnfacive  was  but 
eight  yeara  old  in  this  countr}',  while  the  Milan  manu- 
facture was  of  sixteen  years  standing.    Tlui  waa^  in  Ur. 
S.'a  view,  the  true  American  policy. 

Let  the  SecreUry  exclude  imports,  and  be  would  adJ 
to  Uie  power  and  wealth  of  the  country.  Let  htm  not  re- 
duce and  destroy  the  interests  of  home  uiduilrya  and 
cheek  its  progress.  Agriculture  and  nanubtitntca  wtm 
mutually  connected)  they  would  both  sink  togsAkO'urv- 
der  the  system  now  brought  forward  by  the  gtrtkaian 
from  New  York- 
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From  the  three  iirticlea  of  woollens,  cottons,  andiron, 
tliia  country  had,  Ust  year,  derived  n  revenue  of  thirteen 
miliioHB.  The  whole  amount  of  goods  we  ought  to  have 
manufactured  among  ourselves.  Oftbe  thirty-seven  mil. 
lions  worth  of  iron,  woolle  nt,  and  cottons  imported,  three- 
fourths,  tventy.Mven  millions  of  its  value  at  least,  con- 
nsted  of  the  luor,  fuel,  and  suhsiatence  of  British  work- 
men, and  the  productions  of  British  farmers. 

[Here  the  hour  expired,  and  tlie  debate  was  suspend- 
ed.] 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  on  the  state  of 
the  Union.  Mr.  Watks  in  the  chair,  and  resumed  the 
subject  of  the 

TARIFF  BILL. 
Mr.  ROOT  resumed  the  counte  of  his  remarks  in  favor 
of  the  bill,  (as  given  above. }    When  he  concluded, 

Mr.  VERPLANCK  rose.  He  began  by  regretting  the 
course  Which  Yhe  discunion  had  taken;  and  that  the  op- 
ponents of  the  hill  had  not  complied  with  the  invitation 
he  had  given,  at  an  earl^  period,  in  belialf  of  the  commit- 
tee which  had  reported  tt.  It  was  their  wish  to  have  taken 
tip  the  bill,  section  by  section,  and  item  by  item, '  so  that 
upon  any  motion  to  amend,  or  'any  objection  from  any 
quarter,  such  defence  or  explanation  as  the  occasion  might 
call  for,  could  be  offered  by  the  committee,  and  for  this 
they  were  fully  prepared.  Unfortunately,  as  Mr.  V. 
thought,  for  a  fair  consideration  of  this  bdl,  a  long,  ar- 
dent, and  desultory  debate  had  been  excited,  by  those 
who  were  adverse  to  its  whole  policy.  In  the  discussion, 
upon  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  duty  on  teas,  the  great 
principles  which  had  been  so  often  agitated  in  the  present, 
as  wen  as  in  manv  a  former  Congress,  were  again  drawn  in- 
to debate.  In  addition  to  thid,  almost  every  item  of  the  bill 
liad  been  tonched  upon  in  some  way  or  other,  and  tran- 
siently altackedt  woollens,  and  iron,  and  cottons,  and 
tobacco,  had  their  turn  t  and  my  diatinguished  colleague 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Root,]  whom  I  have  known  for 
years  as  the  champion  of  wool,  had  just  driven  his  flock 
of  slieep  down  from  bis  Delaware  moantatna  into  the 
throng  of  the  debate. 

It  is  difficult  now  to  reply  to  all  these  objections  In  a 
manner  to  be  of  any  practicable  use  in  deciding  these 
several  points.  They  must,  if  we  proceed  in  the  bin,  come 
up  in  detail,  and  the  committee,  if  called  upon,  will  then 
endeavor  to  show  the  grounds  upon  which  the  several 
rates  in  it  have  been^Gxed.  How  it  was,  for  instance,  ^at 
woollens,  which  it  was  said  had  been  unreasonably  re- 
duced, in  comparison  with  other  articles,  had,  in  fact,  no 
small  compensation  tor  that  difference,  by  a  reduction  of 
the  duties  on  the  raw  material,  oil,  and  dye  stufls.  How 
It  was,  to  take  another  instance,  thattheduty  on  tobacco, 
which  had  been  complained  uf  as  an  excessive  protection 
of  Southern  interests,  was,  in  fact,  so  purely  nominal  up- 
on an  article  of  which  we  exported  five  millions  of  dol- 
lars worth  a  year  to  foreign  markets,  that  the  committee 
tiad  not  thought  it  worth  while  to  legislate  specially  about 
it,  and  had,  nierefore,  left  it  subject  to  the  operation  of 
ronner  laws.  If  any  gentleman  wished  to  introduce  an 
amendment  on  this  specific  point,  it  would  probably  meet 
with  but  Httle  oppoMtion,  and  should  it  become  part  of  a 
law,  it  would  probably  produce  just  as  little  effect. 

Waiving  all  these  details,  as  well  as  the  discussion  of 
those  general  principles  of  conatitutional  law  and  public 
p  olicy^,  which  woala  find  a  more  appropriate  place  -when 
llie  bin  was  reported  to  be  finalqr  acted  upon  in  the 
House,  if  it  should  have  that  good  fortune,  Mr.  Y.  said 
i  t  wai  hia  intention  to  endeavor  to  come  back  to  the  q uea- 
tion  more  immediately  befbre  ns.  He  would,  therefore, 
endeavor  to  reply  to  some  of  the  objections  which  had 
the  most  direct  and  practical  bearing  upon  the  detuls  of 
the  bill.  Amonjf  the  most  formidable  of  these,  were  the 
financial  difficulties  which  bad  been  so  ingeniously  raised 
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by  his  able  colleague  on  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  {Mr.  IirnsBaoLt,]  who  had  alone  dissented  from 
tiie  report  and  hill  preaeoted  by  the  reat  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  ground  of  the  argument  was  this,  that  whether  the 
plan  of  finance  now  proposed  was  good  or  bad,  the  pre- 
sent was  not  the  time  for  financial  reduction :  that  the 
treasury  still  required,  for  some  years,  the  aid  of  the 
higher  duties  and  large  income  provided  for  by  the  exist- 
ing laws:  that.  In  fact,  at  the  expiration  of  the  last  year, 
the  treasury  was  left  not  only  empty,  but  subject  to  a 
heavy  charge  of  debt,  without  the  means  to  meet  it. 

It  had  been  said,  that,  on  the  1st  January,  183.^,  the 
only  remaining  funds  In  the  treasury  were  the  million  and 
a  half  which  had,  year  after  year,  figured  in  the  reports 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  unavailable  funds,  con- 
sisting of  the  paper  of  broken  State  banks}  whilst  the 
treasury  was  still  subject  to  various  heavy  demands. 
These  were,  first,  seven  millions  of  funded  debtt  next, 
about  five  millions  and  a  half  orunatisfied  appropriations, 
for  various  purposes,  made  during  the  but  year;  and, 
thirdly,  about  seven  hundred  thousand  d(dlan,  pud  by 
the  Government  of  Denmark  as  a  compensation  for  spo- 
liations on  our  commerce,  which  was  merely  a  temporary 
deposite  in  our  treasury,  to  be  paid  over  to  the  merchants 
when  their  claims  were  adiusted. 

Let  us  see,  said  Mr.  V.,  now  this  nutter  stands.  And, 
first,  as  to  the  funded  debt.  This  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  considered,  as  they  stated  in  their  report, 
to  be  fairly  liquidated,  by  setting  off*  the  stock  owned  bv 
the  Government  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  This 
stock,  at  the  market  price,  somewhat  exceeded  the  pre- 
sent amount  of  the  debt  due  by  the  nation.  It  also  pro- 
duced an  interest,  and  was  likely  to  do  so,  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  tlw  Bank  charter,  of  about  one  hundred  and 
sixty  thousand  dollars  annually,  above  the  mtercat  paya- 
ble on  the  national  debt. 

It  liad  been  said  that  the  Bank  stock  could  not  be  s  Jd 
without  glutting  the  market)  thus  depreciating  its  value 
to  the  Government,  and  rutning  individual  stockholders. 
CerUinly  this  might  be  done,  if  all  branches  of  the  G6v- 
emment  were  so  disposedt  but  it  was  equally  eertidn  that 
it  would  not  be  done.  It  would  be  very  eaw  to  empower 
the  Seeretaiv  of  the  Treasury  to  dispose  of  this  stock  at 
a  price  not  less  than  ita  true  value,  and  under  such  re- 
strictions as  would  prevent  any  fluctuations  in  the  stock 
market,  injurious  to  either  public  or  private  interests. 
The  Bank  itself  might  be  authorized  to  purchase  the 
stock,  and  it  might  be  made  the  interest  of  that  institution 
to  do  so,  as  enabling  it  to  operate,  for  the  remainder  of 
its  charter,  upon  smallo-  capital,  and,  consequently,  with 
greater  profits.  What  restrictions,  aa  to  the  nle,  might 
be  necessary,'  would  be  for  the  wisdom  of  Congress  to 
determine  hereafter.  But  if,  from  any  cause  whatever, 
no  such  sale  could  be  effected,  still  the  funded  debt  un- 
paid was  substantially  provided  for  by  the  Bank  stock. 
There  was  an  income  of  nearly  500,000  ddfars  a  year 
during  die  existence  of  the  Bank  charter,  to  neet  tike 
payment  of  tiie  interest  on  the  debt,  amounting  to  less 
than  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dolUrs  a  year; 
and,  in  the  meanwhile,  until  the  principal  of  the  Bank 
stock  was  refunded,  the  payment  of  the  debt  might  be 
anticipated,  and  extinguished.  In  whole  or  in  part,  by  the 
application  of  such  balances  as  would  remain  in  the  trea- 
sury at  the  end  of  eadi  year.  For  I  llunk  it  may  be  made 
to  appear  that,  in  all  human  probability,  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  bill,  should  it  become  a  law,  there  will  be  such 
balances  remahiing  unexpended  in  the  treasuiy.  Here, 
then,  there  is  no  debt  unprovided  for.  at  which  the  most 
timid  political  economist  need  be  alarmed. 

The  second  difficulty  raised  is  of  a  more  plausible  cha- 
racter. I  mean  that  founded  on  the  unsatisfied  a^propria- 
,  tions  for  f^mer  yean.   Of  the  moneys  appropriatea  du- 
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linr  1832(  for  the  lervice  of  that  ye»r,  there  kre  itill  five 
nriUioManda  lulfof  unutiified  appropriations.  These 
an  debt^  H  ta  aud,  for  which  the  nation  ia  liablet  that  we 
ave  the  moneyt  that  there  can  be  no  higher  ctum  than 
Ml  approprittion  by  Conp«Mt  that  we  ^ould  bcdways 
rady  to  meet  theae  deiDanda,  however  and  whenever 
they  comet  and  that  the  treasury  ia  not  now  In  ■  itate  to 

dow. 

Let  ui  a^'m  look  at  the  true  atate  of  the  caie.  Thirty 
>ears*  experience^  dutin^  peace  and  war,  haa  shown  us 
that  there  are,  of  necessity,  in  erery  financial  year,  cer- 
tain portions  of  the  appropriations  which  will  uot  only  not 
be  paid  during  that  year,  out*  in  &ct,  front  the  mode  of 
•xpenditure^  can  nerer  be  payable  until  late  in  the  next. 
Tbeie  are  n  Ttrioua  kind*,  and  it  would  weary  the  pa- 
ticnce  of  the  committee  were  I  to  enumerate  them  all. 
A  conMderable  proportion  of  them  are  in  the  naval  Ber> 
vice.  A  lai^  amount  of  the  sum  appropriated  for  the 
gradual  increase  of  the  navy,  is  applied  to  contracts  for 
cannon,  copper,  and  other  material^  and  for  frames  for 
frigatea  and  sevenly-feura.  Theae  oonlraeti^  of  courae, 
tan  a  considerable  time*  «^en  a  year  or  more,  for  their 
completion,  and  the  paymeiits  are  eonaequently  deftrred 
until  that  period.  So  in  the  large  annual  appropriations 
for  pay  afloat  in  the  navy,  two-thirds,  on  an  average,  of 
such  approptiations,  applicable  to  distant  squadrons,  is 
never  ^payable  until  their  return  to  the  United  States.  So 
also  in  contracts  for  the  army,  for  cannon,  provisions, 
clothing,  fcc,  the  money  is  not  payable  until  tlie  contract 
Is  futfiluid,  and  a  large  proportion  of  these  are  not  payable 
until  a  year  after  the  nominal  appropriation  is  made. 
Thus,  a  portion  of  the  actual  appropriations  of  every  year 
are  but  nominal  debts  during  tlut  year,  and  remain  so 
until  they  become  earned  and  payable  in  a  succeeding 
one.  Some  portion  of  tbia  is  never  earned  or  expended, 
and  aAcr  two  years  returns  to  the  general  - fund,  by  being 
passed,  in  the  booka  of  ttie  treaautyt  to.what  is  called  the 
lurpluafund.  There  are  abow  of  course^  some  portions  of 
the  appropriations  wluch,  firom  leas  fixed  and  regular 
causes,  are  either  not  pay^le  or  not  chumed  until  more 
than  a  year  after  such  appropriation.  Thus  there  are  al- 
ways, and  have  been  uninterruptedly,  for  many  years,  and 
must  always  be,  some  three,  four,  or  five  millions  of  tlie 
sums  appropriated  in  each  year,  actually  chargeable  upon 
the  income  received  during  the  next. 

It  ia  due  to  candor  to  allow  that,  owing  to  the  pro- 
tracted aeanion  of  the  last  summer,  and  the  late  period  at 
which  some  of  the  appropriation  bills  passed,  this  amount 
is  something  greater  than  usual  during  the  present  year. 
But  it  is  asked,  ia  it  not  the  part  of  a  [irudent  staiesman 
to  keep  always  a  sum  in  the  treasury  to  meet  these  de- 
mands, wliicb  will  certainty  come  at  some  time  or  other? 
Would  not  every  prudent  man  do  so  in  regard  to  hia  own 
affi^raf  Would  such  a  man  trust  lo  contingencies  to  meet 
demands  which  he  knows  must  be  paid  in  three,  six,  or 
nine  months?  Certunly  be  would  not.  Neither  does  the 
Treaauty  of  the  United  Statrs.  Nor  yet  is  it  obliged  to 
keep  a  Isirge  sum  of  money  lying  unemployed,  and  for 
thia  nmple  reason:  if  there  is  always  a  certain  amount  of 
the  appropriation  of  one  year  remaining  to  be  paid  in  the 
next,  there  ia  als?  always  a  much  larger  amount  of  reve- 
nue earned  in  Uie  ime  year,  which,  in  consequence  of  our 
credit  system  of  revenue,  ii  not  paid  until  the  next.  Un- 
der the  former  system  iif  long  credits,  winch  isstill  partly 
in  operation,  two-tliirda  of  the  revenue  earned  In  any  one 
year,  and  secured  by  the  best  commercial  security,  falU 
due  in  one  year,  and  is  paid  in  the  next.  Under  the 
shorter  crediu  of  Uie  act  of  1832.  this  proportion  is  al- 
tered) about  one-lialf  &lling  due  witlun  the  year  of  im- 
portatton,  the  ofber  half  ia  the  next.  Many  years  of 
custom<house  experience  have  shown  us  that  these  securi- 
ties arc  perfectly  to  be  relied  upont  and  that  even  during 
the  roost  disastrous  periods  of  trade,  the  losses  to  Govern- 


ment are  trifling  in  the  extreme.  In  the  present  year,  it 
so  happens  that,  to  meet  the  five  milliooa  and  a  half  of 
the  unsatisfied  appropriations  of  1833,  there  is  a  nelt 
revenue  accruing  from  the  Clla^'m-house  bond?,  given  id 
1833,  and  actually  &lling  due  weekly  and  daily  during 
the  present  year,  amounting  to  fifteen  million  six  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.  Would  any  prudent  nan,  in  pri- 
vate life,  under  simitar  circumstances,  connder  his  debts 
unprovided  for'  Onght  any  statesman,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, wish  to  tax  the  people  for  the  sake  of  accu- 
mulating- n'.oney  in  the  treasury*  The  policy  of  storing 
up  treasures  of  gold  and  ailver,  for  future  uses,  is  that  at 
a  past  age.  We  now  live  in  what  one  of  our  own  poets, 
who  IB  a  man  of  busineas  as  well  as  a  poet,  has  happi^ 
tenned  ••  a  bank  note  world,"  in  which,  though  there  is 
doubtless  too  much  paper,  yet  the  place  of  Govemmeat 
hoards  of  old  gold  andnlver  is  welt  and  safely  suppried 
by  commercial  securities  or  custont-house  bonds  and  de- 
posit ei.  This  is  no  new  doctrine:  it  is  the  settled  policy 
of  our  Government  It  was  orifpnally  recommended  and 
enforced  by  the  late  Mr.  Lowndc^  and  waa  finally  aid 
fully  carried  into  efleet  by  an  act  passed  about  four  ycsn 
ago,  repealing  the  old  provisions  for  keeping  a  sutploa 
in  the  treasury,  and  autborixing  the  head  of  that  depart- 
ment to  apply,  at  bis  discretion,  the  whole  of  the  vaex- 
pendcd  balances,  at  the  end  of  each  year,  to  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt.  It  is  by  the  judicious  exercise  of  this 
power  that  the  extinction  « the  debt  haa  been  so  rapidly 
hastened. 

Let  us  now,  leaving  these  general  views  of  the  sub- 
ject, see  their  results  m  an  estimate  of  the  revenue  aod 
expenditure  for  the  next  year,  under  the  conlei^plated 

tariff. 

The  netl  revenue  actually  accruing  from 
the  importation  of  1833,  is  calculated  at 
933,500,000,  of  which  two-thirds  fidls  due 
and  will  be  received  in  1833,    -         -  |1«|660,QQQ 

The  two  first  months  of 1833, 
under  the  present  tariff,  at 
the  same  rate  of  importa- 
tion, would  produce        •  93,915,000 

We  will  deduct  fifteen  per 
cent,  say  -         -         -        586,009  . 

  3,329,000 


Deduct,  for  return  duties,  under  the  eigh- 
teenth section  of  the  act  of  1853,  accord- 
ing to  the  estimate  of  tite  Secretary  of  ttie 
Treasuiy,  .         .         .  ■ 


»i8,9a9,ooo 


Add  nett  duties  accruing  in  the  remainder 
of  1833.  which,  under  the  proposed  bill, 
would  be  $13,840,834.  For  greater 
aarety,  let  us  again  deduct  fifteen  per 
cent.,  say  93,07G,l34t  this  would  leave 
911.766,000)  one-lialf  of  which,  accruing 
under  the  present  credit  system,  during 


S,S00,0OO 
91(^489.000 


5»e8S,ooo 


the  present  year,  would  lie 

Leaving'as.the  nett  revenue  from  the  cua* 

toms  fur  that  year,        ...  ttljSn,00O 

Add  public  lancU,  bank  dividcad%  fcc.  VO^V^X) 

For  the  amount  of  all  estimated  appropria- 
tions for  the  year  18J3,  including  tha  • 
Danish  cUima,  and  the  large  attearagea 
of  revolutionaty  peoMODs^  deduct         •  U^3|[^099 

leaving  a  balance  of        •        •        «  9y^^gW> 
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Which  would  extingutrii  the  unsatisfied  ftppropiistions  of  system.    Still  the  committee  hare  endeavored  to  ruard* 


the  last  year,  and  pay  ofT  all  those,  irretimred,  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  leaving  a  b&lance  of  a  million  and  a  halt  for 
extraordinary  appropriations  of  the  present  year.  But, 
as,  in  point  of  f:ict,  there  will  he,  for  rtaaons  already  as- 
signed, some  three  or  four  millions  of  this  year's  appro- 
priations paj'able  in  the  next,  there  will  be  a  balance  to 
that  amount  left  in  the  treasury  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
and,  unless  some  arran^ment  before  that  time  be  made 
in  relation  to  the  bank  stock,  I  know  not  how  it  can  be 
better  applied  than  by  paying  ofT  the  two  million  two 
hundred  and  twenty-seven  tliousand  of  four  and  a  half 
per  cent,  stock  reimbursable  on  the  lat  of  January, 
1634.  There  would  even  then  be  room  for  a  reduciion 
for  our  calculation  of  revenue,  or  under  calculation  of 
receipts,  of  about  two  millions  of  dollars. 

If  wc  proceed  to  the  next  year,  we  wjjl  find  the  ac- 
counts standing-  still  more  farorablyi  that  is,  of  course, 
presuming  that  ouf  relation!  of  peace  and  tranquillity  re- 
main uninterrupted. 

In  1834,  under  the  new  short  credit  ststem,  one-half 
the  duties  accruing  in  1833' will  be  payable.  These,  if 
calcutated  upon  an  imporUtion  of  either  1831  or  1832, 
according  to  the  rates  of  the  present  bill,  would  amount 

to  #8,300,000 

Half  of  those  of  the  same  ^ear,  calculated 
according  to  the  operation  of  this  bill, 
on  the  same  amount  of  importation,  fall- 
ing due  within  the  year,  would  amount 
to  7,300,000 


Making  an  aggregate  from  the  custom^  of  815,500,000 


This  is,  1  fi-ankly  allow,  more  than  the  revenue  which 
is  likely  to  accrue,  under  a  gradually  diminishing  rate  of 
impost.  But,  1  presume,  all  objections  on  that  score  will 
be  obviated  by  allowing  a  deduction  of  twenty  per  cent, 
.or  one-fifth  from  this  amount,  which  leaves  accruing  from 
the  customs,  for  that  year,  •  -  .  #13,400,000 
To  thii  we  may  add,  from  the  other  re- 
sources of  the  treasury,  -         -         -  3,000,000 


#15,400,000 


Thus  we  have  about  fifteen  millions  and  a  half  of  dol- 
lars for  the  income  of  the  year  1834.  In  that  year,  the 
claims  on  the  treasury  for  ihe  Danish  indemnities,  fbr  the 
extra  appropriations  of  the  year  1833,  and  fbr  the  back 
pay  of  the  new  revolutionary  pensioners,  which  have  so 
much  swelled  the  expenses  of  the  present  year,  irill  have 
been  paid  oflT,  and  there  will  only  remain  the  ordinary 
claims  upon  the  treasury,  which  have  been  admitted  on 
&11  sides  of  the  House  ought  not  to  exceed  fifteen  millions 
of  dollars.  We  have,  therefore,  some  surplus  to  apply 
to  the  public  debt,  if  the  proceeds  of  the  bank  atock  shall 
not  liave  already  extinguished  it.  Then  begin  the  regu- 
lar operations  of  the  bill,  calcutated,  with  otherresources, 
to  raise  a  revenue  of  about  fifteen  millions  to  meet  an  ex- 
penditure generally  below  that  sum. 

The  next  objection  raised  is,  that  it  is  taken  for  grant- 
ed that  the  income  of  the  public  lands  is  slill  to  remain 
us  a  portion  of  the  revenue  of  the  country.    Now,  it  is 
said,  a  plan  haa  been  recommended  by  the  Executive, 
a.nd  a  hill  adopting  another  plan  haa  passed  the  Senate, 
either  of  which  would  divert  the  whide  of  this  income 
into  another  channel.    The  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  have,  of  course,  taken  it  for  granted,  that  until 
some  law  on  this  subject  hai  actually  passed,  the  pre 
sent  system  will  continue  for  a  time.    Indeed,  while  the 
proportions  of  those  who  think  it  proper  to  apply  this 
fiiiid  to  other  objects  than  those  subject  to  our  own  legis- 
lation are  so  variant,  it  is  wholly  uncertain  what  plan,  and 
where  any  can  be  adopted,  differing  from  the  present 


n  several  ways,  against  making  thur  whole  pun  A 
finance  dependent  upon  the  continuance  of  the  present 
land  system. ' 

In  the  first  place,  they  have  thought  that  the  revolu- 
tionary pensions  being  now  put  upon  the  footing,  not  of 
bounty,  but  of  the  payment  of  revolutionary  debt,  (fet 
which  the  public  lands  were  so  often  pledged  as  securi- 
ty,) that  the  income  from  this  source  might  well  be  ap- 
propriated, for  a  time,  to  the  discharge  of  aucb  peosiQns. 
This  appropriation  would  not  last  longt  for,  although  X 
hope  arM  trust  that  very  many  of  the  soldiers  of  the 
revolution  will  continue  long  to  enjoy  this  late  and  tardy 
recompense  for  their  services,  yet,  according  to  the  lawi 
of  nature,  the  aggregate  number  must  very  rapidly  di* 
minish.  Above  one-third  of  them,  as  I  learn  ntun  an 
actual  return  from  the  Pension  Office,  lud  before  th* 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  for  a  different  purpose, 
are  over  the  age  of  seventy-five  years,  and  nine-tenths  of 
them  are  over  aevenW.  It  is  therefore  certwn,  according 
to  the  probabilities  of  human  life,  that  although  some  of 
these  annuities  may  continue  for  very  many  yean,  yet  the 
great  mass  of  them  must  shortly  termtnate. 

I  will  observe,  by  the  way,  that  it  Was  with  reference 
to  this  circumstance,  that  the  estimate  of 'two  milBona  a 
year  for  all  the  revolutionary  pensioners  has  been  adopt* 
ed  by  the  committee.  This  has  been  noted  as  a  groaa 
error  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  fMr.  McKbit- 
!raiT,]  because  a  report  from  the  Pension  Office  states  the 
amount  now  to  be  something  above  two  millions  and  a 
half  a  year.  A  surplus  revenue  has  been  allowed  to  meet 
the  snull  excen  of  the  present  charge,  and  it  ia»  matter 
of  strict  calculation  according  to  those  general  hwi  as  to 
the  probability  of  human  lifo,  which,  on  a  htr^  scale, 
never  fail,  that  this  annuity  upon  such  sges  diminishes 
by  so  rapid  and  regular  a  decrease  every  year,  that  two 
millions  will  be  more  than  the  arerage  reqnind  for  the 
next  six  years. 

To  return,  tiient  thi^  annual  payment,  by  the  stern  and 
unsparing  taws  <X  nature,  dimmidiet  so  rapidly  that,  at 
the  end  of  a  very  few  years,  Ihe  treasury  may  earily  spare 
the  whole  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands.  But  the 
legislation  of  Congress  may,,  perhaps,  be  more  speedy, 
and  divert  this  fund  to  other  objeeta  at  a  much  earlier 
period.  That  event  the  committee  have  also  endeavored 
to  anticipate  and  obviate.  It  is  presumed,  in  the  first 
place,  that  if  the  income  of  these  bods  is  taken  away 
fVora  the  treasuipr,  it  will  be  taken,  as  the  hwyera  say, 
earn  men,  that  is  to  say,  subject  to  the  burdens  necessa- 
rily belon^ng  to  it:  these  are,  the  coat  of  the  sales  and  sur- 
veys of  the  landi>  snd  the  Indian  annuities  re^lariy  psid 
as  the  connderation  of  their  purchase,  amountmg  to  more 
than  half  a  million  of  dollars  a  year.  One  of  the  objeeta 
to  which  this  money  is  to  be  applied  by  the  Stateato 
whom  it  is  contempntted  to  be  granted,  is  internal  im- 
provements. If  the  States  assume  this  expense,  the  Ge- 
neral Gaverrtment  will  be  relieved  from  it,  and  this  has 
generally  amounted  to  about  a  million  of  dollars  a  year. 
Thus  far,  then,  if  the  public  lands  arc  taken  away,  while 
our  revenue  will  be  diminished,  our  expenditure  will 
also  he  diminished,  though  in  a  leu  proportion,  leav- 
ing a  deficiency  to  be  supplied  from  some  other 
source.  This  the  committee  have  endeavored  to  do, 
by  increasing  or  restoring  the  duties  on  silks,  tm, 
and  coffee,  which  might  not  otherwise  have  been 
wanted. 

I  shall  now  come  to  another  dam  of  objections.  Hieae 
are  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived 
from  this  bill.  It  is  indeed  difficult  to  reply  to  all  these. 
They  remind  me  of  the  atory  told  of  (I  think)  Dean 
Swin,  who  once  asked  an  acquuntance,  "  Did  you  ever 
find  any  good  weather  in  the  course  of  your  lifef"  Hie 
other  replied,  "  Yes,  thank  heaven!  a  great  deal." 
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*'  Now,"  said  the  cynical  wit,-  "  I  never  did;  I  have  al- 
wajn  found  it  too  hot  or  too  cold,  too  wet  or  too  diy." 
Our  poor  bill  bu  met  with  eren  harder  cennires  than 
that  of  Swifl  upon  the  wefttber.  It  is  not  only  too  hot 
or  too  cold,  too  wet  and  too  dry,  too  high  and  too  low 
alternately,  but  all  of  them  at  the  same  time.  One  gen- 
tleman undertakes  to  prore  that  it  will  leave  the  trea- 
sury naked,  bare,  and  deaolate  as  the  sea  sliore  at  low 
water,  while  others  pledge  themselves  to  prore  that  it 
will  bring  in  such  %  tide  of  importation,  as  will  sweep 
away  all  the  manufactories,  and  fill  the  treasury  to  over 
flowing^ 

To  ail  this  1  have  only  to  reply,  that  the  committee,  in 
their  eatimates,  may  have  erred  somewhat  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  but  that  these  estimates  were  not  arbitrarily 
assumed,  but  were  grounded  upon  well  known  general 
laws  of  importation,  consumption,  .and  increase  of  popu- 
lation, which,  like  Uie  calculations  of  insurance  or  annui- 
ties, may  fail.  In  s|>edal  cases,  or  in  any  given  year,  but 
always  hold  good  m  the  main.  They  hare  made  a  calcu* 
lation  of  the  effect  of  their  bill  upon  the  actual  importa- 
tion of  a  certain  year,  that  of  1831,  for  they  thought  that 
this  would  produce  a  more  eertun  and  practical  result 
than  could  be  obtained  in  any  other  way.  This,  it  is 
true,  was  a  year  of  higher  importation  than  ortUnary, 
though  about  the  same  as  that  of  1833.  The  committee 
beliered  tlut  this  excess  orer  the  average  of  former 
yean,  though  it  might  perhaps  fall  short  in  this  or  the 
next  year,  would  not  fall  short  of  the  arenge  of  several 
years  to  come,  taken  together,  under  the  operations  of 
the  new  bill.  They  hare  stated  their  reasons  for  this 
in  their  report,  and  I  need  not  minutely  recapitulate 
them.  £rery  year  gives  us  an  increase  of  population 
as  welt  as  wealtli,  and  a  consequent  Increase  or  consump- 
tion, and  the  means  to  pay  for  foreign  goods  by  our  own 
tnanu&ctumi,  or  products  of  the  soil,  fitted  for  foreign 
export. . 

I«  the  next  place,  the  consumers  are  free  from  an 
amount  often  or  twelve  millions  a  year,  which  bare  been 
heretofore  levied  in  duties  upon  the  people,  and  remitted 
abroad  in  payment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  our 
debt.  I'bis  will,  hereafter,  be  returned  to  our  own  shores 
in  varioui  commodities,  some  of  utility,  antl  some  of  lux- 
ury, according  to  tlw  demands  of  the  people.  The  re- 
duction of  several  almost  prohibitory  duties  will  also 
promote  an  increased  importation.  All  these  causes,  it 
is  cmfidantly  believed,  will  raise  the  average  annual  im- 
portation for  several  successive  years  hereafter,  to  the 
amount,  and  perhaps  above  the  amount,  assumed  by  the 
committee.  Uut  it  does  not,  therefore,  follow  that  this 
Increaie  will  be  ezcesnre  and  enormous,  or  will  swell 
up  to  an  indefinite  extent.  What  we  buy  we  must  pay 
fort  and  the  value  of  our  imports  must  be  regulated  by 
.  that  of  our  exports,  including  profits  of  trade  and  naviga- 
■  tion.  All  these  may  be  considerably  increased  by  a  wiser 
and  milder  revenue  system,  but  certainly  not  to  an  inde- 
finite extent.  > 

.  As  an  example  of  the  operation  of  this  bill  upon  the 
inCTtfiff  of  importation,  let  us  take  two  or  three  promi- 
neut  vtieles.  Iron,  fur  instance .  The  great  mass  of  this 
article,  consumed  in  this  country,  especially  in  the  inte- 
rior, is  of  domestic  product,  and  securely  protected  from 
much  foreign  competition  by  the  mere  cost  of  transporta- 
tion- But  the  commoner  qualities  of  the  rolled  English 
iron,  which  answers  for  oreUnary  smith's  work,  and  no 
other  purpose,  ore  so  very  cheap,  in  aplte  of  the  high  du- 
ties, that  it  supplies  a  great  part  of  the  consumption  of  the 
whole  of  our  Athmtic  coast  and  cities,  North  and  South. 
It  is  not  fit  for  more  valuable  purposes,  and  a  diminution 
of  the  duties  will  increase  its  consumption  but  very  littie 
The  better  aort  of  hammered  iron  from  the  North  of  Eu 
Top^t  on  the  other  hand,  is  used  for  machinery,  steam  en 
gines,  shipbuHding,  he.,  and  as  much  as  is  wuited  for 


such  purposes  must  be  had  at  any  price.  Of  these  two 
quaKtiesof  iron,  the  best  and  worst,  a  diminution  oidtt- 
bet  would  not  much  increase  the  consumption,  and  wwdd, 
in  fact,  be  a  diminution  of  rerenuci  and  between  theselwo 
comes  the  better  sort  of  Eaglish  rolled  iron,  »  bich  is  now 
nearly  or  wholly  excluded  from  our  coiwumption,  by  the 
high  duties.  Under  diminished  duties,  some  d"tltt»  would 
be  imported  for  the  consumption  of  the  cities  and  tbe  At- 
lantic coast,  though  it  is  not  probable  thai  it  would  much 
affect  the  market  of  the  interior.  Thus  the  ireasurr 
would  gain  something  by  a  diminished  duty  on  one  kind 
of  iron,  while  it  would  loae  by  a  diminutioii  on  the  best 
and  worse  sorts. 

Thus,  again,  in  cotton  goods.  The  very  cheap  qusli- 
ties,  forming  the  mass  of  our  consiimjrtion,  are  protected, 
by  the  cheapness  of  their  production,  from  any  serious 
competition  of  foreign  importation  here,  under  even  alow 
rate  of  duty.  The  finer  sorts  of  cotton  goO(b>,  that  is  to 
say,  those  above  fifteen  cents  a  yard,  are  already  import- 
ed to  the  amount  of  five  or  six  millions  a  year,  in  mlt  of 
the  operation  of  the  present  minimum  system,  and  s  di- 
minution of  duties  would  not  probably  increase  tbe  rrre- 
The  importation  might  be  increased,  Iwt  ttU  wore 


than  to  make  up  the  difference  of  dutiea.  The  main  ope- 
ration of  the  proposed  change  will  be,  the  adimilmg  cev- 
tain  cotton  goods  between  the  two  claaaes  1  have  men- 
tinned.  The  revenue  then,  from  cotton  goods,  I  beUerr, 
will  stand  pretty  much  as  at,  present. 

On  the  article  of  spirits,  I  presume  the  revenue  will  be 
increased;  but  it  will  be  because  it  will  increase  tiie  ex- 
portation of  our  agricultural  producfa  If  more  of  this 
article  is  imported,  more  provisions,  flour,  own  mea^  but- 
ter and  cheese,  &c.  will  be  exported  to  the  W«t  tadiem. 
Here  will  be  some  increase  of  income,  notwdli^nduis  *■ 
coMiderable^mmutionofduty.        .„    .  . 

In  going  over  the  items  of  the  bill,  similar  rcsnlts, 
none  of  them  precisely  accurate,  though  all  of  %bem  pro- 
bable, lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  estimate  meseatrf 
by  the  committee  cannot  be  very  far  fiwi  the  6ct.  As 
they  do  not  claim  to  be  prophets  in  political  economy, 
this  is  all  the  respect  they  can  aak  for  tfieir  estimates. 
They  hare  been  accused  of  baring  been  prropitate  m 
preparing  the  bill,  without  documents  or  ii^rmaUra. 
They  can  only  say  that  they  have  been,  indtr.dui.Uy,  for 
a  year  and  a  half,  during  the  present  Congress  to  say  no- 
ihinff  of  preceding  experience,  doing  little  else  than  look- 
ing at  the  tariff  in  different  lights,  reading  *f 
about  it,  and  hearing  arguments.  They  bad  aD  Ihemfcr- 
mation  which  enabled  the  late  Committee  op  Mswjfcrturea 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  ye»r,  to  prepare 
and  present  their  hill ;  and  they  beliered  a  good  dcJwre. 
If  they  had  been,  as  had  been  accurately  oJcuUled  by  a 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  but  eighteen  diy»  PJ*: 
paring  their  bill,  as  a  committee,  it  was  because  lbe\Iml 
been  eighteen  months  in  studying  the  subject  heRi»«a»- 
We  have  not,  however,  the  vanity  to  presume  tli^« 
have  framed  a  perfect  bUl.    We  have  n*o  pnde  ofoi.mha 


on  this  subject  tiiat  can  prevent  D«  from  fateniag 
pleasure  to  any  suggestions  intended  n»t  to  destroy.  b<:i 


may  maxc  me  language 
comprehensive,  which  will  proportion  the  *wr«  «k>»^ 
justly,  or  which  will  adjust  more  eqwtabta  « 
nd  periods  of  the  gradual  reduction.    All  thU  we.™-"' 

-r.L:.  n  .k.*  Ik.  kni  shniiM  h«>  rMei««d  HI  iTf 


in  part.  .   .    , . 

I  have  at  last  reached,  after  wandering  thnn^  t-j** 
wilderness  of  objection,  the  immediate  qu«*iB«  ao*  be 
fore  us,  and  this  reUtea  to  the  duly  on  tea  wd  erfee 
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Theie  duties,  if  very  moderate,  are,  in  Tact,  Just  in  them- 
aelvei.  For  they  are  very  much  in  the  nature  of  a  direct 
tazt  bcin;  upon  objects  of  general  consumption,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  bear  more  tightly,  in  proportion,  on  the 
poor  than  on  the  wealthy.  Averaging  the  aggregate  con- 
sumption of  tea  throughout  the  nation,  it  is  about  half  a 
pound  a  head  a  year,  ami  of  cofTee  about  two  pounds. 
Every  bouaekeeper  in  affluence,  or  even  easy  circumstan- 
ces, knowf  Uiat  his  own  consumption  is  in  a  tnuch  greater 
proportion. 

I  can  boast  having  always  been  a  friend,  and  on  one 
occasion  an  efficient  friend,  to  the  importers  as  well  aa 
to  the  consumers  of  those  innocent  luxuries.  The  du- 
ties some  yeara  ago  were  a  hundred  per  cent,  upon  the 
cost  of  these  articles,  and  1  can  look  back  with  pleasure 
to  the  part  which  I  bore  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  in  a  former  Congress,  in  reducing 
them  to  one-third  of  (heir  former  rates.  ,  The  duties  now 
proposed  are  still  lower,  and,  as  the  committee  proposes' 
to  amend  tliem,  not  more  tlian  sixteen  or  eighteen  per 
cent.  These  duties  have  been  added,  as  I  before  sug^ 
gesled,  as  a  precaution  against  any  deficiency  of  the  re- 
venue from  the  withdrawal  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands, 
or  anjr  other  cause  whatever.  I  will  also  add,  for  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  one  of  my  Connecticut  friends,  [Mr.  Ells- 
woK-n,]  who  questioned  me  on  that  point,  that  they 
were  added  on  the  protective  principle.  They  were  put 
in  to  secure  sufficient  revenue  in  any  case,  but  if  that  re- 
venue were  too  much,  that  then,  either  these  duties 
miffht  be  repealed,  or  else  these,  together  with  all  others, 
uniformly  diminished,  by  a  small  reduction,  spread  over 
many  articles.  In  eiOier  case,  avoiding  the  hazard  of  any 
large  and  unexpected  reduction  of  any  product  or  manu- 
fact'ire,  which  may,  as  I  believe  most  will,  be  efficiently 
protected  under  this  proposed  revenue  tariff. 

I  intended  iJfere  to  close  these  desultory  observations 
and  explanations,  postponing  the  defence  of  other  detsils 
of  the  bill  until  we  reach  tliem  in  regular  order,  or  leav- 
ing them  to  the  support  of  my  colleagues  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Waya  and  Means.  But  there  is  one  other  topic  that 
I  cannot  wholly  pass  over.  Still  I  mean  to  speak  of  it 
but  briefly. 

We  have  heard,  in  the  course  of  this  discussion,  from 
Tarious  quarters,  that  this  bill  for  reducing  the  revenue 
and  the  duties  on  imports,  was  not  called  for  from  any 
large  portion  of  the  people;  that  it  was  prompted  and 
dictated  by  the  menacing  attitude  of  South  Carolina^ 
that  that  menacing  attitude  alone  was  a  sufficient  reason 
why  this  bill  should  not  now  pass.  It  has  been  called 
a  measure  of  concesn'on  to  South  Carolina.  I  think, 
too,  I  beard  it  termed  a  measure  of  submission.  We 
were  told  by  a  ^ntleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr. 
McKxxsAif,]  that,  m  presenting  this  bill,  "the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means  liad  taken  counsel  only  of  their 

Tears!  Mr.  Chairman — fears!  Let  us  not  be  deceived 
by  the  sound  of  words.  This  same  word,  fear,  has  vari- 
ous and  widely  differing  meanings.  Personal  fear  is  a 
miserable  weakness.  U  degmdes  the  individual,  render- 
ing him  useless  to  himself  and  to  others,  in  the  noblest 
acts  and  most  precious  duties' of  life.  Political  coward- 
ice is  just  as  hurtful  and  despicable  in  a  higher  sphere 
and  a  wider  range  of  influence.  But  this  sort  of  coward- 
ice springs  always  from  base  and  narrow  selfiahness;  from 
the  little,  dirty,  peraonal  motives  of  small  politicians,  whe- 
ther in  high  or  low  stations.  And  it  is  in  its  trembling 
anxiety  to  guard  or  gain  petty  interests,  or  attain  petty 
ends,  that  it  betrays  or  sacrifices  the  public  weal.  '  1  can- 
not for  a  moment  insult  my  worthy  high-minded  colleagues 
on  the  committee,  by  thinking  it  posnble  that  such  a  cow- 
sirdiee  had  for  a  moment  influenced  their  decisions.  I 
should  blush  for  myself  if  it  had  ever  mastered  my  own 
thoughto  (or  a  moment. 


There  are,  however,  other  fears  of  a  different  sort. 
There  may  be  a  fear  of  taxing^  the  dtizen  to  enrich  the 
treasury,  and  a  fear  of  weakenmg  the  bonds  of  union,  the 
strongest  bonds  of  union — the  bonds  of  wilting  hearts,  the 
feelings  of  lo^al  attachment  to  this  Government,  by  unne- 
cessary taxation.  Fears  for  the  public  peace — fears  not 
of  any  present  danger,  but  for  the  permanent  stability  of 
our  constitution.  For  such  fears,  in  myself  or  in  my  friends, 
( cannot  blush. 

What  now  is  the  true  state  of  the  case,  in  regard  to  the 
mcrtives  which  may  have  led  to  the  recommendation  and 
introduction  of  this  bill,  and  wluch  may  justify  its  now 
passing  into  a  law? 

We  have  arrived  at  a  period  in  the  financial  history  of 
our  Union,  when  we  can  still  further,  and  without  hazard, 
diminish  the  revenue  and  lighten  the  taxation,  direct  and 
indirect,  of  the  whole  people.  Against  the  imntinuanee 
of  some  of  these  burdens  seven  States  of  our  confedera- 
te have  more  than  onee  (and  some  of  them  again,  with- 
in a  month  or  two)  remonstrated  as  oppresnve  and  un- 
constitutional. Large  classes  and  numerous  bodies  of  ci- 
tizens in  other  portions  of  the  country,  together  with,  I 
believe,  two  of  our  Northern  States  in  their  sovereign  ca- 
pacity, (New  Hampshire  and  Maine,)  have  re-echoed  this 
comptiunt,  thou^  with  an  imporUnt  variation.  They 
have  said  that  sueh  taxes  were  not  unconstitutional,  but 
oppressive  and  unjust.  Be  it  that  these  complaints  were 
quite  unfounded.  Be  it  that  the  laws  were  constitutional. 
1  have  myself  held  and  avowed  the  latter  opinion.  Be 
it  that  the  duties  were  equal,  just,  and,  when  wanted  for 
the  treasury,  useful.  Still,  the  firm  and  deep-rooted 
conviction,  not  of  South  Carolina  idone,  hut  of  nearly 
the  whole  South,  and  of  thousands  of  citizens  through- 
out (he  NOTtherh  and' navigating  States,  is  that  which 
they  have  so  of^en  urged  upon  us.  They  think  them- 
selves oppressed.  Shall,  then,  the  majority  of  this  peo- 
ple continue  to  impose  upon  the  minoriW-,  (and  a  large 
minority  too,)  even  for  another  year,  burdens  which  that 
minority  believe  to  be  oppressive;  and  this  for  the  sske  of 
collecting  taxea  which  are  no  longer  needed?  Is  this 
right?  b  it  just>  Is  it  wise  and  statesmanlike'  Is  it 
even  prudent? 

I  grant — no  one  can  do  it  more  willingly — that  this 
Government  has  the  constitutional  power  to  impose  these 
duties,  and  the  actual  power  to  retain  and  enforce  them. 
Wliat  then?  Because  we  may  have  a  giant's  strength, 
does  it  become  us  to  use  it  like  a  giant?  What  ia  true  of 
all  civil  power,  is  especially  and  peculiarly  true  of  our 
federal  legislation .  If  we  would  have  it  work  much  good 
and  no  eviU  if  we  wish  it  to  last  long,  and  commancT wil- 
ling obedience,  it  must  be  exercised  moderately,  kindly, 
gently.  But  if,  from  the  fear  of  growing  weak,  we  inaist 
upon  our  Government's  constantly  putting  forth  its  whole 
strength,  we  shall  st  last  find  that  strength  perish  in  the 
using . 

Above  all,  is  it  right,  just,  wise,  or  magnanimous,  to 
refuse  relief  craved  from  our  hands,  constitutionally,  re- 
spectfully, patiently,  by  so  many  States,  by  so  many 
thousands  of  citizens,  merely  because  harsher  and  sterner 
demands  for  larger  concessions  are  made  from  another 
quarter? 

To  do  so  would  be  indeed  to  "take  counsel  of  our 
fears" — and  a  fear,  too,  of  the  worst  kindt  it  is  the  fear 
of  doing  right,  lest  «  e  should,  in  some  wajr  or  oUier,  de- 
grade cursives  in  doing  It.  I  have  often  seen  this  weak- 
ness in  social  life,  and  have  sometimes  deplored  it  as  an 
infirmity  of  a  noble  mind.  But  it  is  oftener  the  accom- 
paniment of  pride,  weaknesB,  passion,  or  follpr.  It  is-the 
offspring  of  a  false  and  spurious  honor,  which  tlie  wise 
man  condemns,  over  which  the  good  man  may  mourr, 
but  which  the  truly  brave  must  despise.  Its  misehieft 
are  enormous,  incalculable.  It  perpetiutes  quarrek  that 
should  have  passed  away  with  tne  temporary  cause,  and 
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inflames  them  into  laating  hatred.  Oflen  has  it  rent  apart 
U>ng  and  old  friendships,  and  ended  them  forever  in  blood 
and  death.  Often  has  it  separated  families,  and  banished 
peace  forever  from  the  damestic  hearth.  Often  it  has 
made  brotbent  strangers  and  enemies  to  each  other. 

If  we  permit  this  false  and  spurious  counterfeit,  wear- 
ing the  mask  of  honor,  and  assuming  the  port  of  courage, 
to  mix  in  our  councils,  now  and  here  on  this  floor,  we 
must  not  hope  to  avoid  similar  reeiilts  in  our  great  na- 
tional family.  But  how  vast  in  their  reach!  How  wide  in 
their  influence!  How  lasting!  History  is  full  of  lessons 
to  this  effect  This  spirit  of  fjilse  pride,  hesitating  at 
■low  and  reluctant  justice,  when  fnnk  and  magnani- 
motu  concession  wu  demanded,' has  ovothrown  great 
and  ancient  Oovemmenta.  It  haa  rent  asuhder  mightjr 
States.  1  will  not  prognosticate  evils  of  equal  magni. 
bide  to  our  own  country.  But  far  from  us,  and  far  from 
our  public  councils,  be  the  poor  cowardice  of  pride  which 
dares  not  to  be  just,  or  eren  prudent^  lest  it  should  be 
thought  timid. 

Therefore  it  is  that  I  hold  it  to  be  not  less  the  dictate 
of  political  foresi^t,  than  the  evidence  of  a  true  and  calm 
and  wise  magnanimity,  to  act  upon  this  subject  in  all  re- 
spects as  if  Sonth  Carolina  had  assumed  no  other  ground 
in  relation  to  it  than  that  taken  by  New  Hampshire,  by 
North  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Misaissppi,  and  Vir- 
ginia. Thus,  and  thus  only,  it  seems  to  me,  can  we  com- 
ply with  the  tnie  spirit  of  the  noble  maxim  which  we 
nave  heard  repeated  more  than  once  in  this  discussion — 
Do  jnstlee,  and  fear  not  Let  us  do  justice  first,  and  we 
hmve  nat^t  to  fetr. 

The  eommittee  then  rose,  and  the  House  adjourned. 

MANUFACTURES,  Stc. 

The  House  hann^  again  taken  up  the  resolutions  uffered 
by  Mr.  Aba.ms, 

Mr.  STEWART  resumed  the  course  of  his  remarks. 
AAer  briefly  recapitulating  the  substance  of  what  he  had 
advanced  the  day  before,  be  proceeded  lo-observe — 

That  the  Secretary,  in  urging  reasons  Tor  the  reduction 
of  existing  duties  on  imports,  nad  given  as  one  of  those 
reasons,  that  a  heavy  burden  of  taxation  imposed  on 
particular  classes  of  our  citisens;  and  that  these  acts  had 
passed  br  "slender  majoritiea."  Now,  Mr.  S.  believed 
thtf  the  bill  of  last  aesBton  passed  by  the  very  slender  ma- 
jority of  more  than  two  to  one,  in  both  branches  of  the 
Legnhture.  K  "slender"  majority,  indeed!  Dut  the 
Secretary  insisted  that  a  heavy  burden  of  Uxaiion  was 
imposed  iipon  the  whole  community  for  the  benefit  of 
certain  favored  classes.  Mr.  S.  would  like  to  know 
where  the  Secretaty  got  the  evidence  of  this.  Hnw  had 
he  arrived  at  the  fact?  The  duties  were  laid,  not  on 
American  manufacture's  but  on  those  from  abroad.  It 
would  not  be  denied  that  these  duties  wen  jtaid,  in  the 
first  instance,  by  the  foreign  importer.  Now,  if  the  price 
of  these  goods  was  increased  by  the  amount  of  duty  im- 
posed, then  a  burden  wai  undoubtedly  laid  upon  the  peo- 
ple who  consumed  them;  but  if  not,  then  no  burden  was 
imposed  upon  them,  but  on  the  foreigner  only.  The 
question  of  tax  or  no  tsx  turned  entTrefy  upon  this  fact. 
Now,  Mr.  S.  would  like  to  have  the  real  fact  on  the  sub- 
ject oflicially  stated.  Had  the  tariffs  of  1824  and  1838 
produced  any  increase  of  prices?  A  btatement  from  tlie 
Secretary  would  show  whether  they  bad  or  nut  Mr.  S . 
therefore  wished  to  modify  the  call  so  as  to  require  the 
Secretary  to  lay  before  tlie  Hou»e  a  tabular  statement  of 
the  prices  beture,  and  the  prices  after,  the  passage  of 
tliMC  t«*o  acts.  The  exhibition  of  such  a  table  would 
enable  the  House  and  the  nation  to  see  whether  duties 
were  burdens  on  our  ptfople  or  not  He -had  given  to 
this  subject  some  examination!  and  he  afllrmed  (and  he 


believed  the  Secretary's  testimony  would  go  to  sostsin 
him)  that  prices,  instead  of  being  raised,  had  been  di- 
minished after  thuK  laws  passed.  If  that  were  the  fact, 
then  what  became  of  the  Secretary's  argument  abmit  tax* 
atlon  and  burdens? 

He  should  like  to  get  another  piece  ofinfonnatibn.  He 
should  like  to  see  the  prices  of  articles  not  made  in  this 
country,  before  and  after  the  reduction  of  duties.  He 
wished  to  see  whether  those  prices  had  come  down  in 
consequence  of  such  reduction.  If  not,  then  it  was  cer- 
tain that  the  foreigner  had  pocketed  the  whole  reduction 
of  duty,  without  our  people  deriving  any  benefit  vhaterer 
from  it.  / 

He  would  not  say  that  the  rule  held  equall/  on  protect- 
ed and  unprotected  articles.    But  he  said  that  the  effect 

of  competition  was  such  as  to  keep  the  prices  the  asm^ 
let  the  duty  be  as  it  would)  and  that,  if  the  foreigner 
brought  goods  into  the  country  under  such  circumstan- 
ces, he  paid  the  duty  himself.  Suppose,  fur  examplf, 
the  ditty  on  foreign  hats  should  be  five  dollarsalut,  would 
any  gentleman  pretend  that  we  would  have  to  pay  any 
more  for  hats  than  we  paid  now>  Would  the^  duty  add 
five  cents  to  the  price  of  the'  article?  Would  it  add  one 
cent'  No,  not  a  mill.  If  the  foreigner  chose  to  im. 
port  British  hats,  he  must  pay  the  five  dollars  on  tbcia. 
That  was  all.  It  was  a  mere  fallacy,  a  perfect  delunon, 
that  protecting  duties  imposed  permanent  burdens  on 
the  people.  The  whole  experience  of  the  country  weut 
to  prove  that  it  was  not  true.  Wherever  American  con- 
petition  had  esUblialied  an  American  price,  the  foreigner 
must  be  governed  by  it,  no  matter  what  wnount  ofduty 
he  had  to  pay. 

When  the  tariff  of  1828  had  passed,  invoices  would 
show  that  the  foreign  manufacturer  put  down  his  prices 
exactly  by  the  amount  of  the  duty  imposedi  and  thus  the 
whole  tax  fell  upon  the  foreigner,  and  tl*  American  peo- 
ple were  relieved  to  just  t^t  amount  of  taxation,  and 
the  interests  of  agriculture  and  all  other  branches  of 
domestic  induatty  were  propordonably  advanced  and 
strengthened. 

The  Secretary  called  upon  the  House  to  reduce  the  da- 
ties  laid  by  the  act  of  last  year,  as  a  coneessiM  and  com- 
promise of  the  difllcullies  with  the  South.  Yet  the  Se- 
cretacj'  himself,  in  the  very  same  report,  had  admitted 
that  the  act  of  last  year  contained  most  important  con- 
eeaaions  to  Southern  wishes  and  feelings,  [Here  Nr.  8- 
quoted  the  report,]  showing  that  this  law  bad  abolished 
what  the  Secretary  called  the  oppressive  system  of  mini- 
mums.  The  Secretary  further  declared  that  it  tad  re- 
dueed,  nay,  almost  totally  repealed,  the  duties  on  Uie 
clothing  of  the  laborers  of  the  Southern  and  Southweateni 
States.  Hut  that  was  not  all  that  that  bill  had  done  for 
the  South.  -  It  had  greatly  increased  the  cooMO^ition  of 
Southern  products,  and  had,  in  fact,  substituted^  use 
of  cottoh,  instead  of  linen  and  woollen  fabrics.  6o  s&)« 
the  report.  Here  were 'important  conceestona  to  the 
South.  How  much  more  wu  to  be  required?  Before 
the  bill  had  gone  into  operation,  the  Secretary  came  to 
the  House,  and  told  them  they  must  make  further  con- 
cessiomt  ami,  if  they  did  it,  he  presumed,  befbre  tida  bill 
sliould  Uke  effect,  they  would  be  told  that  stilt  more  must 
be  given  up.  It  was  well  known  that,  ifi  proparcipa  as 
concession  followed  concession,  the  appetite  nromwes- 
«on  increased.  For  himselfhe  was  oppoaedi  utteHy  ap- 
posed, to  this  business  of.  surrender  after  suntader,  »nd 
concession  after  concession.  He  thought,  if  ihii  na  to 
be  the  gsmr,  it  would  be  best  to  give  up  the  wbide  at 
once,  and  not  thus  be  dying  by  inches.  Ude  would* 
soon  bring  a  voice  from  the  pt;oplethatwouldactaIlRckt 
again;  and  this  very  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  vouU  kMi- 
selfbe  the  first  to  come  to  that  House  and  bf|r  then  M 
retrace  their  steps. 

Mr.  S  ■  believed  that  the  time  offurther  ou>tm<ott  M 
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not  yet  comet  But  the  Secretary  himieTf  bed  furntsbetl 
tn  nniniwerable  irg^imenl  inlnst  this  bill. 

[Here  Mr.  S.  agvin  quoted  the  report.] 

The  Secretarj  took  the  ground  that  CongreH  ought  to 
proTide  forour  own  mamifactiiring  indiittnr  an  adequate 

Erotection  against  the  "  superior  capital^  and  cnenp 
bor  or  forei]^  countries."  Did  this  bill  provide  any 
inch  protection?  It  did  not.  Yet  the  eentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  HomcAir]  had  informed  the  House  that 
the  bill  met  witli  the  Secretary's  «pprobation.  Mr.  S. 
cQuItl  vith  dlfRctiky  believe  it. 

Here  the  CHAIR  interposed,  and  said  that  the  debate 
T»  talcing  too  wide  a  range,  a>  the  bill  was  not  now  un- 
der discussion. 

Ur.  S.  thereupon  observed  tfiat  he  would  abstain  from 
further  remark,  but  desired  to  know  whether  the  gentle- 
mHTi  from  Massachusetts  was  willing  to  accept  the  altera- 
tion he  had  sugf^ated,  and  so  to  modify  hia  resolution  as 
to  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  alone,  who 
had  in  his  report  adopted  the  views  of  the  Freiident,  and 
almost  in  his  very  words.  It  was,  therefore,  he  thought* 
unneeeisary  to  diatmct  the  attention  of  the  Prendent  (al- 
ready sufficiently  occupied)  with  this  subject. 

Mr.  ADAMS  sud  tha%  if  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania had  paid  the  same  attention  to  the  message  of  the 
president  aj  his  remarks  evinced  that  he  had  done  to  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  would  him- 
self have  been  convinced  that  it  was  too  much  to  ask  of 
him  so  to  aUer  h'ls  resolution  as  to  call  upon  the  Secretary 
to  explain  what  the  Secretary  had  said  nothing  about. 
It  was  not  the  Secretary,  but  the  President,  who  had  re- 
eommended  to  Congress  to  «■  mmence  a  withdrawal  of 
all  permanent  protection  on  American  manufactures,  and 
the  ultimate  limitation  of  it  to  those  articles  alone  which 
were  indisnensable  to  the  country  in  time  of  war.  The 
Secretary  nad  said  no  auch  thing.    His  report  contained 
no  intimation  that  protection  was  ultimately  to  be  conBn- 
ed  to  articles  necessary  in  war.   The  call  upon  the  Se- 
cretary had  reference  to  tliat  clause  in  his  report  in  which 
he  had  declared  to  Congrte  that  the  revenue  might  be 
diminished  six  millions  of  dollars  without  prejudice  to  the 
just  claims  of  existing  eatablishments.    That  passage 
spoke  of  those  establishmenta  without  discrimination,  with- 
out specifying  any  pwticular  manufiKture  to  which  he 
alluded  more  than  another.    Now,  the  Secretary  should 
have  Mr.  A.'a  vote,  and  if  he  had  a  hundred  votes,  or  a 
thousand,  the  Secretary  ahoiild  have  them  alt,  if  he  or 
any  other  gentleman  in  that  Hnuse,  or  any  man  in  the 
nation,  could  bring  a  bill  into  the  House  which  Ehould 
effect  that  object.    Any  man  that  could  reduce  the  duties 
by  six  minionii  of  dollars,  without  prejudice  to  existing 
establishments,  should  have  his  vote — ay,  and  his  heart 
too.    As  to  the  question,  abstractedly  cimsidereiT,  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  re<luce  the  duties  on  the  people, 
there  was  but  one  opinion.  All  would  say,yeq;  reduce  them, 
by  all  means.  If  it  cuuld  be  done.    Mr.  A.  would  do  it  in 
a  moment,  with  all  his  heart  and  soul,  if  any  gentleman 
would  show  him  how  he  could  do  it  without  prejudicing 
existing  eatablishments.    That  was  what  the  Secretary 
told  the  House  they  Itad  to  do.    What  Mr.  A.  wanted 
was,  that  the  Secretary  should  come  at  once  to  the  point, 
and  lell  them  what  the  articles  were  to  which  hereferred, 
and  how  the  reduction  was  to  be  made  so  as  to  accom- 
plish thutend.    This  was  alt  he  wanted.    This,  and  this 
nlone,  was  the  object  of  his  resolution.    He  wanted  in- 
Turm-ttion.  He. was  wilting  to  give  to  the  Secretary  every 
confidence,  as  an  honest  and  an  ttnnorable  man.    And  if 
lie  could  propose  a  bill,  or  a  modification  of  the  bill  now 
before  the  Huuse,  such  as  should  eftcct  ttie  abject  he  had 
stated,  then  Hr.  A.  repeated  that  he  should  have  his 
vote,  and  his  heart.    The  Secretary  said  he  could  do 
this.     Ur.  A.  wanted  to  know  how  he  could  do  this. 
Xhe  other  resoIutSoa  had  a  different  object  io  view.  It 
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called  for  a  different  list  of  articles.  It  referred  to  the 
message  of  the  President,  not  to  the  feport  of  the  Secre* 
tary.  He  could  not  amalgamate  tlie  two.  He  called 
upon  the  Secretaiy  to  explain  what  he  had  himself  said, 
and  what  it  was  of  extreme  importance  the  House  should 
understand.  But  he  did  not  call  on  the  Secretary  to  tell 
him  the  meaning  of  what  the  President  had  aaid. 

While  he  was  up,  he  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  wortls  in  reply  to  what  had  yesterday  fallen 
from  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  HorrMAir.] 
That  gentleman  had  told  the  House  that  one  of  these  re- 
solutions Was  no  stranger  to  him.  This  was  true.  '  Mr. 
A.  had  offered  it  before,  in  the  Committee  on  Manu&c- 
turea.  But  the  other  Tesolution,  making  a  call  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  he  couM  not  of  course' 
offer  in  that  committee,  because  it  did  not  consist  ir't&n 
etiquette  for  a  committee  to  cemmunicate  directly  with 
the  head  ofthe  Executive  Department.  The  two  Mouses 
of  Congress  and  the  President  of  the  United  Sutcs  com* 
municated  directly  with  each  other.  If  a  committee  want- 
ed information  from  one  of  the  President's  Secretaries^ 
it  might  commonicate  its  wblies  to  him  in  the  form  ^  a 
direction,  because  Congress  had  power  to  direct  him. 
But  it  must  address  the  Executive  only  through  the 
House,  and  then  in  the  form  of  a  request.  Thererore,  he 
had  used  a  different  phraseology  in  drawing  up  the  two 
resolutions.  It  was  very  true  that  the  first  of  these 
resolutions  had  been  discussed  for  several  days  in  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  that  he  bad  been  unable 
in  that  committee  to  obtain  a  vote  for  this  call. 

The  gentleman  coukl  no  doubt  inform  the  House  why 
he  had  not  succeeded.  For  Hr.  A.  remembered  to  hare 
heard  in  committee  the  very  same  argument,  and  indeed, 
as  he  believed,  in  nearly  the  same  words  which  had  now 
been  addressed  to  the  House,  with  a  view  to  convince  the 
committee  that  the  information  sought  was  wholly  unne- 
cessary. And  yet,  after  the  gentleman  had  proved  this, 
(as  no  doubt  he  thought  he  had,)  that  same  gentlemui 
liad  gone  privately  to  the  Secretary,  and  askM  for  the 
very  same  thing  which  he  had  refused  Hr.  A.  liberty  to 
call  for  in  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  And  what 
was  the  result?  The  Secretary  had  told  the  gentleman 
that  he  was  well  satisfied  with  the  hill  now  before  the 
House.  Be  it-so.  Was  that  any  answer  to  Hr.  A.'s  ques- 
tion^ Was  that  any  answer  to  his  call?  He  had  not  asked 
the  Secretary  whether  he  was  or  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  bill.  1  hat  was  the  Secretary's  concern — not  his.  Por 
himscir,  he  was  aa  little  concerned  as  the  gentleman  firom 
New  York  could  be,  what  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
was.  What  he  wanted  was,  that  the  Secretary  should 
specify  how  and  on  what  articles'  tlie  duties  might  be 
reduced,  so  as  to  diminish  the  revenue  six  millions,  with> 
out  injury  to  the  manufacturing  establishments.  And  he 
wanted  this  in  order  to  govern  his  action  in  that  House. 
Should  the  House  gratify  him  with  grantir^  the  call,  and 
should  the  Secretary  specify  accordingly,  then  he  would 
put  down  a  list  of  such  articles  as  he  considered  to  be 
articles  made  in  existing  establishments,  and  on  which 
duties  might  be  so  reduced  without  injuring  those  esta- 
blishments, as  to  diminish  the  revenue  by  the  amount  of 
MX  millions.  If  the  result  should  comport  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  now  introduced  by  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  then  the  House  would  know  what  the 
Secretary  really  meant. 

Mr.  A.  had  an  impression  that  the  bill  would  not  so 
operate,  and  so  had  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  For 
there  were  existing  eatablishments  which  hod  already 
nude  known  to  that  ofHcer  that  they  should  suffer,  and 
suflTer  most  deeply,  if  the  bill  became  a  law.  As  to  the 
reduction  of  ttie  revenue  six  millions  of  dollan^  how 
that  was  to  be  efiected  by  adding  a  dutv  on  tea  and 
coflee,  was  beyond  his  c&mprebension,  and  it  was  equal- 
ly beyond  bis  comprchenuon  how  the  revenue  was  to  be 
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reduced  thst  amount  by  this  bill.  la  point  of  fact*  this 
very  bill,  this  new  experiment  of  the  Committee  of 
Waya  and  Means,  waa  itself  an  additional  reason  for 
making  the  call.  Mr.  A.  wanted  to  know  whether  this 
really  waa  the  bill  that  waa  expected  tbua  to  reduce  the 
revenue. 

At  this  pmnt  the  hour  for  reaolutions  expired,  and  the 
debate  waa  suspended. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Watkk  in  the 
chair,  ud  resumed  the  coniideiation  of  the 

TAHIFF  BILL. 

Mr.  JENIFER,  of  Maryland,  said  that,  if  the  commit- 
tee were  now  prepared  to  take  the  question  upon  the 
motion  of  the  Mntleman  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Hcvt- 
iHSToir,]  to  strike  out  the  duty  upon  teas  and  coffee,  be 
would  wuve  bu  claim  to  the  soor,  and  permit  the  vote 
to  be  taken.  If  they  were  not,  be  should  proceed  to  »• 
press  his  opinion  upon  the  merits  of  ^e  bill.  Diff*ering, 
as  he  did,  from  the  friends  of  the  protective  system  on 
several  essential  points  which  had  been  urged  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion,  and  agreeing  with  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means  in  many  of  the  general  views 
presented  m  their  report,  he  should  make  no  apology  for 
asking  the  attention  of  the  committee  for  a  few  moments. 

Mr.  J.  Bud  it  was  apparent  to  all,  that  ve  had  arrived 
at  t  etiais  momentous  in  the  affairs  of  this  nation.  The 
public  debt  was  about  to  be  extinguished)  the  duties  on 
imports  reduced  to  a  revenue  sthncurd;  and  such  a  finan- 
cial system  adopted,  as  nwy  restore  peace  and  harmony 
to  tlie  country. 

To  accomplish  objects  bo  desirable,  Mr.  J.  felt  assured 
that  there  could  not  be  an  individual  in  that  House  who 
would  not  yield  something;  for  himself  he  was  prepared 
to  go  &r,  very  far  indeed,  to  yield  preconceived  opin- 
iona  upon  the  much  vexed  and  vexing  subject  of  the  tariff, 
in  adopting  such  a  course  of  legislation  as  would  recon- 
cile conflicting  interests;  satisfy,  if  possible,  the  divisions 
among  us ;  and  promote  a  kinder  and  better  feeling  be- 
tween different  aectiona  of  the  Union.  In  doing  thin,  he 
should  not  be  deterred,  lest  he  might  be  supposed,  to 
sanction  the  doctrines  of  nullification,  or  not  sufficiently 
advocate  those  of  the  proclamation.  Mr.  3.  regretted 
the  introduction  of  those  topics  at  the  present  time;  nor 
did  he  view  them  aa  necessary  to  a  satisfactory  adjustment 
of  the  tariffi  and,  althouxb  otlier  gentlemen  bad,  in  tlie 
courae  of  this  debate,  felt  themselves  called  on  to  de- 
nounce  the  one  and  applaud  the  other,  he  did  not  look 
upon  this  as  the  proper  occasion  for  the  discussion  of 
those  subjects,  more  especially  as,  no  doubt,  an  opportu- 
nity would  be  afforded  in  due  season  b^  the  committee 
who  have  Ihe'm  in  charge:  for,  "sufficient  for  the  day 
will  be  the  evil  thereof,"  when  this  or  any  future  Con- 
gress shall  have  to  decide  between  the  danger  of  nullifi- 
cation and  consolidation}  and  still  more  to  be  deplored 
that  hour,  when  the  doctrines  of  either  shall  have  to  be 
enforced  at  the  point  ofthe  bavonet. 

Mr.  J.  said  he  did  not  consider  it  good  poficy  in  the 
friends  of  protection,  in  the  existing  state  of  excitement 
tbrouffhout  the  country,  to  urge  the  continuation  of  high* 
er  duties,  or  to  a  longer  period,  than  was  indispensably 
necessary  to  save  from  disaster  the  great  interests  which 
had  grown  up  under  it.  He  conndered  the  period  fast 
approaching,  when  the  people  of  the  country  expected, 
and  would  demand,  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the 
proper  expenditures  of  the  Government.  Was  it  not 
wise,  then,  to  provide  in  time  for  a  state  of  things  which 
sooner  or  later  must  arrive? 

Mr.  J.  said  he  did  .not  agree  with  the  friends  of  the 
'tariff,  that  laws  passed  for  protection  necessarily  implied 
an  indefinite  continuation  of  th«m{  or  that  a  reduction  or 
repeal  of  the  duties,  as  had  been  assumed,  would  \t  a 


<  ■  violation  of  the  plighted  ftitb  of  the  nation."  Werelie 
to  admit  those  premises,  he  should  come  to  tte  codcIu- 
uon  that  an  increase  of  the  duties  ma  an  eqnd  vielatioii. 

When  the  tariff  laws  of  1816  were  enact^  thefirieada 
of  protection  no  doubt  looked  for,  and  had  a  rigfit  to  ex. 
pect,  a  continuation  of  those  duties  until  the  maau&ctutes 
to  be  grown  up  under  them  were  beyond  the  reach  of 
contingency.  But  the  opponents  of  the  system  never 
imagined  that  an  increase  of  those  duties  was  co&tcm- 
pUted.  The  error  aeems  to  have  been,  that  both  par- 
ties have  looked  more  to  individual  and  ■eetional  interest, 
than  to  that  0!*  the  community  at  large. 

The  principle  is  certainlpr  correct,  that  no  l^w,  whe- 
ther for  increase  or  reduction  of  duties,  for  revenue  or 
protection,  or  any  other  object,  sbould  be  continued  lon- 
ger than  the  interests  of  the  country  demand  it.  It  it, 
therefore,  a  question  of  general  expediency  almtc,  «i>e- 
ther  those  laws  should  be  cbannd,  and  at  what  ttaie  suck 
change  sbould  be  made.  And  here  Mr.  J.  said  be  coe- 
curred  with  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Heana  in  that 
part  ofthe  report  where  tliey  say  that  *'the  exttngwA- 
ment  of  the  public  debt,  and  the  eommencement  w  the 
new  Presidential  term,  make  this  a  fit  season  for  pem- 
nent  fiscal  regulations."  It  is  vitally  important,' toc^  to  aU 
engaged  in  any  of  those  numerous  commercial,  manoAc- 
turing,  or  agricultural  enterpriaca,  which  are  a&cted  by 
changes  in  the  rates  of  imposts,  and  are  more  cxi>oscd  to 
suffer  from  uncertainty  than  even  error  in  kgidatioa, 
now  to  know  the  intention  and  policy  of  this  Government 
in  regard  to  their  several  intereats.  The  ocxanon  of  eco- 
nomical reduction  affords  a  propitious  opportunity  to 
make  such  a  readjustment  ^f  the  rates  of  impost  aa  may 
distribute  and  equalize,  amongst  all,  those  burdeiu  which 
may  be  found  to  fall  unequally  upon  mf. 

The  reportof  the  committee  cootainscvetalimpaetant 
propositions: 

1st.  A  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  proper  expen- 
ditures of  the  Government. 

2d.  An  equal  distribution  of  duties,  so  that  nooe  aaay 
have  a  right  to  complain. 

3d.  A  readjustment  of  the  rates  of  impolt,  as  may  ifie- 
tribute  and  equalize,  amongst  all,  thoae  burdens  wUkAi 
may  be  found  to  &I1  unequally  upon  any. 

And  we  are  presented  with  a  bill,  which,  if  adoptevl, 
the  committee  say,  **  may  serve  as  a  baas  ^  a  finincml 
system  for  many  years." 

.  Mr.  J.  expressed  his  approbation  of  the  general  views 
embraced  in  the  report,  and  should  not  now  urge  any  ob- 
jection whatever,  except  as  related  to  the  pubDe  donaa^ 
to  which  the  committee  had  briefly  referred.   7M  safr- 
ject,  he  hoped,  would  be,  by  the  present  Coafica^  ao 
disposed  of,  that  all  the  States  would  be  pbeed  npoa  a 
fair  and  equitable  footing.   It  was  one  m  wUck  tbey 
were  all  greatly  interested,  and  none  more  so  tbm  the 
Slate  which  he,  in  part,  represented  on  that  floor.  He 
believed  that,  to  a  fair  and  just  distribution  of  die 
ceeds  ofthe  public  lands,  whatever  impoftanee  may  bare 
been  attached  to  other  sutyects,  would  ultinsleb'  depend 
the  perpetuity  of  this  Union.    As  the  eubject,  boweveT, 
had  not  yet  come  up  ftvin  tiie  committee  eapcdally  ea- 
truated  with  it,  he  should  forbear  any  further  rcnarka 
until  it  was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Hooae- 

Mr.  3.  said  that,  if  he  could  believe  that  the  b9  fivm 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  could  reaSae  tbe  &ir 
language  of  the  report,  he  should  take  it  aa  H  vaa« 
ever  apparent  its  defects.  The  bright  proapeekaWU  am 
in  the  report,  would,  if  realized,  ensure  jii  miaiM  ii«  j 
our  laws,  establish  confidence  in  our  legislation,  af 
ford  a  security  that  we  were  acting  for  uie  beaeKt  of  tkf 
whole,  and  not  for  the  preservation  of  partictdiriMcteA 
to  the  injury  of  others)  not  for  the  reuef  of  MW  aeei^ 
ofthe  Union,  to  the  ruin  of  another. 

How  fiurtiiebill  wu  oalcubted  to  ■fnonniWih  Hum  Jt 


Digitized  by  Goc5gle 


1187 


OP  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS- 


1138 


jAir.  19,  1833.] 


7%e  Tariff  Bitt. 


[H.  or  B. 


airable  ob)ecta|  how  far  "  the  rates  of  impost  are  eqtisllj' 
distributed  amon^  slli"  how  long-  it  U  like  to  "terre  as 
a  basis  fur  a  financial  systemt"  and  to  whom  it  Diay  prove 
satisfactory,  may  be  conjectured  by  an  examination  of  its 
details.  Let  ua  look  at  our  present  position.  A  law 
passed  by  the  present  Congress  at  its  Ust  sesMon,  as  late 
as  the  month  of  July,  "reflating  the  duties  upon  im- 
portS{"  a  law  which  occupied  the  almost  ezclusiTe  at- 
tention of  able  committees,  in  both  Houses,  for  sereral 
mnntbs;  which  committees  had  before  Ih^m  the  reports 
of,  Mid  facta  collected  by,  two  eonrentions,  composed  of 
men  of  the  best  ptactical  talents  of  our  country,  with  such 
"further  bets  as  they  deemed  it  proper  to  obtain,  toge- 
ther with  all  the  lights  that  could  emanate  from  the  Trea- 
sury Departmentt  a  law  reducing  the  revenue  some  six 
or  eight  millions  of  doUars,  not  yet  gone  into  operation, 
is  proposed  to  be  virtually  repealed,  and  by  a  bill  which 
cpuld  not  have  been  before  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Meaoa  more  than  nxteen  w  twenty  day^  and  which  Is 
'proposed  as  the  **  bariV  of  a  peimaneot  financial  nrstem. 
Has  the  law  of  last  sesiioa  no  clauD  to  the  hvwable  eon- 
aideration  of  tile  committer,  atleut  as  a  ''bans  for  ■ 
financial  system?" 

The  great  anxiety  felt  throughout  the  country,  upon 
-the  subject,  had  called  the  attention  sf  both  the  friends 
and  opponents  of  the  tariff  to  their  then  emflietii^  opi< 
nions,  and  wMch  gave  rise  to  tiie  two  conventions  of 
1831,  held  atNew  York  and  Phibidelphia,  before  advert- 
-ed  to. 

The  Representatives  here,  having  the  benefit  of  the  re- 
-siiUs  of  those  conventions^  the  reports  of  their  own  com- 
-mitteest  ^e  developments  of  the  views  of  the  Secretary 
-of  tlie  Treasury,  after  bestowing  upon  the  subject  unpre- 
-cedented  time,  labor,  and  talent,  discussing  every  item  at 
large,  passed  the  act  of  July  Ust,  in  which  much  conces- 
sion waa  made  to  preserve  the  peace  and  quiet  of  the 
•country,  by  a  vote  of  this  House  of  133  to  65,  being  a  ma- 
-  jorlty  of  67. 

In  the  Senate,  the  vote  §tood  upon  its  final  passage,  S3 
to  16. 

The  act  waa  approved  by  the  Executive,  and,  as  fiff  as 
we  can  judge,  sanctioned  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  The  |»etses  throoghout  the  country,  except  in 
a  certain  section,  and  more  particularly  those  presses  &- 
vorable  to  the  administration,  lauded  the  great  reduction 
of  the  revenue  as  effected  by  that  law- 
Can  it  be  expected  that  any  law  involving  so  much  in- 
iterest^  the  principles  of  which  have  been  so  long  con- 
testetU  will  ever  attain  a  larger  rote  than  the  act  of  July 
lut^  Would  not  this,  then,  have  been  a  mudi  more  sa- 
tisfactory "  basis"  for  reduction  of  the  revenue,  than  the 
present  bill^  The  committee  propose  to  reduce  the  re- 
venue to  fifteen  millions  of  dtwUrs  annually,  taking  that 
•.mount  as  neoessaiy  to  meet  the  liberal  wants  of  toe  Go- 
vernment. 

To  thia  Mr.  J.  saw  n»  objeetioni  he  presumed  that 

the  committee  had  corrcctty  uifbrmed  themselves  what 
amount  of  revenue  was  required  by  the  Government,  and 
he  was  willing  to  Uke  915,000,000  as  the  revenue  sUnd- 
ard.  Why  not,  then,  lay  a  gradual  prospective  reduc- 
tion,  equal  in  its  operation  upon  the  duties  under  the 
law  of  1633,  until  the  revenue  was  brought  down  to 
^t5,000,000>  litis  would  meet  the  only  principle  con- 
tained in  the  present  bill,  to  wit,  reductioni  if  there  were 
any  other  principle  in  it,  it  had  escaped  his  notice.  The 
following  list  will  show  how  the  bill  **equaUxea  the  du- 
ties on  imports,"  and  how  equally  the  rates  of  impost  are 
distributed. 

Mr.  J.  said  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  commit- 
tee to  a  statement  of  some  of  the  ratea  of  duty  under  the 
bill  before  the  House,  to  March,  1B34,  to  March.  183J, 
and  ftlter  the  3d  of  March,  1835. 
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Woollena,  worsted,  and  worsted 

twist,  and  yarn,  a  duty  of 
Worsted  stun  goods  of  all  Idnds, 
Woollens  not  exceedbig  S5  cents 

square  yard,  -  -  •  - 
Blankets  not  exeeedhig  75  cents 

cost,  .  -  .  •  - 
Cottons  not  exceeding  35  cents 

square  yard,  -      -      -  - 
Twist,  yam,  and  thread,  - 
All  manufiictures  of  flax,  hemp, 

sail  duck,  and  cotton  bagging. 
Sheet  iron,  .  -  .  - 
Bar  iron,    .      .      -      -  - 

Nwls,  

Spikes,  .  .  -  .  - 
Coal,  .  .  -  .  • 
Brown  sugar,    -      -      -  - 

Salt,  

Molasses,  

Coffee,  

Teas,        -      -  - 


Lace  goods  of  all  kinds,  gold  and  silver  articles,  and 
pearl,  at  a  duty  of  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.  And  this 
wwbat  the  comnuttee  call  in  their  report,  •' Ui  equal 
distribution  of  tite  rates  of  impost." 

While  wocdiens,  after  March,  1835,  will  be  imported 
under  a  permanent  duty  of  five  and  fifteen  per. cent.; 
coarse  bUnkeU  at  five  per  cent,  t  cottons  from  ten  to 
twenty  percent.!  manu&ctures  of  jlax,  hemp,  and  sail 
duck  at  fifleen  per  cent  i  those  articlea  which  are  con- 
sumed to  a  large  amount  in  the'  production  of  those  manu< 
factures,  such  as  brown  sugar,  tea.  cofiee,  salt,  and 
moUases,  are  ta^  from  thirteen  to  forty<<ix  per  cenLi 
inm  and  coal  rai^li^  from  forty-seven  to  nine^-4hree 
per  cent.,  a  permanent  specific  duty.  Is  this  inequality 
calculated  to  give  satisfaction,  or  ia  the  bill  sueb  a  cme  as 
we  had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  report?  Will  the  coun- 
try be  satisfied  to  Uke  this  asa  permanent  system?  Penn- 
sylvania, New  Jersey,  and  Loiuiiana  may.  It  is  very 
certain  the  North  and  East  cannot  The  planters  and 
fiumera  of  the  South  and  West  must  first  be  convinced 
that  it  is  rit^t,  in  the  fiscal  arrangementa  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  one  class  of  srticlea  should  be  taxed  at  an 
average  du^  of  more  than  seventy-five  per  cent,  such 
as  iron,  and  another  class  equally  entitled  to  protection,  at 
a  genera]  average  of  ten  per  cent. ,  before  tbey  ou  fpn 
their  sanction  to  this  mode  of  eqaaliiatlon  of  duties  as  a 
permanentsystem.  WhothenwiUbeistisfied?  New  York, 
provided  rite  eoiures  by  it  the  aeeomplisbment  of  her 
ulterior  object. 

Why  is  It  that  luxuries  oi  limited  use,  sudi  as  laces, 
gold  and  silver  articles,  and  those  of  pearl,  riiould  be 
permitted  to  come  in  under  a  duty  of  seven  and  a  half 
per  cent ,  while  you  impose  a  permanent  aver^^e  duty  of 
mora  than  twenty  per  cent,  upon  those  articlea  of  umver- 
aal  consumption,  teas  and  coffee,  and  wluch  do  not  «niie 
in  competition  with  American  industry?  Mr.  J.  ssid  he 
detested  the  use  of  '*ad  captandum"  arguments  in  any 
deliberative  body.  But,  sir,  tiiere  are  details  which  can-, 
not  be  avoidedi  the  exaaunation  of  which  clearly  snow 
that  the  bill  in  iu  present  form  will  not  accomplish  the  ob- 
ject professed  in  the  report.  The  honorable  dtaiman, 
[Mr.  Vbbpuvck,]  whoso  fieclingly  addressed  the  eom- 
inittee,asksiiB,  "Shall  w«  lefiiae  to  release sevM Of  aiiw 
of  the  States  fnm  the  butdcns  ofwfaicbUiey  oanplainr< 
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Mr.  J.  n'ld,  eertainljr  not)  but  in  thus  relievinfr  thxt  por- 
tion of  our  fellow^crtizens  who  do  complain,  let  us  not 
itifl'et  in^utin  apon  othm,  fur  which  they  majr  have  just 
cauw  of  complaint  Toil  propose  to  ehanfte  your  laws, 
because  they  act  unequally  ami  miprenively  upon  one 
lection  of  the  Union,  and  aHvtae  the  enactment  of  such 
at  must  brinfif  diMster  and  rnin  tipon  another.  Our 
Southern  friends  never  contemplated  so  unjust,  so  reckless 
m  remedy.  They  do  not  expMt  that  those  great  interests 
which  they  have  at  least  been  accessary  to  raiiiiiifr  op  to 
their  present  atate  of  prosperity,  should  at  one  fell  swoop 
be  prostrated  forever.  It  ia  not  in  their  ^nerous  nature 
todeaire  it.  They  would  not  deserve  to  be  countenanced 
if  they  did.  No,  sir,  they  ask  for  a  reduction  of  the  re- 
venue to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  for  an  equal  dis- 
tribution of  the  burdens  as  well  as  the  benelitst  and  not 
for  a  bill  that  i^ives  full  and  adequate  protection  to  certain 
elasKS  of  articles,  and  Isys  low  the  interests  of  the  manu' 
{actum  of  others.  1'iic  honorable  chairman  [Mr.  Vek- 
wiAmm]  tells  us  that  "  iron  is  already  protected  in  many 
sections  of  country  from  the  churi^s  and  difficulty  of 
transportation."  Why,  then,  said  Mr.  J.,  adtl  tn  the  price 
by  increasing  the  burdens?  "Rolled  iron,"  the  chair- 
man continues,  **  is  principally  used  fur  certain  purposes, 
in  the  cities  and  upon  tlie  Eastern  aeacoast." 

But,  nr,  bar  iron  is  an  article  of  universal  consump- 
tion fbr  agricultural  purposes,  and  a  permanent  spe- 
cific duty  of  aeventy-slx  per  cent,  is  imposed'upon  its 
importation,  fbrtlie  purpme,  1  suppose,  of  "equalizinf; 
the  burdens"  upnn  the  planters  and  farmers.  The  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  GtLMoas] 
assigns  another  reason  for  the  higli  duty  upon  iron,  which 
ia,  that  "  iron  is  sn  article  of  universal  cnnsumplion  in 
eivtliced  life,  and,  therefore,  slu  uld  be  protected.*' 

Does  the  protection  upon  iron  lessen  the  price?  Ifso, 
extend  protection  to  the  woollens,  to  the  cottons,  to  the 
linens,  and  all  other  articles  of  similar  usefulnrss,  and  Itrt 
us  hsrethem  equally  cheap.  Does  it  enhance  the  price? 
Then  reduce  the  duty,  and  let  that  which  is  consumed  by 
every  family  in  tlie  Unitnl  States,  and  is  an  indispensable 
necessary  of  life,  be  obtained  upon  Ute  best  posnble 
term!*,  and  collect  your  duties  upon  articles  of  less  iie- 
eesnty. 

The  effect  of  the  reduction  of  duties  upon  cnttnns  is 
only  a  reduction  of  the  revenuei"V>  says  the  honorable 
chairman,  but  admits  that,  *'  under  the  proposed  bill, 
ti.ere  will  he  a  emisiderable  increase  of  imported  articles 
of  manufacture."  If  there  should  be  nn  increase  of  the 
imported  article,  there  must  be  a  correspondent  decrease 
of  the  dome:>tic  manufacture.  And  why  should  there  be 
an  increase  of  the  one,  or  decrease  of  the  other,  unless 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  has  an  effect  upon  the  price? 
Mr.  J.  s  tid  he  was  unable  to  see  how  the  honorable  chair- 
man arrived  at  his  conclusions.  The  member  of  the  com- 
nntlee  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gilxohk]  assures  us  that 
'■woollens  and  cottons  can  be  manufactured  ascheap  in 
this  country  asin  Europe,  "and  that  "the  duty  on  imported 
wool  has  no  effirct  upon  domestic  wool,"  and  had  read  to 
us  voluminous  letters  to  prove  his  position.  Hr.  J.  said 
it  was  a  little  strange  that  the  same  conviction  had  not 
been  wrought  in  the  mind  of  the  honorable  member  when 
the  tatnfi'  was  under  discussion  at  the  last  session:  for 
his  votes,  if  they  srere  indieative  of  his  opinion,  stood 
agunst  the  redueticm  of  the  duties  to  the  standard  of  the 
present  bill  upon  wool,  cottons,  and  wonllen',  notwith. 
standing  the  honorable  member  then  had  the  benefit  of 
all  the  letters  and  doeumentsto  which  he  has  referred  us, 
and  to  which  he  seems  to  attribute  his  change  of  opinion. 
But  *'  tempera  muianttiri"  and,  although  the  honorable 
member  haa  **  no  doubt  but  that  the  reduction  of  the  re* 
venue  H  proposed  In  tiie  bill  wilt  create  considerable  em- 
banaMM  end  distress  to  the  interssU  eonecmed.*'  still 
Iw  is  wUbartepw  it  without  •mcndowot. 


The  gentleman  from  New  YorV^  not  of  the  comraiitee, 
[Mr.  Hornsas,  informed  us  the  other  day  that** tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  approves  the  bill'*.— be  it  soi 
but,  if  the  gentleman  from  New  Trrk  is  not  mistaken  in 
giving  us  this  information,  it  only  shows  that  the  teamed 
Secretary,  like  many  others,  takes  the  liberty  of  chsnffinf 
his  opinion  St  very  brief  intervals.    It  was  no  longer  Hiao 
December  last,  in  his  annual  report  on  the  finances,  that 
the  Secretary,  refifrring  to  hia  former  recommeiWM«n> 
of  a  reduction  of  the  dutirt  to  the  revenue  standard, 
marked:  *' In  the  reditcllon  then  recommended,  IThe  ne> 
ceswiy  of  adapting  the  proposed  changes  to  the  safety  of 
existing  establishments,  rsised  up  under  the  auspicrs  of 
past  legislation,  and  deeply  involving  the  interests  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  Union,  was  distinelly  recagniaed; 
and  it  is  still  deemed  to  be  not  less  imperious,  in  the  fiir- 
ther  changes  which  msy  he  considered  expedient.**  Can 
the  Secretary  believe  that  the  changes  proposed  by  the 
bill,  which  h'ra  fi-iend  from  New  York  saj-s  he  approve^ 
are  adapted  to  tire  safety  of  rxiBlingestabrtshR>ent9:**ar 
that  woollens,  and  cottons,  and  linens,  which  have  been 
raised  up  under  the  auspices  of  past  kgislatien,  can  tos- 
tain  themselves  against  foreign  competition  under  a  duty 
of  five,  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent-,  when  iron  caniMit  be 
safe  with  less  thsn  seventy.five  per  eent.?    It  would  sp> 
pear  impossible  that  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treaauiy,  ta- 
tertaiiiiiig  the  sentiments  referred  to  in  Ins  report,  can 
approve  the  bill  now  before  the  House. 

The  honorable  chairman  [He.  VtanaKcs]  tells  as 
that  "  liie  bill  before  us  is  not  a  concession."  It  may,  or 
may  not,  be  so  considered.  Btit,  nr,  viewing  it  in  bM  its 
bearings,  if  k  is  not  a  concession,  it  may  be  supposed  to 
partake  of  something  of  nmuch  raore  dai^cTniiscfaane- 
ter.  Mr.  J.  hoped  the  committee,  fbr  whom  he  felt  greet 
respect,  «-otdd  not  look  upon  him  as  expressing  Ae  vpm- 
ion,  but  it  might  appear  to  some  to  be  the  tesuk  uf  n 
combination  to  preserve  particular  interests,  wilhmit  re* 
gard  to  the  sacrifice  of  others,  or  a  political  mamnvre  to 
ensure  the  balance  of  power.  Under  all  circumstance^ 
ia  it  expedient  to  pass  the  bill  in  its  presi-nt  form?  Brpeal 
the  act  of  the  last  session;  produce  embatrassmeut  end 
distress  in  some  ef  the  States,  without  satisfying  tltc  CMB* 
plaints  of  others,  nr,  in  any  manner  whatever,  settling 
this  exciting  question  uf  the  tariff;  pass  tlie  bilit  let  it  be- 
rome  a  law,  and  the  question  will  still  be  unsettled.  The 
members  of  the  committee  themselves  cannot  take  this 
as  a  permanent  financial  sj-slem,  which  presents  the  anom- 
bIv  ora  high  rate  of  duty  upon  the  most  important  articles 
of  agriculture,  which  is  neither  intended  for  prolcclioiv 
nor  rt  quired  for  revenue.  Will  the  members  uf  ihe  com- 
mittee from  Virginia,  from  Georgia,  or  from  Tennessee, 
consent  to  a  permanent  duty  of  seventy-five  pet  cent, 
npon  iron?  If  so,  then,  indeed,  Imve  they  abandoned  the 
interests  of  the  pbnters  and  the  farmers  for  sihcrcoft- 
sideratioiis. 

What,  then,  arc  the  merits  of  the  billf  It  don  nOt 
equalize  the  burdens;  it  does  not  fiiirly  AsUHbnle  tlie 
benefits.  It  is  nut  intended  to  desttsy  the  manubcturmg 
iiiten-stst  yet,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  ftvurd  cbss- 
es,  it  does  it  effectually,  it  is  nominally  lo  release  sevcnl 
of  the  States  from  the  burdens  of  which  lliey  complahii 
and  it  will  aflTord  just  cause  of  complaint  to  about  as  mamr 
more.  But  the  revenue  mutt  be  reduced  to  Id^OWlOOO 
dollars,  and  the  excitement  in  the  country  reqidrrs  that 
something  should  be  done  to  allay  it.  If  redutiUaobe,  as 
it  is  in  fact,  the  only  principle  in  the  bill,  istbcrenoequW 
table  mode  by  which  it  can  be  made?  And  CSdnnot  ihe 
excitement  be  allayed,  without  transferring  the  dtsceotent 
from  one  quaKer  uf  the  Union  to  another?  What  irill 
it  avail  thecuunlry  torestore  peace  andquiel  tn  tte  Soullv 
and  ruse  up  a  umilar  diasatisfartion  in  the  North?  If  jee 
really  desire  an  equal  distribution  of  tiic  rttlct  vT  hiipw^ 
BO  Dkodify  your  -bill  that  mnc  nu^  have  •  riflil  IQ  flMapbim 
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ind  do  not  Torce  it  tbrouKh  in  its  present  ezceptionuble 
form.  The  eitiniKtrs  ot  the  Committee  of  U  ays  Kiid 
Meins  are  fu  from  beings  MtUrictory;  they  are  too  looie 
and  undefined.  In  estimathifjf  the  amount  of  revenue 
tliat  would  accrue  under  the  act  of  1833,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  founded  on  the  avem^  importations  of  the 
last  six  years,  produces  a  revenue  of  about  18,0CK),0'JO 
dollars — three  millions  more  than  are  requir<  d  fitr  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government.  The  committee  make  their 
calculation  upon  the  pn^able  avera^  of  the  next  mx 
years,  and  make  the  aet  of  1^  pnxuice  a  revenue,  in- 
cluding the  public  lands,  of  nut  less  than  twenty  iniUtons 
and  a  half,  and  probably  more  than  34,(X)0,00Ut  exhibit- 
ing an  excess  of  from  S  to  9,0(>0,UOO  dolLrs  over 
the  just  uses  of  the  Gorernmeitt.  Why  the  committee 
should  hare  taken  the  next  six  years  »s  tlie  basis  of  cal- 
culatiim  for  the  revenue  that  would  accrue  under  the  act 
of  1S3'^  and  have  confined  their  estimates  to  the  value  of 
the  imparts  of  the  year  llUl,  for  that  which  would  ae. 
crue  under  their  bill,  tliey  do  not  state  t  but  it  ia  stiffi- 
oently  apparent  that  the  effect  of  this  estimate  upon  the 
imports  of  the  different  years,  is  to  swell  the  amount  oi 
revenue  under  the  law  of  183i,  andleasen.it  under  the  com- 
mittee's bill.  TalunfT,  then,  the  SecrcUrv's  estimate  ot 
Sa.900,U00  dollars,  under  the  htw  of  13^3,  it  requires 
only  a  reduction  of  3,0j0,00  j  dollars,  to  bring  the  reve- 
nue down  to  tlie  proper  ezpenditun:s  of  the  Gnvernmentt 
and  a  mdual  promeetive  reductinn  upon  that  amount 
would  DC  far  more  fair  and  equitable  than  that  proposed 
by  the  bill  under  coitsideration. 

But,  sir,  if  tiie  act  of  1B33  is  so  vtrj  exceptionable  to 
our  Southern  friends,  is  there  no  other  mode  of  reduc- 
tion which  would  be  acce|>table  ?  First,  then,  settle  the 
principle  upon  which  you  intend  to  act.  Let  the  eountrj- 
tinderaland  what  is  "the  intention  and  policy  of  this  Go- 
vernmentin  regard  to  their  several  interests.'*  Is  tt  in- 
tended that  the  system  of  protection  shull  be  abandoned  ? 
If  so,  let  it  be  distinctly  understood,  so  that  those  inte- 
reatt:d  m\y  prepare  for  the  result.  Dn  you  contemplate 
only  iiicicwntal  protection'  Then  ulapt  your  rates  of 
impost  so  that  none  may  have  ■  right  to  complain.  Do 
you  discard  all  other  considerations,  and  luolc  solely  at 
the  revenue?  llien  •*  make  such  a  readjustment  of  the 
ratesof  impost  as  miy  distribute  aiul  equalise  tlie  bur- 
dens amongst  all." 

Hr.  J.  said  that,  if  the  honorable  chairman  would  so 
modify  his  bill  aa  to  embrace  tlie  principles  conl:iined  in 
his  raport,  whatever  might  be  the  course  of  his  [Sir.  J.'s} 
frientK  it  should  have  his  support.  Whatever  might  be- 
the  views  of  otiier  gentlemen,  he  was  prepared  to  go  Ur 
towards  conciliation!  but  he  could  not  consent,  hy  vot- 
ing for  the  bill  in  its  present  shape,  to  hold  out  illusions 
which  were  not  intended  to  be  reklized.  He  could  not 
consent  to  deceive  his  friends  in  Pennsylvania  aiul  New 
Jersey,  ami  elsewhere,  who  were  concerned  In  the  iron 
knd  coal  interests,  by  inducing  them  to  believe  that  their 
protection  was  to  be  upon  a  permanent  basis,  and  that  of 
others  entirely  destroyed.  Are  the  manufacturing  in- 
•  teresbi  of  this  country,  generally,  entitled  to  no  consi- 
deration ? 

Mr.  J.  said  that,  next  to  tlie  war  which  had  acquired 
for  us  so  much  glory  and  character,  Uie  countiy  was  in- 
debted to  the  ^stem  of  protection,  and  the  consequent 
attendant  of  internal  improvement,  for  that  Itigh  state  of 
prosperity  which  called  f  >rth  the  expreasive  hu^ft^e  in 
the  Executive  message,  that  "our  country  presents,  on 
every  side,  marks  of  prosperity  and  happiness,  unequal- 
led, perhaps,  in  any  other  portions  of  the  world."  Let 
(IS  not,  then,  inconsiderately  destroy  this  fair  picture)  but 
let  us  endeavor  to  reconcile  conflicting  opinions.  Three 
modes  occur,  either  of  which  would  be  more  likely  to 
accomplish  this  than  tluU  proposed  by  the  committee — 
one  of  which  has  already  been  adverted  to. 


Ist.  An  equal  prospectii^  reduction  upon  the  act  of 
last  session,  until  tlM  revenue  ia  reduced  to  fifteen  Biit- 

lioni. 

3d.  The  <^lies  distributed  over  the  protected  articles 
within  t)ie  amount  of  revenue  required. 
'  3d.  An  ad  valorem  duty  upon  all  imported  articlef. 

Either  of  these  would  establish  a  prinaple  wUeh 
'  might  last  for  many  years." 

To  t)ie  first,  Mr.  J.  said  he  should  add  nothing  more. 

By  the  second,  the  duties  might  he  so  arranged  as  to 
give  an  ample  protection  against  foreign  capital  and  com* 
petition,  without  fzceeding  the  an)ount  of  revenue. 

The  third,  he  admitted  he  could  nut  approve,  unless  a 
discnmination  was  made  in  favor  of  domertlc  production. 
But  an  equal  ad  valorem  duty  upon  all  imported  at  tides 
he  believed  to  be  infinitely  preferable  to  the  present  bill. 
It  would  have  the  merit,  whatever  injury  it  might  work, 
of  favoring  no  partirular  class,  of  ereatiiiig  no  well  fbund- 
ed  jealousy.  Mr.  J.  said  he  should  debun  the  coinmitteo 
no  longer,  having  already  much  exceeded  the  time  he 
had  intended  to  occupy  when  he  rose.  He  concluded 
by  siiying  that  he  should  vote  for  the  motion  before  the  . 
Chair  for  striking  out  the  duties  upon  teas  and  coffee, 
which,  should  it  prevail,  he  khoitld  follow  up  by  a  motion, 
to  lessen  the  duty  tipon  iron,  wlien  he  hoped  the  bill 
would  be  BO  moditletl  aa  to  *'  equalize"  the  duties  upon 
other  articles,  so  that  it  might  be  acceptable  to  the  eouo- 
try.  Then  peace  and  harmony  might  be  restored,  and 
the  b.ists  of  a  permanent  financial  system  esUblished. 

Mr.  DENNY,  of  Pennsylvania,  next  rose.  He  said  he 
had  hoped  that  the  iustion  of  Congress  upon  the  import- 
ant aubject  of  the  tariff,  at  the  last  sessitm,  would  have 
sufficed,  at  least,  for  one  year.  It  was  after  the  most  am- 
ple and  pertinacious  discussion,  and  the  most  mature  and 
deliberate  consideration,  that  the  taw  of  July,  1833,  wu 
enacted.  And  yet,  said  he,  before  thst  law  has  gone  into 
nperationt  before  we  can  have  any  certain  knowledge  of 
the  effects  which  it  would  produce  upon  the  revenue  and 
business  of  the  country,  tlie  subject  iswtln  disturbed, 
the  country  is  again  to  be  agitated,  and  the  law  is  to  be 
repealed  before  it  shall  begin  to  operate.  We  are,  tlien, 
imwillingly  on  my  part,  urged  into  the  consideration  of 
this  exciting  subject,  by  the  voice  of  the  majority.  To 
it  1  always  siibmitt  1  shall  not  complain  of  it,  nor  use  epi- 
thets which  have  more  than  once  been  applied  to  the 
mnjority  in  this  House,  but  which  I  consider  as  now  ap- 
plicidile  only  to  the  proceedings  of  a  certain  oi^|anited 
majority  in  a  part  of  the  countiy  south  uf  this  capitol. 

It  dtKs  seem  to  me.  said  Hr.  D.,  that  the  Committee  df 
Ways  and  Means  haie  not  bestowed  that  close,  minute, 
and  careful  consideration  upon  the  details  of  tlie  bill 
before  us,  awl  its  bearing  upon  the  industry  of  the 
country,  which  the  imporUiice  of  the  measure  required. 
It  seems  to  have  been  prepared  hastily  and  incautiously, 
with  a  view  merely  to  the  reduction  of  revenue  and  re- 
duction uf  duties  regarding  as  of  little  consequence,  in 
comparison  with  these,  the  great  interests  to  be  affected. 

Sir,  I  must  speak  freely  on  this  subjectt  and  I  hope 
what  I  may  say  will  not  be  attributed  to  any  want  of  re- 
spect for  the  honorable  gentlemen  compuung  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  upon  which  is  placed  my 
worthy  colleague,  [Hr.  Giuioas,}  towards  whom  I  have 
long  entortaiued  sentiments  of  esteem  and  friendship, 
ana  with  whom  I  am  associated  on  this  floor  in  represent, 
ing  the  same  body  of  constitoents. 

The  district  which  we  represent  has  not,  perhaps,  !u 
equal  in  the  Union  for  the  variety,  extent,  number,  and 
value  of  its  manufiictures.  By  means  of  these,  thousands 
of  industrious  laborers,  farmers,  and  mechanics  are  sub. 
laining  themselves,  rearing  and  educatin|r  their  fiimilies. 
Believing,  then,  as  I  do,  wis  bill  to  he  fraught  with  de- 
struction to  the  interesti  oomiutted  to  us,  and  calculated 
to  bring  embarraisnient  and  ruin  upon  ttwm,  and  to  eon- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1143 


GALES  &  SEATON*S  REGISTER 


1144 


H.  ow  &] 


Tie  ThHff  BiU. 


[Jis.  19,  1833. 


vgn  to  idlenewuid  penury  thousands  in  every  part  of  the 
eoiintiT,  wboare  now  earning  a  subaistence  by  their  labor 
and  industr}[,  I  cannot  pyt  to  it  my  support!  and  the  po- 
sition in  which  I  am  placed  by  my  respected  colleague, 
[Hr.  GixMomK,]  who  has  advocated  the  bill,  forbid*  me 
to  be  Mlent. 

"file  maynitiide,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  of  the  in* 
tereatf  which  are  now  placed  in  jeopardy  by  this  bill  j 
t^  whrfe  industry  of  the  nation  about  to  be  injuriously 
affeetedi  and  the  viul  concern  which  my  imroecTtEite  con- 
atituents  have  in  the  question  now  submitted  to  us,  de- 
nmnd  from  me  a  free,  rearles^  aAd  unreserved  expression 
of  the  opinions  I  entertain  of  this  biUj  of  the  course 
which  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  lias  pursued) 
and  of  their  views,  so  far  as  the  gentlemen  hiTC  conde- 
scended to  favor  us  with  them. 

The  6rflt  thing  which  preaenta  itself  to  my  mind,  as 
being  unUBud  in  relation  to  such  a  grave  and  important 
subject,  IS  the  precipitancy  with  which  the  committee 
seems  to  have  acted.  The  more  I  examine  the  bill  and 
the  report  of  the  committee,  the  more  I  am  persuaded 
that  some  means,  out  of  tlie  Usual  coui-se,  operated  to 
lusten  the  deliberations  of  the  committee.  Hence,  sir, 
the  dl-tbapen  oflTspring  of  their  Uborsj  it  is  without 
mnmetry,  and  without  that  proper  adjustment  of  parts 
wluch  Is  the  result  of  careful  and  laborious  deliberation. 
I  Will  not  say  that  it  lias  no  prominent  feature)  it  has  at 
least  one  which  diffuses  an  espresnon  through  the  whole. 
It  requiKfl  no  learned  phrenoloput  to  perceive  that  the 
organ  of  deatructiveness  is  predominant  The  learned 
K^J^"^  »t  tiw  hud  of  the  committee  has  not  imparted 
"*"""**  "~  "       "  '     '         T  this  enj 

e  charac 

-  .  -  M  iiis  stamped  .  

ment,  and,  turn  it  which  way  you  will,  you  read  destruc- 
tion to  the  mdustry  of  the  country.  The  practical  opera- 
tion oT  thiabiU  upon  tlie  country  cannot  be  defendcdi  its 
pronaioiM  are  destructive.  The  committee  observe  a 
atnct  Silence  upon  the  details  of  tlie  bill.  The  gentle- 
man from  Georgia,  to  whom  I  often  listen  with  pleasure. 
IS  now  eloquently  alent  He  does  not  attempt  to  reeom. 
mend  this  bftter  cup  to  the  mechanics  and  laborers  of  the 
country.  And  the  worthy  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
l^r- '*  silent.  The  torrent  of  hts  eloquence, 
which  has  often  rushed  into  this  hall,  and  either  carried 
every  thing  with  it,  or  dashed  itself  into  spray,  iabushedt 
pozen,  like  the  mountain  atream  in  mid-winter.  Tliere 
is  discretion  m  thetr  silence. 

My  colleague  [Mr.  Gilxobs]  has  attempted,  not  so 
much  a  defence  of  this  bill,  as  an  apology  for  his  course 
in  relation  to  it.  No  attempt  has  yet  been  made  to  point 
out  the  beneficial  opefatioii  of  tlie  provisions  of  this  bill 
upon  the  industry  of  the  country.  The  gentlemen  are 
nght  m  not  attempting  what,  perhaps,  in  their  own  judg- 
ments, they  cannot  sustain  or  establiab.    It  shall  be  my 


destruction,  and  embarrssan-jiit,  shall  be  answered,  the 
country  wiU  be  authorized  to  take  them  as  conftsscd,  or 
our  arguments  as  conchirive.  What  does  the  commitiee 
say  in  their  report  in  defence  of  this  bilP  You  may  look, 
ami  you  will  look  in  vain,  for  a  just  exposition  of  its  de- 
tails.   A  minute  detail  the  committee  were  either  unable 


nuej  the  public  debt;  the  probable  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures. I  shall  not  detun  you,  «r,  by  entering  upon  an 
exam:nation  of  these  views,  some  of  which,  I  tlunk,ue 
erroneous.  The  gentleman  from  Connectiait,  [Mr.  1m- 
aaaoLL,]  who  is  a  member  of  the  committee,  bss  satisfac- 
torily exposed  this  part  of  the  report,  is  well  as  the  inac- 
curacy of  the  estimates  stated  in  it. 

The  committee  seems  to  be  inuch  afraid  of  a  full  trea- 
sury; in  their  opinion,.it  must  be  kept  empty:  and  yet 
tlieyiay  we  are  *'a  nation  loving  peace,  yet  prepared 
for  war."  An  empty  treasury  is  a  novel  kind  of  prepara- 
tion .  for  war;  it  may  prove  a  preservative  of  peace,  by 
keeping  us  too  poor  to  go  to  war,  even  in  defence  of  cur 
liberties.  What  have  we  to  drr ad  from  a  full  treunry  ' 
Are  we  to  presume,  with  the  committee,  that  it  will  )exJ 
or  tempt  to  "expenditures  of  doubtfiil  coiistitutkmal 
right?"  This  is  a  strange  doctrine.  Have  we  no  cai.fi- 
dence  in  the  Qovemment?  Can  we  not  trust  in  the  In- 
tegrity of  this  House,  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legb- 
lalure,  and  of  the  Executive'  Are  we  not  all  responsible 
to  the  people  for  our  acts.'  Will  they  not  apply  »  com-c- 
tive,  wl)en  we  shall  be  found  disbursing  tlie  n  oney  for 
unconstitutional  purposes?  But,  from  the  fear  of  tempt- 
ing to  "  expenditures  of  doubtful  TOnatitutionsf  r^ir," 
you  will  deny  to  your  Government  the  means  of  expen- 
diture for  objects  of  undoubted  constitutional  right;  (or 
objects  of  great  national  utility;  fbr  education;  (he  diffti- 
sion  of  knowledge!  increaslnjf  the  facilities  ofintercoune; 
multiplying  and  strengthening  the  bonds  of  our  Union. 
If  Congress  cannot  be  trusted  with  means  for  promoting 
these  great  leading  objects  of  national  imporlanee,  then 
why  not  adopt  the  su^cstions  from  the  PresiJejii,  re- 
commending a  distribution  among  the  States  of  wiy  sur- 
plus revenue?  Executive  sugvestkms  and  recommeiv'a- 
tionsare  only  partially  received  by  the  committeei  they 
are  rendlly  and  exultingly  adopted,  when  they  can  be 
construed  to  give  support  to  the  destructive  policy  of  the 
committee;  but  when  these  suggestions  are  M  a  different 
character,  and  do  not  coincide  with,  nor  ftvor  the  scheme 
of  the  committee,  they  are  rejected  or  diarepnkd. 

From  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Prestdenl,  in  Tela, 
tion  to  a  disposition  of  the  public  lands,  it  is  evident  that 
he  does  not  think  they  should  any  longer  constitute  a 
source  whence  to  derive  revenue  for  the  support  of  the 
Government)  and  it  is  also  well  known,  that,  inthecMher 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  there  is  a  measure  under  cao- 
sideration,  which,  in  all  probability,  will  bccoote  « hw, 
providing  fbr  a  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  mIcsoT 
the  public  lands,  for  a  limited  period,  among  the  St»tr*i 
and  I  may  say,  sir,  that  public  sentiment  is  oMMMly  in 
favor  of  this  proposition.    And^-et,  in  the  &eeof  aUtlua, 
the  committee  insist  on  considering  the  public  lands  as  a 
permanent  source  of  revenue  from  which  to  dnw  Erect- 
ly from  the  pockets  of  the  people  two  and  a  half  wUBaam 
of  dollars.    And  why?   In  order  to  relieve  the  caStoaa. 
This  is  the  reason;  to  reduce,  to  a  still  lower  sum,  ihe 
duties  on  foreign  faierchandiset  and  Ihtia^  to  the  sane 
amount,  encourage  and  stimulate  forci^  iddustry,  and 
depress  our  own.    Is  this  liberal?    Ii  this  jnsl^  The 
Committee  of  IVays  and  Means  innst  that  the  poorer  dasc 
of  citizens,  who  want  to  settle  on  your  public  land%  asd 
improve  the  wilderness,  must  be  taxed  two  and  a  haif 
millions  of  dollars,  in  order  that  for^o  nuuwftstnrers 
may  be  relieved,  and  the  surplus  productiona af  fcrac"^ 


or  unwilling  to  undertake  to  furnish  to  (he  Hous^,  and  j  laborers  and  mechanics,  invited  here  to  be  throvn  VtAa 
yet,  sir, we  must  enter  into  this  detail,  and  closely  inspect  our  markets,  sold  at  auction,  and  saerificedt  nrfrjectia^ 
the  proviMona  of  the  bill,  before  we  can  judge  of  the  our  own  industrious  citizens  to  embarrassment*  and  rvtn, 
propriety  of  paaung  it.  It  is  only  by  examining  the .  by  glutting  our  markets,  and  prixlucing  fluctuatsnu  and 
bearii^  of  the  particulars  of  the  bill,  that  we  can  form  a  :  uncertainty .  This  is  an  odious  feature  in  the  Ul,  awl 
just  opinion  of  the  probable  cffecuof  the  measure  upon  particubrly  so,  when  coupled  with  the  proporittanlam 
,  the  iiulustry  and  labor  of  the  nation-  teas  and  coffee,  necessaries  of  life  not  produecd  mat 

The  committee  has  fbminhed  us  with  some  general  country, 
views  in  relation  to  the  financea  of -the  eoUntryt  therere-l    To  reduce  the  revenue  seems  to  have  been  tbo 
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absorbing  subject  with  the  committeet  and  to  intent  were 
thnr  on  this,  that  they  lost  sight  of,  or 'do  not  teem  to 
unoerrtand,  tbe  practical  operation  of  their  bill  upon  the 
country.  They  profess  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  Government.  How^  By  first  limiting  the 
Government  in  its  waiits]  prescribing  what,  in  their 
opinion,  shall  form  the  excluiiivc  objects  of  expencjiture, 
and  then  limiting  the  revenue  to  tlieae  expendituresf 
omitting  provision  for  objects  of  great  national  utility.  The 
intention  of  the  committee  being  (^reduce  the  revenue, 
tliey  strangely  attempt  to  accomplish  their  purpose,  by 
means  calculated  to  increase  the  revenue.  First,  by 
layin?  and  increasing  duties  on  tea  and  coffee,  nepessariea 
of  life,  which  enter  into  the  consumption  of  the  whole 
country,  and  which  are  not  produced  here.  And,  again, 
by  reducing  the  duties  on  foreign  distilled  spiritst  thus 
encouraging  an  increase  of  importation,  and,  consequent- 
ly, an  increase  of  revenue.  I  need  not  detajn  you  by 
g^ing  into  an  examination  of  this  branch  of  the  subject;  it 
has  been  sufRciently  illustrated  by  gentlemen  who  pre- 
ceded me. 

The  committee,  after  speaking  of  this  being  "  a  (it 
season  for  permanent  fiscal  regulations,"  aay,  it  is  vitally 
important,  too,  to  all  engaged  in  any  of  those  nutnerouB 
commercial,  manufacturing,  or  agricultural  enterprises, 
which  are  affected  by  ctianges  in  the  rates  of  impost,  and 
are  more  exposed  to  suffer  from  uncertainty  than  even 
error  in  legislatitn,  now  to  know  the  intention  and  pBlicy 
of  this  Government  in  regard  to  their  several  interests." 
Here  we  have  a.  eoneeanon  of  the  vital  importance  of  this 
lubject  to  the  whole  interests  of  the  country,  and  are,  to 
understand  that  the  propositions  of  the  committee  are 
recommended  as  worthy  of  being  atlopted  as  permanent 
fiscal  regulations.  Is  it  not  then  reasonable  to  demand 
from  the  committee,  and  is  it  not  their  duty  to  furnish  to 
tlie  House,  information  more  in  detail  as  to  the  probable 
eflTects  of  their  bill  upon  "  tbe  numerous  commercial, 
manufteturtng,  or  agricultural  interests  which  are  to  be 
affected  by  it,"  before  we  sliall  adopt  it?  Tliis  has  not 
been  done'.  The  committee  lias  not  pointed  out  the 
effects  to  be  produced  upon  those  great  national  interests 
by  the  proposed  measure.  tVhat  have  they  done ?  By 
mpplyiiTg  their  own  principles  to  the  bill  and  its  provi- 
rions,  we  will  6iid  that  they  have  sent  to  us  a  bill  reducing 
duties,  but  not  reducing  revenucj  a  bill  so  injudiciously 
and  inconaiderately,  not  to  say  intentionally,  framed  as  to 
cause  the  reductions  to  fall  on  those  articles  supplied  to 
us  by  several  branches  of  industry,  which  the  Gorern- 
ment,  from  the  earliest  period  to  the  present  moment,  has 
deemed  entitled  to  be  encouraged,  fostered,  and  protect- 
edi  articles  which,  in  consequence  of  this  protection,  are  j 
now  to  be  obtained  in  abundance,  of  superior  quality  to 
the  foreign  articles,  and  upon  as  good.  If  not  better 
terms,  under  a  fair  competition.  For  these  articles, 
nothing  more  is  now  required  but  a  just  and  adequate 

trotection  against  foreign  legisUtion  and  foreign  pauper 
bor.  Destroy  not  these  branches  of  industry  which 
now  amply  reward  the  Government  for  its  carej  which 
ftre  now  successfully  pursued,  and  have  reached  ahigli 
•degree  of  improvement,  owing  to  the  superior  skiil,  en- 
terpriae,  and  ingenuity  of  our  citizens)  which  have  en- 
riched the  nation  by  multiplying  its  resources,  while,  at' 
the  same  timc,_they  have  excited  the  envy  and  hostile 
feeling  of  foreign  manufacturers  and  foreign  Govern- 
inenlB.  The  bill  on  osr  tables  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
prepared  without  forecast,  and  verv  little  knon  ledge  of 
the  great  interest!  which  it  is  to  affect,  f^orance  and 
fear  may^  proatrate  in  a  moment  what  patriotism  and 
talents,  with  much  time  and  energy,  and  skill,  and  care, 
and  laborious  attention,  established.  Sir,  what  is  this  bill> 
It  is  called  a  <>  bill  tu  reduce  and  otherwise  alter  the 
duties  on  imports.'*  Let  ua  examine  it  closely,  and  I  think 
we  shall  find  reasons  ittr  changing  its  title  to  one  ntore  ap- 


propriate; such  as,  a  bill  of  destruction,  or  to  abolish 

Eroteetion;  to  Impoverish  the  American  meclianio  and 
borer,  and  humanely  encourage  the  labor  of  British 
paupers;  to  destroy  industry,  paralyze  enterprise)  to  en- 
courage opposition  to  the  laws,  a  title  wliich  the  bill  may 
deserve  from  the  cause  of  its  introduction  at  this  time; 
Of,  as  reduction  is  its  ostensible  object,  to  reduce  our  con- 
fidence in  our  Government;  or  to  reduce  the  once  rebel- 
lious eoloniei  to  a  dependence  upon  the  mother  country. 

Protection  is  witlidrawn  by  this  bill.  Cotton  and  wool- 
len manuftctories,  now  giving  emi.loyment  to  millions  of 
capital  and  thousands  of  our  citizens,  are  connghed  to  de- 
struction. Wool  and  woollens,  in  which  our  nrmers  are 
particularly  interested,  seem  to  be  selected  as  the  victims 
to  be  offered  as  a  sacrifice  to  appease  the  discontents  of 
the  South.  The  workmen  are  to  be  cooMgncd  to  idlenasa 
and  penucy,  and  the  sheep  of  tbe  fiinnera  and  wool- 

f powers  to  the  slaughter-house.  This  blow  at  the  manu- 
sicturers  will  wound  deeply  the  farmers  and  wooi-growera 
of  the  Northern,  Middle,  and  Western  States.  Give  to 
wool  and  woollens  protection  for  the  same  period  of  time 
which  has  been  extended  to  Vii^nia  tobacco,  and,  air* 
at  the  expiration  of  that  time  there  will  be  the  same  rea- 
son for  conn'dering  the  duty  as  nominal  that  the  chairman 
now  has  for  thinking  the  duty  on  tobacco  to  be  nominal. 
Tliis  now  called  nominal  duty  was  first  laid  to  protect  the 
Virginia  plantere;  they  did  not  complain,  nor  did  other 
States.  And  now  the  tobacco  plantera  of  Virginia,  with 
a  prohibitory  du^  in  thor  flivor,  which  has  been  conti- 
nued fbr  many  years,  generally  strike  olT  all  protecUon 
which  has  been  but  for  a  short  time  affbided  to  tbe  inte- 
rests of  the  fiirmera  and  wool-growers  of  the  Northern, 
Middle,  and  Western  States.  Why,  air,  there  is  more 
capital  invested  in  the  wool  and  woollen  bus'ness  than 
would  be  sufficient  to  purchase  the  whole  of  the  miserable 
tobacco  region  of  Virginia,  with  its  alavea  and  race-horaea, 
twice  told.  Sir,  the  woollen  tnanufrctare  it  to  tbe  coun- 
try one  of  the  most  important,  fiwn  the  variety  of  inte- 
rests which  it  embraces.  The  farmers  have  a  more  direct 
and  extensive  interest  in  the  woollen  manufacture  than  in 
any  other:  it  is  a  twofold  interest.  They  raise  the  sheep, 
they  furnish  the  wool,  the  raw  material,  and  provide  sub- 
sistence. It  is  in  this  way  that  the  farmers  are  benefited 
by  the  extenwon  and  success  of  manufactories,  in  furnish- 
ing raw  material  for  some,  and  subsistence  for  all;  in 
truth,  they  are  the  bans  upon  which  tbe  whole  rest.  And 
when  the  manubctories  are  destroyed,  and  tbe  mechaidca 
impoverished,  the  farmers  become  involved  in  the  same 
distress,  and  suffer  with  the  others.  In  the  interior  of  the 
country,  the  towns,  which  are  the  work  as  well  as  the 
abode  of  mechanics,  and  the  manufacturing  establishments^ 
afford  markets  for  the  productions  of  the  brmers,  for 
their  beef,  pork,  aheep,  wool,  gn^n,  breadstuff,  and  a 
variety  of  raw  materials.  Iftlieae  markets  be  destroyed, 
al^  or  the  greater  portioif  of  this  produce,  must  be  sent 
by  rivers,  canals,  turnpikes,  and  railroads,  to  a  more  dis- 
tant market  on  the  seaboard,  and  then  to  be  sold  perhapt 
for  the  mere  coat  of  transportation. - 

The  importance  of  tlie  cotton  and  woollen  manufac- 
tures to  the  country  is  aolBciently  obvious)  and  my  col< 
leagues  [Hesuv.  CnAWfoBD  and  HcKxirirAK]  have  ablv 
commented  upon  the  injurious  effects  which  this  bill  mil 
produce  upon  those  interests  and  all  connected  with  them. 
More  might  be  said  upon  this  part  of  the  bill,  but,  rir,  I 
will  not  detain  you  by  any  remarks  of  mine,  assome  gen- 
tlemen much  more  competent  will  follow  me,  who,  from 
their  talents,  thorough  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  in- 
timate acquaintance  with  the  establi^ment,  progresa, 
and  present  condition  of  these  branches  of  industry,  are 
able  to  present  to  tbe  House,  in  the  dearest  and  roost  ta- 
tis&ctoiy  manner,  the  prostration  and  embarrassment 
which  will  inevitably  ensue  from  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
'  posed  measure.    Allow  me,  however,  to  call  your  atten- 
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tion,  fiir  a  ihort  time*  to  the  provuioni  of.  this  bill  in 
Mktion  to  iron.  Iron  bus  been  called,  by  some  gentlemen, 
a  fkvorite  with  the  committee.  The  committee  seem  tu 
profcu  A  psrtiality  towards  iron*  it  is  true;  but  this  par- 
tislity  is  better  calcutatctl  to  ruin  the  fiivorUe»  thui  con- 
duce to  its  permsnent  benefit. 

Iron  is  sn  article  of  the  first  nrcessily;  it  is  indispensa- 
blei  it  is  the  fbundntion  upon  which  we  depend  fur  miiny 
oftbe  comforts  of  life,  and  it  is  CMentialiy  requisite  for 
the  national  defencet  therefore  it  \n  all-important  that  our 
country  tlioukl  be  independent  of  fureigners  fur  the  sup. 
ply  of  an  article  neceswry  to  our  existence  and  defence 
as  A  free  and  enlightened  nation.  Our  country  abounds 
with  thia  material*  and  with  the  conveniences  necessary 
to  manufacture  it  into  all  tlie  variety  of  articles  which  so- 
eiety  demands.  And  since  you  have  extended  to'the 
manufiietures  of  iron  an  adequate  protection,  they  have 
rapidly  increased  in  extent,  and  multiplied  in  numbers. 
Furnaces,  forj^s,  rolling  mills,  and  otiier  establislimenta 
connected  wiiji  these,  have  started  into  existence  in  every 
part  of  the  country.  Gentlemen  mistake  if  they  suppose 
that  Pennqrl«ania  is  the  only  State  interested  in  this  arti- 
cle. Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee  sre  now  largely 
engaged  in  the  buainess,  and  maintain  an  active  competi- 
tion with  the  Pcnnsylvanians  in  the  markets  of  their  own 
St^te.  What  has  been  the  effect,  then,  of  your  protec-. 
tion.'  You  have  excited  competition)  you  have  called 
fiHth  new  enterpriM)  men  of  moderate  capital,  and 
posseaaing  skill  and  praetiesi  knowledge,  have  oeen  suit* 
ably  encouraged  to  engage  in  these  new  undertakings, 
and  the  efTrcts  have  bten  highly  benrficial  to  the  whole 
community.  Prices  have  been  grcstly  reduced  to  the 
consumers  in  our  country,  and  Toreigners  and  foreign 
imnmaatera  have  been  comptrlled  tu  reduce  tiirir  pncea 
ami  diminish  the'r  prufits.  It  is  well  known  that  the  pro- 
prietors of  iron  works  in  Sweden,  by  an  agreement  and 
mutual  understanding,  towered  the  priwof  iron*  in  order 
to  eounteraet  the  protection  ami  encouragement  held  out 
to  oirr  citixcns  by  the  tariff  of  18..'8. 

Look,  sir,  for  a  momept,  at  the  effect  produced  by 

Jour  protection  laws  upon  prices.  In  IU18,  at  Pittsburg, 
Af  iron  stild  at  from  one  hundred  and  ninety  to  two  hun- 
dred dollars  per  tont  now  the  price  is  about  one  hundred 
dollars.  In  1818,  1819,  and  1830,  bwleP  iron  was  three 
hundred  atid  fifty  dollars  per  toni  now  the  price  is  about 
one  hundred  and  forty  ctollurs  per  tun.  Sheet  irun  sold 
for  eighteen  dollars  per  hundred  weight;  tlte  price  is  now 
frum  eight  and  a  half  to  nine  dnilars.  Huop  iron,  from 
two  hundred  and  fifty,  is  now  at  one  hunilretl  and  iweniy 
dol  ar»  per  ton.  Axes,  from  twenty-lour  dollars  per 
doxeOi  havefidlentotwelvedollaraperdozen.  Scythes, 
•pudea,  and  idwivels  have  been  reduced  in  price  about 
fit\y  per  cent.  English  vices  were  sold  about  the  same 
time  at  from  twenty  tu  twenty-two  and  a  half  cents  per 
pound)  the  American  article,  superior  in  quality,  is  wid 
at  from  nine  ami  a  half  to  twelve  and  a  half  ceitts  per 
pound.  Draxiers'  ruds,  in  lt)34,  were  imported,  and  cust 
three  hundred  and  thirteen  dolUn  and  sixty  cents  per 
tont  now,  by  tlie  American  manufiwturer,  tlie  price  baa 
been  reduced  to  one  hundred  and  thirty  dolUrs  per  ton. 
Thus  sir,  aktiuugh  the  duties  were  increased,  the  prices 
were  reduced,  and  the  American  consumer  participated 
in  the  beneiiu  derived  umter  the  protei  ting  policy.  This 
will  always  be  the  case.  Similar  results  have  taken  place 
in  all  oiher  cases  where  adequate  protection  to  American 
industry  lias  been  affurdeil.  In  the  primary  roanufiicture 
of  iron*  considerable  capital  is  required,  moie  tlinn  in 
general  can  be  commanded  by  one  individual*  and  ihore 
titan  what  one  would  be  disposed  to  risk.  Uut,  by  the 
protection  under  your  laws,  men  uf  small  capital  sre  en- 
couraged to~  unite  with  the  practical  meclianic,  whoiie 
capital  Goiwits  chiefly  in  his  skill,  economy*  and  iiidus- 
tiyi  content  with  small  profits,  they  are  enabled  to  carry 


on  business  advantageously  to  themselvesand  to  the  com- 
munity, by  preserving  a  fair  competitiop,  and  keeping 
down  monopoly.  Reduce  the  duties  as  proposed  by  this 
bill,  witiidraw  adetfuate  protection,  expnae  these  indus- 
trious and  useful  citizens  to  a  severe  competition  with  tiie 
foreign  manufacturers,  who  may  be  enabled,  by  a  remo- 
val of  duties,  to  pour  suddenly  into  our  market  the  sur- 
plus from  the  wnrkshopsofBuropet  and  these  men  of  but 
small  capital,  who  are  numerous,  will  be  overwhelmed: 
only  those  establishmenU  sustained  by  the  largest  capital 
could  withstand  the  shock*  and,  if  disturbed,  mi^t  even- 
tually  recover.  The  finaf  result*  however,  wdl  be  the 
destruction  of  competition  in  many  parts  of  the  country, 
and  the  estabrishment  of  monopufy.  Continue  to  iroi, 
and  all  its  branches,  adequate  protection*  aa  has  been 
given  to  Virginia  tobacco  and  Vii^nia  cmI*  and  it  will 
soon  become  an  important  item  among  our  dumrstic  ex- 
ports. The  process  of  mstiiifiicturing  iron  with  co^e  is 
about  to  be  undertaken  in  Pennsylvania,  under  favar^ble 
circumstances.  Several  attempts  have  been  bCTelofare 
marie,  none  of  which  succeeded,  and  were  attended  with 
heavy  tosses  to  those  who  made  the  experiments.  Bot, 
sir,  perseverance,  with  the  proper  skill  and  management, 
must  succeed)  there  is  no  reason  why*  witli  sinular  mate- 
rials this  should  not  be  the  case  here  as  well  aa  ih  £i>g- 
land.  Then  we  will  be  furnished  with  adescriptioa  of 
iron  of  inferior  quality  to  the  charcoal  iron,  but  which  viQ 
answer  for  a  great  many  purpose)^  and  at  as  cheap  a  nta 
as  the  English  iron.  Thia  establishment  is,  liowever,  yet 
ill  tis  infaiwyt  and,  instead  of  affording  an  argument,  u 
my  colleague  [Mr.  GlLMoas]  seemed  to  think  it  did,  in 
favnr  of  wilhhr)tding  or  reducing  protection,  it  is  pre- 
cisely in  that  situation  presenting  the  strongest  claims  for 
priiteciion.  My  colleague  seems  to  be  dtestisfied  witli 
the  discrimination  between  hammered  and  rulWd  iron;  % 
discrimination  made  originally  with  the  express  object  of 
favoring  the  Iron  of  Pennsylvania,  and  one  or  two  utlicr 
States.  He  tliinfcs  it  unjust^  and,  lO  convince  tlm  com- 
mittee, has  read,  not  his-uwn  arguments*  but  tiie  argu* 
mentsoftiie  British  minister.  Ur.  Canning wasadvocalii^ 
the  cause  of  the  Britisli  ironmasters:  we  are  contending 
for  our  own  mumiracturera.  In  England,  bar  iron  is  made 
universally  by  rolling,  ami  is  greatly  inferior  to  the  ham- 
mered bar  iron  of  Pennsylvania.  "Hiat  the  Britisb  would 
complain  uf  a  measure  intended  for  our  brnefil,  is  not  to 
be  wondered  at)  but  it  is  a  matter  of  some  surprise  titat 
my  colleague  ahotild  introduce  die  argumentsof  Mr.  Can- 
ning to  prove  the  injustice  of  this  meaaure,  and  tbiit  too, 
after  the  British  Govcmmentliadsubsequentlyab— doned 
the  ^Miiid  altogether. 

It  la  B«d  by  some  thf  t  iron  and  coal  are  prrtectcd.  and 
that  this  should  satisfy  Tennsylvaiiia:  there  W  a  laUa^ 
here*  which  will  appear  in  the  prwress  of  this  discuasioa. 
Suppose,  however,  fbr  the  sake  of  the  argument*  that  ir«n 
is  protected)  are  there  no  other  branches  of  indeStry  im- 
portant to  Pennsylvania,  and  other  Slates,  which  are  not 
protected  by  this  bill'  'I'lie  cotton,  woollen,  paper,  and 
glass  manufactures,  not  to  name  any  more*  are  as  valuable 
to  Pennaylvania  as  her  iron.  Will  it  satisfy  ibe  bnncn 
and  wool-growers,  and  the  Ibouiands  of  oilier  ritixens  of 
Peimsylvanis,  feeling  a  great  interest  in  woollen^  ctrtton* 
paper,  gliOs*  lead,  and  many  branches  of  the  irim  busi- 
ness, to  be  told,  when  suffering  under  the  embarrass- 
ments which  this  bill  will  bring  upon  theiri*  you  ought 
nut  to  complaint  tlie  manufacturers  of  bar  won  and  nads 
in  Pennsylvania  are  protected,  as  is  also  PennajiWaiua 
coalf  Uy  enlleagiie  complains  of  the  diactianfiKfian  be- 
tween rolled  and  hammered  iron*  and  yet  advucaftet  m  hJI 
with  discrimications  of  an  odious  character,  beeaitiK  madt 
between  our  own  manufacturers.  It  prnfi  i  ■  lo  citcad 
to  oiie  interest  protection,  while  it  consigns  to  dMndioa 
other  branches  uf  industry  and  interests  cqnal^  mrtari- 
ous  sod  entitled  to  lavor.  Is  this  jusboe  mvfmltHj^  Mat, 
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^r,  I  ctHi'Jder  the  proteelinn  HrhiCh  ii  pr.T|kiie(l  to  iron  in 
thi)  bin  to  be  til  «  tlehisinn.    Iron  never  was  in  trore 
dxiipr  th«ii  it  it  under  this  bill,  independently  tif  llie 
niiiinni  retluetiitni  directly  propOMed  i>n  »everHl  Imporl«iit 
mnnurHCtures  uf  iriin.    Do  we  not  ftll  -Vnow,  dt>et  any 
Penni^'lfknian  require  to  be  told,  (hit  the  wliole  pmtec- 
tive  pidiey  imiit  be  wtHtained  ua  lyitem,  oritwill  pcHth^ 
miitto  11,  **  United  we  Mand,  divide<l  we  fall."  It  can- 
not be  otherwise.  No  rratonahle  man  can,  Tor  a  moment, 
aiippo»e  that  iron  would  continue  to  rereive  pr»tectir>n 
from  a  Government  wlitch  liati  broken  down  alt  llie  other 
important  mmuirnctoriet  of  the  country.     Theae  being 
deitroyed,  the  enemies  of  protective  policy  will  be  ena- 
bled  to  brii^  an  increased  force  to  operate  apuittt  iron. 
We  are  all  Ben«ble  of  this.  And  Pennsylvania  beholda  in 
tlie  ruin  uf  the  cotton,  woollen,  and  other  fiianufacturei 
in  which  alie  and  other  States  have  a  deep  interest,  tite 
fate  wliich  aw»it9  her  iron  and  c<«I  under  the  prupoaed 
bill.    An  accumulated  opposiition  would  bear  down,  irre- 
siatibly,  upon  hII  ht-r  grrmt  interests,  and  tliey  would  sink 
in  the  general  ruin.    What,  then,  will  become  of  her 
brif^it  prospects)  Tliey  will  all  vanish.  Her  apleiKlid  and 
exieiuive  impmvemenu  will  be  rewlered  unproilnctire, 
if  nut  companttively  useless.  1'he  internal  commerce  and 
home  triidf,  fur  wiiich  they  were  chiefly  desiipied,  will 
dwindle  into  iniipiificance  under  an  abandonment  of  the 
protective  ajstemi  and  her  canals,  her  numerous  rail- 
roads, and  turnpike  roads,  whilst  they,  deserted  and  in 
riiin'^  remain  a  monument  to  lier  noble  public  spirit  and 
Tigorous  enterprise,  will  be  a  lastinr  reproach  upon  tlie 
Government  in  which  slie  confided,  but  which  denied 
protection  to  the  great  national  interests.    Coal  miftht  be 
aaved.    The  "  Old  Dominion,*'  for  whose  special  bene- 
fit protection  was  uri^na1lyextende<l  to  coal  and  tobacco, 
will  stretch  forth  her  mighty  arm  to  save  o«ir  coalj  for  it 
I  have  no  frsrs.    I'he  patriotic  sons  of  Virginia  will  de- 
fend the  coal  proprietors  and  miners  of  Peimsylvania,  so 
Ion;  as  their  own  ciwl  shall  not  be  exhatistedt  and,  if  we 
raisied  tobaccfs  they  wouM  fteiierously  protect  that  also. 
Sir,  I  repeat  it,  and  it  ii  well  understood  in  Pennsylvania, 
tlie  whole  syntem  must  be  sustained  together,  or  it  will 
inevitably  perish. 

To  be  the  better  able  to  jwlge  of  the  fsvor  which  it  is 
slleRcd  Is  sliown  to  Pennsylvania  in  the  bill  before  iis,  and 
of  the  amotmt  of  real  protection  afTorned  to  iron,  let  me 
ask  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  a  ft  w  of  the  details 
on  that  subject.    And  here  I  must  take  the  liberty  to  re- 
mark, that  this  part  of  the  bill  exhibits  such  stronfrSar- 
chett  features  as  to  impress  upon  my  mind  the  belief  that 
ttie  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  if  thev  did  not  take 
cmineel  of  their  fears,  as  was  intimated  by  my  colleajfue. 
[  Mr.  McKk««an.]  consulted  a  more  artful  enemy  lu  Ame- 
riCMH  industry  and  manufiicturea^  vis.  that  loving  and 
faithful  British  subject,  Mr.  Sarehett,  who  very  kindly 
visits  Washington  when  the  tarifT  is  tmder  discussion,  to 
instruct  the  American  Congress  how  beat  to  protect  Ame- 
rican industry,  and  frame  an  American  tariff.    What  in- 
terviews,  if  any,  this  individual  has  had  with  the  Treaaury 
Department  and  members  of  the  committee  in  relation  to 
this  matter,  is  best  known  to  the  gentlemen  themselves, 
and  the;^  can  infurm  this  Huuset 

Btrfure  entering  npon  the  brief  examination  which  I 
pfofMHe  to  mske,  I  will  observe,  sir,  that  the  committee 
has  fiirnislwd  US  with  a  tabtdar  statement  explanatnrv  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill:  it  purports  to  be  a  "statement 
of  duties  that  will  accrue  under  the '  bill  presented  to 
the  Houae  of  Bepresentativea  by  the  Cnmmitlee  of  Ways 
and  Mean9t'*and  yet  such  are  the  discrepanciea  between 
this  tubular  sUtement  and  the  provisions  of  the  bill  itself,  in 
relation  to  som^  items,  that  it  ought  not  to  be  relied  on, 
and  conirms  me  in  the  opinion  that  the  bill  was  prepared 
witliutit  due  care.  And  this  statement  is  calculated  to 
miai«»<l  us  in  soate  particulars.   Take,  ftx  instance,  nails 


and  spikes.  By  the  tabular  statwnent,  the  lowest  dnty  on 
nails  is  said  to  be  sixty-two  per  cent,  on  spikn  seventy, 
two  per  cent,  ad  %-aloremi  the  duly  Jieing  calculated  on 
the  «alue  oftlie  imports  of  the  year  1831 .  Ity  adverting 
to  the  bill,  to  ascertain  the  rate  of  duty  to  be  charged 
upon  nails  and  spikes,  we  do  not  find  that  these  articleC 
are  enumeratedi  and,  in  order  to  fix  the  duty,  we  are  re> 
ferrcd,  under  the  thirty-seventh  paragraph  of  tlie  flrrt 
section  of  the  bill,  to  "the  lowest  rate  of  dnty  which 
would  have  been  payable  on  the  same  under  the  acts  of 
1816  or  1833."  By  the  act  of  3833,  the  duty  on  naib  is 
five  cents  per  pound)  on  spikes  four  eentit  per  pound, 
equal  to  seventy-eight  and  ninety-six  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem. By  the  act  of  1816,  the  duty  on  nails  is  three  cents, 
and  on  spikes  two  cents  per  pnimdi  and  yet  the  commit- 
tee, in  their  tabular  atatement,  lua  put  down  the  duties 
at  four  cents  and  three  cents.  If,  however,  we  are  to  b* 
governed  by  the  bill,  and  not  the  statement,  we  must  as- 
sess the  duties  as  under  the  act  of  ]8]6|  ami,  instead  of 
an  ad  valorem  duty  on  nails  of  sixty-two  per  cent.,  it  will 
amount  only  to  about  fotiy-six  per  cent.,  and  on  spikes 
about  fHrty-«even  or  furty-eight  per  cent.,  instead  of  se> 
venty-two  per  cent.  In  these  instances,  the  statement 
tnisleada  its  in  forming  an  estimate  of  the  protection  given 
by  tIte  committee  to  nails  and  apikes.  I  do  not  know 
that  these  cireumstancea  are  of  an^  consequence,  except 
to  ahow  how  inaccurate  the  committee  luu  bet-n.  Naib 
sell  for  little  more  than  the  duty,  and  some  qualtties  ra- 
ther below  the  present  dutyt  tlie  duly  forms  no  part, 
therefore,  of  the  price — a  residt  produced  by  our  machi- 
nery, under  a  protecting  tarilT.  Otiier  instances  of  dif* 
fer^nce  might  be  given.  To  do  jniitice  to  the  committee, 
I  will  tttke  tlieir  own  conatruelion  of  the  provisions  of 
their  bill,  and  its  operation  u  detailed  in  the  tabular 
statement. 

The  duty  on  hammered  iron,  in  bars  or  bolts,  is  redue* 
ed  from  thirty-three  to  twenty-eight  per  cent.  I1iia  de> 
scriptinn  of  iron  is  sent  from  Kinaia  ami  Swedeni  but  on 
the  British,  that  is,  the  rolled  inm,  the  duty  is  reduced 
from  nineiy-five  to  serenty-atx  per  cent.  I'he  reduction 
on  the  Russian  and  Swediali  iron,  in  the  opinion  of  soma 
gentlemen,  will  not  injure  materially  the  in>n  establish- 
ments in  our  cmintry.  I'he  effect  of  tlte  reduction  on 
the  Inferior  British  iron  will  be  to  encmirage  the  Bri- 
tish mannfiieturera  to  send  their  rolled  iron  in  greater 
quantities  to  tliis  country,  to  the  injury  of  our  own  roll* 
ing  mills  and  forges.  And  when  we  view  this  in  connex- 
ion with  the  great  redtictiuns  proposed  upon  the  manii* 
faciureb  of  iron  which  now  give  employment  to  our 
rolling  and  slitting  mills,  the  effect  will  be  found  to  be 
exceedingly  injiinous,  if  not  totally  niinoiM.  A  compa- 
ny lively  high  duty  is  retained  on  the  rolled  iron,  wlien 
many  articles,  in  the  manufacture  of  which  our  iron  is  used, 
are  to  be  imported  at  duties  greatly  reduced)  conseiqiient- 
ly,  the  effect  will  be  to  impair  the  market  fur  the  sale  of 
otir  iron.  Of  what  avail  will  be  the  duty  on  bar  iron,  if 
the  manufactures,  for  which  iron  as  a  raw  material  is 
Wanted,  are  to  be  sent  into  our  market  from  the  work- 
slinps  of  England  at  very  low  dutiesi  tlius  depriving  our 
blscksmiths  ai>d  mechaiuet  of  employment,  and  destroy- 
ing, in  a  great  degree,  the  demand  fbf  the  iron  of  our 
own  country }  Tlie  duty  on  bar  iron  is,  therefore,  a  mere 
delusion. 

The  ditty  on  iron,  in  cables  and  chains  or  parts  thereu^ 
is  to  be  reduced  from  fif\y-nine  to  twenty  per  Cent,  ad 
j'atoremi  on  drawing-knivea,  axes,  hatchets,  wowlscrews, 
shoveK  spades,  hues,  and  other  manufiiclureB  of  inm, 
from  thirty  to  twenty  per  cent.i  on  braxien^  rad^  from 
one  hundred  and  seventeen  to  twenty  per  cent.)  on  nails 
ami  flpike  rods,  from  one  hundred  and  seventeen  to  twen* 
ty  percent.)  on  nail  plates,  from  tliree  cents  per  pound  to 
twenty  per  cent.  (  on  slit;  rolled,  or  hammered,  fur  bsnd- 
iron,  casement  rods,  fcc.  Uom  ninety-six  to  twenty  percent. 
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I  will  not  Kinrm,  should  thii  bill  go  into  operation,  tbit 
the  duties  or  ntes  of  duty  will  sctuslly  be  u  is  statediiy 
the  committee  la  the  table  aocomputyinfl;  their  report. 
By  the  eet  of  1816,  iron  in  rods  (and  this  may^  iiicludc 
nail  rods,  spike  rods,  and  braxiers*  rods)  was  subject  to  a 
duty  of  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  cwt.  I'he  com- 
mittee, in  all  probability,  made  their  calculation  upon  the 
suppoHtion  that  iron  in  rods  was  to  be  considered  as  ero- 
br«ced  in  the  class  of  non-enumerated  manufactures  of 
■roni  not  adrerting  to  the  &ct  that  iron  in  rods  is  specified 
in  the  act  of  181^  and  subject  to  a  specific  duty  of  two 
dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  cwt. 

With  a  view  still  further  to  ahow  the  ndsdiief  which 
this  bill  will  produce^  let  us  for  a  moment  examine  the 
provision  in  relation  to  flint  glass.  This  is  one  of  the 
most  important  and  interesting  manufactures  in  the  United 
States.  1  tlunk  the  first  extensive  manufiu:tory  of  this, 
kind  was  establiabed  at  Pituburg,  the  place  of  my  nati- 
vltyt  which  I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent  on  this 
door.  In  1813.  thm  vere»  perhapa*  two  furnaces  in 
operation  at  that  pbcet  there  are  now  fire.  Other  esta^ 
bUahments,  equally,  and  some  much  more  extensive,  have 
started  into  existence,  in  various  parts  of  our  country, 
under  the  protection  derived  from  your  laws.  Great  im- 
provementa  have  been  made  in  the  manufacture.  The 
skill  and  ingeauity  of  our  workmen  now  furnish  the 
country  with  attielea  e^ual,  if  not  superior  in  quality  to 
any  imputed,  and  at  prtees  greatly  reduced,  not  exceed- 
ing those  at  which  Bi^iih  flint  glass  can  be  fiiiri^  im- 
ported. Thousands  of  our  citizens  are  now  deriving  a 
sabsiatence  from  this  manufacturet  it  employs  some  thou- 
nnde  of  tons  of  shipping,  and  consumes  a  variety  of  raw 
mteriaK  Boioe  of  which  cannot  be  applied  to  any  other 
uteliil  purpose,  and  is  trampled  under  our  feet)  millions 
of  pounds  of  lead,  of  pot  and  pearl  ashes,  are  required, 
besides  several  hundred  thousand  bushels  of  coal.  I  have 
no  estimate  with  me  of  the  whole  amount  of  capital  in- 
vested in  this  business,  but  iu  value  to  the  nation  may  be 
leaimed  from  the  statement  before  me,  by  which  it  ap. 
pears  that  the  total  amount  of  flint  glaii  now  made  in 
the  Uitited  Sutea  is  about  one  miUioa  three  luwdred 
thousand  dollars  per  annum. 

This,  then,  is  briefly  the  state  of  the  Untglasi  manu- 
factnre,  as  it  now  exists,  having  grown  up  un&r  our  pro- 
tective policy.  Let  us  now  see  what  amount  of  protec- 
tion is  to  be  afforded  under  this  bill. 

Our  .existing  tariff  imposes  on  flint  glaas,  uncut,  acom- 
poundduty  oftwo  eenU  per  pound,  and  twenty  per  cent 
ad  TMorem,  equal  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  thirty-five 
per  cent  on  the  imports  of  1851.  What  will  be  tlie  pro- 
tection under  the  bilU  It  cUscards  the  specific  duty  of 
two  cents  per  pound,  and  retains  only  the  twenty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  on  pLun  gfaus,  and  reduces  to  the  same 
low  point  the  duty  on  cut  glass,  which  is  considered  an 
article  of  luxury,  and  is  now  subject  to  a  compound  duty 
of  three  eenta  per  pound,  and  tnirty  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
mn,  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  only  thirty- 
seven  per  cent,  on  the  imports  of  1831. 

But,  sir,  this  is  not  all.  In  this,  as  In  all  otiier  branches 
of  industry,  our  greatest  competitors  are  the  British,  who 
are  encouraged  to  ship  to  this  country  their  surplus  and 
refuse  stock,  in  order  to  obtain  tlie  drawback  allowed  on 
iu  exporution.  And,  if  I  am'  not  mistaken,  this  dnw- 
buok  allowed  to  the  BritiA  manubcturer  exceeds  the  ex- 
else  duty  twelve  shillings  and  six  pence  per  cwt,  which 
U  a  clear  bounty  to  the  manufacturer  of  about  two  and 
a  half  cenu  per  pound.  In  general,  the  amount  of  duty 
pud,  compared  with  the  value  or  quantity  of  the  articles 
mrly  and  honestly  imported,  will  exhibit^  in  some  de- 

Sve,  the  quantum  of  protection.  But,  in  the  case  of 
nt  glasi^  in  order  to  ascatain  the  true  amount  of  real 
proteetioQ,  we  must  deduct  the  exoeaa  of  drewb«ek.over 
cvmae,  or  thia  bounty,  piid  to  the  Btitisb  mftmi&oturer 


on  the  weight  of  glass  exported,  from  the  nggl^gate  duty 
paid  on  importation  to  thia  country. 

In  1631,  there  were  imported  749,485  pounds  of  ghaib 
uncut.  Upon  the  exportation  of  this  quantity,  the  Britirik 
manufiuturer  would  receive,  at  two  and  a  half  cents  per 
pound,  f  18,737  over  and  above  the  excise  duty  paid  by 
him.  This  quantity  of  glass  was  valued,  at  the  phce  of 
exportation,  at  ^103,075;  on  this  valuation  oar  duty  was 
catcuUled,  and  amounted  to  ^5,405;  fi-ooi  wbadh  deduct 
918,737,  and  the  amount  pud  to  the  British  mnnnbcfeurer 
will  leave  $16,668  on  9102,075,  equal  to  atbeut  rixiccn  per 
cent.,  the  protection  afforded  under  our  exisdi^  tariff  to 
the  American  roanu&oturer.  The  bill  now  under  coo- 
Mdention  proposes  to  reduce  tins  by  throwing  away  the 
specific  duty  of  two  cents  per  pound.  In  l&^l,  the 
whole  amount  of  duty  received  on  749,485  pounds  of 
glass,  uncut,  was  $35,405t  deduct  from  this  the  amount 
produced  by  the  specificdutyof  twocenUperpeBnd,viz. 
914,989,  the  lemaioder,  $30,416,  is  the  amount  of  duty 
vh^h  would  be  chargeable  under  the  bill  now  before  u% 
being  at  the  rate  of  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Dedoct 
from  this  amount  the  aum  paid  to  the  British  nanuJac- 
turer,  believed  to  be  about  two  and  a  half  cents  pa-  pound, 
amounting  to  $18,737,  the  baUnce,  viz.  91,679,  is  the 
amount  of  real  protection,  cotmlerably  bektw  two  per 
cent.,  whidi  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Mcaas  are  will- 
ing to  allow  to  the  American  matuiiseturas  agunA  tbe 
surplus  and  refuse  stock,  drawbacks  fraudulentinvcMe% 
and  valuations  of  their  British  rivals.  Twenty  per  cent 
ad  valorem  will  not  be  adeqiiate  protectioa,  because  it 
will  be  counteracted  by  Uie  fnreSgn  vahMtios^  if  by  do 
other  foreign  regulation. 

These  details  are  tedkHi%  but  are  neeeaaaiT'  to  a  tb»^ 
rough  understan^ng  of  the  destni^ve  opermon  of  this 
bill.  Iiball  not,  however,  detaiaymbygaiins*^ntoafur> 
ther  examination  of  them.  Nor  is  it  my  mteiAiDn  to  inguire 
whether  this  bill  will  reduce  the  revienue  or  nott  tt  is  suf^ 
ficient  ground  for  me  tb  withhold  from  it  my  approbatkM^ 
to  find  that  its  practical  operation  on  the  country  wiU  be 
ruinous  to  its  industry,  and  pr^u^eial  to  our  bert  inte- 
rests.' 

The  Committee  of  Wa^s  and  Means  adant  that  ibe 
changes  proposed  in  the  bdl  nuy  be  imurious;  sad  aty. 

It  is  vitally  important  to  the  commercial,  roanuftrtiiring^ 
and  agricultural  interests,  to  know  what  is  to  b«  the  per- 
manent policy."  .How  are  these  iiyurioua  consccjuences 
to  be  guarded  agwnst?   What  alleviation  ia  provided  by 
the  bill }   It  is  said  the  reductions  are  to  be  gradual 
some  articles)  the  lowest  reduction  ia  not  t«  bfce  eSctf 
until  the  Sd  day  of  Msrcb,  1835.  How,  and  to  wbooi  wOi 
this  afford  relief?   It  may  to  the  manu&ctams  and  em- 
ployers, by  giving  them  time  to  sell  off  Aor  rtfi(^  *»A 
work  up  materials  on  hand.   Will  they  reploidk*  No. 
They  will  diminish  their  buuneesi  curtail  exDetsStiitrsi 
manufacture  leu;  reduce  the  wages  of  « onsen;  dd- 
cliaige  many  from  emplt^mentt  end  finad^  ^ 
whole  mmiber,  and  dose  the  fketories  ana  workabefia- 
Such  is  the  remedy  for  the  evib  which  the  biB  wtU  {oc^ 
duce.    Upon  whom  will  these  evils  presa  owal  severely' 
Not,  sir,  upon  the  employers  and  uu-ge  capiitaKBtat  bitf 
they  will  fall  .with  sccumulated  wei|^t— uposi  whom' 
Upon  the  poorer  workmen,  the  mechanic^  and  tbe  labU'- 
ers)  the  very  class  of  individuals  of  all  other*  wiw  oqg^> 
to  be  protected)  they  compose  an  induatriMe  and  very 
numerous  class  in  our  community,  and  i  iiii^iBwilffi  eves- 
lially  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country.    DepeWcA  «C  cm- 

ftloyment,  tlicy  are  deprived  of  subsisteoo^  «f  Ow  saca» 
or  the  support  and  education  of  their  ianiBc^  TIIm  » 
not  all;  these  individuals  are  yetmttfc  eercrdy  dealt w:l: 
in  this  bill)  while  it  deprives  tlwm  of  nmplu^ymtal,  ^ 
encouraging  foreign  labw,  it  taxes  the  ntvmmtann  ^ 
more  heavily.  Tea  and  coffee  enter  UUk  thy  eov 
tioQ  of  every  Umfy  in  ^  cQuntiXii      Tfliitir  Jhnri 
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to  obtain  them  are  dimlniahed,  they  find  them  taxed  the 
higher  under  this  bill.  Look  at  the  injiiitice  and  inequa- 
lity of  thia  bill.  Ne^ro  clothing  and  negro  blankets,  arti- 
cles which  can  be  made  abundantly  in  our  country,  to 
gratify  the  Southern  planter,  are  allowed  to  be  imported 
at  the  low  duty  of  five  per  cent.  Yet,  air,  Uie  free  laborers 
of  the  Nodhem,  Middle,  and  Western  Statea,  with  whom 
tea  and  cofiee  are  neeeaaariea  of  life,  and  which  cannot  be 
produced  in  ourcountry,  and  which  were  made  free  ofduty 
Dy  the  law  of  1S33,  are  now  to  be  taxed  twenty  per  cent, 
as  was  firtt  propoted  in  the  bill,  but  which  the  chairman  of 
tlie  committee  now  proposes  to  reduce  about  one-half  on 
teas.  Why  thia  partality  toward  the  slave  laborer'  and 
why  thia  apparent  dispo^ion  to  depren  the  free  laborer' 
Where  b  the  justice  or  equality  by  which  the  committee 
professed  to  be  actuated' 

Before  we  shall  adopt  the  system  now  proposed*  which 
is  so  destructive  to  American  industry,  and  favorable  to 
British  manufacturers  and  pauper  labor,  and  which  the 
committee  recommend  as  a  permanent  policy,  let  us  for  a 
moment  inquire  into  the  trade  between  this  country  and 
England,  and  see  what  amount  alie  takes  of  the  produc- 
tions, of  our  farmers.    Sir,  we  know  that  our  breadstufTs 
are  t^n  excluded,  in  consequence  of  the  high  duties; 
these  are  fluctuating,  ascemling  or  descending,  accord- 
ing  to  the  average  price  of  grain  for  certain  periods  of 
time  in  the  Rnglish  market.    I  find,  from  the  table  of  ex- 
ports for  1831,  that  there  were  shipped  for  England 
twenty<aiz  barrels  of  beef,  one  hundred  and  thirty  barrels 
of  pork,  3,865  pounds  of  hams  and  haeoni  of  flour,  there 
wmaamuch  larger  quantity,  865,744  barreli.   It  is  well 
known,  however,  tliat  much  of  our  flotir  which  la  shipped 
for  England  never  enters  the  English  market.    The  du- 
ties on  all  the  agricultural  productions  of  the  Northern, 
Middle,  and  Western  States  are  enormous  and  prohibitory. 
The  whole  British  tarifl'ia  a  protecting  one;  and  whether 
the  rates  of  duty  are  high,  moderate,  or  low,  comparative- 
ly,' they  are  designed  to  afford  adeqnnte  proteclioni  and 
the  better  to  effect  thia  object,  the  duties  are  generally 
specific,  and  not  ad  valorem.    Thte  ad  valorem  rates  are 
aUo  so  arranged,  that  protection  is  secured  where  it  is 
necessary  iipon  those  articles  the  importation  of  which 
might  interfere  with  the  industry  of  the  coimtry;  dutit-s 
are  impmed  of  twenty,  thirty,  forty,  fifty,  and  as  higli  as 
seventy-five  per  ceni.4  these  duties  are  calculated  upon 
the  value  of  the  articles  at  tiw:  place  of  importation.  By 
our  system,  the  protection  given  incidentally,  or  other- 
wise, under  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty,  is,  in  many  in- 
stances, less  than  what  tlie  duties  would  seem  to  afford, 
because  they  are  estimated  on  the  value  of  the  articles  at 
the  place  of  exportation;  thus  putting  it  in  the  power  of 
tlie  foreign  m3nur.icluiers  and  exporters  to  co  nmit  fraud", 
undervalue  their  goods,  and  impose  on  the  appraiaert  in 
this  country. 

It  is  admitted  that,  under  this  bill,  importations  of 
Ibreign  goods  will  be  greatly  increased  for  a  few  years 
at  least.  The  effect  upon  England  will  be,  to  stimulate 
lier  industry,  enrich  her  maniifiicturers  and  merchants, 
while  it  impoverishes  us,  and  depresses  our  labor.  The 
increased  employment  given  to  her  laborers  and  paupers 
will  relieve  lier  parishesi  and,  with  the  increased  con- 
aumption  of  iron  and  iron  manufactures,  of  wool  and 
woollens,  will  give  an  additional  value  to  her  landed  inte- 
rest, and  thus  enrich  the  more  her  aristocracy. 

Seaides  being  of  immense  and  paramount  importance 
to  the  nation,  the  protective  policy  is  one  of  deep  and 
vital  concern  to  my  immediate  constituents,  and  to  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  on  this 
floor.  Among  my  constituents  thnv  are  nu  incorporated 
manufacturing  companies  which  have  excited  so  much 
clamor;  there  are  no  monopolists.  Business  is  conduct- 
ed by  industrious,  akilfiil,  enterprising  mechanics,  practi- 
cal  men,  wbo^  in  the  niimcroua  Hid  variotia  branches  of 
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industry  they  pursue,  rely  on  their  own  labor,  attention, 
and  credit,  and,  in  most  cases,  depend  on  their  own  capi- 
tal. These  are  not  the  only  persons  concerned)  the  la- 
boring, the  agricultural,  andevery  class  in  the  community, 
are  alike  interested  in  the  protective  principle.  And, 
while  I  am  austainiiig  what  appears  to  be  the  interMts 
more  immediately  oflhe  manufacturers  and  mechanics,  I 
am,  at  the  same  time,  austainingthe  interests  of  the  hus* 
handmen,  the  farmers,  and  wool  growers.  I'he  thousands 
of  mechanics  and  laboretv  engaged  at  the  factories,  the 
mills,  and  the  work^iopa,  at  the  loom,  the  anvil,  arid  the 
bench,  must,  themselves,  and  their  families,  be  clothed 
and  furnished  with  sabsistence.  Are  not  all  dependent 
on  the  farmers  and  wool  growers  for  food  and  comfort- 
able clothing?  Close  the  workshops,  discharge  the  work* 
men,  deprive  them  of  employment,  and,  from  being  con- 
sumers of  breadatuffs,  and  other  agricultural  productions, 
and  furnishing  a  market  to  the  firmer,  they,  to  sustain 
life,  must  become  rival  producers,  and  glut  the  market 
with  a  surplus.    Our  farmers  understand  thia  operation. 

In  some  respects,  I  view  the  contest  between  the  British 
landholders  and  cultivator*  and  the  American  farmers, 
between  the  British  manu&cturers  and  the  American  ma- 
nubcturers  and  mechanics,  fyr  the  American  market. 
Shall  we  then  adapt  any  measure  calculated  to  favor  our 
opponents  in  this  coniroveray,  and  embarrass  our  own  citi- 
zens? I,  for  one,  am  not  so  disposed.  The  farmers  and 
mechanics  of  Pennsylvania,  and  especially  those  to  whose 
partiality  I  am  indebted  for  the  honor  of  a  scat  here,  shall 
never  find  in  me  one  shrinking  from  the  support  of  their 
interests,  whii^^  Ident'dbed  wiA  the  prosperity  and  in- 
dependence of  the  natkn.  The  repeated  testimony  of 
their  confidence  demands  from  me  every  exertion  of  my 
humble  powers  to  defend  them  from  hostile  efforts  of  fu- 
reign  rivals  or  domestic  foes.  I  cannot  desert  them  under 
any  circumstances,  nor  make  the  important  interests  con- 
fided to  my  care  the  subjects  of  mere  experiment  in  legis- 
lation, by  pursuing  a  doubtful  poUcy,  and  perhaps  con- 
sign thousands  ol  meritorious  citizens  to  idleness  and 
penury.  Sir,  I  shall  continue  to  advocate  protection, 
decided,  unequivocal  protection,  and  shall  resist  all  mea- 
sures impairing  it,  or  of  a  doubtful  character. 

I  regret  that  my  worthy  and  esteemed  colleague  [Hr. 
GiLHoaa]  and  myself  cannot  go  together  upon  this  bill}  it 
may  be  my  misfortune.  He  thinks  his  course  correct.  I 
have  nothing  to  fear.  I  am  confident  of  being  sustained 
by  our  constituents  at  home,  and  by  pubUe  sentiment 
throughout  the  State.  And  I  do  most  sioesrely  hope  that 
my  colleague,  when  in  retirement,  may  have  no  self-re- 
proach fur  having,  perhaps  by  the  last  act  of  bis  political 
lift- ,  unintentionally  mflicted  an  irreparable  injuiy  upon 
our  constituents,  and  given  a  vital  stab  to  the  best  interests 
and  prospecta  of  our  own  State,  and  of  the  nation.  My 
esteem,  respect,  and,  he  will  permit  me  to  say,  fiiendship 
for  my  colleague,  will  not  allow  me  for  a  momentto  doubt 
the  honesty  and  purity  of  hi*  motives,  and  the  patriotinn 
which  actuate*  him{-and  I  shall  always  cherish  towards 
him  these  same  sentiments,  which,  for  years,  I  have  en- 
tertained, whether  we  sliall  be  associated  in  the  public 
councils  of  the  nation,  or  meet  in  the  social  intercourse  ct 
private  life.  I  cannot,  however,  but  lament,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  what  I  believe  to  be  mistaken  and  erroneous 
views  on  his  part. 

I  have  already  noticed  a  portion  of  the  argument  of  my 
colleaguei  I  would  here  briefly  advert  to  one  or  two  more 
points.  To  justify  the  reductions  of  the  duties  on  edge 
tools,  he  has  read  to  us  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dunlap,  giving 
some  account  of  the  manufiwtoiy  of  edge  tools  at  Cham- 
bersburg.  The  suocess  whidi  dbb  attended  ^is  manu- 
facturje  1*  owing  to  the  protection  under  the  tariff  of  1B38, 
which  aubjected  articles  of  this  description  to  duties  from 
thirty-five  to  forty  per  cent.  The  letter  furnishes  no 
reason  for  withdrawing  the  protvetion,  and  redudt^  tbt 
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dutiei  on  edge  tools,  spades,  shovels,  tnd  other  mtnufuc- 
tures  of  iron,  from  thir^-five  and  forty  per  cent.,  under 
the  act  of  1B?8,  and  thirty  per  cent.,  under  the  act  of 
16^2,  to  the  low  rate  of  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 
Ttie  benefits  of  protecting  duties  are  clearly  shown  in  this 
letter,  which  prores  that,  under  these  duties,  our  manu* 
ftcturen  can  supply  the  counti?  with  better  and  cheaper 
articles  than  some  Mthe  English mannftcturers  can  do,  in 
a  fair  competition. 

My  colleague  admits  tliat  considerable  embarrassment 
will  be  produced  by  this  bill,  and  frankly  says  it  is  una- 
Toidablet  and  this  is  to  quiet  the  murmurs  and  discontents 
which  exist  in  the  South.  The.  committee  also  alluded  to 
those  dttcontenta.  How  are  they  to  be  healed?  By  ac- 
quinrang  in  the  demands  of  the  discontented,  when  you 
acllnowledge  that  certain  distress  will  be  the  consequence 
to  other  parts  of  the  country.  But  we  are  told  that  the 
tTnion  is  to  be  preserved  by  this  measure.  Sir,  you  weaken 
the  Union  by  destroying  the  domestic  industry  of  the 
country,  from  which  apringsthat  extensive  and  diversified 
home  trade,  which,  while  it  promotes  a  mutual  depend- 
ence, unites  us  the  more  eloselpr.  This  is  the  great  ce- 
ment of  our  Union:  destroy  or  impair  it,  and  the  parts 
composing  this  Union  may  continue  to  occupy  the  same 
relative  position  for  a  time;  but,  resting  loosely  on  each 
other,  they  will  be  the  more  easily  disturbed,  and  finally 
overthrown,  by  some  rude  hand.  We  are  called  on  by  some 
gentlemen  to  abandon  the  protective  policy,  because  of 
the  attitude  which  South  Carolina  has  assumed.  We  are 
told  that  it  ia  a  crisis.  It  is  a  crisis  with  South  Carolina.  She 
stands  on  the  verge  of  a  precipice!  Who  has  brought 
her  to  this  precipice?  Not  this  House)  not  this  Govern- 
mentt  her  pwn  infatukted  politicians  have  led  her  on,  and 
now  tell  us  that,  unless  we  retrace  our  steps — repeal  the 
deliberate  enactments  of  this  Government — she  will  step 
over  tiiis  precipicei  she  will  plunge  into  the  dark  abyss  of 
distintoR»  there  to  vtithe  and  wnmrle  under  the  miseries 
in  whtdi  her  own  foify  will  inTolvelier.  Are  we  to  yield 
to  her  unreaaonable  demands,  because  she  has  resolved  to 
resist  the  lawa  of  the  Union  ?  Shall  we,  from  the  fear  of 
this  resistance,  submit  to  her  dictation?  This  is  the  very 
ground  upon  which  her  leaden  hope  to  succeed.  One  of 
tliem,  a  Colonel  Preston,  in  a  speech  at  a  public  meeting, 
said,  "  The  protective  system  reels  under  our  blows. 
Last  summer,  thefearof  tnat  renttance  which  we  had  an- 
nounced, drove  them  into  a  reduction.**  Such  is  their  lan- 
guage. Last  summer  u-e  were  driven  into  a  reduction, 
and  now  we  are  to  be  driven  into  en  abandonment  of  the 
protective  system,  from  the  fear  of  rewstance!  I  cannot 
agree  to  succumb,  in  legislation,  to  menace  or  force.  Are 
we  to  lenslute  with  a  lash  over  our  backs?  Woidd  gen- 
tlemen (and  I  put  the  question  to  them)  be  willing  to  re- 
Toke  the  kws  of  this  Union,  if  there  were  an  armed  force 
even-  at  the  doors  thia  ball  making  the  demand?  I 
think  not,  unless  they  were  witling  to  surrender  the  tiber 
ties  of  the  country.  A  Pennsylvania  Assembly  once  said 
to  a  Deputy  Governor,  **  Those  who  would  give  up  essen- 
tial liberty  to  purchase  a  little  temporary  safety,  deserve 
neither  liberty  nor  safety.**  As  a  Pennsylvanian,  1  appre- 
ciate the  sentiment;  as  •  lover  of  my  ^country,  I  ^all  ad- 
here .to  protection,  which  is  connected  with  essential 
liberty.  Sir,  some  gentlemen  are  content  to  raiFe  the 
standard  of  Union  with  protection  down.  I  shall  run 
up  the  Union  flag,  with  protection  up,  to  the  very  top  of 
the  mainmast  of  our  ship  of  State,  and  there  I  would  nail 
it  fiist,  where  it  should  remain  until  shot  away  by  some 
foreign  enemy,  or  cut  down  by  the  ruthless  hand  of  a 
iDUtineer  on  hoard.  Protection  is  necessary  to  life,  liber- 
ty, independence,  andthe  perpetuity  of  the  Union.  Sir,  1 
will  not  yield  to  any  gentleman  in  attachment  to  our  be- 
loved Union.  I  will  cherish  it  as  fervently.  Were  it  other- 
wise with  me,  I  would  be  a  traitor  to.  the  patriotic  princi- 
ples of  the  fiithera  of  oar  revolution.   I  should  prove  a 


traitor  to  the  principles,  ever  dear  to  me,  of  one  whose 
blond  flows  in  the  veins  of  the  humble  individual  addreaa- 
ing  yoti,  who  participated  in  that  glorious  stnigglei  ay, 
sir,  who  perilled  his  life  on  the  very  soil  of  South  CardTina, 
to  win  for  her  and  her  sons  that  liberty,  protection,  and 
independence,  which  she  now  wouM  deny  to  us,  under 
our  nappy  Union.  It  is  the  Union  which  will  elevate  u« 
to.  the  pinnacle  of  power  and  prosperity  as  a  people,  and 
attract  to  this  nation  the  attentiim  and  admiration  of  th% 
civilited  world. 


UOKSAT,  J.t!ICA>T  21. 

SALT  DUTY. 

Mr.  HOWAIID,  of  Maryland,  presented  a  memorial 

from  certain  inhabiUnts  of  Baltimore,  on  the  subject  of 
the  rock  salt  manufactured  in  the  State  of  Maine,  and 
observed  that  he  intended,  at  the  earliest  piwuble  mo- 
ment, to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  <^  the 
Whole,  now  engaged  in  the  discussion  of  the  tariff,  to 
the  subject  of  thia  memorial.  He  thouf^t  it  proper  to 
state  its  contents.  If  the  allegitions  in  it  were  true,  and 
he  hnd  not  the  slightest  doubt  of  their  truth,  the  result 
of  our  legislation  on  the  subject  of  salt  was  most  extra- 
ordinary. It  benefited  the  Britisli  shipping,  and  tlie 
manufsctory  of  fossil  salt  in  Maine,  whilst  it  deeply  in- 
jured American  shipping,  was  rnimng  the  American  man«< 
facturer,  and  giving  the  consumer  a  bad  article.  Bri- 
tish ships,  swd  Mr.  H.,  are  obliged  to  come  to  Novb 
Scotis  for  timber,  and  rather  than  emeie  empty,  they 
bring  fosril  salt  at  a  very  low  freight,  which  pays  »  low 
duty,  and  is  taking  exclusive  posseanon  of  the  market. 
The  following  calculation  he  believed  to  be  correct,  as 
the  information  respecting  Liverpool  was  derived  from  » 
commercial  house  there  of  unexceptionable  standinfft 

Rock  salt  can  be  delivered  nn  board  at  Liver- 
pool, at  from  6*.  9rf.  to  7*.  6i  per 'ton, 
which  includes  the  river  freight,  say 

The  best  kind  costs  an  additional  sum  of 

Freightin  Britisli  Aipa  f^om  6«<  to  lOf. 

Coat  of  raw  material  at  the  mann&ctoiy  In 

Maine        -         _         _  - 
Duty  on  ditto  - ,        —  — 

Allow  for  loss  .in  manu&eturing  — 
Cost  on  mtnuhcturing  -  - 

Add  for  contingenoica  and  profits  • 

Cofct  of  Liverpool  common  salt  by  actual  im- 
portation, including  first  cost,  freight,  and 
other  expenses    -        -  - 

Dutv   -      -         -         -  - 


35  oenla. 
10 

35 

Tlins  it  would  seem  that  for  35  cents  the  article,  s«cb 
as  it  is,  can  be  sold  in  our  markets.  But  Mr.  H-  said  Ite 
never  heard  of  any  sales  at  this  price;  on  the  contra- 
ry, by  coming  wKbin  a  few  cents  of  the  market  price  of 
other  salt,  the  consumer  was  not  repaid  in  chrapneaa  for 
the  injury  sustained  by  other  classes  of  society.  Hie  raw 
materiul  was  in  a  foreign  country,  and  of  coutae  the  sup- 
ply would  be  precariousin  tinie  of  war;  and  yet  the  mnnu- 
fHctory  was  encouraged  by  our  legialatiun  at  tltc  ex- 
pense of  American  shipping,  to  the  destruction,  alao*  of 
that  class  of  American  manufacturera  who  use  the  tmw 
material  found  in  our  countir.  A  parallel  to  thia  impro- 
vident legislation  was  difficult  to  be  found*  TIm  memo- 
rialists prayed  that  the  duty  on  foreign  salt  mi^tbe<biatn- 
ished;  or  that  the  duty  on  fomS  salt  might  be  ncrcMvct, 
either  of  which  steps  would  restore  to  Amencsa 
ping  the  eqiu|li^  with  Britnh  which  the  present  k^ialk. 
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tinn  has  taken  iwiy.  lie  moved  a  reference  of  tlie  me- 
morial to  tlie  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  atate  of  the 
Union,  and  that  jt  should  be  printed. 

Mr.  JARVIS  said  that,  when  the  proper  time  urived, 
he  ahonld  be  prepared  to  meet  the  question;  but  at  pre- 
sent it  seemed  to  nim  a  proposition  on  the  part  of  a  few 
■hipownen,  to  enable  thenuelTct  to  fleece  the  people  of 
the  oounliy. 

Mr.  HOWARD  said  that  he  vould  make  but  a  sing^Ie 
remark  in  reply.  When  the  time  arrived  for  disciinion, 
he  should  be  able  to  prove,  from  papers  in  his  posaeaaoni 
and  from  the  speech  delivered  upon  this  floor  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maine  last  summer,  that  the  clear  profiu  of 
tiiia  maiiu&etory  of  fbssil  salt  coiild  not  have  been  leas 
than  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  last  year.  These  were 
the  persons  vho  were  fleecing*,  without  compunction,  the 
whole  people  of  the  United  States,  under  the  protection 
of' a  monop<dy  which  he  would  do  his  beat  to  break  up. 
At  this  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  the  subject  at  hr^, 
he  renewed  the  motion  to  refer  and  printi  which  motion 
prevailed. 

The  House  hi^vinfc  again  gone  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  atate  of  the  Unmn,  Mr.  Waive  in  the  fdiair, 
mnd  resumed  the  coimderation  of  the 

TARIFF  BILL, 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Louiuana,  rose,  and  said,  if  it  is  in  or- 
der for  me  to  address  the  Chair,  I  hope  it  is  in  possibility 
lor  tlie  Chur  to  hear  me.  Aware  of  mine  own  inflnnity, 
I  nuy  need  its  admonition  if  I  riiould  happen  to  deviate 
from  rule  or  propriety. 

I  hare  no  expectation,  said  he,  of  being  able  to  make 
•liy  very  new  or  important  discoveries  in  that  grand  mys- 
terious region  called  by  us  the  tariff.  Too  many  travel- 
lers have  explored  it  before  me.  They  have  described 
it  too  minutely,  and  too  graphically,  for  me  to  think  of 
following  them.  Whatever  of  beauty  or  of  deformity  ia 
there,  they  have  j^ven  us.  And  it  must  be  confessed 
that,  if  we  are  to  judge  from  their  respective  narFBtives, 
the  elements  both  of  faeatity  and  of  deformity  are  thrown 
together  in  wonderful  juxtaposition. 

On  the  one  hand,  we  have  glowing  accounts  of  the 
wealth  and  resources  of  the  country — its  gold,  its  silver, 
its  various  fidirics,  and,  what  ii  better  than  all.  its  thrifty 
and  rapidly  increasing  papulation,  amply  supplied  with  all 
that  is  useful  or  ornamental  in  life.  Hiatisonesidec^tbe 
picture. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  presented  with  appalling 
images  of  wretchedness  and  wo.  We  hear  of  cruel  and 
relentless  rulers.  We  are  told  of  whole  tribes  of  men 
ground  down  by  the  lunds  of  ruthless  tyranny.  Our  very 
soul  is  harrowed  up  by  the  recital  of  thousands  of  human 
beings  immolated,  to  soothe  the  superstition,  or  to  glut 
the  cupidity  of  a  despot.  In  short,  whatever  that  lairy 
land  contains  to  gladden  tite  heart,  or  to  make  it  sad,  we 
have,  either  now  ur  on  recent  occanons,  been  very  cir- 
cumstantially informed  of  all. 

But,  sir,  there  is  one  item  in  its  statistics,  which,  al- 
though it  has  been  frequently  referred  to  here,  and  has 
been' deemed  worthy  a  place  in  a  paper  recently  intro- 
duced to  our  notlee,  in  the  name  and  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Committee  of  Waya  and  Means,  is  not,  as  I  appre- 
hend, so  well  nor  so  universally  understood  as  the  rest. 
Gentlemen  wilt  readily  conceive  wliat  it  is  to  which  I  al- 
lude. It  is,  of  course,  to  a  certain  crysulline  substance, 
at  once  fitir  to  the  s'^ht,  and  savory  to  the  taate — a  thing 
of  very  common  use  in  domestic  economy,  and  which  » 
not  unfreqtiently  mentioned  by  political  economists;  it 
was  once  made  the  aubject  of  a  special  lucubration  by  a 
disserutor  on  p^itical  economy,  a  friend  of  mine  from 
Georgia,  whom  I  am  very  sorry  not  to  see  here  now;  it  is 
obtained  from  a  beautifiA  oriental  reed,  supposed  by  the 
aaocnU  to  exude  ^poataneau  hoMy»  aweotor  than  iM 


gathered  by  the  bee  on  the  mountain.  When  they  got  it 
in  a  state  of  concretion,  tbey  called  it  by  a  name  appro* 
priate  to  the  dialect  in  use  among  themselves,  meanmg, 
what  the  homely  vernacular  of  modern  housewifery  ex- 
presses by  the  term — 1  lud  hoped  never  more  to  speak 
the  word  here— sugar!  Yet  things  muat  be  named  when 
necessary;  and  I  trust  I  may  nut  he  rated  for  assumption, 
when  I  profess  to  know  something  more  than  ordiuary 
folks  about  this  article,  seeing  that  1  happen  to  live  on  iho 
very  spot  where  it  is  chiefly  produced,  and  that  1  have 
an  authority,  from  those  who  produce  i^  to  apeak  to  you 
about  it,  on  the  event  of  its  being  called  in-question  here. 
The  contingency  has  arrived;  and  I  must  crave  indul- 
gence while  I  venture  a  few  obaervatiotu  on  it,  and  on 
some  other  things.  They  will  be  pertinent,  I  hope.  If  I 
did  not  think  they  would,  I  certainly  sliould  not  obtrude 
them;  at  the  same  time,  1  own  that  I  do  it  with  grest  re^ 
iticUnce  under  the  circumstances.  Why  and  wherefore 
speak  to  you  about  it  all^  To  speak,  one  muat  eifiploy 
speech.  The  object  of  speech  is  to  reason.  The  very 
faculty  of  artieuUte  utterance  is  the  gift  to  rational  beingi^ 
with  face  subhme,  looking  upward  to  the  azure  vault  of 
heaven,  to  contradistinguish  them  from  the  grovellinff 
herd  to  which  instinct  is  reason,  and  passion  law.  llov 
is  it  with  the  work  we  have  now  undertaken?  For  my 
part,  I  have  too  much  reason  to  fear  that  the  reason  of  the 
case  is  to  have  mighty  little  to  do  with  its  decision.  I  hear 
it  fiuniliarty  said  that  the  part  we  have  to  perform  is  not 
to  be  groping  about  in  queat  of  the  ratimak  of  the  mea* 
sure,  Dttt  to  adc^t  the  bill,  and  thereby  save  the  Union. 
Hiis  amazes  me.  That  ttiis  our  .fiibric  of  Government, 
the  envy  and  the  admiration  of  the  worid,  to  which  the 
eye  of  the  oppressed  of  every  clime,  in  whose  breaat  there 
beats  a  pulse  fur  freedom,  is  anxiously  turned,  not  with 
the  expectation  of  realizing  the  perfect  likeneas  of  the 
prototype,  but  in  the  food  hope  of  u>prozimatjag  to 
somelhing  that  may  resemble  it,  and  of  which  we  our- 


selves have  been  boasting  for  the  last  fifty  year%  as  the 
very  perfection  of  human  reason,  should  now  require  for 
its  salvation  a  departure  from,  or  an  oblivion  of,  that 
which  at  first  brought  together  its'  disjointed  particles, 
and  cemented  thtm  into  a  harmonious  whole!  I  con- 
fcss  it  passes  my  comprehensioni  though  there  are,  no 
doubt,  many  very  excellent  thii^  which  I  do  not  com- 
prehend. 

I  have  heard  it  emphatically  declared,  in  a  very  'high 
place,  not  here,  but  hard  by,  that  the  repeal  of  the  tariff 
was  not  now  to  be  discussed  aa  a  question  of  political 
economy,  but  as  a  question  of  liberty.  Of  liberty !  I  was 
more  than  a  little  puzzled  to  conceive  what  the  orator 
meant  by  "  liberty,"  unless  it  were  the  liberty  of  destroy- 
ing others,  without  benefit  or  emolument  to  one's  self;  the 
liberty  of  rdibing  us  of  \bmt  which  will  not  enrich  you, 
but  will  make  us  poor  indeed. 

Mr.  Chairman:  This  creature  of  the  brain,  called  liberty, 
seems  to  be  a  kind  of  Protean  thing,  assuming  all  and  every 
shape  which  the  fancy  of  any  man,  in  amr  age  or  nation, 
chooses  to  bestow  on  it.  On  the  banks  of  the  Bospborus, 
it  is  liberty  to  use  the  bowstring  and  the  sack.  The 
misbelieving  Ibhommedan  calls  it  liberty  to  snatch  from 
society  and  from  freedom  creation*!  fairer  half,  and  conaign 
them  to  solitude  and  seclusion  in  walls  and  guarded  watch 
towers.  Monster!  thus  to  depreciate  heaven's  last  best 
gif^,  Stampeil,  as  it  is,  with  the  very  impress  of  tjie  giver. 
Brightest  of  all  that  is,  the  radiance  of  their  countenance 
gilds  and  hallows  wherever  it  flills.  Bereaved  of  its  di- 
vine effulgence,  the  worhl  would  be  a  wearisome  waste, 
where  the  windi  would  sigh  no  munc,  the  opening  flow- 
era  breathe  no  perfume.  In  their  presence,  politiotl  con- 
troverqr  divests  itself  of  half  iu  asperity,  and  angty  dispu- 
tants confess  the  might,  the  majesty  of  loveliness. 

In  some  countries  it  is  deemed  liberty  to  wdain  and  to 
perpetuate  lueh  regidationa  ap  majr  b«it  sonduce  to  Ui« 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1159 


GALES      SEATON*S  REGISTER 


1160 


H.  ovR.] 


[Jkv.  31.  18S9. 


wetlth  and  independence  of  their  people.  In  others,  li- 
berty may  be  thought  to  consist  in  the  privile{^  orabro- 
gatingf  the  resources  of  one's  own  people,  in  order  that 
the  forei|fner  may  build  on  the  ruin.  It  is  shrewdly  wis- 
pected  bjr  tome  that  of  titi*  latter  elass  is  the  kind  of  K- 
Der^  for  which  we  are  now  alarmeA  by  a  raisin;  of  buck- 
ler*. I  do  not  say  it.  On  the  contrary,  I  feel  thoroughly 
assured  tl»t,  in  purpose  and  intent,  it  is  not  such;  whe- 
ther it  may  not  bare  some  such  ulterior  tendency,  al- 
though unadmitted  in  the  tttoaghts  of  gentlemen,  is  that 
on  wnieh  I  may  entertain  aoine  doubt.  But  no  msttert  I 
shall  bMT  the  state  of  the  ease  in  mmctf  and  endeavor  to 
owke  4iy  remarki  as  general,  and.  at  the  same  time,  as 
Mcdnot  ai  I  possibly  can. 

Mr.  Chairman;  It  b  now  somewhat  upwards  of  twenty- 
nine  years— it  was  on  the  20th  of  December,  1803,  since, 
passing  from  the  dominion  of  Old  Spain,  a  Government 
absolute  in  its  fomu,  but,  so  far  as  its  action  was  feh  by 
us,  mild*  equitable,  benefleent  in  its  administration,  we 
became  aggregated  to  this  confederated  republic.  I  do 
not  any  confederacy  of  repubrici.  I  wish  to  avoid  in  terms 
all  idM  of  plurality. 

It  may  be  ultra  federaliimi  U  may  even  be  stigmatized 
as  consolidationism,  or  by  whatever  other  name  it  may  be 
the  pleasure  of  any  one  to  designate  it.  I  care  not  for 
that.  I  feel  assured  that  I  do  but  echo  the  sense  of  the 
universality  of  those  whn  dwell  where  I  dwell,  when  1 
lay,  ami  I  say  it  in  pride,  that  tliey  at  least  look  upon  tnis 
goodly  domain,  called  the  United  States  of  America,  as 
their  eountiyt  that  they  are  so  unrepublican  as  to  regard 
it  as  one  of  the  nations  of  the  earth,  of  which  they  are  a 
constituent  part.  The  glorioua  JS  phiHbtu  which 
waived  above  their  heus  when  tiiey  stood  side  by  side 
with  you  to  do  battle  with  the  common  enemy,  has  not 
yet  become  a  mockery  in  their  mouths,  ft  is  still,  thank 
God,  the  motto  of  our  banner,  and  will,  I  trust,  con- 
tinue to  be  emblaioned  there,  whenever,  through  time, 
it  majr  be  necdftil  ftv  us  to  ihake  out  ita  Ibid*  upon  the 
breete. 

DiflVring  from  the  rest  of  our  fellow-citizens  In  origin, 
in  language,  perhaps  in  habits,  we  do  hot  differ  from  mny 
in  the  steadfastness  of  our  adherence  to  our  common  insti- 
tutions, and  to  what  we  conceive  to  be  their  palladium — 
the  much  abused  constitution. 

This  much  I  have  deemed  it  proper  to  say,  in  deference 
*  n  well  to  the  temper  of  the  times,  as  to  the  tone  and  eha- 
FBCter  which  bus  been  given  to  the  debate. 

As  I  have  intimated,  it  was  on  the  twentieth  day  of 
December— may  we  never  rue  it — just  as  the  sun  was 
veering  about  from  hia  grand  periodical  visit  to  the  An- 
tarctic, in  the  third  year  of  the  present  century,  when 
the  consummation  of  Mr.  Jefierfon'a  master-piece  of  pe4i- 
ey  brought  the  people,  of  whom  I  am  one,  into  your  asso- 
ciation. And  what  was  their  condition  then*  Why,  »r, 
the  culture  of  the  sugar  cane  wu  already  introduced 
among  them.  That  richest  of  plants,  originally  bestowed 
by  Providence  on  climates  farther  towards  the  sun,  had 
been  brought  from  its  own  native  tropifis,  to  become  a 
deniaen  on  the  banka  of  the  Miisiasippi.  Its  invaluable 
product  waa  even  then  an  object  of  some  moment,  tliough 
small  and  almost  Imperceptible,  in  the  comparison  of  wlwt 
it  has  since  become. 

excluded,  ipto  fado,  by  our  aceeuion  to  you,  from 
eomi.ieting  with  it  in  the  mart*  of  other  nations,  we  fiinci- 
ed  we  saw  some  prospect  of  indemni^  in  an  already 
pre-existing  duty  here,  bearing  on  the  foreign  importa- 
tion pretty  much  in  the  same  way,  thougli  in  flir  inferior 
degree  to  that  in  which  foreign  restrictions  would  operate 
•gwnst  our  exportations.  When  we  cast  our  eyes  abroad 
upoN  the  other  nations  of  the  globe,  we  saw  them  all 
hedged  and  fenced  around  with  impassable  barriers  of  re- 
ftiictionor  of  probibitiont  this  little  duty  here,  we  thought, 
f  roniacA  la  affufd  ua,  in  time,  eone  slight  encourage* 


ment  in  the  markets  of  our  own  newly  adopted  country; 
an  encouragement  whieb  we  well  knew  we  diould  be 
enabled  to  requite  ten,  yea,  a  hundred  fold/  Cndef 
such  circumatances  it  was  that  we  hoisted  the  Aawrican 
flag,  and  emlnrked  oar  fertanea  in  the  aame  botton  with 
S^irselvM. 

It  may  not  be  out  of  place  here  to  inquire  what  that  al- 
ready pre-existing  duty  was.  Sir,  it  was  identKally  the 
same  with  that  which,  regardless  of  what  your  ban>ls 
achieved  six  short  montlis  ago^  and  before  you  have  te4-> 
ed  the  first  experiment,  you  are  now  about  once  more  to 
disturb.  The  impost  then  levied  at  your  custom  ho— e 
was  two  and  a  half  eenUf.  the  ratio  of  duty  had  ben  the 
same  fiir  a  series  of  year*  before  we  joined  you.  And 
what  do  we  aak  now^  Sir,  we  ask  nothing  more  at  Om 
day.  We  claim  no  part  of  the  benefit  of  any  of  your  ifa- 
tems  of  economy  or  of  finance,  as  devised  vitbinthe  last 
generation.  We  only  want  to  be  let  alone  on  the  teraw 
of  the  original  association."  We  merely  challenge  the  wi- 
ginal  ilatu  quo  as  it  was  before  the  tarilF,  either  of  18M 
or  1828,  had  germed  in  the  brain  of  your  politiciana. 

And  can  thia  be  impitted  to  as  as  an  unreaoonabk  re- 
quest' Does  it  fipriag  out  of  any  unreasonable  expects 
tion>  Is  there  really  no  tacit  obligation  of  permanency  id 
matteraof  this  kind?  Was  it  not  natural  far  ns  to  sup- 
pose that  the  policy  to  whrdi  we  were  affiliated  would 
continue  to  be  upheld?  And  were  we  not  justified  in  ibe 
belief,  that  if,  in  aftertimes,  it  should  ever  be  deemed 
exnedient  to  begin  to  lop  off,  your  legislative  pmning 
knife  would  be  vpplied  in  imferenee  to  aome  other  bnnds 
of  the  great  fiscal  tree,  rather  than  to  this  fiwr  bough,  j«» 


at  the  moment  when  so  Targe  a  portian  of  vowr  pooplr, 
confiding  in  the  stability  of  tbe  trunk,  abonU  Imre  am^ftA 
refuge  beneath  ita  foste'ring  shadel 


Sir,  I  think  we  had  the  warrant  for  the  belief.  \  tbink. 
it  waa  a  fair  inference,  deducible  aa  wcU  from  tb«  moral 
nature  of  man,  and  man's  ordinaiy  policy,  aa  ftom  the 
sentiments  and  opinions  then  enlertamcd  and  cxprcwed 
by  those  who  infiuenced  the  afTura  of  this  country.  And 
here,  though  it  have  the  novelty  of  an  often  told  tale,  I 
mutt  beg  leave  to  weary  the  committee  with  an  insUnc* 
or  two  the  kind  of  philnophy  whidi  obtained  on  ttsa 
subject  as  low  down  as  1816. 

[Mr.  W.  here  read  some  extract  of  debates  on  tbe  ta- 
HH  of  1816,  showing  the  variation  that  has  taken  place  in 
the  sentiments  of  some  eminent  publie  men.  Uc  tbrn 
proceeded:] 

Hr.  Chairman:  I  have  alluded  to  the  fervor  with  which 
we  cherish  the  Union;  but  do  you  think  that,  \f,  at  tbac 
day,  when  young,  confiding,  and  heart-yielding  we  were 
just  consenting  to  wed  our  fortune!  with  yours,  some  va- 
ticinating aeer  had  been  found,  endued  with  tbe  science 
of  futurity,  to  raise  his  monitory  vi^,  and  say  mlo  that 
people,  '*you  are  gmng  to  join  the  Urated  Suica!  Be- 
ware, oh!  beware  of  changeful,  fluetuattng  ilcaMictscy. 
Now  that  tlifV  feel  and  admit  the  want  of  your  aonalance, 
they  will  be  lavish  of  profesmom  tlieir  statute  books  will 
be  illumined  by  enactments  in  your  favor;  but,  afk«r  ifae 
lapse  of  tome  years,  when  you  shall  have  aocuaplnbrd 
fur  them  all  and  more  than  they  now  expect  or  dcanc  at 
your  hand^  then  will  you  see  them  torn  upon  yea  with 
contumefy  and  reproach.   Involved  in  one  eMUBoa  tor- 
rent of  obloquy  with  yet  uncreated  things  Ifcinr**  be- 
tween which,  when  created,  and  it,  there  will  be  sm  con- 
nexion, no  affinity,  your  pursuit  will  become  nt  object  of 
envy,  and  you  wilt  be  called  tax-maatei*  and  ]ilaoiieren- 
Parties  will  be  formed  with  reference  to  on*  facd  sdea, 
the  words  of  whoae  war  cry  will  be  lasea!  and  yoM  wiN 
live  to  see  the  dav  when  the  bte  of  yourselves  and  cf 
your  children,  will  hang  tremblinfc  on  tbe  isnuo  of  a  ca^ 
of  the  yeas  and  nays  in  an  assembly  where  tbe  piofeirty 
of  laying  you  low  at  the  foot  of  every  fere%n  pcMiy  vtll 
coma  up,  to  be  voted  on  in  tbcir  anrmbly»  iMt  an  a  ^pcn> 
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t'mn  of  Justice,  or  df  ^litical  economy,  but  tt  a  qiifestion  | 
of  liberty!"  Do  you  think.  I  «ay.  wr,  that,  if  there  could 
have  befrt  Hortw  Intpired  Cinnnder  td  utter  *Jieae  wsm- 
ing-secents,  we  would  ever,  with  our  own  free  will,  have 
admitted  the  fatal  horse  >  No,  I  imaf»'me  not.  Kinf^  and 
riilera,  or  their  emiMaries  lieyond  tbe  sea,  mif^ht  have  har> 

S lined  u  Ihejr  likedt  but  never,  with  our  consent,  would 
e  insidious  eoiitriTance  have  passed  the  threshold  of  our 
(utadel. 

Mr.  Ch^rmao,  said  he,  T  aet  mtt  with  the  fixed  retoln. 
tion  not  to  say  one  word,  either  as  a  fact  or  as  an  infer- 
ence, of  the  truth  tif  which  1  should  not  hare  entire  con- 
Tiction.  1  have  endeavored  scrnpiiloiwly  to  adhere  to  the 
rule,  and  shall  continue  as  sedulously  to  obier*-e  it.  Tliis 
is  no  time  for  annpliftcation.  It  is  a  time  when  thin|^ 
tritould  be  apoken  of  as  they  aret  and  dmd  would  be  the 
responsibility  on  him  who  should  attempt  to  robe  them  in 
the  hues  of  fiction.  At  a  time  when  the  public  mind  is 
buued  with  such  momentous  topics,  it  behooves  every 
man  repreMntinff  a  ponton  of  the  people,  to  apeak  as  he 
thinks  they  woidd  speak,  were  it  possible  for  their  united 
voices  to  find  utterance  in  this  room. 

We  are  aaid  to  be  in  a  crisis.  I  do  not  exactly  know 
what  that  means.  It  is  evident,  however,  that  the  sijrns 
are  ttitistert  the  citizen  to  whom  the  people  have  commit- 
ted  the  trust,  to  see  that  the  republie  take  no  harm, 
has  solemnly  told  us  tlut  they  are.  The  vessel' uf  State 
rocks  heavily  on  the  sea.  Away,  beyond  the  visible  ho- 
lixon,  we  fancy  we  can  detect  an  undefined,  a  murmur 
inff  sound,  as  though  it  were  the  rushinff  of  mighty  wa- 
ters.  On  the  yet  unrippled  surfiiee  of  the  ocean  a  sullen 
■well  is  heavinir,  denoting  commotion  in  the  elements 
somewhere.  Wliat  are  vetodoin  the  conjuncture?  Con- 
cession? Isthst  the  word?  Must  we  lower  away  the  top- 
hamper?  Strike  topmasts  and  topffnllantmaKts,  and  bow 
to  the  tempest?  I  do  not  believe  there  breathes  one  hew 
who  would,  more  cheerfully  than  myself,  make  personal 
sacrifice,  to  allay  discontent,  or  conjure  an  impending 
storm.  Would  that  such  a  poor  oblation  as  I  would  be, 
mifrht  tend  to  assuage  the  troubled  waters.  If  all  the 
counilesB  millions  which  it  is  sttpposed  would  be  made  to 
ahrink  and  W:«ier  away  beneath  a  prostrated  tariff",  were 
mine,  you  should  be  welcome  to  do  with  them  as  you 
choose.  They  should  be  offered  ttp  to  tlte  complaint  of 
my  fellow^citisens,  free  as  the  alms  ofchrt'.tian  charity. 

But,  ^r,  you  must  be  anrare  that  my  mandate  does 
not  go  that  lengtlit  and  I  am  glad  of  this  oecamon  to 
■ay  a  word,  by  way  of  explanation,  to  the  friends  whom  1 
love,  and  with  wliom  it  ma^  be  my  misfortune  to  have  to 
differ.  Our  mission  here  is  to  preaerve,  net  to  destroy. 
I,  fur  one,  have  been  deputed  hither  as  a  messenger  to  the 
temple  ofjupitrr  Consen-ator. 

What,  then,  are  we  to  do?  In  one  quarter  we  are  told 
that  the  ame  qxui  non  is  to  abandon  the  protective  policy, 
and  dijure  the  prindple  forever.  Would  that  rel  eve  us 
from  the  dikmma?  Would  the  other  half,  or  tlie  three- 
Iburtlis  of  tlie  people  quietly  acquiesce  in  it'  It  is  affirm- 
ed they  would  not.  The  frentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
immediately  preceding  me,  declared  they  would  not.  By 
the  very  spell  by  which  you  would  lay  oiie  troubled  ghost, 
miglit  you  not  awaken  from  the  tomb  another  spectre, 
still  more  terrifie  thsn  the  former?  You,  gentlemen,  who 
war  upon  the  tarlflf,  are  in  pursuit  of  a  theoretic,  or,  at 
best,  a  prospective  good:  they  would  be  threatened  with 
immediate  perdition. 

To  reduce  the  revenue  to  the  wanU  of  the  Government, 
there  can  be  no  objection.  It  is  a  consummaUon  equally 
de«red  by  all.  The  only  difference,  then,  is  as  to  the 
mode.  We  think  it  may  be  very  easily  accomplished  with- 
out flet^wtbn  to  vested  intmsUi'that  the  way  to  go 
about  it  is  perfectly  simple  and  plaint  <t  is  no  discovM^' 
of  mine:  take  off  duties  from  unprotected  art'cles,  leave 
tlie  prioeipal  ^oleetcd  aitielee  untoucbcdi  or»  if  you 


touch  thent,  let  it  be  tenderly*  snd  with  due  regard  to 
reason)  to  justice^  and  to  the  circumstances  of  each  par* 
ticillar  case.  But  for  this  levelling,  equalizing  theom 
which  would  remove  impost  from  sugar  and  from  salt, 
from  cottons  and  from  woollens,  from  hemp  and  from  iron, 
the  f;reatest  staple  pro<hicts  of  the  nation,  with  the  view 
of  adding  what  is  to  be  sublracled  from  them,  to  tea,  coA 
fee,  and  other  things  not  of  the  growth  or  manu&ctwre  of 
the  cmmtry,  I  search  anxiously,  I  ponder  on  it  in  the  sti]^ 
ness  of  night,  though  I  fear  I  search  in  vain  for  some  pro* 
cess  of  reasoning  by  which  I  migitt  justify  myself  in  giv- 
ing iny  vote  fur  the  policy. 

A  frequent  interrogation  in  relation  to  this  topic  ii^ 
"how  will  the  hilt  affect  you?  Can  you  bear  the  propos- 
ed reduction?"  Sir,  that  is  a  queation  to  which  none  hut 
that  eye  which  sees  all  things  at  a  glance,  can  pasnbl;f 
discover  any  satishetoty  answer.  Who  can  tell  what  or 
how  much  we  ean  bear?  Present  a  drawn  dagger  to  one^ 
breast,  and  ask  him  if  he  can  bear  it.  Sir,  men  can  bear 
any  thing.  The  persona  immcfliately  concerned,  and  who 
are  the  best  judges,  believe  that  the  probable  eflcct  of 
further  unfriendly  legislation  here  will  be  to  entail. on 
them  hopeless  niin.  If  it  roust  be  soi  ifthereisto  bens 
resting  placet  if  tlte  dove  can  find  no  spot  on  which  t» 
repose  her  wearv  pinioni  if  the  operative  mechanic  and 
peaceful  hnsbandman  are  to  be  the  objecU  of  eternal  war- 
fare, the  value  of  our  country  is  probably  gone.  There 
will,  however,  be  one  conaontion,  thouftb  a  melancholy 
one;  misfortune  is  greitariousi  it  likes  company,  and  will 
find  it.  If  you  will  cast  others  into  the  darktome  abyss, 
they  wilt  drag  you  along  in  their  declivity.    As  the  peo- 

file  of  the  UmtM  Stateaare  one  people,  so^  also,  are  their 
ntereata  one  and  idcnticali  and  it  must  be  a  ptditical  pe> 
radox  to  say  that  the  proaperity  of  one  {lortion  can  be  Bub> 
verted  witlHiut  a  correqAmding  infliction  on  tbe  prospe- 
rity of  the  rest.  * 

Mr.  Chairman,  said  he,  1  will  pursue  the  topic  no  fur- 
ther. My  object  is  to  avoid  tlte  interminable  details  of 
the  tarifT.  The  people  of  the  United  Stately  or  such  of 
titem  as  derire  ir,  may  press  forward  to  that  victory  over 
the  industry  of  their  country  which  they  covett  tbe^  msy 
proceed  to  raze  its  workshops  and  its  factories,  till  not 
one  stone  remain  on  the  top  of  anoiheri  but,  if  they  do^ 
they  will  soon  have  cause  to  mourn  over  what  they 
shall  achieve.  The  day  will  come  when  they  shall  bedew 
their  own  hureb  with  tlie  tears  v£  biltemesa  and  repe^ 
ance. 

Mr.  POLK  followed.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  said  he,  have  anxiously  denred  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  details  of  this  bill.  They 
have  been  prepared,  whenever  an  opportunity  should 
be  afforded,  to  explitin  the  practical  operaiion.of  its  va- 
rious provisions,  and  to  prove,  as  they  coiifidetitly  believe 
they  can,  tliat  it  will  not  ruinously  affect  any  existing  in- 
terest. They  have  tlioiight  it  to  be  unprofitable  and 
worse  than  useless,  at  this  time  of  day,  to  enter  into  any 
general  dtsciiBsion  of  the  protective  policy.  The  aiibjcct 
is  perfectly  fiimiliar  to  every  member  of  this  liody.  Does 
any  gentleman  believe  that  any  debate,  howevtr  protract- 
ed, is  likely  to  chsnge  any  vote  in  this  Ilwise,  or  any 
opinions  out  of  it?  No  gentleman  will  affirm  that  he  doea 
so  believe.  My  enlleagnes  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
ahd  Means  Inve  abstained  from  any  ^neral  discusaion, 
for  other  reasons,  which  must  be  obvious  to  tiie  Mouse. 
I'his  is  the  short  session  of  Congress:  our  time  is  limited 
to  the  3d  of  Marcht  other  important  atib^ects  must  be 
acted  upon  before  we  rise.  I  am  unwilling  to  believe 
that  it  can  be  the  object  of  any  portion  of  this  body  to 
defeat  this  great  messure,  by  the  delay  oecasioned  by 
prob«cted,  useless,  and  unprofitable  debatet  and  yet  it  is 
cert^n  that  such  nust  be  tbe  effect,  if  this  generat 
discuirion  contlmies.  Tbe  committee  would  be  Sr  from 
precipilailnf  ,  with  un&ceaiMty  l»at«»  a  dceinoa  9t  Hm 
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vgn  to  idleness  and  penury  thousands  in  every  put  of  the 
eoilntnr.  who  are  now  earning  a  subnstenee  by  their  labor 
and  industrj^,  I  cannot  givt  to  it  my  supporti  and  tbe  po- 
sition in  which  I  am  placed  by  my  respected  colteaguri 
[Mr.  Giuiomi,]  who  hu  advocated  the  bill,  forbids  me 
to  be  nient. 

The  ma^tude,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  of  tlie  in- 
terests which  are  now  placed  in  jeopardy  by  this  bilJj 
whole  indiistrj;  of  the  nation  about  to  be  injuriously 
affectedj  and  the  vital  concern  which  my  immediate  con- 
stituents have  in  the  question  now  submitted  to  xu,  de- 
lund  from  me  a  free,  fearless,  arkl  unreserved  expression 
of  the  opinions  t  entertain  of  this  bilU  of  the  course 
which  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  kleans  lias  pursuedt 
and  of  ttidr  views,  so  far  as  tbe  eentiemen  hare  conde- 
scended to  favor  us  with  them. 

The  first  thing  which  presents  itself  to  my  mind,  as 
being  unusual  in  relation  to  such  a  grave  and  important 
subject,  IS  the  precipitancy  with  which  the  committee 
■eems  to  have  acted.  The  more  I  examine  the  bill  and 
the  report  of  the  committee,  the  more  I  am  persuaded 
that  some  means,  out  of  the  tisual  coui-se,  operated  to 
hasten  the  deKberationa  of  tbe  committee.  Hence,  sir, 
the  ill-Bhapen  offspring  of  their  laborsi  it  it  without 
aymmetry,  and  without  that  proper  adjustment  of  parts 
winch  Is  the  result  of  careful  and  Uborious  deliberation. 
I  Will  not  say  that  it  has  no  prominent  featurei  it  has  at 
least  one  which  diffuses  an  expression  through  tbe  whole. 
It  requires  no  learned  phrenolo^st  to  perceive  that  the 
orgMi  of  destructireness  ia  predominant  The  learned 
gentleman  at  ttie  head  of  the  commiUee  has  nut  imparted 
others,  to  soften  the  liarahness  of  this  engrossing  otvan, 
or  to  neutralize  its  influence  on  the  chamcterj  it  presents 
Itself  at  every  point  of  viewj  itis  stamped  on  every  linea- 
ment, and,  turn  it  which  way  you  will,  you  read  destruc- 
tion to  the  industry  of  the  country.  The  practical  opera- 
tion  of  thtohiU  upon  tlie  country  cannot  be  defendcdi  its 
provisioni  are  destructive.  The  committee  observe  a 
strict  sJence  upon  the  details  of  the  bill.  The  gentle* 
roan  fnnn  Georgia,  to  whom  I  often  listen  with  pleasure. 
IS  now  eloquently  ailent  He  does  not  attempt  to  recom- 
mend this  bhter  cup  to  the  mechanics  and  laborers  of  the 
country.  And  the  worthy  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  pMix]  U)  also  silent  The  torrent  of  his  eloquence, 
which  has  often  rushed  into  this  hall,  and  either  carried 
every  thing  with  it,  or  dashed  itself  into  spray,  iahushedi 
frozen,  like  the  mountain  stream  bi  mid'Winter.  There 
IS  discretion  in  their  silence. 

My  colleague  [Mr.  Gilhobx]  has  attempted,  not  so 
much  a  defence  of  this  bill,  as  an  apology  for  his  courw 
in  relation  to  it.  No  attempt  has  yet  been  made  to  point 
out  the  beneficial  opeftitioii  of  tlie  provinons  of  this  bill 
mon  the  industry  of  the  country.  The  gentlemen  are 
right  m  not  attempting  what,  perhaps,  in  their  own  judg- 
ments, they  cannot  sustain  or  establish.  It  shall  be  my 
endeavor  to  divest  this  bill  of  its  decorations,  and  expose 
ittoUie  country  in  its  true,  odious  coloi-s.  Ami,  unless 
Oie  ehar^  which  are  made  against  this  bill,  nf  injustice, 
deatnictioo,  and  embarrassn-jiil,  shall  be  answered,  the 
country  will  be  authorized  to  take  tiiem  as  confessed,  or 
cur  aiffumenU  as  conclusive.  What  does  the  committee 
aay  in  tlieir  report  in  defence  of  this  bill?  You  may  look, 


nue{  the  public  debt;  the  probable  receipts  and  expend!* 
turcs,  I  sliall  not  detain  you.  sir,  by  entering  upon  an 
ezam:nati(H)  of  these  views,  some  of  which,  I  think,  are 
erroneous.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  [Sir.  Iwe- 
XBBOLi,]  who  is  a  member  of  the  committee,  has  aatislac- 
toHly  exposed  this  part  of  the  report,  as  well  as  ihe  inac- 
curacy of  the  estimates  stated  in  it. 

I'he  committee  seems  to  be  much  afraid  of  a  full  trea- 
sury; in  their  opinton..it  must  be  kept  emptyi  and  yet 
they  say  we  are  **a  nation  lonng  peace,  yet  prepared 
for  war."  An  empty  treasury  ia  a  novel  kind  of  prepara- 
tion for  wari  it  may  prove  a  preservative  of  peace,  In^ 
keeping  us  too  poor  to  go  to  war,  even  in  defence  of  cur 
liberties.  What  hare  we  to  dread  from  a  full  treasury  * 
Are  we  to  presume,  with  the  committeej  th^  It  wiU  lead 
or  tempt  to  ''expenditures  of  doubtnil  constituiional 
right?"  This  is  a  strange  doctrine.  Have  we  no  confi- 
dence in  the  Government?  Can  we  not  trust  in  the  In- 
tegrity of  this  House,  of  the  other  branch  of  the  I^g'u- 
lature.  and  of  the  Executive'  Are  we  not  all  responsmle 
to  the  people  for  our  acts?  Will  they  not  apply  a  correc- 
tive, when  we  sliall  be  found  disburung  the  ironey  for 
unconstitutional  purposes?  Bat,  from  toe  fear  of  tempt- 
ing to  **  expenditures  of  doubtful  xonstitutional  riglif," 
you  will  deny  to  your  Government  the  means  of  expeit- 
diture  for  objects  of  undoubted  constitutional  rightt  for 
objects  of  great  national  utility;  for  education;  the  diffu- 
sion  of  knowledge;  increasinff  the  &cilities  of  intercourset 
multiplying  and  strengthening  the  bonds  of  our  Union. 
If  Congress  cannot  be  trusted  with  raeana  for  promoting 
these  great  leading  objects  of  national  importanee,  then 
why  not  adopt  the  suggestion*  fiom  the  President,  re- 
commending a  diatribution  among  tbe  States  of  mny  sur- 
plus revenue?  Executive  suggestions  and  recommenr'a- 
tions  are  only  partially  received  by  the  committee;  ihcy 
are  readily  and  exultingly  adopted,  when  the^  can  be 
construed  to  give  support  to  the  destructive  policy  of  tbe 
committee;  but  when  these  su^estions  are  of  a  different 
eluu«cter,  and  do  not  coincide  with,  norfkvorthe  scheme 
of  the  committee,  they  are  rejected  or  diareprded. 

From  the  sugpestions  made  by  the  Preaident,  in  rela- 
tion to  a  disposition  of  the  public  lands^  it  is  evident  that 
he  does  not  think  they  should  any  longer  constitute  a 
source  whence  to  derive  revenue  for  the  support  of  Ihe 
Government;  and  itis  also  well  knoWn,  tbat,  in  theotbCT 
branch  of  the  Legislatnre,  there  is  a  measure  under  con* 
wderation.  which,  in  all  probability,  will  become  a  law, 
providing  for  a  distribution  of  the  proceeda  of  the  sales  cf 
the  public  land^  for  a  limited  period,  among  tbe  States; 
and  I  may  say,  sir,  that  public  sentiment  is  decidedly  in 
favor  of  this  proposition.  And  yet,  in  the  face  of  all  tlus, 
the  committee  insist  on  considering  tbe  public  lands  as  a 
permanent  source  of  revenue  fVom  which  to  draw  direct- 
ly from  the  pockets  of  the  people  two  and  a  half  miHwaa 
of  dollars.  And  why?  In  order  to  relieve  the  cuatomt. 
This  is  the  reason;  to  reduce,  to  a  still  lower  mm,  Ike 
duties  on  foreign  merchandise;  and  tbu^  to  tbe  same 
amount,  encourage  and  stimulate  foreign  industry,  and 
depress  our  own.  Is  this  liberal?  Is  this  just?  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  innst  that  the  poorer  class 
of  citizens,  who  want  to  settle  on  your  public  landi^  and 
Improve  the  wilderness,  must  be  taxed  two  and  a  balf 


and  you  will  look  in  vain,  for  a  jitstezposition  of  its  de-  m^lions  of  dollars,  in  order  that  foreign  manulactorera 
tuls.  A  minute  detail  tbe  committee  were  either  unable  Iniay  be  relieved,  and  the  surplus  productions  of  foreign 
or  unwilling  to  undertake  to  furnish  to  the  Hous<r)  and  j  laborers  and  mechanics,  invited  here  to  be  thrown  into 
yet  sir,  we  must  enter  into  this  detail,  and  closely  inspect  our  markets,  sold  at  auction,  and  sacrificedt  subjectisg 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  before  we  can  judge  of  the  our  own  industrious  citizens  to  embarrassments  ma  rain, 
propriety  of  passing  it.  It  is  only  by  examining  the  ,  by  glutting  our  markets,  and  prMuctng  fluetoations  aad 
bearinff  of  the  particulars  of  the  bill,  that  we  can  wrm  a ;  uncertainty.  This  is  an  odious  feature  In  the  bill,  wd 
just  opmion  of  the  probable  cffecU  of  the  measure  upon]  particularly  so,  when  coupled  with  the  proposHiofilo  lax 
the  industry  and  Ubor  of  the  naUoit-  |  teas  and  cofTce,  necessaries  of  life  not  produced  ia  oar 

The  committee  has  furnished  us  with  some  general  country, 
viewsinrelatioii  to  the  finances  of -the  country)  the  rere- 1    To  reduce  Ihe  revenue  seems  to  liave  been  tlie  Mr 
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ftbswbing  subject  with  the  committeet  and  so  intent  were 
thnr  on  tbift  that  they  lost  sig^t  of,  or'do  not  seem  to 
understand*  the  prutical  operation  of  thrir  bill  upon  the 
country.  They  proress  to  reduce  the  rerenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  Government.  How.'  By  first  limltingr  tlie 
Government  in  its  waiitsi  prescribing  what,  in  their 
opinion,  shtU  form  the  exclusive  objects  of  expenditure, 
and  then  limiting  the  revenue  to  tliese  expenditurest 
omitting  proTtflion  for  objects  of  great  national  utility.  The 
Intention  of  the  committee  being  tirreducethe  revenue, 
they  strangely  attempt  to  accomplish  their  purpose,  by 
means  calculated  to  increase  the  revenue.  First,  by 
laying  and  increasing  duties  on  tea  and  coffee,  necessaries 
of  lile.  which  enter  into  the  consumption  of  the  whole 
country,  and  which  are  not  produced  here.  And,  again, 
by  reducing  the  duties  on  foreign  distilled  spirits;  thus 
encouraging  an  increase  of  importation,  and,  consequent- 
ly, ait  increase  of  revenue.  \  need  not  det^n  you  by 
going  into  an  examhiation  of  Ihis  branch  of  the  subject{  it 
has  been  sufficiently  illustrated  by  gentlemen  who  pre- 
ceded me. 

Tlie  committee,  after  speaking  of  this  being  "a  fit 
season  for  permanent  fiscal  regidatlons,"  say,  "itis  viully 
important,  too,  to  all  engaged  In  any  of  those  numerous 
commereiali  manufacturing,  or  agricultural  enterprises, 
which  are  i^ected  by  cliangea  in  the  rates  of  impost,  and 
are  more  exposed  to  suffer  from  uncertainty  than  even 
error  in  legislatitn,  now  to  know  the  intention  and  policy 
of  this  Government  in  regard  to  their  several  interests.'^' 
Itere  we  have*  concession  of  thevital  importance  of  this' 
subject  to  the  wliole  interests  of  the  country,  and  are,  to 
understand  that  the  propositions  of  the  committee  are 
recommended  as  worthy  of  being  adopted  as  permanent 
fiscal  regulations.  Is  it  uot  then  reasonable  to  demand 
from  the  committee,  and  is  it  not  their  duty  to  furnish  to 
the  House,  information  more  in  detail  as  to  the  probable 
effects  of  their  bill  upon  '*  the  numerous  commercial, 
nianu&cturing,  or  agricultural  interests  which  are  to  be 
affected  by  it,"  before  we  sliall  adopt  it^  This  has  not 
been  don^.  The  committee  has  not  pointed  out  the 
effects  to  be  produced  upon  those  great  natiuna!  interests 
by  the  proposed  measure.  tVhat  have  they  done?  By 
applyii^g  Uieir  own  principles  to  the  bill  and  its  provi- 
•ions,  we  will  find  that  they  have  sent  to  us  a  bill  reducing 
duties,  but  not  reducing  revenue;  a  bill  so  injudiciously 
and  inconsiderately,  not  to  say  intentionally,  framed  as  to 
catise  the  reductions  to  fall  on  those  articles  supplied  to 
us  by  several  branches  of  industry,  which  tlie  Govern- 
nient,  from  the  earliest  period  to  the  present  moment,  has 
deemed  entitled  to  be  encouraged,  fostered,  and  protect- 
ed; articles  which,  in  consequence  of  this  protection,  are 
now  to  be  obtained  in  abundance,  of  superior  quality  to 
the  foreign  article^  and  upon  as  good,  if  not  better 
teruH,  under  a  f»r  competition.  For  these  articles, 
nothinif  more  is  now  required  but  a  just  and  adequate 

{)rotection  against  foreign  legislation  and  foreign  pauper 
abor.  Destroy  not  these  branches  of  industry  which 
now  amply  reward  the  Government  for  its  care;  which 
are  now  successfully  pursued,  and  have  reached  a  high 
<lep«e  of  improvement,  owing  to  the  superior  skill,  en- 
terprise, and  ingenuity  of  our  citizens;  which  have  en. 
nched  the  nation  by  niultiplying  its  resources,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  have  excited  the  envy  and  hostile 
feeling  of  foreign  manufueturers  and  foreign  Govern- 
ments. The  billon  our  tables  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
prepared  without  forecast,  and  veiy  little  knowledge  of 
the  great  interests  which  it  is  to  affect.  Ignorance  and 
fear  may_  prostrate  in  a  moment  what  patriotism  and 
Ulenta,  with  much  time  and  energy,  and  skill,  and  care, 
and  laborious  attention,  established.  Sir.  what  is  this  bill? 
It  is  called  a  "  bill  to  reduce  and  otherwise  alter  the 
duties  on  imporU."  Let  u*  examine  it  closely,  and  I  think 
we  shall  find  reasons  for  chan^ng  iu  title  lo  one  more  ap> 


propriate;  such  as,  a  bill  of  destruction,  or  to  abolish 

Jirotectioni  to  Impoverish  the  American  mechanic  and 
aborer,  and  humanely  encourage  the  labor  of  British 
paupers;  to  destroy  industry,  paralyze  enterprisej  to  en* 
courage  opposition  to  the  laws,  a  title  which  the  bill  may 
deserve  from  the  cause  of  its  introduction  at  this  timei 
or,  as  reduction  is  its  ostensible  object,  to  reduce  our  con- 
fidence in  our  Government;  or  to  reduce  the  once  rebel- 
lious colonies  to  a  dependence  upon  the  mother  country. 

Protection  is  withdrawn  by  this  bill.  Cotton  and  wool* 
Ten  manufactories,  now  givin|>  emi.loyment  to  millions  of 
capital  and  thousands  of  our  citizens,  are  consigned  to  de- 
struction. Wool  and  woollens,  in  which  our  nrmers  are 
particularly  interested,  seem  to  be  selected  as  the  victims 
to  be  offered  as  a  sacrifice  to  appease  the  discontents  of 
the  South.  The  workmen  aretobeconwgnedtoidleneBs 
and  penucy,  and  the  sheep  of  the  fiirmers  and  wool* 
growers  to  the  sl.iughter-houBe.  This  blow  at  the  manu- 
bcturers  will  wound  deeply  the  fiirmers  and  wool-growers 
of  the  Northern,  Middle,  and  Western  Slates.  Give  to 
wool  and  woollens  protection  for  the  same  period  of  time 
which  has  been  extended  to  Virginia  tobacco,  and,  ur, 
at  the  expiration  of  that  time  there  will  be  the  same  rea- 
son for  considering  the  duty  as  nominal  that  the  du^rman 
now  has  for  thinking  the  duty  on  tobacco  to  be  nominal. 
Tills  now  called  nominal  duty  was  first  laid  to  protect  the 
Virginia  planters;  they  did  not  complain,  nor  did  other 
States.  And  now  the  tobacco  planters  of  Virginia,  with 
a  prohibitory  duty  in  their  bvor,  which  has  been  conti- 
nued for  many  years,  generally  strike  off*  all  protection 
which  has  been  but  for  a  short  time  affisrded  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  fiirmers  and  wool-growers  of  the  Northern, 
Middle,  and  Western  States.  Why,  sir,  there  is  more 
capital  invested  in  the  wool  and  woollen  bus'neas  than 
would  be  sufficient  to  purchase  the  whole  of  the  miserable 
tobacco  region  of  Virginia,  with  its  slaves  and  race-horses, 
twice  told.  Sir,  the  woollen  manufiicture  is  to  thtf  coun- 
try one  of  the  most  important,  from  the  varied  of  inte- 
rests which  it  embraces.  The  ftrmers  hare  a  more  dbect 
and  extensive  interest  in  the  woollen  manu&cture  than  in 
any  other:  it  is  a  twofold  interest.  I'hey  raise  the  sheep, 
they  furnish  the  wool,  the  raw  material,  and  provide  sub- 
sistence. It  is  in  this  way  that  the  farmers  are  benefited 
by  the  extension  and  success  of  manufactories,  in  furnish- 
ing raw  material  for  some,  and  subsistence  for  all;  in 
truth,  they  are  the  basis  upon  which  the  whole  rest.  And 
when  the  manufactories  are  destroyed,  and  the  mechanics 
impoverished,  the  fimners  become  involved  in  the  same 
distress,  and  suffer  with  the  others.  In  the  interior  of  the 
country,  the  towns,  which  are  the  work  as  well  as  the 
abode  of  mechanics,  and  the  mnnufiicturin^  establishment^ 
afford  markets  for  the  productions  of  the  brmers,  for 
their  beef,  pork,  sheep,  wool,  grain,  breadstufTs,  and  a 
variety  of  raw  materiala.  Iftliese  markets  be  destroyed, 
all,  or  the  greater  portioif  of  this  produce,  must  be  sent 
by  livers,  canals,  turnpikes,  and  railroads,  to  a  more  dis- 
tant market  on  the  seaooard,  and  then  to  be  sold  perhaps 
for  the  mere  cost  of  transportation. - 

The  importance  of  Uie  cotton  and  woollen  manufac- 
tures to  the  country  is  sufficiently  obvioua)  and  my  col- 
leagues [Messrs.  Cravtobd  and  HcKmirAii]  have  ably 
commented  upon  the  injurious  effects  which  this  bill  will 
produce  upon  those  interests  and  all  connected  with  them. 
More  might  be  said  upon  this  part  of  the  bill,  but,  ^r,  I 
will  not  detain  you  by  any  remarks  of  mine,  as  some  gen- 
tlemen much  more  compietent  will  follow  me,  who,  from 
their  talents,  thorough  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  in- 
timate acquainUnee  ailh  the  establishment,  progress, 
and  present  condition  of  these  branches  of  industry,  are 
able  to  present  to  the  House,  in  the  clearest  and  most  sa- 
tisfiictory  manner,  the  prostration  and  embarrassment 
which  will  inevitably  ensue  from  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posed measure.   Allow  me,  however,  to  call  your  atten- 
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timony  in  relation  to  pro6ts,  I  htve  only  to  ftdd  the  testi- 
mony of  ft  single  other  mnnufiicturer,  which  iiruck  me, 
when  1  fint  read  it,  with  Rreat  furce.  It  is  lo  be  found 
in  document  No.  47.  from  the  State  of  New  York. 
Amonr  other  interroRatotiei  propounded  by  the  Secre- 
tary orthe  Treuury.  in  liii  circular  addressed  to  the  ma* 
niifitcturers  dtirui);  the  last  .year,  was  the  fotluwing:  *'  U 
there  auy  piiniiit  iii  which  yon  could  ennge,  from  which 
you  could  derive  greater  pnifits,  even  after  the  reduction 
of  the  import  duties  to  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent  V 

This  manuTactiirer.  as  appears  from  the  document  now 
before  me,  antwera  the  Interrogatory  as  follows:  ''No* 
thing  more  advantageous  ttnn  sliavingwilh  the  many." 

The  manuscript  returns  of  the  agents  for  the  Stale  of 
Ne#  York,  which  I  have  also  before  me,  show  rates  of 
profits  in  the  woollen  and  cotton  business  not  materially 
varying  from  those  already  stated  in  tlie  State  ofPennsyl- 
Tani*.  Here  are  the  returns;  any  gentleman  who  desires 
it.  can  examine  them  for  himselr  These  proofs  and 
ttatementa  furnished  by  the  manufieturera  themselves, 
the  persons  of  all  others  tiie  moat  interested,  and  possess- 
if^  certainly  the  best  information  upon  the  subject,  ac- 
•ofd  but  badly  with  the  general  d>cUratlons  which  we 
have  heard  so  often  repeated  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
aa  to  the  depressed  condition  of  the  manufactures,  and 
especially  of  the  manufactures  of  woollens  and  cottons, 
and  of  the  apprehended  ruin  and  desolation  which  awaits 
them  if  tlus  bill  diould  pass.  1  lakethistestimony  of  the 
nanufitctiirers  as  moat  strongly  against  the  gentlemen  op- 
posed  to  this  bill,  upon  the  point  at  issue.  I  do  so  upon 
a  well-settled  principle  of  evidence  in  all  judicial  proceed- 
ings, that  admisaont  of  a  party  intereated  ^iiiat  his  in* 
terest  furnish  the  most  conclunve  ai.d  incontrovertible 
proof. 

I  am  willing  to  admit  that  T  have  selected  fVom  this 
body  of  evident  the  proofs  which  1  have  adiluced,  and 
to  concede  that.' from  these  voluminous  documents,  it  does 
appear  that  some  other  establishments,  and  especially 
those  having  very  large  capitals,  have  not  yielded  such 
large  profitK,  and  that  some  even  liave  been  ruinous  con- 
cernst  but  this  does  not  weaken  or  impair  the  positive 
affirmative  testimony  which  has  been  adduced.  If  one 
manufacturer,  with  skill,  vigilance,  and  ecoiiomv,  can 
realite  a  given  rate  of  profit  in  his  buainesf,  there  is 
no  reason  why  anotiier,  in  similar  circumstances,  may  not 
do  BO.  In  all  the  establiahmeiiti  where  there  is  t)ie  re- 
quiiiite  skill  in  the  business,  a  real,  and  not  a  borrowe<l 
capital,  and  wherever  the  latest  improvements  in  labor- 
saving  machinery  are  introduced,  and  proper  economy 
and  attention  given  to  the  business,  Urge  profits  have 
been  realized.  But  wherever  there  is  a  want  of  skill  in 
the  business,  wherever  it  is  based  upon  a  fictitious  capital 
borrowed  from  banks  or  imlividualt*,  or  wlierever  there 
is  a  want  of  economy  or  proper  attention  to  the  business, 
it  cannot  be  expected  to  be  otherwise  than  calamitous. 
In  some  establinliments  too,  lurge  and  even  ruinous  losses 
have  been  sustained  in  consequence  of  bad  debtf>,  or  by 
fire  or  floiids.  Against  these,  were  the  duties  prohibitury, 
no  legislation  can  afford  protection.  I'hey  can  only  be 
guarded  against  by  the  vigilance  and  attention  of  the  own- 
era.  The  general  proposition  which  1  afiirm  to  be  esta- 
blished by  the  whole  body  of  ihia  testimony  Is,  that  in  all 
those  estublishments,  where  there  is  skill,  real  capital, 
improved  machinery,  and  proper  economy  and  vigilance 
in  their  management,  they  have  proved  to  be  more  pro- 
fitable than  any  other  regular  and  Meady  biiaineas. 

Having  now  produced  tlie  testimony  of  the  mamibctti- 
rers  in  relation  to  the  profits  realized  in  many  well-con* 
ducted  establishments,  and  shown,  I  trust  satisfactorily, 
to  tite  House,  that  these  rates  exceed  the  rewards  of  labor 
and  capital  employed  in  any  other  regular  business,  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  next  to  the  testimony  and  opi- 
nions of  diitinguished  manufacturers  as  to  the  reduction 


of  the  duties  on  the  rival  foreign  article  which  they  can 
bear,  and  still  pursue  their  business,  realizing  fair  pn^ts. 
The  first  testimony  which  I  adduce  upon  this  point,  nthat 
«f  Mr.  Peter  H.  Schenck,  of  the  State  of  New  Teak,  to 
be  found  in  document  No.  31.  Mr.  Schenck  is  ntcm- 
sively  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  broadcloths  and 
other  woollen  goods.  He  is  personalty  known  to  msny 
members  of  this  body,  and  perhaps  by  reputaOon  to  all. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  propounded,  among  (At-.et 
intrrrt^tories  to  the  manufacturers,  the  fbllowing: 
**  What  rate  of  duty  is  necessary  to  enable  the  manune- 
turcr  to  enter  into  competition  in  the  home  market  with 
similar  articlea  imported^"  To  this  Mr.  Schenck  anawm 
in  the  following  words:  *'  Having  all  tbe  matensJs  at  as 
low  a  rate  as  the  foreigner,  twenty-live  per  cent,  duty  on 
the  imported  srticle  will  be  a  protection,  if  the  dulp  is 
fully  collected,  not  as  heretofore,  (scarcely  the  half  of 
it.")  To  the  same  question,  Messrs.  I.  &  I.  Wadsworth, 
manufacturers  of  woollens,  in  the  Sute  of  New  Totk,  (•• 
may  be  seen  in  document  No.  33,)  answer:  •* Twenty- 
five  per  cent.,  was  the  duty  on  wool  to  be  reduced  in  pro- 
portion, and  the  value  of  the  imported  article  t»  be  fixed 
here."  Messrs;  Boiir  &  Kirk,  manufacturers  of  wooHm^ 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  answer  the  same  intciTi^ptory 
as  follows,  (document  No.  22:)  "Twenty^ve  percent, 
on  the  goods  valued  in  this  country  i  then  there  wiVbe  no 
need  of  false  invoices  and  btlse  oaths."  In  doctuncnt  Ko. 
30,  the  same  interrogatory  is  answered  by  a  manafacnoKr 
of  woollens,  in  New  Yoric,  as  follows,  to  wit:  ■*  Canw* 
sayt  but  the  rate  of  duly  is,  pertwps,  not  ao  eaoeniial  as 
that  it  shoidd  be  strictly  collected  upon  all  ihe  goods  en- 
tered, as  fraudulent  entries  keep  the  market  ctmstanlly 
in  an  unsettled  state,  and  the  manubeturer  is  JeA  in  un- 
certain^ whether  he  is  to  make  or  Iom  money  by  turn 
operaUons."  I  shall  only  detain  tbe  Hoose  upon  ttw 
point  by  adducing  the  testimony  of  a  nogte  muMfactntcr 
of  cottons,  (to  be  found  in  document  No.  3,)  in  the  Stale 
of  New  York.  In  answer  to  the  interrogatory  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury!  "If  the  do'y  upon  tbe  fcreigu 
manufacture,  of  the  kind  of  goods  which  you  mak^  were 
reduced  to  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent,  would  itcMNcyou 
to  abandon  your  businem,  or  would  you  mamitsciitte  tt 
reduced  prices?"  The  manufacturer  answers  that  be 
"  ahoiild  continue  the  buainess  at  twelve  and  a  half  per 
cent.** 

It  appears  from  this  testimony  that  the  duties  span 
woollens  (now  fifty  per  cent.)  may  not  only  be  reduced, 
but  that  twenty-five  per  cent,  will  be  a  sufficient  pnMcc- 
tion,  provided  there  be  a  corresponding  r<^uctkm  oa  ibe 
raw  material,  and  the  duty  be  fully  and  fairly  coteeiedt 
and  tlut  the  manufikcturen  of  cottons,  and  cspechBy  ^ 
coarse  cottons,  would  be  able  to  contimte  their  busmcaa 
profitably  at  the  reituced  duty  of  twelve  aad  a  haJT  per 
cent,  on  the  rival  foreign  article.  Now,  rir,  tfa  biU  pro- 
poses not  only  a  corresponding  reduction  upon  raw  wwA, 
but  makes  .free  of  duty  many  of  the  raw  ntateriaVs  hcRlo- 
fore  paying  heavy  duties,  and  which  a-e  of  indispcMahle 
necessity  in  the  manufacture  of  woollens.  For  iaataner, 
ihe  article  of  indigo,  paying  a  duty  of  fifly  per  cent,  un- 
der the  tariff  uf  1S.>8,  is,  by  the  bill,  made  free  of  duty. 
The  various  dre-woods  are  made  free  of  duly  the  act 
of  1832.  Olive  oil,  upon  which  the  duty  ia  reduced  fit» 
twenty -five  to  ten  cents  the  gallon  (more  than  Mf}  by 
this  bill.  The  extent  of  the  gain  to  tbe  miirfrtiircr, 
by  the  reduction  of  duty  upon  the  raw  mateml  wed  by 
him,  will  be  more  particularly  stated  when  I  name  to 
adduce  the  testimoiw  upon  anc>ther  branch  irflluawbiert. 

In  confirmation  of  these  opinions,  and  in  aupportoi  the 
general  proposition  tliat  the  woollen  and  cotton  nuulac- 
tures  can  bear  a  considerable  reduction  of  the  preant 
i-ate  of  duties  upon  the  foreign  rival  article,  and  akdl  bs 
able  to  continue  their  business  with  fur  preAb^  and  vM- 
out  being  seriously  affected  by  the  rrduCtillt  I  hrc 
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lir,  I  cfMiVidrr  the  proteelinn  ttltieh  is  pr.^pnscd  tu  iron  in 
till*  bill  to  be  all  «  (leliminn.  Iron  never  wns  in  n'orc 
danger  thiin  it  ii  wnAn  this  bill,  intlrprmtently  of  ttie 
minoits  reductions  rliritctly  pro|i(Me(l  on  seveml  important 
TniiniiraCliires  itf  iron.  Dn  we  not  all  Vnow,  dues  any 
Peniii^-lvanian  require  to  be  tnltl,  that  the  whole  protec- 
tive policy  miiat  be  siiHlainMl  ai  a  n'stem,  orit  will  perish? 
Iti  motto  ii,  **  United  we  itantl,  dividetl  we  rail."  It  can- 
not be  otherwise.  No  reasonahle  man  can.  Tor  a  moment, 
suppose  that  iron  wniild  continue  to  rereive  protection 
from  a  Government  which  liul  broken  down  all  the  other 
impnrtant  manufactories  of  the  country.  These  being 
destroyed,  the  enemies  of  protective  policy  will  be  ena- 
bled to  brinf  an  increased  force  to  operate  a^inat  iron. 
Vft  IK  all  wnuble  of  this.  And  Pennsylvania  beholds  in 
the  ruin  uf  the  cotton,  woollen,  and  other  manuActiirea 
in  which  she  and  other  States  have  a  deep  interest,  the 
f»te  which  awnits  her  iron  and  cital  under  the  proponed 
bill.  An  accumnlHted  opposition  would  bear  down,  irre- 
sistibly, upim  all  her  gmt  interests,  and  they  wotitd  sink 
in  the  general  ruin.  What,  then,  will  becnme  of  her 
bright  prospects?  They  will  all  vanish.  Her  splendid  ami 
exiensive  imprnvemente  will  be  rendered  uiiprodiietive, 
if  not  comparatively  useless.  The  internal  commerce  and 
home  trHdCf  fur  which  they  were  chiefly  designed,  will 
dwindle  into  insig^tificance 'under  an  abandonment  of  the 
protective  sjalemi  and  her  canals,  her  nnmerous  rail- 
roads, and  turnpike  roads,  whilst  they,  de«erted  and  in 
ruins  remain  a  monument  to  her  noble  public  apirit  and 
vigorous  enterprise,  will  be  a  lattimr  reproach  upon  the 
Government  in  wliieti  die  conBdvd,  but  which  denied 
protection  to  the  great  national  interests.  Coal  might  be 
aavetl.  The  ■*  Old  dominion,"  for  whose  special  bene- 
fit protection  was  originally  extended  to  coal  and  tobacco, 
will  stretch  forth  her  mighty  arm  to  save  oiir  coal:  fur  it 
I  have  no  frars.  The  patriotic  sons  of  Virginia  will  de- 
fend  the  coal  praprietam  and  minera  of  Pennsylvania,  in 
long  at  tlieir  own  coal  almll  not  be  exhauatedt  and,  if  we 
ruised  tobacco,  they  wouhl  ffeneroiisl)'  protect  that  also. 
Sir,  I  repeat  tt,  and  it  is  well  undcrstoml  in  Pennsylvania, 
the  whole  system  must  be  sustained  together,  or  it  will 
inevitably  perish. 

To  be  the  better  able  to  judge  of  the  favor  which  it  is 
alleged  Is  shown  to  Pennsylvania  in  the  bill  before  us,  and 
of  the  amount  of  real  protection  sfTonied  to  iron,  let  me 
ask  the  attention  of  tlie  committee  to  a  R  w  of  the  details 
on  that  subject.  And  here  1  must  take  the  liberty  to  re- 
mark, that  th  s  part  of  the  bill  exhibits  tnch  strong  Ssr- 
cliett  features  as  to  impress  upon  my  mind  (he  belief  that 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  if  they  did  not  take 
counsel  of  their  fears,  as  was  intimated  by  my  colleague, 
£  Mr.  HcKavBAx,]  ccmsulted  a  more  artful  enemy  tu  Ame- 
rican industry  and  manufiwturei^  vis.  that  kn-ing  and 
fKithfnl  British  subject,  Mr.  Sarchelt,  who  «ry  kindly 
visits  Washington  wlien  the  tariff  is  under  discussion,  to 
instruct  (he  American  Congress  how  best  to  protect  Ame- 
rican industry,  and  frame  an  American  tariff.  What  in- 
terviews, ifany,  this  individual  has  had  with  the  Treasury 
Department  and  members  of  the  committee  in  relation  to 
this  matter,  is  best  known  to  the  gentlemen  themselves, 
and  they  can  inform  this  Hon  set 

Bt^fore  entering  upon  the  brief  examination  which  I 

f)ropoae  to  make,  I  will  nbserve,  sir,  that  (he  committee 
las  furnished  us  with  a  tabular  statement  expUnaton*  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill:  it  purports  to  be  a  "statement 
of  duties  that  will  accrue  under  the  bill  presented  to 
ttib  House  of  Represenutiees  by  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Meaiist^and  vet  such  are  the  discrepancies  between 
this  tabular  statement  and  the  provisions  of  the  bill  itself,  in 
relatioit  to  some  items,  that  it  ought  not  to  be  relied  on, 
and  confirms  me  in  the  npinion  that  the  bill  was  prepared 
without  due  care.  And  this  autement  is  calculated  to 
nialMKl  us  in  now  particular*.   TaJw*  for  itntaM^  niOli 
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and  Spikes.  By  the  tabular  atatament.  the  lowest  duly  on 
nails  is  said  to  be  rixiy-twn  per  cent,  nn  spikfs  seventy, 
two  per  cent,  ad  valuremi  the  duty  ))eitig  calculated  on 
the  \alue  of  the  imports  of  the  year  1831.  ily  adverting 
to  (he  bill,  to  ascertain  the  rate  of  duty  to  be  diarged 
upon  nails  and  spikes,  we  do  not  find  that  these  articles 
are  enumeratedt  and.  in  order  to  fix  the  dnt}-,  we  are  re- 
ferred, under  the  thirty-seventh  paragiaph  of  the  first 
section  of  the  bill,  to  "the  lowest  rate  of  duty  which 
would  have  been  payable  on  the  same  under  the  acts  of 
1816  or  1833."  By  the  act  nf  1833,  the  duty  on  naih  is 
five  cents  per  pound;  on  spikes  four  centi  per  pound, 
equal  to  sevenly-eight  and  ninety-six  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem. By  the  act  of  181^  the  duty  on  nails  is  three  cent^ 
and  on  spikes  two  cents  per  panmdt  and  ret  the  commit* 
tee.  in  their  tabular  statement,  has  put  down  the  dutici 
at  four  cents  and  three  cenU.  If,  however,  we  are  to  be 
govertted  by  (he  bill,  and  not  the  stMtement,  we  must  as* 
seas  the  duties  as  under  the  act  of  1816t  and,  instead  of 
an  ad  valorem  duty  on  nails  of  nxty-two  per  cent.,  it  will 
amount  only  to  about  foMy-wx  per  cent.,  and  on  spikes 
about  forty-seven  or  furty.eight  per  cent.,  instead  of  se> 
venty-twD  per  cent.  In  these  instsnees,  the  statement 
misleads  tia  in  fiirmlng  an  estimate  of  the  protection  given 
by  the  committee  to  nails  and  spikes.  I  do  not  Enow 
that  tht-se  circumstances  are  uf  any  consequence,  except 
to  ahow  how  inaccurate  the  committee  lias  been.  Nails 
sell  for  little  more  than  the  duty,  and  some  qHalities  ra- 
ther below  the  present  duty;  the  duty  forma  no  part, 
therefore,  of  the  price — a  result  produced  by  our  nwchi* 
nery,  under  a  protecting  tariff.  Otiier  instances  of  HaU 
ference  might  be  given.  To  dujuatice  to  the  committee. 
I  will  take  ttteir  own  constntction  of  the  provisions  of 
(heir  bill,  and  its  operaticm  as  detailed  in  the  tahubr 
s(ateineiit. 

1'he  duty  on  Iwmmered  iron,  in  ban  or  bolts,  ts  reduc- 
ed Trom  thirty-three  to  twenty-«ight  per  cent.  This  de- 
scription of  iron  is  sent  fVom  jRium  and  Swedeni  but  on 
the  British,  that  is,  the  rolled  inm,  the  duty  is  reduced 
from  ninety-five  to  sereiity-six  per  cent.  I'he  reduction 
on  the  Husaian  and  Swedish  iron,  in  the  opinion  uf  some 
gentlemen,  will  not  injuro  materially  the  iron  establish> 
ments  in  our  country.  I'he  effect  of  the  reduction  on 
the  inferior  Britisli  iron  will  be  to  encourage  the  Bri- 
tish manufacturers  to  send  their  rolled  iron  in  gmrter 
quantities  to  this  country,  to  the  injury  of  otir  uwn  roll- 
ing mills  and  forgea.  And  when  we  view  this  in  connex- 
ion with  the  great  reductions  proposed  upon  the  manti* 
facturck  of  iron  which  now  give  employment  to  our 
rolling  and  slittinff  milh^  tlie  effect  will  be  found  to  be 
exceedingly  injurious,  if  not  toially  ruinDUS.  A  CfHnpa- 
raiively  li'gh  duty  Is  retained  on  tiie  rolled  iron,  when 
many  articles,  in  the  manufacture  of  which  our  iron  is  used, 
are  to  be  imported  at  duties  greatly  reduced)  consequent- 
ly, the  effect  will  be  to  impair  the  market  fur  the  sale  of 
our  iron.  Of  what  avail  will  be  the  duty  on  bar  iron,  if 
the  manufactures,  for  which  iron  as  a  raw  material  la 
wanted,  are  to  be  sent  into  our  market  from  the  work- 
sliops  of  England  at  very  low  duties)  thus  depriving  our 
blacksmitiia  and  mechaniCB  of  employment,  and  destrogr- 
ing,  in  a  great  degree,  the  flemand  for  the  iron  of  our 
own  country?  The  duty  on  bar  iron  is,  therefore,  a  mere 
delusion. 

Thedutyoniron,  in  cables  and  chains,  or  parts  thereof, 
is  (o  be  reduced  from  fifty-nine  to  twenty  per  Cent,  ad 
raloremi  on  drawing-knives. axes  hatchets,  woodscrevs^ 
shoveK  spades,  hues,  and  other  manufactures  of  iron, 
from  thirty  to  twenty  per  cent. ;  on  brazier^  rods,  from 
one  hundred  and  aeveuteen  to  twenty  per  cent-t  on  nails 
ami  spike  rods,  from  one  hundred  snd  seventeen  to  twen- 
ty percent.]  on  nail  plates,  from  three  cents  per  pound  to 
twenty  per  cent-t  on  slit,  rolled,  or  hammered,  fur  band- 
iron,  casement  rods,  tic.  fron  nincty^ix  to  twenty  percent. 
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I  will  not  afRnn,  should  thii  bill  go  into  opeTstion,  that 
the  dutiet  or  rates  of  duty  will  •ctually  be  u  it  ttated^ty 
tiie  eommtttee  in  the  table  aeeoinpanyins  tbeir  report. 
By  tbe  act  of  I8l6,  iron  in  nxb  (and  thia  may  include 
nail  rods,  spike  rods,  and  braziers'  rods)  wu  aubjtfct  to  a 
duty  of  two  dollars  and  fifiy  cents  per  ewt  I'be  com- 
mittee, in  all  (irobi^Uity,  made  their  calculation  uikhi  the 
suppoution  that  iron  in  rods  was  to  be  considered  as  em- 
braced in  the  class  of  non^numerated  manufacturra  of 
irant  not  adTcrtinr  to  the  laet  that  iron  In  rod*  is  specified 
ia  the  act  oT  181^  and  aubject  to  a  specific  duty  of  two 
dollan  and  fifty  cents  per  cwt. 

With  a  view  still  further  to  show  the  miadiief  which 
this  bill  will  produce,  let  us  for  a  moment  examine  the 
provision  in  relation  to  Aint  glass.  This  is  one  of  the 
HKNt  important  and  intereating  manufactures  in  the  United 
States.  1  tlunk  the  first  extensive  manu&ctory  of  this 
kind  was  establtriied  at  Pittsburg,  the  place  of  my  nati- 
Tlty,  which  I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent  on  this 
floor.  In  1813,  there  were,  perhaps,  two  furnaces  in 
operation  at  that  placet  there  are  now  five.  Other  eata- 
bUahments,  equally,  and  aome  much  more  estennve,  have 
steted  into  exirtence,  in  various  parts  of  our  country, 
under  the  protection  derived  from  your  laws.  Great  im- 
provements have  been  made  in  the  manui^Uire.  The 
skill  and  ingenuity  of  our  workmen  now  furnish  the 
country  with  articles  equal,  if  not  superior  in  quality  to 
any  imported,  and  at  prices  greatly  raduced,  not  exceed- 
ing those  at  which  Enj^idi  flint  ^asa  can  be  bir)^  un- 
ported.  Thousands  of  our  citizens  are  now  deriving  a 
subsistence  from  this  manuftcturet  it  employs  some  thou- 
sands of  tona  of  shipping,  and  consumes  a  variety  of  raw 
materials,  amne  of  which  cannot  be  applied  to  any  other 
useful  purpose,  and  is  trampled  under  our  feeti  millions 
of  pounds  of  lead,  of  pot  and  pearl  ashes,  are  required, 
besides  several  hundred  thousand  bushels  of  coal.  1  have 
no  estimate  with  me  of  the  whole  amount  of  capital  in- 
vested in  this  business,  but  its  value  to  the  nation  may  be 
iwrned  from  the  statement  before  nte,  by  which  it  ap* 
pears  that  the  total  amount  of  flint  ^lasa  now  made  in 
the  United  States  is  about  one  milhon  three  hundred 
thousand  dollars  per  annum. 

This,  then,  is  briefly  the  state  of  the  flint  glass  manu- 
facture, as  it  now  exists,  having  grown  up  under  our  pro- 
tective policy.  Let  ub  now  see  what  amount  of  protec- 
tion is  to  be  aiforded  under  this  bill. 

Our  «xistiiw  tarilT  imposes  on  flint  glass,  uncut,  a  com- 
pound duty  oftwo  cents  per  pound,  and  twenty  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  equal  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  thirty-five 
per  cent,  on  the  imports  of  1831.  What  will  be  the  pro- 
tection under  tlie  bill  7  It  discards  the  specific  duty  ^ 
two  cents  per  pound,  and  retains  only  the  twenty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  on  phun  glass,  and  reduces  to  the  same 
low  pmnt  the  du^  on  cut  glass,  wliidi  is  conHdered  an 
attieiie  of  luxury,  and  is  now  subject  to  a  compoond  duty 
of  diree  cents  per  pound,  and  ^rty  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem,  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  duly  of  only  thirty- 
seven  percent,  on  the  imports  of  1631. 

But,  sir,  this  is  not  all.  In  this,  as  in  all  other  branches 
of  induttty,  our  greatest  competitors  are  the  British,  who 
are  encouraged  to  ship  to  this  country  their  surplus  and 
refuse  stock,  in  order  to  obti^n  the  drawback  allowed  on 
its  exportation.  And,  if  I  am' not  mistaken,  this  draw- 
back aUowed  to  the  Britisli  manufacturer  exceeds  the  ex- 
cise duty  twelve  shillings  and  six  pence  per  cwt.,  which 
is  a  clear  bounty  to  the  manufacturer  of  about  two  and 
a  half  cents  per  pound.  In  general,  the  amount  of  duty 
paid,  compared  with  the  viilue  or  quantity  of  the  articles 
furly  and  honestly  imported,  will  extiibit,  in  some  de- 

SeCfthe  quantum  of  protection.  But,  in  the  case  of 
at  gbs%  in  order  to  ascertain  the  true  amount  of  real 
protection,  we  must  deduct  the  cxcem  of  drawbaek.over 
ejHiBf.  or  due  bouu^,  paid  to  the  Brittib  maaufltttuicr 


on  the  weight  of  glass  exported,  from  the  aggregate  dutj 
paid  on  importation  to  this  country. 

In  1831,  there  were  imported  749,485  pounds  ^glMiW 
uncut.  Upon  the  exporUtion  of  this  quantity,  theBiitiab 
manufacturer  would  receive,  at  two  and  a  half  oenu  per 
pound,  918,737  over  and  above  the  exciae  duty  paid  by 
him.  This  quantity  of  glass  was  valued,  at  the  place  of 
exportation,  at  $103,073;  on  this  valuation  our  duty  was 
calculated,  and  amounted  to  ft35,405t  from  which  deduct 
818,737i  and  the  amount  pud  to  the  Britiak  maoubcturer 
will  leave  916>668  on  fjO^OT J,  equal  to  about  utecn  per 
cent.,  the  protection  afforded  under  our  existiog  tariff  to 
the  American  manufiMiturcr.  The  bill  now  under  eoa> 
uderation  proposes  to  reduce  this  by  throwing  away  the 
specific  duty  of  two  cents  per  pound.  In  18:}1,  the 
wh<de  amount  of  duty  received  on  749,485  pounds  of 
glass,  uncut,  was  i35,405f  deduct  Avm  this  the  amount 
produced  by  the  mecific  duty  of  two  eenta  per  pound,  vis. 
(14,989,  the  remainder,  t30,416,  is  the  amount  ts&j 
which  would  be  chargeable  under  the  bill  now  before  us^ 
being  at  the  rate  of  twenty  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Deduct 
from  this  amount  the  sum  paid  to  the  Britiah  mano&c- 
turer,  believed  to  be  about  two  and  a  half  cents  per  pound, 
amounting  to  f 18,737,  the  baUnee,  vis.  91,679,  is  the 
amount  of  real  prDtectiwi,  coimderably  beknr  two  per 
cent.,  wluch  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  uc  will- 
ing  to  allow  to  the  American  manufacturers  against  tbt 
surplus  and  refuse  stock,  drawback^  fraudulent  invoice^ 
and  valuations  of  their  Britjih  rivals.  Twenty  per  cent, 
ad  valorem  will  not  be  adequate  ivotectioa,  because  it 
will  be  countencted  by  the  foreign  valuatioiw  if  by  so 
other  foreign  regulation. 

These  details  are  tedious,  but  are  neceasary;  to  a  tho- 
rough underataoding  of  the  destructive  opentioo  of  this 
bill.  I  shall  not,  however,  deUin  you  by  gmng  into  a  liir- 
ther  examination  of  them-  Nor  is  it  my  'mtciai»n  to  inquire 
wliether  this  bill  will  reduce  the  revenue  or  not)  it  ia  suf- 
ficient ground  for  me  n>  withhold  from  it  my  approbation 
to  find  that  tU  practical  operation  on  the  counUy  viO  be 
ruinous  to  its  induitty,  and  prejudicial  to  our  best  inte- 
rests.' 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  admit  that  the 
changes  proposed  in  the  hill  may  be  iinurioua;  and  say, 
"  It  is  vitally  unportant  to  the  commercial,  mann&cturin^ 
and  agricultural  interests,  to  know  what  ia  to  b«  the  per- 
manent potiey."  .Howarethese  iiyurious  c<Hiacc|uencc* 
to  he  guarded  ag»nst?  What  alienation  is  provided  by 
tlie  hul?  It  ii  BMd  thereductions  are  to  be  gradual  upca 
some  articles;  the  lowest  reduction  is  not  to  take  eSrct 
until  the  2d  day  of  March,  1835.  How,  and  to  whom  viO 
this  afford  relief?  It  may  to  the  manufacturers  and  eoi- 
ployers,  by  giving  them  time  to  sell  off  their  stock,  and 
work  up  materials  on  hand.  Will  they  repJenofa.*  ^'o. 
l*hey  will  diminish  their  businesai  curtaS  enefKfitnrcs; 
manu&cture  leu;  reduce  the  wages  of  wottaen;  dia* 
cliaige  many  from  employment!  and  finally  £aoutt  ^be 
whole  number,  and  close  the  fkctories  ana  workshops. 
Such  is  the  remedy  for  the  evils  which  the  bill  will  pra- 
duce.  Upon  whom  will  these  evib  press  waA  severely' 
Not,  sir,  upon  the  employers  and  large  cmpitaSstsi  bet 
they  will  fall  .with  accumulated  weight — upon  whom' 
Upon  the  poorer  workmen,  the  mechanics,  andllielBhtf' 
ersf  liie  very  class  of  individuals  of  all  others  vtoesv^ 
to  be  protectedj  they  compose  an  induairioas  and  very 
numerous  class  in  our  community,  and  contrflMlie  caen- 
tially  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country-  Dejuivcd  of  em- 
ployment, tliey  are  deprived  of  subsistence,  of  Ibc  meaat 
for  the  support  and  education  of  their  ftniiBea.  Tkis  ii 
not  all;  these  individuals  are  yet  more  aercrcly  ilralT'T^ 
in  this  billj  while  it  deprives  them  of  eflMMwfc  >ff 
encouraging  foreign  labor,  it  taxet  th*  m  reawftrt  of  !■ 
more  heavily.  Tea  and  coffee  enter  i|ito  tb^ 
tion  of  every  &iuly  ia  tt|e  c^ttBlqy  vMitf^ 
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to  obtain  them  are  diminithed,  the;  find  them  taxed  the 
higher  under  this  bill.  Loolc  at  (he  injustice  and  inequa- 
lity of  this  bill.  Neg^o  clothing  and  ne^ro  blankets,  arti- 
cles which  can  be  made  abundantly  in  our  country,  to 
gratify  the  Southern  planter,  are  allowed  to  be  imported 
at  the  low  duty  of  five  per  cent.  Yet,  sir,  the  free  laborers 
of  the  Nocthem,  Middle,  and  Western  States,  witii  whom 
tea  and  coffee  are  necessaries  uf  life,  and  which  cannot  be 
produced  in  oureountry,  and  which  were  made  free  of  duty 
by  the  Uw  of  1832,  are  now  to  be  taxed  twenty  per  cent, 
as  was  first  proposed  in  the  bill,  but  which  tlie  chalrnwn  of 
the  committee  now  proposes  to  reduce  about  one-half  on 
teas.  Why  this  part  atity  toward  the  slave  laborer'  and 
why  this  apparent  disposition  to  depress  the  free  Uborer' 
IVIiere  is  the  justice  or  equality  by  which  tbe  conunittee 
proR»sed  to  be  actuated' 

Before  we  shall  adopt  the  system  now  proposed,  which 
is  so  destruclive  to  American  industry,  ami  favorable  to 
British  manufacturers  and  pauper  labor,  and  which  the 
committee  recommend  as  a  permanent  policy,  let  ua  for  a 
moment  inquire  into  tbe  time  between  this  country  and 
Xngland,  and  see  what  amount  takes  of  the  produc- 
tions, of  our  farmers.  Sir,  we  know  that  our  breadstuff's 
are  often  exchided,  in  consequence  of  the  high  duties; 
these  are  fluctuating,  ascending  or  descending,  accord- 
ing to  the  average  price  of  grain  for  certain  periods  of 
time  in  the  English  market.  I  find,  from  the  table  of  ex- 
ports fur  ISJl,  that  there  were  shipped  fur  England 
twenty-six  bwrrcls  uf  beef,  one  hundred  and  thirty  barrels 
of  pork,  3,865  pounds  of  hams  and  haconi  of  Hour,  there 
was  a  much  lai^r  quantity,  865,744  barrets.  It  ta  well 
known,  however,  tliiit  much  of  our  flour  which  Is  shipped 
for  England  never  enters  the  English  market.  The  du- 
ties on  all  the  agricultural  productions  of  the  Northern, 
Mi<ldle.  and  Western  States  are  enormous  and  prohibitory. 
The  whole  Uritish  tarifTis  a  protecting  one;  and  whether 
the  rates  of  duty  are  high,  moilerate,  or  low,  comparative- 
ly,'they  are  designed  to  afTorti  adequAte  protection)  and 
the  better  to  elTect  this  object,  the  duties  are  generally 
specific,  and  not  ail  valorem.  TItfe  ad  valorem  rates  are 
aido  so  arranged,  that  protection  is  secured  where  it  is 
necessary  upon  those  articles  the  importation  of  whicli 
might  interfere  with  the  industiy  of  the  countryt  duties 
are  imponed  of  twenty,  thirty,  forty,  fifty,  and  as  high  as 
•eventy-five  per  cent.t  these  duties  are  calculated  upon 
the  Value  of  the  articles  at  the  place  of  importation.  By 
otir  system,  the  protection  given  incidentally,  or  other- 
wise, under  ad  viilorem  mtea  of  duty,  is,  in  many  in- 
stances, less  than  what  the  duties  would  seem  to  afford, 
because  tlicy  are  estimated  on  the  value  of  the  articles  at 
the  place  ofezpnrtationt  thus  putting  it  in  the  power  of 
the  ftireign  mantifACtuiers  and  exporters  to  co  nmit  frauds 
Uiiderv^ue  their  goods,  and  impose  on  the  appnusers  in 
this  country. 

It  is  admitted  that,  under  this  bill,  importations  of 
foreign  goods  will  be  greatly  increased  for  a  few  years 
at  least.  The  effect  upon  England  will  be,  to  stimulate 
her  industry,  enrich  her  maniilitcturers  and  merchants, 
while  it  impoveririies  us.  and  depresses  our  labor.  The 
increased  employment  given  to  her  laborers  and  paupers 
will  relieve  her  parishesi  and,  with  the  increased  eon- 
sumption  of  iron  and  iron  manufactures^  of  wool  and 
woollens,  will  give  an  additional  vahie  to  her  landed  inte- 
rest, and  thus  enrich  the  more  her  aristocracy. 

Besides  being  of  immense  and  paramount  importance 
to  the  nation,  the  protective  policy  is  one  of  deep  and 
vital  concern  to  my  immediate  constituents,  and  to  the 
SUte  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  on  this 
floor.  Among  my  eonstttuents  there  are  no  incorporated 
manufacturing  companies  whieh  have  excited  so  much 
cliimor;  there  are  no  monopolists.  Business  is  conduct- 
ed by  industrious,  skilfiil,  enterprising  mechanics,  practi- 
cal men,  who,  in  the  numerous  and  various  branchea  of 
Vol.  IX.— 73 


industry  they  pursue,  rely  on  thetr  own  tabor,  attention, 
and  credit,  and,  in  roost  cases,  depend  on  their  own  capi- 
tal. These  are  not  the  only  persons  concerned;  the  »■ 
boring,  the  Bgpcultural,  andevery  class  in  the  community, 
lire  ahke  interested  in  the  protective  principle.  And, 
white  1  am  sustaining  what  appears  to  be  the  interests 
more  immediately  of  the  manufacturers  and  mechanics,  I 
am,  at  the  same  time,  sustaining  the  interebts  of  the  hus- 
bandmen, the  farmers,  and  wool  growers.  The  thousands 
of  mechanics  and  laborers  engaged  at  the  &ctories,  the 
miliK,  and  the  workshops,  at  the  loom,  the  anvil,  ar^l  the 
bench,  must,  themselves,  and  their  families,  be  clothed 
and  furnislied  with  subMstence.  Are  not  all  dependent 
on  the  formers  and  wool  growers  for  food  and  comfort* 
able  clotliing?  Close  the  workshops,  discliai^  the  work- 
men.  deprive  them  of  employment,  and,  from  being  con- 
sumers of  breadstuffs.  and  other  agricultural  productions, 
and  furnishing  a  market  to  the  farmer,  they,  to  sustain 
life,  must  become  rival  producers,  and  glut  the  market 
with  a  surplus.    Our  farmers  understand  this  operation. 

In  some  respects,  t  view  the  contest  between  the  BriUrii 
landholders  and  cultivators  and  the  American  farmers, 
between  the  British  manufacturers  and  the  American  ma- 
nufacturers and  niechanie%  for  the  American  market. 
Shall  we  then  adopt  any  measure  calculated  to  favor  our 
opponents  in  this  controversy,  and  embarrass  our  own  cili. 
zens?  I,  for  one,  am  not  so  disposed.  The  farmers  and 
mechanics  of  Pennsylvania,  and  especially  those  to  whose 
partiality  I  am  indebted  for  the  honor  of  a  seat  here,  shall 
never  find  in  me  one  sbrinkit^  from  the  support  of  thrir 
interests,  which  ar«  Identified  with  the  prosperi^  and  in- 
depentlenM  of  the  nation.  The  repeated  testimony  of 
their  confidence  demands  from  me  every  exertion  of  my 
humble  powers  to  defend  them  from  hostile  efforts  of  fo- 
reign rivals  or  domestic  foes.'  I  cannot  desert  them  under 
any  circumstances,  nor  make  the  important  interests  con- 
fided to  my  care  the  subjects  of  mere  experiment  in  legis- 
lation, by  pursuing  a  doubtful  policy,  and  perhaps  eon- 
sign  thoussitds  of  meritimous  citizens  to  idleness  and 
penury.  Sir,  I  shall  continue  to  advocate  protection, 
decided,  unequivocal  protection,  and  shall  reust  all  mea- 
sures impairing  it,  or  of  a  doubtful  character. 

I  regret  that  my  worthy  and  esteemed  colleague  [Mr. 
Gilmokr]  and  myself  cannot  go  together  upon  this  bill|  it 
may  be  misfortune.  Me  thinks  his  course  correct.  I 
have  nothing  to  fear.  I  am  confident  of  being  sustained 
by  our  constituents  at  home,  and  by  public  sentiment 
throughout  the  State.  And  I  do  most  sincerely  hope  that 
my  colleague,  when  in  retirement,  may  have  no  self-re- 
proach for  having,  perhaps  by  the  last  act  of  his  political 
life,  unintentionaliy  inflicted  an  irreparable  injury  upon 
our  constituents,  and  given  a  vital  stab  to  the  best  interests 
and  prospects  of  our  own  State,  and  of  the  nation.  My 
esteem,  respect,  and,  he  will  permit  me  to  say,  fHendship 
fur  my  colleague,  will  not  allow  me  for  a  moment  to  doubt 
the  honesty  and  purity  of  his  motives,  and  the  patriotism 
which  actuates  nim;'Bnd  I  shall  always  cherish  towards 
him  these  same  sentiments,  which,  for  years,  I  have  en- 
tertained, whether  we  shall  be  associated  in  the  public 
councils  of  the  nation,  or  meet  in  the  social  intercourse  of 
private  life.  I  cannot,  however,  but  lament,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  what  I  beUeve  to  be  mistaken  and  erroneous 
views  on  his  part. 

I  have  already  noticed  a  portion  of  the  argument  of  my 
colleague;  I  would  here  briefly  advert  to  one  or  two  more 
points.  To  justify  the  reductions  of  the  duties  on  edge 
tools,  he  has  read  to  us  a  letter  from  Hr.  llunlap,  giving 
some  account  of  tha  manufactoiY  of  edge  toob  at  Cham- 
bershurg.  The  success  whieh  baa  attended  this  manu- 
factunt  IS  owing  to  the  protection  under  the  tariff  of  1838, 
which  subjected  articles  of  this  description  to  duties  from 
thirty-five  to  forty  per  cent.  The  letter  furnishes  no 
reason  fbr  withdimwing  the  protection,  and  reductog  tbt 
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nijr  judpnent.  %  question  or  cent. per  cent.,  but  aqurs- 
tion  of  pstriotitm  and  of  country.  Let  ui  then  act  like 
■tatettnen,  and,  by  adopting  this  measure  of  fustier,  en- 
deavor to  heal  the  discontents  so  prevalent  in  so  many 
States,  and  thus  preaerre  and  perpetaat^  our  frlorious 
Vnion,  without  force,  civil  war,  or  the  effusion  of  blood. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [llr.  HcKsitkax]  at- 
tribntet  an  unworthy  nwUve,  when  ne  supposes  that  the 
advocates  of  this  bill  !tavc  taken  counsel  of  their  fears. 
Not  so.  It  is  recommended  by  every  consideration  of 
public  policy.  If  the  public  mind  was  unexcited,  it 
would  still  be  proper  to  adopt  it.  We  are  called  upon 
to  remove  **  unnecessary  burdens"  from  the  people,  and 
to  do  it  nowf  and  shall  we  be  restrained  from  doii^  what 
u  r^t  in  itself,  from  the  apprehension  that  our  motives 
may  be  mtsunderstood  or  misrepresented?  Shall  we  be 
■o  weak  as  to  put  ourselves  upon  an  ideal  point  of  honor; 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  peaceable  and  constitutional  com< 
plunts  of  seven  or  eight  Statea^  asking  it  at  our  hands, 
and  refuse  their  reaiicat?  The  Secretary  of  the  Treaiiury 
recommends  it.  I'he  Prendent,  in  his  opening  mesnge, 
at  tiie  beginning  of  the  sesnors  recommends  it,  and  not 
(mljr  recommends  it,  but  invites  the  action  of  Congress 
upon  the  subject  at  this  time.  No  one  will  suppose  that 
he  has  taken  counsel  of  his  fears.  In  his  late  mcsasre, 
tiie  President  reiterates  this  recommendation,  in  the  fol- 
lowing striking  and  strong  terms:  "The  crins  undoubted- 
ly invokes  the  fidelity  of  the  patriot  and  sagacity  of  the 
•tatesmant  not  more  in  removing  such  pi»rtions  of  the 
public  burden  as  may  be  unneeeaaaty,  tlian  in  preserving 
tbe  good  order  of  society,  and  in  the  mHntenance  of 
welUregtihted  liberty."  It  b  made  the  duty  of  the  Pre- 
sident, <*  from  time  to  time,  to  give  the  Congressinfurma- 
tion  of  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  to  recommend  to  their 
eonsidention  such  measures  as  he  slisll  judge  necessary 
and  expedient."  l1iis  duty  he  bss  fiiithfully  performed. 
The  Eieeuttve  Government  poaseaiei  no  legislative  pow- 
We,  and  we  alone,  can  remove  these  ■■unnecea- 
«ry  bardens'*  from  the  people,  and  we  must  be  responsi- 
bto  ibr  all  tbe  eontequenees  which  may  follow  from  a 
ftilttM  at  this  time  to  act  upon  this  great  subject.  If  we 
dwU  rise  without  pasting  this,  or  aome  similar  measure 
sot  laaterially  vaiymg  from  it,  this  Congress  wilt  owe  a 
le^KMMibiHty  to  the  coontry,  and  perhaps  to  posterity,  in 
vbieh  I  have  no  amtntion  to  participate. 
Tbm  ooaamittee  then  nwe,  and  tlie  Houm  ndjoumed. 

TuBtDlT,  Sl^TIVAMT  33. 

MANUFACTURES.  &c. 

The  resohitiona offered  by  Mr.  Aoaxb,  calling  forcer. 
Wn  infbrmation  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
fcquesting  other  det^  from  the  President  tbe  United 
•tatca,  coming  up  agwn  for  condderalion, 

llr.  A.  resumed  the  course  of  hw  remarks,  «-hich  had 
jtaterdar  been  sunwnded  by  the  expiration  of  the  hour 
anproprtated  to  the  consideration  of  resolutions,  and, 
after  recapitulating  the  reasons  he  had  before  given  why 
be  could  not  consent  to  modify  his  resolutions,  is  had 
been  requested  by  Mr.  Stiwabt,  he  then  t^Merved, 
that  aitiee  he  bad  offered  bis  resolutions,  very  strong  addi- 
tfauMl  reasons  bad  presented  themselves  in  favor  of  adopt- 
lag  them.  Reeolutiona  had  been  laid  before  tlie  House 
ftom  two  most  respectable  State  Legislntures,  utterly  dis- 
approving of  the  bill  now  reported  to  the  House  by  the 
Comn^ttee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  -on  precisely  the 
ground  referred  to  in  these  resolutions,  viz.  the  statement 
of  the  Secretary  ofthe  Treasury,  that  the  revenue  mi^ht 
be  reduced  six'  millions  (in  addition  to  all  the  reduction 
effected  by  the  bill  of  the  last  session)  without  ifyury  to 
^  just  claims  of  ensting  establishments.  These  Legis- 
latures held,  that  so  far  from  its  being  true  that  the  bill 
would  (^lente  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  without  in* 


jurtng  existing  esiablialiments,  it  would,  if  it  ibaald  be- 
come a  law,  operate  the  ruin  of  many  of  those  esUbliah- 
ments,  without  any  certainty  that  it  woukl  rc<loce  tbe  reve- 
nue at  all.  In  the  Liegislatare  ofthe  powerful  Slate  ctf  Pemv 
sytvania,  the  resolutions  liad  irtsaed  by  an  almost  unani- 
mous vote.  Was  ^Itis  no  reason  in  favor  oftbe  resnlolions 
he  liad  offered?  Was  it  no  reason  that  the  House  should 
call  upon  tbe  Secretaiy  to  specify;  to  say  what  were  tlie 
articles  on  which  this  {^rcat  reduction  would  be  cffeOed 
without  Injury,  and  how  it  was  to  he  effected } 

Mr.  VEKPLANCR  here  moved  the  ordersof  tbe  day, 
and  the  House  went  into  Committee  of  tbe  VI*hole  on  the 
state  ofthe  Union,  Mr.  Watxz  in  tbe  chair,  and  rcnuntd 
the  contention  of  the 

T.*HirF  BILT.. 

Mr.  REED,  of  Itlassachusetts,  rose.  He  sstd  be  feh  bound 
by  a  sense  of  duty  paramount  to  all  other  considerationi, 
to  address  the  committee  at  tliis  time.  Itsliould  be  his 
endeavor  to  spesk  with  plainneis  and  candor  upon  tbe 
principles  of  the  tariff ffenerally,  and  of  the  bill  before 
them,  andofaomeofitidelaJl^  and  (^coureehbreauiia 
would  be  desultory. 

I'he  tariff  bill  we  are  now  considering,  said  Mr.  R.,  is  a 
most  extraordinary  measurei  a  measure  wlrich  neither  wit. 
dom,  foresight,  nor  experience  could  have  antiapatcd.  A 
large  portion  of  our  lattaession  was  devoted  to  examiniiig 
and  preparinga  tariff,  which  became  alaw  on  tbe  14th  day 
of  July  last.  Without  good  and  sufficient  eausf,  we  arc 
now  called  upon  to  make  a  new  taring  and  siipcsaedc  and 
annul  ibe  act  of  July.  Such  a  case  never  before  occur- 
red under  tnir  Government,  and  our  consiilueata  could 
not,  and  did  not  expect  it  now,  and  have  bad  no  oppor- 
tuiiity  to  instruct  and  advise  us  as  to  their  desires  or  inte- 
rest, and  point  out  the  practical  evils  (whldi  they  aloM 
can  know]  that  may  result  from  the  proposed  bill. 

The  enterprise  of  our  cilixens  has  been,  in  sane  nee- 
sure,  paralyzed,  and  our  country  generally  baa  suffered 
serious  evil  from  frequent  innovation  in  our  revenue  lawa. 
Importers  of  merchandise  are  often  compelled  to  eeek 
relief  here,  from  the  improvidence  or  injustice  of  our 
own  legislation. 

It  has  been  sud  our  system  of  revenue  laws,  er  tariff,  has 
been  modified  and  changed  as  often  as  once  in  four  years. 
Instance  tbe  Uriffs  of  1816, 1818,  1824, 1838,  1833.  Tbes* 
changes,  in  my  judgment,  bwe  been  quite  loo  facqoent. 
But  now  we  have  arrived  at  a  period  in  our  afiwn^  called 
a  crtusi  and  we  are  called  upon  to  ae^  to  imBcdiately 
paasa  new  tariff,  to  repeal  tbe  eet  of  July,  bcfbreilgeea 
into  effect. 

During  tite  last  session,  tbe  Committee  on  Uaaulae- 
tures  devoted  months  to  tbe  meat  carcfiil  and  Rmete  ex< 
amination  and  investigation  of  tlie  varioua  interesn  oftbe 
country,  and  of  their  clums  for  protection  andeoeiMiTagt* 
ment.  The  tariff  bill,  formed  on  prineiplea  of  prOtecAun 
against  forngn  nations  SMessed  duties  in  such  manner  as 
to  secure  our  own  interest.  That  bill,  tbe  result  of  much 
labor  of  the  committee,  was  introduced  to  tiiis  House, 
and  underwent  a  severe  examination.  Many  amendoienU 
were  made,  and  every  cent  ofaddition  or  ^minution  was 
decided  by  ayes  and  noes.  Our  journal  is  filled  with 
many  pages  of  the  records  of  our  votes.  Tbe  biH  was 
finally  perfected  agreeably  to  our  judgment  pMsnl  tf:e 
ordeal  of  this  House  and.  the  Senate  by  a  VMt  majerity. 
and  was  signed  by  the  President,  and  becHM  a  law.  Thta 
bw,  so  solemnly  and  deliberately,  and  by  to  %,vtaX  a  ma- 
jority passed,  we  are  called  upon  to  rcpral. 

The  law  passed  in  July  will  Uke  effect  m  Ihc  Id.  of 
March,  lS53tsoona>practieable,coniisleatwilbllMgaod 
faith  of  the  Government,  plighted  to  those  wboM  iaterex 
might  be  affected  by  the  operation  of  tbe  new  tnift  Vui 
we  are  solemnly  and  earnestly  exhorted  to  ■up— de 
that  act,  and  prevent  its  operatioa.  Mr  riwiiMiii.  Intti 
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Ibrtheactof  July.  More,  lir:.!  Uboredin  and  otit  of 
thia  Route  to  fecilitnte  the  passage  of  that  Uw.  I  acted 
with  an  ardent  desire  and  hope  or compromtsing  thia  vex- 
ed and  most  vexing  subject,  and  satisfying-  the  South  and 
tlie  whole  country.  When  the  vote  was  finally  taken, 
and  the  majority  was  known,  and  it  was  also  known  from 
whence  those  gentlemen  came,  and  who  they  were,  who 
voted  for  the  law,  it  was  considered  a  permanent  adjust, 
ment  of  the  system.  I  little  imi^ned  we  should  be  call, 
ed  upon  in  five  short  months  to  pass  a  new  act  repealinf' 
the  former  one,  to  use  the  langua^  of  a  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  [Mr.  Isosasot-L,]  before  the  ink  was  dry. 
But  innovation  and  restless  discontent  are  the  order  of 
the  day,  and  wc  must  be  subject  to  atich  evils,  and  learn 
to  endure  them  with  patience  and  firmneas. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  in  their  report,  in- 
totxa  ua,  that  "\o  t'lla  annual  amoDnt  fifteen  millions 
the  revenue  must  be  reduced."  Ag«in,  speaking  of  the 
exeeu  of  revenue,  the  committee  observe  that  "  this  ex- 
cels, in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  should  be  reduced 
by  the  present  Cnngreaa,  at  the  present  time."  Again: 
The  only  soiircea  of  revenue  on  which  the  committee 
propose  to  rely,  are  tlie  public  lands  and  the  customs." 
<*The  publio  lands,  at  the  present  system  of  sale,  may  now 
safely  be  calculated  as  producing  an  annual  income  of  two 
mtUinns  and  one-tialC  Tlien  there  remains  to  be  raised 
by  the  imports  upon  foreign  merdundiae,  to  meet  all 
other  charges  and  cnntlngendes,  &c.  the  aum  of  twelve 
millions  and  one-half." 

I  make  no  remarks  npon  the  subject  of  the  public 
lands.  It  has  been  snfficiently  noticed  by  others.  Surely, 
sir,  the  committee  have  not  given  us  much  light  in  their 
report  as  to  the  details  of  the  bill.  Tlie  chairman  of  the 
committee  seems  to  presume  the  subject  is  understood; 
aiid  another  gentleman  on  the  committee  [Mr.  Wimi] 
informs  us  that  "majorities  vote,  and  minorities  talk." 
Be  it  remembered  that  we,  the  present  Congress,  after 
a  labor  of  six  months,  adopted  the  tariff  of  July  lati^that, 
in  forming-  that  act,  we  had  all  the  aid  of  the  gentlemen 
of  the  Cwnmittee  of  Ways  and  Heansi  diat  we  had  Ave 
otit  of  aevenoftbrir  votes  for  the  bill.  But  neiUierthe 
votes  of  the  eommittee,  nor  the  votes  of  this  Houae,  seem 
to  settle  the  question  for  a  nngle  year. 

What  new  light  has  beamed  upon  the  minds  of  the  com- 
mittee since  July?  If  they  possess  lig^t  or  knowledge  upon 
tbe  subject,  new  or  old,  why  do  they  refuse  to  impart  it> 
Sir,  in  my  opinion,  the  leading  and  controlling  objecu 
of  all  our  tariffs  luive  of  late  been,  in  some  measure,  lost 
■igfht  of  and  forgotten.  One  might  be  led  to  suppose  that 
these  luws,  called  tariffs,  had  been  passed  mainly  to  en- 
coura^  and  protect  manufactures.  This  is  not  true.  I 
deem  it  of  importance  in  this  debate,  and  at  all  times, 
that  the  trutii,  and  the  whole  truth,  touching  this  import- 
ant subject,  should  be  before  us  and  the  nation.  I  ask 
^our  attention,  sir*  and  tbe  attention  of  tiie  eommittee, 
fbv  a  few  minutes,  and  I  will  endeavor  to  correct  this  er- 
ror, and  present  the  facts  in  the  case  from  my  observation 
and  knowledge. 

Our  revenue  laws,  so  far  as  they  have  been  protective, 
have  mainly  regarded  the  ffreat  agricultural  interests,  and 
the  raw  materials  and  productions  of  our  extensive  coun- 
try. To  bring  these  productions  into  use,  and  to  secure 
for  thcma  market  and  fair  price,  has  been  the  great  end  and 
aim  of  the  protective  system.  Manufactures  and  naviga- 
tion and  commerce  have  received  the  aid  and  support  of 
Government,  as  secondary  and  subsidiary  to  those  great 
interests.  The  manufactures  have  been  encouraged,  sus- 
tained, and  supported,  because  they  afforded  a  sure  and 
extensive  mancet  for  the  corn,  the  flour,  the  meat,  the 
wool,  the  cotton,  the  hemp,  the  iron,  the  lead,  the  coal. 
Sec,  of  our  country.  Yes,  ait-,  I  repeat  itt  it  was  a  union 
or  these  great  and  controlling  interests  that  gave  manu- 
bcturea  (whb  Urn  exeeptioiia}  lifb  and  being,  and  protec- 


[H.  or  R. 

Oon  and  encouragement.  As  I  view  this  subject  as  one 
of  great  importance,  I  will  endeavor,  in  few  words,  to  il- 
lustrate these  positions.  Take,  for  example,  the  woollen 
'  manufactures.  To  whom  are  they  indebted  for  the  aid 
and  protection  tliey  have  received '  Is  it  not  to  the  wool 
grower.'  Would  the  Merino  and  Saxony  sheep,  upon  a 
thousand  hilltt,  hailed  on  their  arrival  here  as  a  signal  bleaa* 
ing  of  Providence,  be  of  any  value  to  the  farmer,  or  the 
coimtry,  if  their  wool  could  not  be  used  ^  If  foreign  wool 
is  brou^t  into  the  country,  and  told  in  the  form  of  cloth, 
native  wool  will  not  be  wanted.  7*hen,  if  we  would  wear 
and  uae  our  native  wool,  it  must  be  here  manufactured. 
To  induce  skill  and  capital  to  adventure  in  the  woollen 
manu^tiires,  tliey  must  receive  encouragement  and  pro- 
tection. They  have  received  it  fi-om  the  farmer  and  wool 
grower,  through  their  Representatives.  But  anotlier  se- 
rious difficulty  has  occurred.  Woollens  are  not  onhr  ma- 
nufactured cheaper  in  Europe,  but  wool  can  be  afforded 
cheaper,  and  we  are  compelled,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
protect  the  farmer  himself,  by  a  hea\7  duty  on  wool.  If 
we  woidd  protect  htm  effectually,  we  must  go  further,  and 
lay  a  corresponding  duty  on  the  importations  of  woollens, 
and  sustain  the  m"nufaclnres^  or  his  wool  will  be  useless 
ami  the  wool  grower  and  wool  manofacturer  will  both 
be  involved  In  one  common  ruin. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  another  example,  I  take  cotton.  It 
has  been  my  good  or  ill  fortune  to  have  been  a  member 
of  this  House  when  tbe  tariff  of  1816,  1834,  1828,  and 
1833,  were  passed. «  I  know,  as  far  as  I  have  been  capa* 
ble  of  learning,  from  the  closest  attention  and  obaervatton, 
the  motives  ai»l  causes  that  infldenocd  men  to  act.  I  ask, 
vnxild  the  law  of  181^  affording  so  great  encouragement 
to  the  mnnufi*ctures  of  cotton,  have  passed  this  House  or 
the  Senate,  but  for  the  raw  cntton  of  our  own  country  >  I 
think  not.  1  well  know  the  leading  and  influential  men 
who  reported  and  sustained  that  bill  in  this  House.  Colo* 
nrl  Pickering,  and  others,  who  represented  the  com* 
meree  in  cottons,  remonstrated  loudly  i^inat  tbe  protec- 
tion afforded  to  coarse  eottona:  but  they  remonstrated  In 
vain.  They  eontended  that  the  law  was  unjust  and  ep- 
pres^ve  to  the  importer  of  India  cottons,  and  to  the  con- 
sumer. They  exhibited  to  this  House  the  invoices  of 
India  cottons,  riiewing  Utat  the  price  in  India  did  not  ex- 
ceed six  or  seven  cenU  per  square  yardi  and  contended 
that  the  minimum  in  that  bill,  estimating  and  taking  every 
square  yard  to  have  cost  twenty-five  cents,  was  unjust, 
inasmuch  as  it  did  not,  in  fact,  cost  a  fourth  part  of  that 
siimt  that  n  tax  of  85  per  cent.,  eatimatin;  the  square 
yard  to  have  cost  four  times  fs  much  as  it  cost  in  fact, 
would  assess  a  tax  of  100  per  cent.  It  was  urged  that  a 
very  considerable  capital  had  been  invested  in  the  traffic, 
and  many  merchants  were  engaged  in  the  importation  of 
those  cottons,  and  profitably  engaged)  that,  if  the  bill 
passed,  it  would  put  an  end  to  their  business  and  greatly 
enhance  the  priee  to  eonsumen.  What  answer  was  tlien 
given  by  Messrs.  Lowndes,  Calhoun,  and  others^  As  well 
as  I  remember,  it  was  this:  We  regret  that  any  interest 
or  portion  of  the  country  should  sutler,  but  public  policy, 
and  the  true  interest  of  the  whole  country,  require  it 
What  answer  more  hvorable,  in  defence  of  that  measure, 
could  be  given  ^ 

Sir,  I  was  opposed  to  the  act  of  1816,  and  eq)eeia]ly  to 
the  minimum  principle.  1  thought  it  cruel,  at  least,  to 
those  whose  employment  must  be  utterly  destroyed.  I 
confess  I  did  not  then  anticipate  that  our  own  country 
would  soon  be  able  to  manufacture  cloth  of  far  superior 
character  to  the  India  &bric,  and  for  half  or  one-third  the 
price  we  were  then  paying  for  the  India  cottons.  It  haa 
beendone.  But,  rir,  those  gentlemen  who  voted  forthat 
minimum,  ^zedUieir  hands  and  seals  forever  to  an  in* 
strument  that  sustains  and  suppcHts  tbe' protective  policy 
in  iu  most  ofTennve  cbaracter,  if,  indeed,  it  be  offensive. 
On  the  vote  to  strike  out  that  miiUinuin,  (1  rcfof  to  the 
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Journal,)  I  tliink  there  were  aix  votes  Kf^nit  ttriking  out 
from  South  Carolina,  and  a  number  from  Viffpnis,  and 
other  Southern  States.  But  the  times  change,  flee.  Since 
^tepanageof  thatlawtthemanufactureabave  been  niccew- 
ful|  immeose  capital  hu  been  invested,  and  they  hare  been 
greatly  improved  and  extended.  Hy  policy  ia  to  protect 
and  preaeire  them.  Those  who  differed,  and  hare  chang- 
ed their  views,  will  ^ve  their  own  reasons  for  abandoning 
an  enterprise  whose  success  Itas  outUripped  the  most  san- 
guine hopes  of  the  warmest  imagination.  Think  you, 
South  Carolina,  and  those  distinguished  men  who  then 
had  so  much  influence  in  tiie  counoils  of  oar  nation,  would 
have  imposed  such  duties,  but  for  the  doire  rod  hope, 
and  fixed  purpose  of  inducing  the  country,  and  especially 
New  EngUnd,  to  manufacture  their  cotton,  protected  by  a 
duty  of  three  centa  per  pound,  and  thereby  exclude  the 
cotton  of  India  imported  in  the  fabric  ?  I  wiU  not  intimate 
they  intended  barm  or  permanent  injury  to  us;  but  I  most 
firmly  believe  they  did  intend  permanent  benefit  and  se- 
curity to  themselves.  Hiere  was  at  that  time  a  good  deal 
said  about  Great  Britain  going  to  India,  Egypt^  and  BruU. 
for  their  cotton.  I  believe,  from  what  I  then  nw  and 
heard,  that  our  Southern  brethren  thought  it  expedient 
to  secure  the  home  market  for  their  cotton.  The  mea- 
sure succeeded.  Tbe  faetoriei,  wtueh  were  au»llary  to 
the  policy,  have  been  brought  into  exirtenec  Mid  Kdbess- 
ful  operation. 

So  in  regard  to  the  various  manufactures  of  iron  from 
the  bar  and  pig.  A  heavy  duty  was  laid  on  the  iron,  to 
encourage  the  manufacturers  in  tbe  interior,  as  there  were 
few  on  the  aeaboardi  and  as  the  expense  of  transporUtion 
IS  greater  than  from  Europe,  the  price  has  been  enhsnced. 
So  of  coal,  to  encoursge  the  mining,  and  railroads  and 
canala  to  bring  it  from  the  mountains  in  the  interior,  it  is 
heavily  taxed.  I  have  now  a  letter  from  a  constituent, 
vfao  bas  imported  a  cargo  from  Nova  Scotia,  and  paid  for 
tbe  coal  tiiree  dollars  per  chaldron,  and  two  dollars  and 
^teen  cents  duty  on  the  same.  These  iron  mamifiutu* 
rers  and  coal  miners  have  been  encoun^ed  to  bring  into 
use  our  own  iron  and  coal.  But  our  coal  and  iron  are 
dearer  than  European  iron  and  coal;  and  those  who  use 
them*  and  the  smiths,  and  those  who  work  in  iron,  must 
have  a  corresponding  encourag^ement  and  protection.  So 
oTlead.  Shall  we  bring  into  use  our  own  lead  for  paints, 
and  the  manufacturing  of  glass,  or  purchase  those  articles 
in  Europe?  l*he  manufiujtures  of  gUss  are  more  perfect 
in  this  country  than  in  any  other.  Our  skill  is  fully  equal, 
and  the  materials  better}  but  the  lead  of  Hissouri,  and 
coal  of  Virgmia,  the  most  material  articles,  cost  more  than 
in  Europe.  Shall  we  us^  our  aaiid,  and  coal,  and  lead, 
and  potash,  and  mamiftctuFe  our  own  glanf  If  so,  the 
nanufacturers  must  have  tome  protection.  Or  ibaU  ve 
leave  our  coal  and  lead  in  tbe  mines,  and  parehase  our 
glass  in  Europe?  Ifso,  ofonettuogweareauret  we  can- 
not exchange  lead  for  glass,  or  carry  coal  to  Liverpool  or 
Newcastle.  Uiiless  the  present  bill  be  amended,  tbe  gtaas 
factories  must  be  utterly  destroyed. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  our  constitution  was  adopted,  it 
was  understood  revenue  would  and  must  be  raised  by  di- 
rect taxation.  The  constitution  fixea  the  baus  upon  which 
that  taxation  should  be  aaaessedt  rod,  by  a  compromise, 
infinitely  the  most  important  in  the  instrument,  it  yitB 
agreed  that  the  SouUi  should  have  thre«-hftlis  as  much 
political  power,  on  account  of  their  slaves,  as  if  they  were 
free  citizens.  Direct  taxation  was  founded  upon  repre- 
sentation. But  we  bave  bad  but  three  direct  taxes  since 
the  Government  wss  formed.  The  taxes  paid  on  aoeonnt 
of  slaves  is  very  small  in  aniounti  and  of  Uiat  Uttle  their 
owners  were  relieved,  in  some  measure,  by  a  special  pro- 
vision in  tiie  act  of  July  last,  in  finrorofnegroelotlw.  The 
South  keep  and  exercise  tbe  power  granted  to  them.  They 
have  now  more  than  twenty  Representatives  on  this  floor 
on  account  of  slaves.    They  have  tbe  power  and  benefit 


ariung  from  tbe  compromise,  and  have  never  pckl  tbe 
miserable  allowance}  I  will  not  call  it  an  eqiunknt  of 
taxation  for  that  power.  Tile  agreeneDt  was  made,  and 
we  abide  by  the  obligation  without  craiplamt.  WiU  oar 
Southern  brethren  iimstapon  exanuning  and  WMiiaiBim^ 
our  constitution,  and  seek,  by  narrow  cowsttucli— ,  to 
restrict  its  true  meaning  and  spirit,  and  call  lew  ooDven- 
tions  to  limit  its  power?  In  such  an  event,  we,  too,  shall 
have  some  notions  rod  projects  peculiar  to  a  free  pen^Ae, 
zealous  Sat  the  just  and  equal  rights  of  freemen. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  aceqts  now  adnuttcd  as  tbe  settled  ^ 
li^  of  this  country,  that  our  revemurshaU  be  laiKd  naiM. 
ly,  if  not  wholly,  by  duties  or  imposia  on  fordgn  mer- 
chandise. 

I'he  first  great  question  that  naturallj  arisea,  ia,  bow 
shall  these  duties  be  imposed?  On  what  princif^^  ShaJI 
they  be  ad  valorem  or  qwciflc?  ShrJI  they  be  uniform, 
and  at  tbe  same  percent.,  ta-  shall  they  be  discriincisiting? 
Upon  these  subjects  I  cronot  admit  there  b  much  mom 
for  controversy.  Our  means  and  wanto  render  diaoiai- 
nating  duties  expedient  and  necessary.  The  laws  aad  re- 
gulations of  foreign  nations,  in  relation  to  their  coBamaee 
rod  trade,  each  bvoring  its  own  peculiar  interest,  rewkr 
it  expedient  rod  necessary.  ^  Whether  we  would  or  sot. 
self-love  and  self.prefcrvation  compel  us  to  act  up«  tbe 
defensive,  and  to  adopt  laws  and  regulations  conupood- 
ing  with  those  of  foreign  nations.  We  must  p«nB«  such 
a  course,  if  we  duly  regard  and  reipe<A  the  traa  interest 
of  our  own  country.  Uiat  nation,  as  well  m  that  hidM- 
dual,  **  who  prondes  not  for  lua  own,  and  e^wdally  far 
those  of  lus  own  house,  bath  demed^Uth,  and  is  worse 
than  an  infidel." 

Sir,  suppose  the  United  States  should  propose  to  allow 
Great  Britain  to  introduce  into  this  counby  tbeir  corn  and 
breadstuffs,  free  of  dut^,  provided  they  woold  allow  ua 
the  same  privilege— would  they  repeal  thtir  eetm  lawa, 
and  allow  us  to  send  our  floor  and  corn,  f^  of  duty,  into 
tbmr  market?  We  know  they  would  not.  SbooUGrat 
Britain  make  us  the  same  propontion  in  relatiro  to  our 
woollen  and  tuitton  manufactures,  we  could  not  accede  to 
it,  without  ruin  to  those  interests. 

Again:  Great  Britain  is  a  kingdom  of  minerate,  and 
affords  coal  and  salt  in  ^Hindance  from  thor  nine^  and  on 
the  very  borders  of  the  oceai^  from  whence  it  may  be 
easily  exported,  at  a  small  expense,  to  everyconnliy.  Oar 
coal,  unfortunately,  ts  in  the  interior  of  our  count^,  and 
we  bave  no  salt  but  that  which  is  made  by  evapocation  of 
salt  water.  It  ia  manuraetured  at  very  conndciaUe  ex- 
pense, espedally  on  the  seaboard,  where  fbrdgn  aJt 
comes  most  in  competition  with  the  doniestic  salt.  Shall 
we  go  to  Great  Britain  for  our  coal  and  salt*  or  daBwe, 
by  reasonable  and  proper  dotiei^  encourace  and  support 
our  own  productions,  brought  into  soecesdiil  opentioQ 
by  much  enterprise,  lab(M>«  and  expense? 

Sir,  I  am  proud  to  say  1  represont  an  interest  4wt  has 
asked  little,  and  received  little,  at  the  bands  of  the  Gov. 
ernmentt  and  yet  Great  Britain  dares  not  meet  it  ooher 
own  element  upon  eqnal  terms.  I  refler  to  the  whale 
fishery.  Great  Britroi  gives  her  ships  boairtie%  and  ex. 
eludes  our  ml  by  Mgh  duties.  Our  citiscns  have  nddter 
received  nor  dcMred  such  ffilvors.  But  die  '  ^—ii  it  of 
the  comnuttee  who  reported  this  bill,  has  infotmed  otthat 
the  mrouftcturcra  of^  woollens  are  compenaatsd  for  the  . 
reduction  of  duties  on  foreign  cloths,  in  pai^  ttf  tbe  re- 
duction of  duties  on  oil.  Yes,  ur,  I  fear  that  hy  that 
very  reduction  our  whale  fishery,  which  bar  faiirtbeTto  sur< 
paned  that  of  all  otiiar  nations,  wtf  be  dotreycd.  In 
saying  thi%  I  do  not  meu  to  charge  tbe  eooMiittM 
with  wantonly  destroying,  or  intentitmally  pitttiw  H  to 
great  hazard)  but  the  subject  baa  not  be«n  samaentir 
examined,  and  is  not  understood.  1  will  Dotiae  it  more 
particularly  by  and  by. 

Mr.  Chainnan,  what  do  gentlMoen  mean  bjr  few  lnd« 
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and  id  TftloreB  datio  I  Would  tbej  t  once  abandon  ercry 
employinent  and  every  production  which  uiy  other  nation 
or  any  other  country  fumidin  cheaper  tlian  our  own? 
If  that  be  their  policy,  and  the  preaent  act  go  into  effect, 
and  three  centa  protection  duty  be  taken  from  cotton,  I 
hare  no  doubt,  in  a  few  abort  yeara,  tfae  rery  cotton  plant- 
ers, who  are  now  ao  loud  and  Tioknt  in  tiieir  oomplainti 
a^init  protection,  will  be  quite  as  sealoul  and  eamea^  if 
len  violent,  Npplicantsfbr  relief.  Sirt  the  cotton  plant  ia 
not  a  naXive  of  South  Carolina^  and  whatever  dittreaa  thCT 
DOW  nffer,  ariaea  from  their  unfavorable  competition  witti 
ibeir  more  aoutbem  neighbor*,  AliJwma,  MiiManppi,  and 
Louinma.  The  cotton  plant  ia  an  exotic  in  lUa  country. 
In  more  aouthem  climci,  aa  in  Brasil,  for  imtanee,  the 

Jtlant  Uvea  and  ftouriabea,  and  bean  cotton  abundandy 
or  three  years.  Here  it  acarcely  Uvea  one,  and  ia  often 
injured  by  frost.  Suppoae  the  yankee  nation  of  a  cotton 
g\t\,  which  haa  given  the  South  the  means  of  wealth*  and 
raised  them  to  aueh  proud  pre-eminence,  were  introduced 
into  Brazil,  and  otber  places  equally  favorable,  with  capi- 
tal, what  would  be  the  conaequence?  I  leave  the  cotton 
grower  to  judge.  It  ia  at  least  a  maxim  of  self'prescrva* 
tion,  that  they  who  live  in  glaaa  houaea  should  not  con- 
stantly pelt  the  houses  of  their  newfabora  with  stones. 

Mr.  Cbs^rman,  it  ia  easy  to  complain,  and  very  difficult 
to  give  satisfaction  to  thoae  who  are  habitually  querulous. 
Such  men  will  always  insist,  aa  soon  as  any  law  or  reguU' 
tion  is  made  affecting  the  interest  of  the  country,  that 
others  have  the  beat  of  the  bargain.    So  long  »go  aa  the 

J 'ear  1816,  and  before,  we  heard  conitant  complaiiita 
rom  many  Soathem  people  and  others,  that  the  North 
had  great  advanUges  in  the  navigation  lawB)  that  ttw 
Souto  were  aubjeet  to  heavy  burdens  in  conseouence) 
said  that  the  North  charged  high  and  unreasonable  freight, 
^hese  complaints  were  believed  to  be  entirely  ground- 
less, but  argumenta  were  naelesa.  To  put  an  end  to  these 
unibund^  eemptainti^  we  put  to  haicard  a  moat  import- 
ant intercat.  By  the  laws  of  1816  and  1824,  we  placed 
fHir  nav^tion  upon  terms  of  reciprocity  with  foreign  na- 
tions. What  lias  been  the  result?  Frei^t^bas  not  been 
stfTected.  Although  on  the  statute  book  our  navigation 
waa  protected  by  an  extravagant  duty,  still  tt  had  no  pow- 
er to  raise  fraf^t  to  an  unreasonable  price,  because  the 
severe  competition  among  ouraelves  had  reduced  it  to  the 
very  nuniroum.  But  this  evil,  so  formidable  in  the  eyes 
of  many,  once  removed,  ao  other  uamediately  takes  its 
place. 

Mr.  Chairman,  although  no  aatis&ctory  reason  can  be 
given,  in  my  oinnion,  in  fiivor  of  the  bill  before  us,  and 
though  it  seems  to  hare  been  prepared  to  quiet  the  un- 
founded, extravagant,  and  violent  demanda  of  South  Carcv 
lina,  still  I  rejcHce  tt^  even  tUs  bill  r^ects  the  princi- 
ples of  equal  ad  valorem  dutica.  It  fuli^  esAablisbes  the 
principles  of  protection  and  disorindnating  dutieit  prin- 
oiplea  wl^ch  never  can  be  abandoned  by  any  ciTilizcd, 
independent  nation. 

Sir,  1  object  to  the  bill,  because  it  makea  an  unwise, 
unequal,  and  injudieious  diseriminatioo.  It  does  not  re- 
gard with  faimeas  and  equality  tbe  rights  of  all  and  every 
interest  in  our  common  country.  I  frankly  admit  the 
nibjeot  ia  complex  and  difficult.  It  requires  a  minute  and 
imndid  examination,  with  a  fixed  purpose  to  do  justice, 
and  with  a  single  eye  to  the  good  oi  tbe  country,  disre- 
g»rdit^  all  political  effect.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and 
BAeana  were  very  improper  arfaitera  of  die  great  interests  of 
the  Northern  and  Middle  Statest  four  out  of  the  seven  re- 
siding south  of  the  Potomac  I  never  understood  either 
one  of  the  number  felt  Any  Avor  for  the  protective  sy: 
What  could  we  expect  more  &vorab)e  from  such 


plus,  they  should  have  reported  tbe  Actio  the  House, 
and  the  subject  should  have  been  referred  to  a  tariff  com- 
mittee. I  oo  not  mean  nominally,  but  to  a  committee  in 
deed  and  in  truth  friendly  to  the  manufacturing  aa  well  as 
other  interests  of  the  country)  to  a  committee  friendly  to 
tfae  ^stem  of  protccUon,  that  they  might  make  reduc- 
tions on  iueb  tilings  and  to  such  extent,  as  should  save 
uid  foster  those  interests.  Justice,  expediency,  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  our  common  countr^,  demand 
that  tbe  subject  should  be  thoroughly  invfestikated,  and 
that  we  should  possess  all  the  light  and  knowledge  which 
can  be  affordea  by  practical  men.  Have  the  committee, 
in  the  present  case,  so  investigated  'At  We  aU  know 
thef  have  nof .  They  have  not  bad  time  or  opportuni^ 
for  the  work.  But,  sir,  weave  Informed  the  biU  b  open 
to  amendments.  If  this  committee  think  fit  and  proper 
to  proceed  with  the  measure,  1  trust  amendments  may  be 
madei  otherwise,  widespread  ruin  must  be  the  inevitable 
consequence . 

Sir,  if  it  were  ascertained  (as  it  is  not)  that  our  reve- 
nue required  further  reduction,  I  should  despair  at  this 
time  of^  making  such  a  bill  as  the  best  interest  of  onr 
country  reqidrea  at  oar  hands.  We  bare  not  tine  for  m- 
formmon. 
The  oommittee  observe  in  tlteir  report; 
**  In  adjusting  the  aeveni  duties,  they  have  generally 
conformed,  unless  some  strong  reason  for  a  different 
rate  was  perceived,  to  those  of  the  tariff  aet  of  1816, 
with  its  short  supplcinwntMy  act  of  1818.  Tbe  act  of 
1816  was  limed  with  great  care  and  dellberatioa  by  nme 
of  our  ablest  atatcamen,  looking  at  the  same  time  to  tbe 
revenue  then  so  peculiarly  neeeasnry  for  the  discharge 
•ur  large  war  debt,  and  to  the  preservation,  duringA  vio- 
lent transition  from  war  to  peace,  of  the  numerous  manu- 
factures that  had  grown  up  under  the  double  duties,  and 
the  practical  prohibition  of  the  embatgo,  tbe  non^nter* 
course,  and  tbe  war  with  Great  Britain.** 

Mr.  Chunnan,  tike  committee  are  entirely  mistaken. 
Hiia  bill  docs  not  eonfbnn  to  the  principles  kid  down  in 
the  report.  It  is  fiir  otherwise.  Why  reduce  tbe  du^ 
to  twenty  per  cent,  on  coarse  cottons?  But  we  are  told, 
and  told  truly,  that  they  are  made  as  chcsp,  or  nesriy  as 
cheap,  in  this  as  in  any  other  country,  and  of  as  good 
qualityt  and  that  they  are  occasionally  exported.  Why, 
then,  put  ao  successful,  and  profitable,  and  useful  manu- 
factures at  hasard?— aUke  oscshl  to  cotton  grower,  cotton 
mamilll«turer,  and  conaumer  of  tbe  fobnc.  Why  put 
them  to  the  haaard  and  risk  of  foreign  competttMm?  a 
cM&petition  beneficial  to  none,  if  successfol)  and.  If  the 
factories  fail  and  break  down  under  the  pressure,  inju- 
rious to  all.  irepwat,  why  try  the  experiment?  Every 
body  admits  that  coarse  cottons  manufactured  here  are 
abundant  enough,  good  enough,  and  eheap  enougbi  why 
not  let  well  enough  alone?  Sir,  is  this  experiment  worse 
than  useless,  conformably  to  the  tariff  law  of  1816?  Fkr 
otherwise. 

Sir,  on  a  carefol  comparison,  gentlemen  will  find  the 

K resent  bill  differs  essentially  ft-om  the  act  of  1816.  I 
ave  a  statement  before  me  pointing  out  the  difference; 
but  I  forbear  to  trespass  so  far  upon  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  pass  it  over.  But  eoal  and  iron  (those  &vor- 
ed  artidea)  have  the  benefit  of  the  tariff  of  I816t  mtwe, 
the  special  tariff  of  1818  ia  wptaMf  Introdaced  to  sanc- 
tion additional  duty  on  iron.  Tbe  duty  on  iron  and  coal 
falls  entirely  on  the  seaboard,  and  abortion  of  country 
contiguous;  it  does  not  in  the  least  affect  that  portion  of 
the  country  far  from  the  ocean,  unless  it  raise  the  price 
of  their  iron  and  coal.  The  expense  of  transportation 
eureathem  against  foreign  competition,  and  secures  to 


tem.  _  .  _  _  . 

A  eoouMttee,  than  auch  a  bill  aa  they  have  given  us?  Af- 1  them  at  least  their  own  market.  Those  whored  on  the 
ter  the  committee  had  ascertained,  and  reported  how  ae^oaid  can  import  these  articles  from  Enrope  at  a  mneh 
much,  or  rather  how  littie  revenue  was  required,  and  it  less  expense  than  the  asme  articles  can  be  transported 
bad  been  dearly  ascertained  that  there  would  be  a  aur-lfhun  the  interior  of  oar  own  country.   The  dutiea  on 
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thoflC  arUcles  «re  a  very  heavy  tmx  upon  our  navigalion, 
BMnufHCturri,  and  agriculture.  We  nave  little  iron  ore 
on  the  teaboard,  and  we  now  import  iron  to  a  reiy  great 
amount,  notwithstanding  the  duty. 

The  ccnnmittee  remark  in  their  report,  tha^  **  in  the 
bill  herewith  reported  by  them,  they  hare  endravored  to 
arrange  the  duties,  with  reference  to  this  principle,  at 
rates  of  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent.,  varying  from  tliem 
chiefly  in  those  iiutaneea  where  national  independence, 
in  time  of  war,  seemed  to  denaad  aoiiie  lacrifiee  in  peace, 
as  ill  the  case  of  iron." 

1  believe,  Mr.  Cliatrman,  it  has  always  been  admitted  as 
a  correct  prinuple  in  our  legislation,  that  we  should  afford 
protection  to  those  tbinga  neceoary  in  time  of  war.  I 
would  say,  sir,  in  a  word,  neoeasaries  in  war  and  peace, 
wjiA  therefore  necessary  to  our  independence.  By  wliat 
&ct9,  or  experience,  or  logic,  the  committee  liave  ar- 
tivedatthe  coiicluwon  that  "  independence  in  time  of 
wnr  seemed  to  demand  some  sacrifice  in  peace,  as  in  the 
ease  of  iron,"  and  iron  alone,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  determine. 
In  th«  mamondile  July,  1776,  a  committee  of  thirteen, 
one  frMn  each  of  the  States,  was  appointed  to  make  >»• 
qiriry  for  virgin  lead,  leaden  ore,  and  the  beit  method  of 
cuHeeting,  smelting,  and  refining  it;  and  on  tlie  same  day 
tlie  same  committee  were  directed,  in  the  recess  of  Con- 
grcM,  to  inquire  into  the  easiest  and  cheapest  method  of 
making  salt  in  these  colouiea. 

December  29, 1776.  It  was  reiolveil,  That  it  be  ear* 
fiestly  recommended  to  the  several^assemblie^  or  conven- 
tion%  immediately  tn  promote,  by  sufficient  public  en- 
eotin^ment,  the  making  salt  in  their  respective  colonics. 

Junes,  1777.  ileio/Mtf,  That  a  committee  of  three  b« 
appointed  to  devise  ways  and  meana  for  supplying  the 
United  States  with  aalt,  8lc.  &e. 

How  does  it  happen,  sir,  that  these  resolutions  stand 
forth  in  such  bold  relief  on  the  jouniaU  of  the  old  Con- 
grtut  Think  you  they  knew  what  was  necessary  in  time 
of  war?  VA  they  not  find  lead  and  salt  quite  as  ncces- 
•ary,  and  more  difficult  to  be  procured  than  iron?  Why, 
then,  ailmit  iron  alone  as  a  necessary  lit  time  of  war? 
Why,  in  fixing  the  duty  on  lead  and  salt,  have  no  rega»l 
to  the  principle  laid  down  as  to  iron?  Why,  as  lo  those 
•rticlea,  have  no  regard  to  the  bans  and  foundation  (as 
stated  iu  the  report)  of  the  present  bill,  ihe  tariff  ut 
1816? 

But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Ur.  Giuiobk,] 
one  of  our  two  friends  of  protecUon,  on  the  committee, 
insists  upon  it  that  iron  is  protected  by  the  present  bill, 
and  with  that  he  seema  to  be  aatisited.  Suppose  iron  and 
coal  are  protected,  are  there  no  other  important  intereats 
in  Pennsylvania  and  the  iitlier  States?  If  the  proviiiont 
of  the  bill  are  partial  and  unequal,  tliey  are  unjust.  Our 
tariff  must  be  a  fair  and  equal  system,  without  laying 
Unreasonable  burdens,  or  conferring  special  benefits. 
Should  a  bill  pass  this  House,  and  become  a  law,  by  ac- 
cident, or  combination,  manifestly  unjust,  protecting  some 
interests,  and  abandoning  others,  it  would  not  meet  the 
approbation  of  the  people,  Those  interest)  abandoned 
would  hereafter  claim  protection,  and  their  clwmi  would 
be  allowed.  Thev  would  claim  equalization,  and  justice 
vouM  be  awardeo,  by  levelling  up  or  levelling  down  the 
duties. 

Ur.  Chairman,  according  to  the  usage  of  this  House, 
the  whole  bill  is  fairly  before  ua  for  examination.  I  will 
DOW,  for  a  few  minutes,  notice  the  proposed  amendment 
which  will  first  be  decided.  1  allude  to  the  proposition 
to  strike  out  id  mucli  of  the  bill  at  propaaet  a  new  tax  on 
tea  and  coffee. 

Sir,  tea  and  coffee  are  of  universal  use,  and  essential  to 
the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  With  a  full  knowledge  of  this  fact,  and  a  strong 
diapoaition  most  effectually  to  relieve  all,  without  injuring. 
toy,  no  longer  ago  than  July  last,  Congreaa  (yta,  we  our  I 


selves,  two-thirds  of  us  voting  for  it)  repealed  this  very 
duty  on  tea  and  coffee.  We  relieved  the  people  of  thu 
biit^ent  and  tite  law  repealing  the  duty  on  coffee  ia  to 
take  effect  in  March  next,  ai^  on  tea  at  a  more  thstast 
period. 

But,  sir,  the  eommittee  inform  us  in  tiicir  ivpert*  that 
"to  ^18  annual  amount,  however,  of  fifteen  milliaii%  the 
revenue  must  be  reduced.  All  beyond  tlua  ra«st  be  a 
needless  burden  upon  the  people."  In  accot^anee  with 
their  report,  the  committee  have  proceeded  to  reduce 
duties,  in  my  opinion,  without  duly  regarding  the  inte- 
rests of  the  countT7i  and  then  propoae  to  asicaa  tMt  taxoo 
tea  and  coffee.  Itevenue  aupeiwiundant,  all  bejmii  a 
needless  burden  upon  the  people)  Why,  then,  aflict 
them  with  this  oppressive  at*d  uncalled  fbr  tax?  Per  if 
not  wanted,  it  ia  oppresuve. 

Theie  are  many  reason^  air,  why  this  tax  diOBld  aot 
be  laid.    I  will  briefly  state  someofthem. 

As  t  have  already  hinted,  it  it  a  tax  upon  mn  article  of 
universal  consumption.  Tea  and  coffee  cannot  be  pie. 
duced  in  our  country,  and  UierefoKi  if  ncceaaaiy  to  oar 
happineu  in  peace  or«ar,  we  can  have  no  motive  tofnn 
attempt  to  produce  tliera.  These  article*  are  not  oalr  t£ 
universal  consumption,  but  their  use  will  be  iacrwtied. 
The  great  and  glorious  temperance  refomalion,  which 
God  grant  may  continue  until  it  has  had  ita  perfect  w«k, 
will  greatly  increase  the  use  of  tea  and  coffee  aa  a  subsd. 
lute  for  arilent  tptritt.*  1  rejoiee  at  die  refiual  oftfaeux 
tn  July,  on  that  account  among  other  reaaons.  I  hope  we 
may  not,  by  our  legislation,  in  the  smallctt  degree,  check 
a  rcformati«in  essential  to  national  honor,  elM»cter,  and 
salvation.  I  confess,  the  reduction  of  duties  on  mplnts, 
and  the  imposition  of  dnties  on  tea  and  eoSiee,  look  m»  iJ^ 
in  our  desire  to  effect  some  political  object,  w«  had  orer> 
looked  tlie  great  moral  effect  upoti  ourcountry. 

Sir,  coffee  and  tea  do  not  come  in  compeU^oa  wV.\t  any 
production  of  our  countryi  and  no  art^lea  can  he  found 
so  valuable  to  our  commerce  and  navigatieo.  Thqr  an 
of  great  vahtet  may  be  aafely  kept  fur  a  loi^  tioef  and 
coffee  improves  by  age.  Every  ihiivconapirei  lo  m- 
der  the  extensive  importation  of  these  articks  asouiee  of 
greater  profit  nnd  benefit  to  the  country. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  [Ur.  Imsuau.]  in 
hit  able  argument,  informed  us  that  c«Ace,  in  pnrtiryiar, 
was  purchased  in  exchange  for  our  own  productkast 
and  though  I  do  not  certainly  know  tlie  fiict,  1  wfl 
hazard  the  opinion,  that  tea  is  often  piircfaaacd  with 
the  cotton  of  the  South,  by  drawing  b«]b  on  IjoaAaa. 
Anotlier  im)>ortant  fact  is  worthy  of  considen^B*: 
we  import  t^a  and  coffee  not  only  for  outwit*, 
but  fbr  other  nations.  By  the  talent  and  enterprise  af 
our  merchants,  our  country  is  made  the  grert  ikjniaffwy 
of  the  articles  in  question. 
We  imported  during  the  year  ending 

IBS  I,  of  coflfre^ 
It  was  estimated  that  we  used  in  1830, 
Leaving  at  least,  for  exportation. 
We  imported  during  same  year,  teas  of 

all  kmds,  .... 
By  the  report  of  tlie  Secretaiy  of  the 

Treasury,  the  duties  paid  on  tboae 

articles  in  the  above  year  were, 

I  am  aware  that  that  sum  will  be  somewhat  kAibtJ 
drawback.  1  preaumetbe  importation  baa  bi.uiafllgrpat' 
ertbeyewpaat.  Tim  s  Ihn  Isn  iif  Inly,  ii  |nar<|,ft»i  ilii 

*  Since  this  speech  was  delivered,  I  Iwv*  act  wUh  tbe 
following  infurmationi  ' 

'*  A  letter  from  Copenhagen  italeatha^  ainon  Ihe  Ibm- 
ation  of  temperance  aoetetiea  in  Svedeiw  the  impWTi'r' 
of  coffee  into  Stockbtdm  has  been  inorMaMd^brtncsitfce 
months  of  January  and  AugUkt  last,  fays  ■SBMwndaktf 
of  pounds." 


40^000,000  lbs. 
J,4SS^S931ba. 


«3,39l,7i9  *S> 
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tie*,  and  otbers,  offer  no  relief  to  the  people  ^  Tt^e  peopltk 
knov  better.  By  that  tanfT  they  were  relieved  of  six 
millions  of  duties.  The  duty  now  proposed  to  be  again 
laid  on  the  same  articlea,  not  only  imposes  unnecessary 
burdens  upon  the  people,  of  the  most  oflTensive  charac- 
ter, but  goea  far  to  destroy  the  foreign  trade,  so  useful 
uid  benefieial  to  tite  country.  These  arUdcs,  so  import- 
ant and  neoetsary  to  the  happiness  of  the  people,  of  so 
nekt  amount  and  value,  are*  and  allvays  must  be,  of 
rareign  growth.  It  is,  then,  the  part  of  wisdom  and  true 
potitictl  economy,  to  secure  and  provide  at  all  times, 
within  the  country,  an  abundant  supply.  How  is  this  to 
be  effected?  Allow  tea  and  coffee  to  be  free  articles,  un- 
embarrasied  by  any  eustom-houae  exactions.  Allow  our 
merebants  freely  to  compete  with  foreign  merchants. 
Then,  indeed,  will  our  country  be  the  great  depontory 
for  tea  and  coifee;  not  only  affording  an  abundant  supply 
for  ourselves,  but  lar^  quantities  for  exportation  to  fo- 
reign countries.  This  supply  in  the  country  will  always 
secure  us  wainst  all  monoptMies,  and  from  all  scarcities 
in  the  markett  and  ensure  the  artUlea  at  a  reasonable 
price. 

But,  «r,  we  may  be  told  all  ll|ia  foreign  trade  may  be 
eqtiilly  encouraged  by  a  drawback,  or  by  warehouses 
where  Uiese  articles  may  be  placed.    The  fact  is  not  so. 
Bunds  and  warehouses  are  v^ry  useful,  and  may  and  do 
offer  all  the  facilities  in  the  power  of  Government,  pro- 
'    vided  a  duty  be  laid.    But  every  body  must  know  Uiey 
are  very  serious  iaeumbrancest  incumbranoes  that  should 
not  be  allowed  to  exist  in  the  present  ease,  if  we  nncerely 
denre  to  promote  suceetsful  competition  with  foreign  na- 
tions.   There  must  be  limitationa,  as  to  time,  in  draw< 
bacics.    If  we  import  tea  and  coffee  for  European  mar- 
kets,  the  competition  with  Europeans  must  be  a  severe 
struggle.    It  profits  us  much  every  way,  and  we  are 
bound  to  consult  the  interests  of  the  nation,  and  do  no- 
thing unnecessarily  to  binder  or  impede  such  commerce, 
but  all  in  our  power  to  encourage  it.    Sir,  the  amount  of 
duty  now  proposed  to  be  laid  on  tea  and  coffee,  aecord- 
ing  to  the  last  amendotent.  If  adopted,  will  be  more  than 
B  million  of  dollars.    I  have  no  doubt,  should  this  new  tax 
go  into  effect,  that,  by  the  clogs  and  discouragement  it 
would  impose  upon  the  importation,  and  the  expense  and 
premium  it  would  unavoidably  add,  the  price  would  be 
enhanced  to  double  the  amount  of  the  tax  to  the  consu- 
mers.   Why  burden  the  people  at  this  time  by  an  unne- 
cessary tax  of  two  millions^   Why  resort  to  new  taxes? 
when  our  ostennble  object  is  reduction,  when  we  are  so 
often  reminded  that  our  revenue  is  more  than  is  wanted, 
and  that  the  excess  must  be  reduced  by  the  present  Con- 
gress, at  the  i^resent  time.   Sir,  when  the  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain  imposed  a  tax  on  our  tea,  when  we  were  un- 
represented, and,  without  our  consent,  our  worthy  and  pa- 
triotic mothers  renounced  its  use,  and  our  fathers  threw 
it  overboard.    But  when  we  formed  a  Government  of  our 
own,  and  were  represented,  all,  all  have  cheerfully  sub- 
mitted  to  heavy  taxation  upon  tea  and  coffee,  and  many 
millions  of  dollars  of  revenue  have  been  raised  by  these 
duties.    iMt  July  we  ascertained  that  the  tax  was  no  lon- 
g-er  needed,  and  we  gladly  repealed  it.    Let  us  not  be 
found  retracing  such  steps  of  wise,  useful,  and  beneficent 
]eg:islation>    1  will  not  Iwlierfc,  until  1  hear  the  ayes  and 
noes,  that  we  shall  i^ain  assess  this  tax  upon  the  people. 
The  committee  inform  us  that  "  we  are  out  of  debt,  have 
an  overflowing  treasury^  that  the  excess  and  surplus  must 
be  reduced{  that  the  people  must  be  relieved  of  their 
burdens}"  and  yet,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  they  prO- 
]ios«  a  new  tax  on  tea.    I  will  read  a  short  extract  from 
their  report: 

*■  They  also  propose  to  fix  a  moderate  specific  duty, 
equal  to  about  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  value  upon  teas, 
which  were  madewboUy  free  by  the  act  of  the  lakt  sum- 
mer.   This  has  been  added  from  a  motive  of  iinancUl 
Vot.  IX.— 75 


prudence,  lest  the  revenue  from  the  customs  should,  from 
any  modification  of  the  bill,  or  other  cause,  &11  short  of 
the  estimate,  or  lest  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands 
should  be  in  part  diverted  to  some  other  source;  in  either 
of  which  cases  an  increased  revenue  would  be  derived 
from  this  source,  of  about  700,000  dollars,  calculated  on 
the  rather'short  importation  of  tea  in  the  last  year." 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Mems 
remarked  in  his  speech,  that  he  should  "  now  come  to 
another  class  of  objections.  These  are  in  regard  to  the 
amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived  from  thia  bill.  It  is  in- 
deed difficult  to  reply  to  all  these.  They  remind  me  of 
the  story  told  of  (I  think)  Dean  Swift,  who  once  asked 
an  aequuntance,  *  Did  ^ou  ever  find  any  good  weather 
in  the  course  of  your  life.^  The  other  repUed,  'Yes, 
thank  Heaven!  a  great  deal.'  *Now,'  wd  the  cynical 
wit,  '  I  never  did:  I  have  alwi^  found  it  too  hot  or  too 
cold,  too  wet  or  too  dry.'  Our  poor  bill  has  met  with 
even  buder  censures  than  that  of  Swifl  upon  the  wea- 
ther. It  is  not  only  too  hot  or  too  cold,  too  wet  w  too 
dry,  toohighortookt«,alt«raately,butaU,oftheiiiatthe 
same  time." 

Again:  ■*  These  duties  have  been  added,  as  I  before  sug- 
gested, as  a  precaution  agunst  any  deficiency  of  the  r» 
venue  from  the  withdnwaj  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands, 
or  any  other  cause  whatever.  I  will  also  add,  for  the 
satisfaction  of  one  of  my  Connecticut  friends,  [Mr.  Eijs- 
woRTH,]  who  questioned  me  on  that  point,  that  they  were 
added  on  the  protective  prindple.  They  were  put  In  to 
secure  sufficient  revenue  in  any  case.'* 

Sir,  if  the  honorable  chairman  wiH  allov  me,  I  will 
show  the  application  of  his  own  stoiy  to  his  own  case. 
His  report  and  bill  be^n  by  asserting  and  assuo^ng  that 
the  tariff  must  be  repealed,  because  we  have  more  reve- 
nue than  is  wanted,  and  we  are  bound  to  relieve  the  peo- 
ple of  burdenst  and  the  bill  ends  by  burdening  the  peo- 
pie  with  a  new  tax  on  silks,  tea,  and  coffiw,  ai  a  precau- 
tionary measure.  The  beginning  and  end  of  this  short 
bill  come  as  near  blowing  hot  and  cold  in  the  same  breatti 
as  any  thing  I  ever  met  with;  and  if  it  pass  and  become  a 
law,  "our  good  weather"  will  indeed  be  clotided  and 
overcast  wiUi  gloomy  prospects. 

But  these  new  duties  are  "  precautionary"  and  "  pro- 
tective." '  If  sufficient  caution  baa  been  used  to  ascertain 
that  we  have  a  surplus  revenue,  why  assess  new  taxes  by 
way  of  precaution  r  If  the  amount  of  revenue  be  se  un- 
certain, why  repeal  the  tariff? 

Sir,  the  report  of  the  committee  is  before  us,  and  was 
not  drawn  by  unlearned  or  unskilful  hands.  It  is  no  more 
than  fair  to  presume  it  makes  the  best  of  the  case.  It  is 
intended  as  the  foundation  and  argument  to  sustain  and 
support  this  bill.  It  'peaks  a  language  to  my  mind  not 
to  be  mdatakcn.  The  nir  iirferenee  from  tbewhele  report 
is,  that  the  committee  are  not  and  cannot  be  sufficiently 
informed  as  to  the  amount  of  revenue  which  will  be  re- 
quired the  ensuing  year.  They  are  not  and  cannot  be 
sufficiently  inbrmed  as  to  what  will  be  the  -effect  and 
what  the  amount  of  duties  under  the  tariff  of  July,  1833, 
They  acknowledge  their  lack  of  information,  information 
to  be  obtained  uone  from  experience.  They  acknow- 
ledge it  by  the  doubtful  and  indefinite  manner  in  which 
they  make  their  specificationat  they  acknowledge  it  not 
in  words  only,  bift  by  their  deedsi  by  their  allowance  for 
"  lee  wayi"  by  their  seizure  upon  silfcs,  and  tea,  and  cof- 
fee, as  sureties,  as  the  churman  says,  upon  **  protective 
principles,"  to  protect  them,  1  suppose,  from  their  own 
errors.  Sir,  in  making  estimates  with  a  peneil  in  one's 
hand,  it  is  very  easy  to  add  or  subtract  a  figure  which 
may  increase  or  diBUDish  the  revenue  thousukds  or  mil- 
lions. This  may  he  done  honestly,  according  to  one^ 
hopes,  or  fears,  or  theory  of  political  econooiy.  I,  too» 
have  made  estimates!  but,  as  I  have  spoken  lightly  of 
other*,  I  will  not  offer  my  own.  This  House  caonot  pr^ 
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tend  to  bare  better  mromrntionthan  thecommttteet  then, 
most  assuredly,  we  are  not  prepared  to  act  upon  th!a  im- 
portant Ribject,  hiTolvinjf  tne  intereit  and  happinen  of 
milliom. 

Mr.  Cbaimiani  The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Foix]  fiivcmd  ns  last  evening  with  hia  speech  upon  the 
bitl.  He  commenced  hj  deprecating  a  discussion  upon 
its  general  principles  as  a  mere  waste  of  time.  He  con- 
jured the  House  to  act  promptly,  (in  two  or  three  days,  I 
believe,)  and  considers  the  subject  familiar  to  the  whole 
country.  Does  the  gentleman  refer  to  the  subject  of  a 
tariff?  a  system  of  duties  generally?  or  does  he  refer  to 
tha  report  of  the  committee  and  the  bill  we  are  consider- 
ing? If  to  the  latter,  I  assure  the  gentleman  the  aubject 
is  not  bmiliar  to  the  country,  or  eren  to  this  House.  It 
npeds  much  examination.  But  the  gentleman  says,  pro- 
ceed, and  make  amendments.  Where  shall  we  begin } 
How  much  ^all  the  present  revenue  be  diminished  ?  Will 
the  bill  before  us  reduce  the  revenue  *  What  will  be  the 
general  as  well  aa  particular  effects  of  the  measure  upon 
the  prosperity  of  the  country— upon  iu  labor  and  capital? 
Does  it  become  us,  who  have  spent  so  many  months  in 
fornune  a  tariff*,  now  so  rashly  and  rudely  to  attempt  to 
defeat  Its  operation^  I  rejoice  that  the  gentleman  as- 
sures us,  and  I  question  not  his  sincerity,  that  the  bill 
affords  sufficient  protection  .to  manufactures,  and,  as  I 
understood,  to  all  other  important  interests  in  the  coun- 
try. I  do  not  rejoice  because  1  think  the  gentleman  and 
tjie  committee  have,  b^  the  bill,  effectuated  their  object. 
Fur  fVom  it.  Bpt  1  rejoice  to  learn  it  was  their  intention 
so  to  do.  I  had  feared  that  they,  in  the  dittcharge  of  wliat 
they  considered  a  strange  work,  a  painful  duty,  found  it 
neceswry  to  abandon  to  utter  ruin  many  important  inte- 
rests and  manufactures.  I  repeat,  sir,  it  gives  me  plea- 
sure that  we  have  the  hope  and  prospect,  wben  we  pro- 
ceed to  the  detaib  and  amendments,  that  the  committee 
will,  if  convinced  that  the  bill  may  prove  ruinous  to  any 
branch  of  manuhctures,  or  any  important  interest,  con- 
sent and  aid  In  its  amendment. 

I  beg  leave,  sir,  to  express  my  approbation  of  another 
rule  for  our  action,  which  has  been  laid  down  with  much 
emphasis  by  that  gentleman — a  rule  which  I  understand 
will  govern  him  and  other  gentlemen  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  I  refbr  to  the  sUtistical  evidence.  In- 
deed, if  we  will  not  obtain  information  from  those  who 
alunt  possess  It,  we  shall  seek  it  ehewhere  in  vain.  The 
gentleman  has  not  only  laid  down  the  rule  in  theoty,  but 
carried  it  into  practice,  and  read  many  passages  to  prove, 
from  the  testimony  of  the  manulacturers  themselves,  tliat 
the  bill  before  us  will  not  injure  them.  This  statistical 
evidence,  read  partly  from  a  volume  just  published  by  or- 
der of  this  House,  and  collected  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  from  the  manufacturers,  the  gentleman  says, 
sh6uld  fifovem  and  control  our  decisions.  I  concur,  in 
the  main,  in  his  views  upon  this  subject.  The  evidence 
is  certainly  entitled  to  much  consideration.  I'he  gentle- 
man has  read  the  statements  of  several  Manufacturers, 
who  apeak  of  twenty  or  thirty  per  cent,  profits — most  ex- 
travagant profits.  He  particularly  notices  the  report  of  a 
Mr.  Shepherd,  of  Northampton,  Maasacbusetti.  1  have 
heard  he  baa  since  failed  in  bunness.  I  should  always  ex- 
pect such  men  would  fiiili  because,  in  reality,  no  such  e» 
travngant  profits,  for  any  length  of  time,  can  be  made. 
Those  men  who  make  audi  erroneous  and  extravagant 
calculations,  consult  their  imaginations  and  hopes  more 
than  arithmetic,  tlieir  day-book,  and  ledger.  If  we  would 
derive  useful  information  from  the  book,  we  must  not  be 
governed  by  a  few  isolated  cases,  especially  if  Uiey  are 
contradietetl  by  the  weight  of  evidence. 

If  manufacturing  were,  indeed,  so  profitable,  would 
not  more  capitalists  engage  in  it?  We  have,  in  the  North, 
no  opportunity  to  specuUle  in  boundless  forests  of  the 
best  of  land.    Sir,  there  is  no  lack  of  dispontion  to  ad> 


venture  and  speculation,  but  our  surplus  capital  a  em- 
ployed and  let  at  a  very  moderate  rate  of  interest,  for  the 
plam  i^son  that  our  situation  and  bunneaa  afford  no  cp- 
portunity  for  great  gains. 

But  one  of  many  volumes,  a  small  part.  Ins  been  pab- 
tished,  giving  the  returns  of  the  manufiicturea  of  Haine 
and  Massachusetts.  The  remainder  is  still  in  JnantracTJpf. 
The  gentleman  has  read  but  few  returns,  and  tboae  only 
upon  the  subject  of  the  cotton  and  woollen  mamjfactar«. 
Sir,  I  thank  him  for  introducing  the  book,  and  invite  his 
attention,  and  the  attention  of  the  Bouse,  form  few  aa- 
nutes,  while  I  examine  the  returns  in  regard  to  some 
other  manuftctures.  The  fcentleman  informs  u»  parttca- 
larly  that  the  woollen  manufiuiturera  can  get  on  well^  be- 
cause, among  other  things,  they  are  relieved  from  the  tax 
on  indigo,  dyestuflTs,  and  olive  f^l.  The  chaimum  of  tbe 
committee,  in  his  speech,  also  alluded  to  tbe  reddctioa 
of  the  duty  on  olive  oil. 

Mr.  Chairman:  Olive  oil  is  used  in  the  manufacture  af 
woollens,  and  is  a  substitnte  for  spermaceti  oQ.  Both 
bear  very  nearly  the  same  price  in  the  market,  and  tbev 
rise  and  fidl  together.  By  the  law  of  181^  vhicA  we 
were  informed  was  the  basis  of  this  bill,  the  duty  on  olrre 
oil  was  twenty  five  cents  a  gallon.  The  same  doty  was 
continued  until  July  last,  when  it  was  reduced  to  twenty 
cents.  I  have  been  quite  as  desirous  as  the  committee 
can  be,  to  have  this  and  other  duties  reduced  aa  low  as 
posbble,  consistent  with  ssfety,  and  the  true  interests  of 
the  country.  I  trust  the  whale  fishery  will  be  protected^ 
that  while  these  daring  fishermen  are  lawfully  pursuiag 
their  hazardous  enterprises,  even  to  the  other  aide  of  the 
.  globe,  they  may  look  back  upon  their  beloved  country 
with  an  eye  of  faith  and  assurance,  that  they  cannot  go  be- 
yond the  readh  and  regard  of  its  protection. 

I  now  invite  the  gentleman,  and  the  committee,  to  tarn 
tn  page  97,  Document  3,  No.  14>  in  the  aame  book  fron 
which  lie  read  last  evening.  I  invite  him  and  lbe«  to 
examine  the  report.  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  read  mere 
than  two  or  three  short  extracts:  *'Answera  of  Hvn. 
Barker  Bumcll,  of  Nantucket,  to  question  35. — Olive  and 
other  imported  oils  come  in  competition  with  ul  and  can- 
dles; and,  should  the  duty  on  olive  oil  .be  repealed,  it 
would  most  seriously  affect  their  production."  ••Toqoes- 
tion  54. — The  specific  duty  of  S5  cents  per-gallon  does 
not  prevent  larjge  importations  of  olive  oil.'*  Tbe  same 
facta  are  stated  m  page  303. 

In  the  memorial  of  the  citizens  of  New  Bedford,  wbich 
was  presented  to  this  House  :n  February,  IBS?,  and  print- 
ed, it  is  said,  **  The  proposed  repeal  of  the  duty  on  olire 
oil  presents,  in  our  view,  a  question  of  great  impertanoe. 
To  expose  the  large  products  of  our  spemaccti  fishery, 
without  any  protection,  to  a  competition  in  onr  own  mar- 
kets with  foreign  oil,  would,  in  our  opinioi^  not  eiify  en- 
danger an  extensive'  and  very  important  brtadi  m  our 
national  enterprise  and  industry,  but  endaiwerit,{Dr\\ie 
purpose  of  extending  to  other  branches  of  that  enterpriie 
an  incidental  and  limited  benefit." 

I  also  refer,  sir,  to  the  memorial  of  the  inhabitant)  ei 
Nantucket,  which  is  printed,  and  in  our  booki^  and  pre- 
sents a  ven-  able  statement  of  the  whale  fisben-,  and  the 
reasona  why  this  duty,  as  a  matter  of  justice  stml  policy', 
ought  not  to  be  repealed.  It  is  proposed  to  reduce  tbe 
duty  to  aid  the  manufacturen.  I  have  diowa  elrarly,  by 
the  bonk,  the  statistics,  and  by  the  memorii^  that,  at  a 
duty  of  25  cents  per  gallon,  a  Consideratde  ()aan^  cf 
olive  oil  has  been  imported,  to  the  exchiMon  of  oar  own 
oil.  In  the  year  ending  December,  1831.  there  were  iio- 
ported  331,608  gallons  of  olive  oil,  on  which  «  duty  wu 
paid  of  {57,903.  The  duty  on  olive  oil  was  fixed  st  Z! 
cents  per  gallon,  by  the  law  of  1816.  By  tbe  tBr.f -"f 
July  last,  it  was  reduced  to  SO  cents  per  gaBon.  TV 
present  price  of  olive  oil  ia  about  one  doller  Md  ten  fcati 
per  gallon,  and,  by  the  present  bitl,  it  is  pioplid  loie- 
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duce  the  duty  to  10  centt  per  gallont  ibout  eleTe|i  per 

cent,  upon  ita  present  value. 

The  whale  fisliery  is,  in  some  measure,  local;  though 
at  preiwnt  it  is  rapidly  eitending  in  Rhode  Island,  Con- 
necticut, and  New  York.  I  cannot  believe  its  value  and 
iinportaitce  is  understood.  If  it  were  understood,  surely 
it  would  not  be  huarded  for  a  few  tbounnd  dolbrs.  1 
t'ruit  this  committee  will  allow  me,  in  a  Tery  few  words, 
to  state  the  amount  and  value  of  this  fishery. 

There  are  now  engaged  in  it  more  than  three  hundred 
ships  of  best  quality,  their  tonnage  exceeding  one  hun- 
dred thousand  tonsj  seamen  employed,  seven  thousand; 
value  of  the  ships  and  outfits,  seven  millions  of  dollars; 
yearly  income,  probably  five  millioni  of  dollars.  Very 
considerable  manubctures  are  connected  with,  and  re- 
sult from,  the  fiaheiy,  which  I  have  not  time  to  specify. 
The  annual  expenditure  for  casks,  provisions,  &c.,  ex- 
clusive of  labor,  in  fitting  out  the  ships,  may  be  estimated 
at  not  less  than  on(  million  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifly-aeven  dollars.  This 
fisheiy  waa  well  nigh  destroyed  by  the  late  war.   It  has 
received  no  extraordinary  encouragement  from  otir  Gov- 
ernment; but  it  haa  been  protected  abroad;  and,  in  1816, 
by  the  tariff  then  made,  it  received  protection  by  a  du- 
ty of  25  cents  per  gallon  on  the  importation  of  olive  oil. 
Sir,  I  think,  from  the  statement  of  facts  I  have  given,  eve< 
ry  body  must  be  satisfied  with  its  present  prosperity  and 
siicceiis.    We  have  no  market  for  our  spermaceti  oil  but 
in  our  own  country.    Great  Britain  excludes  it,  and  other 
nations  do  not  use  it.    We  have  an  abundance,  and  shall 
soon  have  a  surplus.   Shall  these  fishermen  have  the  bene- 
fit of  our  own  market?  or  shall  this  valuable  and  import- 
ant iiiterest  be  hazarded  and  jeopardized  for  the  take  of 
reducing  the  duty,  fur  a  short  time,  on  olive  oil?    I  have, 
sir,  in  my  band,  a  book,  which  I  esteem  valuable;  it  is 
Document  99:  An  authentic  statement  of  the  fisheries, 
and  laws  in  relation  to  those  of  England,  France,  and  the 
Netherlands,  communicated  to  this  House,  last  year,  by  the 
President.    I  am  not  about  further  to  fiitigrue  the  commit- 
tee, by  reading  from  this  book.  But  when  we  are  adopting 
a  policy  deeply  affecting  a  most  important  national  interest, 
a  navigating  iniere'st,  an  interest  all-important  to  national 
defence,  to  our  navy,  would  it  not  be  well,  for  a  moment, 
'to  examine  the  policy  of  those  nations?   I  will  begin  with 
Great  Britain.    She  gives  liberal  bounties,  and  excludes 
our  oil  by  a  duty  of  forty-five  cents  per  gallon.  France 
gives  a  most  liberal  bounty  of  eighty  francs  per  ton,  if 
manned  (as  our  ships  are)  with  native  seamen',  and  less, 
if  partially  manned  with  native  seamen.   Tlie  like  bounty 
to  our  jwltale  ships  would  amount,  1  believe,  to  no  less 
than  $1,500,000.    Pour  Holland,  in  the  hope  and  desire, 
if  possible,  of  renovating  her  former  maritime  spirit  and 
enterprise,  is  not  less  liberal  in  her  bounties.    Our  fishe- 
ry, by  the  force  of  superior  talent,  courage,  enterprise, 
and  skill,  has  succeeded  without  bounties.    Sir,  it  asks 
none — it  needs  none.    Obtain  for  our  fishery  the  market 
of  England,  (the  only  market  for  spermaceti  oil,)  and 
those  interested  will  gladly  relinquish,  not  only  ten  cents 
duty,  but  all  duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign  oil.  But 
Great  Britain,  mistress  of  the  ocean,  dares  not  consent  to 
Bucli  a  treaty  of  reciprocity.    She  dares  not  hazard  her 
whale  fishery  on  terms  of  fair  and  equal  competition  with 
ours.    Is  our  astonishing  and  unparalleled  success  in  this 
most  hazardous  and  adventurous  employment  matter  of 
no  national  pride  and  exultation  ?    Do  we  not  learn  by 
this  success  the  true  cause  of  our  naval  triumphs?   I  de- 
tract nothing  from  the  high  merit  of  the  officers  of  our 
oavy ;  justice  will  always  award  to  them  their  share  of  the 
;lory  of  victory.    The  maritime  Powers  of  Europe  have 
jeen  tnught  the  value  of  seamen  like  ours,  and  their  high 
>ounlies  show  their  policy  and  desire  to  obtain  them. 
iVe  h.-tve  them  without  cost,  and  their  value  cannot  be  es- 
imAtcd;  and  yet  we  are  gravely  deliberating  whether,  to 


save  for  a  short  period  a  fbw  cents  per  gallon  on  olive  oil, 
we  will  put  to  hazard  the  whole  interest,  and  drive  our 
protectors  from  the  ocean.  The  manufacturers  of  wool- 
lens dii  not  desire  it;  they  ask  that  their  own  interest  may 
be  protected,  but  surely  they  will  neither  atk  for,  nor  con- 
sent to,  the  destruction  of  others.  At  a  proper  time  I 
shall  submit  a  motion  to  atrike  out  so  much  of  the  bill  as 
fixes  a  duty  of  ten  cents  per  gallon  on  olive  oil.  If  it  pre- 
vail, and  the  section  be-stricken  out,  as  I  trust  it  will,  the 
duty  will  then  be  as  at  present,  under  the  law  of  July  laa^ 
twenty  cents  per  gallon. 

Sir,  I  now  ask  the  attention  of  the  committee  for  a  mo- 
ment to  the  statistics  in  reference  to  flint  glass.  In  page 
308, 1  refer  to  the  statement  of  the  glass  manufactories 
of  Sandwich,  in  my  own  district.  They  use,  yearly,  lead 
of  Missouri  and  Illinois,  338.000  lbs.;  pftarlash  of  Maine^ 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  York,  and  Massachusetts, 
328,000  lbs.;  sand  of  New  Jersey,  416  tons;  coal  of  Virgi- 
nia, 700  tons;  com  of  Maryland,  10,000  bushels;  flour 
of  New  York  and  Maryland,  1,000  barrels;  bard  coal  of 
Penn^lnnia,  150  tons. 

Sir,  tbe  art  of  manufacturing  glaas  in  tbii  country  is  per- 
fect, and  the  materials,  especiuly  the  lead,  better  than 
any  imported.  Uur  fltnt  glass,  whether  plain,  pressed, 
or  cut,  is  manifestly  superior  to  European  glass.  ^  We 
have  actually  made  some  important  improvements  in  the 
manufacture  of  pressed  glass.  A  few  ^ears  nnce  one 
cargo  waa  sent  to  England,  the  duties  paid,  and  the  glass 
sold;  but.  without  delay,  the  English  manufacturers  sent 
skilful  men  here,  and  (Stained  our  art.  Our  lead,  and 
coal,  and  labor,  coat  something  more  than  in  Great  Bri- 
tain. Will  you  take  titis  lead'and  coal,  kc.  and  manuftic- 
ture  them  into  glass,  or  abandon  your  mines,  and  go  at 
once  to  England.'  The  materials  are  collected  from  wide- 
ly distant  parts  of  our  country,  and  from  nine  different 
States;  but  they  are  carried  in  vessels  at  a  small  expense. 
1'hii  manufiicture  brings  into  use  lead,  coal,  Btc,  which 
would  otherwise  be  uselett.  Cannot  those  who  possess 
the  coal,  and  lead,  and  pearlasli,  snd  sand,  and  com,  and 
flour,  exchange  them  for  glass,  easier,  and  on  more  fiivor- 
able  terms,  than  to  pay  tbe  cash  for  English  glass? 

Sir,  I  am  pleased  with  these  statistics,  for  another  rea- 
son. This  little  story  of  the  Sandwich  glass  manuiiusture 
is  worthy  of  notice.  Tbe  materials  and  food  we  fumidi> 
ed  by  nine  difi'erent  States  of  this  Union;  and  each  might 
well  be  pleased  with  the  beautiful  glass  it  has  contributed 
to  make,  and  all  may  rejoice  in  their  mutual  abundance 
and  mutual  dependence,  llie  present,  bill,  without 
amendment,  would  prostrate  the  manufacture  of  glass 
throughout  the  country — an  example  of  which  I  nave 
given.  I  will  add  to  these  remarks  heresAer,  if  neeet- 
sary,  when  the  proposition  may  be  made  to  amciKl  tbe  bill 
as  to  the  duty  on  glass. 

Sir,  1  beg  your  attention,  and  that  of  the  committee,  to 
page  91  of  the  document  before  us.  You  have  there  a 
very  fiill  and  perfect  account  of  the  manufacture  of  salt 
in  the  county  of  Barnstable,  Massachusetts,  by  Messrs. 
Crocker  &  Otis.  They  state  that  there  are  in  the  county 
of  Barnstable  1,41^608  feet  of  salt  works;  capital  invest- 
ed, |l,414,608t  lumber  from  Maine,  of  which  the  muiufsc- 
tories  were  built,  cost  $707,304;  salt  manufactured  annu- 
ally, 397,032  bushels,  of  75  lbs.  each,  of  the  best  quality, 
manufactured  by  solar  evaporation,  like  Turk's  island 
salt.  These  manufactories  are  not  lawe,  but  are  owned 
by  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one  different  individuals. 
The  income  is  less  than  nz  per  cent,  on  the  capilal,  as  ap- 
pears by  the  report.  These  nunwrous  owners,  together 
with  others  who  manufacture  salt  in  tbe  country,  carry 
their  salt  to  market,  and  there  meet  the  foreign  salt;  and 
the  competition  haa  materially  reduced  the  price,  and  en- 
sured to  the  country  at  all  times  a  sufficiency  of  this  ne- 
cessary of  life.  The  duty  has  already  been  reduced  tbe 
last  year  from  twenty  cents  to  fifteen,  and  now  to  ten 
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senti  per  btuhel.  Why  reduce  K  flirther?  Why  pros- 
tnte  and  deitroy  the  nunufkctories?  With  whit  anxiety 
did  thii  country  once  look  to  the  important  dUeoTery  of 
manitffteturing  aa\i*  In  the  coarse  of  fift^  yean  it  haa 
been  brought  to  great  perfection;  but  ships  returning 
from  Liverpool  can  bring  salt  in  ballast  from  the  mines  a 
few  cents  a  bushel  cheaper  than  it  can  be  manuractured 
here.  Tbeae  importations  are  precarious,  and  tUe  price 
will  be,  as  it  has  been,  uncertain.  Destroy  the  manuftc- 
tories,  rely  upon  importations  alone,  and,  my  word  for  it, 
the  price  of  salt  would  be  raised  and  fluctuating,  and,  in 
case  of  interruption  of  our  commerce,  trebled. 

The  sah  manufactories  in  the  interior,  as  well  as  on  the 
aeaboard,  in  this  country,  have  cost  not  less  than  seven 
millions  of  dollartt  and  we  now  manufacture  between  four 
Mid  five  n^llioni  of  bushels  of  salt  yearly,  on  the  seaboard 
and  in  the  interior.  The  tu  is  not  an  unequal  one,  nor 
can  any  part  of  the  country  complain  that  it  pays  more 
than  its  proportion.  I  subjoin  a  table  showing  the  quan- 
tity imported  into  each  of  our  ports  in  the  year  1831. 

ImperUiions  ef  ttUt  at  the  foUovdng  plaea  in  the  year  183 1 . 


Pasaamaqooddy, 
Frencliman'a  Bay, 
Penobscot, 
Belfast, 

Waldoborougli,- 

Wisoasaet, 

Bath, 

Portland, 

Kennebunk, 

Portsmouth, 

Vermont, 

Newburyport, 

Gloucester, 

Salem, 

NewBcdfbrdi 

Dighton, 

FlymouUi, 

Marblehead, 

Boston, 

Providence* 

Bristol, 

Newpor1« 

Mid(Ueto«nt 

New  I^ondon, 

Kew  Haren, 

Fairfield, 

Champlain, 

Oiwegatchie, 


X3.169 
2,833 
39,690 
17,943 
16,300 
38,304 
137,937 
S33,369 
4,387 
197,959 
9,553 
48,619 
13,703 
20,8S4 
34,183 
6.766 
48,648 
9,754 
444,719 
79,345 
4,009 
3,193 
30,723 
10,785 
60.738 
4,339 
879 
15 


New  York, 

Bridgetown, 

Philadelphia, 

Delaware, 

Baltimore, 

Vienna, 

Georgetown, 

Alexandria, 

Richmond, 

Petersburg, 

Norfolk, 

Camden, 

Edenton, 

Plymouth, 

Washington, 

Newbcrn, 

Beaufort, 

Wilmington, 

Charleston, 

Savannah, 

Mobile. 

Key  Wert, 

Appalaehicola, 

St.  Mark's, 

New  Orleans, 

Brunswick, 


665.514 
5,435 
237,502 
5,721 
333,098 
4,336 
304 
43,241 
116,338 
53,113 
132,193 
23,688 
17,819 
15,549 
5,891 
16,277 
2,551 
31,195 
372,055 
375,699 
231,118 
4^811 
550 
6,134 
526,403 
8,027 


Budiels,  4^494,006 


Gross  duty,  at  15  cents  per  buAel, 


»674,100  90 


TbBASVBT  DBFARTIIRirr, 

M«gider*t  Office,  June  7,  1833. 

T.  L.  SMITH,  BegiHer. 

I  forbear,  sir,  to  read  more  from  the  book  before  me. 
1  leave  the  task  tft  others  more  competent  to  correct  the 
errors  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  and  the  commit- 
tee, in  relation  to  the  all-tmportant  interests  oftfie  cotton 
and  woollen  manufactures.  I  will  notice  some  other 
amendments  at  a  future  period. 

But,  sir,  it  seems  tlus  testimony,  this  statistical  evidence, 
the  evidence  so  all-important  upon  which  thb  bill  hangs, 
lus  been  printed  only  in  part,  and  a  small  part,  too,  and 
not  yet  laid  on  our  Ubies.  But  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee informs  us  he  has  examined  the  statistics,  and  he 
has  volumes  of  manuscript  before  him;  volumes  which 
have  not  been  examined  by  the  members  of  this  House. 
Shall  we  act  upon  fMth.>  or  imtber,  iball  we  not  bare  the 


documenu  printed,  that  each  member  of  Congrcs  may 
read  for  himself,  and  understand  for  himselP  Bat  they 
cannot  be  printed  in  season  for  oae  durii^  the  ptesent 
Congress.  If  I  am  called  upon  to  give  a  verdict  upon  the 
bill,  let  me  flrst  hear  the  evidence  as  well  as  argument. 
Show  me  the  statistical  evidence  which  ihe  gentleman 
adhiits  to  be  so  all-important,  which  goTcrns  him,  and 
which  will,  in  a  great  measure,  govern  me.  Theetidcnce 
is  complicated,  and  may,  in  some  eases,  be  contnifficiioryi 
let  ui  examine  and  eross^zamine  it  for  oursrircs,  sad 
then  deliberate  and  decide. 

Mr.  Chvrman,  if  we  are  resolved  to  reduce  the  rere- 
nue  at  this  time,  we  ought  to  avail  ourselves  of  oor  own 
tariff  of  1833.  We  know  that  that  act  was  adapted  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  country,  and  pa«aed  with  great 
deltberation.  Let  then  that  tariff  be  eatatTC^ied  as  lite 
basis,  and  let  sneh  a  per  centage  be  deducted  frcn  it  as 
may  be  judged  expedient.  ^  • 

But,  sir,  the  committee  say  the  revenue  alienld  be  re- 
duced by  Ibe  present  Congress,  at  tbe  present  time,  be- 
cause, say  they,  "  the  extinguishment  of  the  deb:,  and 
the  commencement  of  the  new  PrcMdentisI  term,  make 
this  a  fit  season  for  permanent  fiscal  regulations."  Are 
these  reasons  sufficient  and  satisfactory^  Will  tbcynutifj 
us  in  repealing  oar  own  acta  passed  so  iMeh-,  so  defibc- 
rately,  and  by  so  great  a  majorihrf  Does  H  become  xu  to 
speak  of  permaneat  fiscal  reguuitions  when  we  are  aol 
content  to  wait  one  year  to  learn  the  practical  effect  of 
our  own  tariff^  I  know  it  would  be  r&thcr  an  interesiisg 
fact  to  record  on  the  page  of  history,  that,  on  the  cci&> 
mencement  of  the  second  term  of  the  Prenden^  of  Ge- 
neral Jackson,  we  adopted  permanent  fiscal  rqgulatitnsi 
but  let  us  remember  the  same  htstMy  inuat  recod  oar 
vacillating  conduct,  and  the  manj  and  great  evSi  tbe 
people  have  suffered  from  the  innovatioM  we  bsveaade 
m  our  own  laws— the  short-lived  pennanency  of  tfB 
tariff. 

T  have,  Mr.  Cludrman,  endeavored  to  exsminc  the  re- 
port and  bill  with  care.  1  trust  I  have  ahown  lo  thbcom- 
mittee,  concluHvely,  that  the  reaaona  and  argvmeni  of  tbe 
report  do  not  iopport  the  result,  the  bill,  tht  cause  is 
inadequate  to  the  effect.  I  take  it  to  be  a  correct  prin- 
ciple in  politioal  as  well  as  natural  and  immbI  pb3osop^, 
that  every  effect  must  have  been  produced  liy  a  aufficient 
and  adequate  cause.  I  am  compelled  to  seek  for  tbe 
cause  of  tbe  bill  we  are  considering  elsewhere  (hut  in  tbe 
report.  I  do  not  learn  it  from  the  public  speedio^  hot 
T  do  learn  It  from  private  conversation,  fte^nieBtly  a  moA 
more  sure  teat  of  real  opinion,  and  the  true  caose  af  ac- 
tion in  this  House.  On  my  arrival  here,  at  the  tmnmrr- 
ment  of  the  present  session,  and  ever  unce,  the  qucsuM 
haa  been  asked  again  and  again,  and  by  a  Booiber  c/ 
members  of  this  House,  "Are  you  willing  toante  a  new 
tariff When  the  objections  and  evils  are  anjgested, 
these  gentlemen  immediately  answer  by  asking  aw^ihcT 
question:  "  Would  you  not  rather  repeal  tbe  tariff  than 
suffer  the  crib  of  nullification,  secession,  and  «vil  war*^ 
I  answer,  in  the  first  place,  I  do  not  believe  these  calani- 
ties  will  happen;  and,  secondly,  even  if  there  be  danper, 
we  have  no  right  to  do  evil  and  injustice  to  our  canstitu- 
ents  and  the  countr>',  that  good  may  come-  Let  as  d» 
our  duty,  and  leave  the  consequenoet.  God  alwe  can 
overrule  evil  for  good. 

Mr.  Cliairman:  I  cannot  botat  that  I  Inte  MMC  firm- 
ness than  other  gen^men  in  this  Housp,  and  I  win  not 
admit  I  have  less  empathy  for  the  sufferings  sad  nisfcr- 
tunes  of  any  portion  of  my  fiellow-citixenat  but,  sir.  I 
cannot  allow  my  understanding  to  be  controUed  by  i)k 
unjust  and  unconstitutional  demands  of  nuUifietfion.  T- 
be  controlled  by  sucb  threats,  and  infiuencid  \n  vtc^  hT- 
prehensions  would  indeed  be  taking'counscl  of  finr 

I  admire  the  cloqitent  dissertation  the  bomnbk  car- 
man gave  us  yeiterday  upon  fear.  H*obi»ncdi**TUerc 
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are,  hovevrr,  other  feari  of  a  different  lort.  There  may 
be  fear  of  taxtnff  the  citizen  to  enrich  the  treasuryi  and 
fear  or  weakening  the  bonda  of  union,  the  atrongeat  bonds 

of  union,  the  bonds  of  willing  hearts,  the  feelings  of  loyal 
attachment  to  this  Government,  by  unnecessary  taxation; 
feari  for  the  public  peace;  fears,  not  of  any  preaent  dan- 
ger, but  for  the  permanent  stability  of  our  constitution. 
Pur  such  fears  in  myself,  or  in  my  friends,  I  cannot 
bluih." 

But  the  honorable  chairman  assumes  the  whole  ques- 
tion in  controTersy.  He  assumes  that  we  have  a  supera- 
bundance ofrevenuet  that  it  muat  now  be  reducedt  that 
ve  must  hasten  to  repeal  the  tarifT;  finally,  that  the  bill 
he  has  introduced,  and  which  we  are  considering,  is  wise, 
just,  and  expedient;  and,  above  all  things,  that  we  ought 
to  establish  permanent  fiscal  regulttionB,  to  commence 
with  the  present  Presidential  term.  With  these  assump- 
tions of  justice  and  expediency,  the  gentleman's  honora- 
ble, patriotic,  and  praiseworthy  fear  is  intended  to  goad 
And  push  us  forward  in  the  discharge  of  our  duty. 

Bur,  sir,  as  often  as  I  am  called  upon  to  act,  I  call  for 
the  reason  for  action.  No  satisfactory  answer  has  yet 
been  given  to  my  call.  I  find  it  not  in  reports;  I  hear  it 
not  in  speeches;  hut  I  think  I  disthtcily  perceive  its  influ- 
ence and  operation  through  those  honorable  and  praise- 
worthy fears  for  which  gentlemen  cannot  blush.  I  depre- 
cate the  advice  of  such  cotmsellors  upon  cold  calculations 
of  dollars  and  cents  in  a  tariff  bill.  Under  the  influence 
of  such  feelings  (without  suspecting  il)  we  may  abandon 
the  dearest  interests  of  our  beloved  country,  and  inflict 
a  deep  and  listing  wound  upon  her  faith,  and  honor,  and 
prosperity. 

South  Ctrolina  demands,  positively,  that  this  nation 
abandon  discriminating  duties  and  the  protective  polic<|r. 
The  committee  have  not  yielded  to  that  demand  in  their 
reporter  bill,  but  have  honorably  and  firmly  maintained 
the  system.  But,  sir,  my  apprehension  is,  that,  while  the 
principle  is  sustained  by  the  bill,  :t  will  be  so  unjust  in  its 
operation  as  to  sacrifice  millions  of  property,  and  die  com- 
fort and  happiness  of  thousands  and  tent  of  thousands  of 
honest,  worthy,  industrious  fellow-citizens,  who  by  the 
•'sweat  of  the  brow  earn  their  daily  bread." 

Sir,  the  bills  falls  entirely  abort  of  the  demands  of  South 
Carolina,  which  have  been  stated  with  precision  and  ex- 
actneiB.  We  cannot  satUfy  South  Carolina.  Her  un- 
reasonable claims  must  be  rejected.  Nullification  and 
lecesalon  are  but  new  words  for  revolution  and  rebellion. 
We  cannot  pass  the  bill  under  consideration,  because  it 
yields  important  national  interests.  But  suppose  gentle- 
men differ  from  me  in  this  opinion;  can  they  suppose  the 
liigh-minded,  chivalrous  citizens  of  that  State  will  be  sa- 
tisfied with  a  law  that  does  not  yield  to  them  one  tittle  of 
the  principle  for  which  they  so  zealously  contend?  The 
controversy  between  South  Carolina  and  the  United 
States  has  aasumed  such  a  definite  form  that  it  must 
come  to  an  issue.  It  is  vajn  and  useless  to  deceive  our- 
selves by  false  hope  of  relief  through  the  means  of  mise- 
rable expedients.  The  principles  of  South  Carolina  must 
be  overcome  and  put  down,  or  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  is  virtually  at  an  end.  There  is  no  middle 
^ound;  it  is  Government  or  no  Government,  constitution 
or  no  constitution.  Of  course,  I  mean  to  be  understood 
« ith  limitations  and  restrictions.  Our  Government  and 
constitution  must  be  sustained,  or  our  liberty  is  gone 
forever. 

Sir,  much  has  been  done  already  to  relieve  the  people 
of  the  burdens  of  taxation.  The  tariff  of  last  session  re- 
duced the  duties  more  than  six  millions  of  dotkrs.  Our 
public  debt  is  paid;  wc  are  at  peace  with  all  the  world; 
our  prosperity  is  unequalled,  and  yet  we  are  restless  and 
unaatiafira.  The  complaints  of  some  portions  of  the 
country  are  loud,  and  violent,  and  threatening;  their  op- 
position U  ot^nised,  tbeir  claimi  are  ipecific.   Shall  w« 
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yield  to  their  demands?  Surely  we  cannot.  To  do  so 
would  be  an  abandonment  of  our  constitution  and  Govenw 
ment.  We  might,  indeed,  retun  a  little  longer  iti  name 
and  form,  but,  divested  of  its  spirit  and  essence,  who  would 
value  a  name  that  bad  lost  its  import  and  signification.' 
Our  constitution  and  free  Government  were  purchased 
by  the  treasure,  sufTerings,  and  blood  of  our  fathers,  and 
by  their  testament  have  oeen  bequeathed  to  us,  I  value 
it  higlity  for  what  it  cost;  I  love  and  value  it  still  higher 
for  its  intrlAsie  excellence.  **  My  love  caateth  out  fear." 
It  must  put  down  nullification,  secession,  and  rehellion; 
it  must  put  down  faction  and  rev(rfution,  *  under  every 
guise,  and  name,  and  form  they  may  assume;  or  It  must 
fail  to  protect  and  bless  the  people,  and  cease  to  com. 
msnd  their  reverence  and  obedience.  The  path  of  du^ 
is  plain,  though  tometimei  jwinfiil.  Under  the  eon- 
stitution,  the  Government  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  is  now  entrusted  to  our  care :  God  forbid  that,  from 
any  cause,  we  should  be  led  to  betray  that  trust. 

If  the  bill  I  have  spoken  so  much  of,  be  intended  as  a 
peace-offenng,  1  would  answer,  1  hvve  no  authority  to 
yield  the  rights  and'interesta  of  my  <wnstituenls)  besidea, 
we  have  the  sine  qua  nan  of  South  Carolina,  and  know 
the  sacrifice  cannot  be  made. 

Mr.  Chairman:  Under  a  Are  Governinent  there  will  be 
honest  difPereneea  of  opinion,  and  love  of  power  will  ma- 
nifest itself  tn  every  form.  Those  to  whom  the  destimr 
of  this  grest  and  nourishing  republic  may  be  confided, 
must  not  be  deceived  by  art  and  ^design,  nor  overawed  by 
violence  and  passion. 

1  have  detamed  the  committee  too  long.  I  am  aware 
my  remarks  have  been  desultory,  but  I  denred  to  speak 
of  the  policy,  generally,  from  IBI6,  whidi  requirea  me 
to  speak  of  many  things,  old  and  new. 

In  my  judgment  we  ou^it  to  postpone  this  bill.  We 
have  yet  to  learn  the  practical  operation  of  the  last  tariff. 
Let  us  submit  to  be  taught  by  experience,  the  only  per- 
fect instnictor.  If  ihe  best  interests  of  oitr  country  shall 
require  further  changes,  let  them  be  made.  Hay  those 
upon  whom  niay  be  devolved  the  responsibility  of  making 
amendments,  act  candidly,  honestly,  and  deliberately, 
unawed  by  fear,  and  uninfluenced  by  ambition  or  the  am- 
bitious. May  our  fiscal  regulations  be  founded  upon 
equal  justice  and  sound  policy,  and  may  the  people  aee 
the  foundation  upon  which  they  stand;  and  Goo  grant 
they  may  be  permanent. 

Mr.  APPLETON,  of  Massaehuaetts,  next  rose,  and  ad- 
dressed the  committee  as  fellows:  I  have  no  doubt,  aud  he, 
that  th^  committee  will  give  me  fiill  credit  for  sineerity- 
when  I  assure  them  that  It  is  with  extreme  reluctance 
that  I  rise  to  address  them  on  this  occasion.  Certainly, 
nothing  in  itself  can  be  more  appalling  than  the  idea  of 
making  n  speech  upon  the  tariff;  which,  of  neceauty, 
must  be  expected  to  he  far  more  tedious  than  any  mereqr 
thrice  told  tale.  But  the  great  amount  of  capital  bclonir 
ing  to  my  constituents,  involved  in  the  decision  of  this 
question  an  amount  far  greater,  I  apprehend,  than  is  re- 
presented by  any  other  individual  on  this  fioor,  imposes 
on  me  a  duty  which  I  dare  not  avoid.  Nor  is  this  all. 
The  principles  embodied  in  the  bill  on  your  table,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  is  brought  forward,  pve  to 
this  measure  an  importance,  a  solemnity,  whidi  have  at- 
tached to  few  questions  which  have  been  agitated  since 
the  establirfiment  of  the  Government.  It  in  my  esti- 
mation, intimately  connected  with  the  permanent  peace, 
happiness,  and  prosperity,  if  not  wit^h  the  very  existence 
of  this  Union. 

Now,  sir,  what  are  the  circumstances  under  which  thia 
measure  is  brought  forward?  Notwitiist^nding  the  greater 
part  of  the  last,  long  protracted  season  waa  occupied  on 
this  subject;  notwithstanding  the  result  of  those  labors 
was  tlie  passsge  of  a  bill,  by  the  votes  of  a  majority  of  this 
House  almost  unprecedented  in  anyi  mportant  measure— a 
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bill  which  was  received  throughout  the  whole  country 
wilh  all  but  universal  satisfaction,  as  a  fair  compromise, 
as  the  harbinger  of  peace,  of  reduced  excitement;  not- 
withstanding-all tliis,  we  arc  now  informed,  by  authority, 
that  we  must  review  our  worki  that  tliat  bill  will  not  do; 
that  the  whole  matter  must  be  gone  over  again. 

The  measure  before  us  naturally  presents  two  ques- 
tions: the  first,  whether  it  is  necessary,  proper,  or  expe- 
dient, that  we  should  pass  any  bill  on  this  subject;  the 
second,  whether,  ou  the  suppontion  that  that  question  is 
answered  in  the  affirmative,  this  is  such  a  bill  as  we  ought 
to  pass. 

Notwithstanding  the  impatience  of  the  bontmble  gen- 
tkman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Folk,]  that  we  should 
come  to  the  details  of  the  bill,  I  must  first  discuss  the 
preliminary  and  previous  question — are  there  any  good 
reasons  why  we  should  pass  any  bill  at  all? 

Why,  Hr.  Chairman,  ahould  we  disturb  the  act  of  last 
July  *  Nobody  dreamed  of  doing  so  before  the  meeting 
of  Congress.  All  the  reasons  are  to  be  found  in  the 
eommunioations  to  this  body  from  the  Executive.  Let  ua 
cmnine  them.  The  duty  is  urged  upon  us  of  reducing 
the  revenue  to  the  expeiMlturea  of  the  Govemmentt  and 
the  first  qiiestion  is,  what  relation  do  they  now  bear  to 
each  other 

The  President  informs  lis,  in  his  annual  message,  that 
"  It  is  expected,  however,  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
reduced  rates  of  duty,  which  will  take  effect  af^r  the  3d 
of  March  next,  there  will  be  a  connder^le  falling  off  in 
the  revenue  from  eustoma  in  the  year  1833.  It  will,  ne- 
vertheless, be  amply  sufficient  to  provide  fi>r  alt  the  wants 
of  the  public  service,  estimated  even  upon  a  liberal  scale, 
and  for  the  redemption  and  purchase  or  tlie  renuunder  of 
the  public  debt." 

Well,  «r,  then  for  1833  there  is  no  difficulty.  Not- 
withstanding the  reduction  in  tlie  term  of  credit  for  duties 
■Aer  the  3d  of  March,  and  the  circumataoce  that  a  con^ 
nden^le  portion  of  them  will  be  payable  in  eaali,  thus 
concentrating  a  great  part  of  the  revenue  of  two  years, 
the  revenue  is  only  expected  to  be  amply  sufficient  fur 
the  expenditure,  including  the  reimbursement  of  the  ba- 
lince  of  the  public  debt,  so  that  for  a  year  to  come,  at 
least,  there  can  be  no  surplus. 

We  are  next  told  that  "  the  final  removal  of  this  great 
burden  [the  public  debt^  from  our  resources  affords  the 
means  of  further  provision  for  all  the  objects  of  general 
welfare  and  public  defence  which  the  constitution  autho- 
rizes, and  presents  the  occasion  for  such  further  reduc- 
tion in  the  revenue  as  may  not  be  required  for  them. 

Here  is  a  sentiment  to  which  the  whole  nation  will  re- 
spond; the  happy  era  of  freedom  from  debt,  presents  an 
admirable  opportunity  fur  doing  something  liberal  and 
glorious  for  the  general  welfare. 

But,  sir,  without  making  any  calculation  for  these  pro 
posed  objects,  of  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
in  his  annual  report  for  the  last  year,  furnished  us  a  long 
list,  have  we  arnved  at  a  point  where  we  can  decide 
witJi  any  degree  of  certainty  or  confidence  that  tlie  re- 
venue, under  the  bill  of  last  session,  will  exceed  the  pro- 
per and  necessary  expenditure  of  the  Government' 
That  bill  waa  framed  for  the  express  purpose,  and  with 
the  express  view,  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  the  amount  of 
the  expenditure,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  preser\-e  that 
incidental  protection  to  mumifaclures  which  has  alwuys 
formed  a  part  of  our  revenue  system. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  informs  us,  in  his  last 
annual  report,  that  he  still  believes  that  fifteen  millions 
(as  estimated  in  the  report  of  1831)  isa  fair  estimate  of 
the  probable  expenses  of  the  Government,  for  aJI  objects 
other  than  the  public  debt.  I  shall  assume  it  to  be  so; 
and  propose  to  inquire  what  reason  there  is  to  believe 
the  revenue  under  the  act  of  July  last  will  exceed  tlut 
sum. 


In  doing  so,  I  put  out  of  the  question  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands,  as  not  furnishing  any  permanent  fiind  for 
the  expenditure  of  the  Government.  II  is  well  known 
that  a  bill  for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  thcie 
sales  amongst  the  several  States,  passed  the  other  brandi 
of  the  Legislature  during  the  last  session,  and  wns  pcsl- 
poned  in  this  House,  at  the  close  of  the  se»oi^  by  a 
small  majority,  on  the  ground  that  the  time  was  too  stiort 
for  acting  upon  so  important  a  matter.  There  are  vanous 
other  projects  for  the  disposition  of  these  lands;  and  we 
are  told,  by  the  same  high  authority  under  which  this  biU 
is  brous^t  before  us.  that  **it  is  our  true  policy  that  the 
public  unda  shall  cease,  aatoon  as  maybe,  to  be  a  source 
of  revenue."  It  would,  therefor^  oe  absurd  to  take 
them  into  view,  in  an  arrai^mentcf  tbe  duties  intended 
to  be  permanent. 

Fifteen  millions  are  wanted,  then,  as  revenue  from  im- 
ports, and  the  question  is,  whether,  under  the  act  of  Julv 
last,  they  will  produce  a  greater  sum.  We  find  in  the 
Ust  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  I'reasuiy  the 
following  paragraph:  "Takingan  average  of  the  iniper- 
tationa,  for  the  last  «x  years,  as  a  probable  critnin  of 
the  ordinary  importations  for  some  years  to  cone,  tite 
revenue  from  customs,  at  the  rates  of  duty  payable  after 
the  3d  of  March  next,  may  be  estimated  at  eighteen  mil- 
lions of  dollars  annually." 

As  the  Secretary  has  not  informed  us  of  the  process  by 
which  he  comes  to  this  remit,  its  correctness  can  only  be 
tested  by  such  data  as  the  official  documents  funiidi;  and 
I  confess  I  cannot,  by  any  t^alculation  which  I  can  make, 
come  to  the  same  result.  But,  before  presenting  my  own 
calculations,  I  must  call  the  attention-of  tbe  commiitee  lo 
another  cirbumstance  connected  with  this  inquit^,  of  a 
character  altogether  extraordinary.  Tbe  Prcsidenf,  in 
his  last  annual  message,  urges  the  necesni^  of  reducing 
the  duties  to  the  revenue  standard;  and  tbe  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  in  his  report  accompanyiiw  it,  makes  uie 
of  the  following  language,  speakii^  oi  bis  repint  of 
1 881,  communicitted  to  this  House  at  their  former  seanoa: 
'<  In  the  last  annual  report  on  the  state  of  the  Gnaoces, 
the  probable  expenses  for  all  objects  other  than  tbe  pub- 
lic debt,  were  estimated  at  fifteen  millions.  ThisissliU 
believed  to  be  a  fair  estimate,  and,  if  bo»  there  will  be  an 
annual  surplus  of  six  millions  of  dollars. 

Still  firmly  convinced  of  tbe  truth  of  the  reasons  then 
presented,  for  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  I  am  again  urged,  by  a  sense  of  do^, 
to  suggest  that  a  further  reduction  of  six  millions  of  d:^- 
lars  he  made,  to  take  effect  after  the  ^ear  ISJS.  Wheti>er 
that  shall  consist  altogether  of  a  dimmution  of  the  duties 
on  imports,  or  partly  of  a  relinquishment  of  tbe  jMblic 
lands  as  a  source  of  revenue,  as  then  su^estedj,  it  will 
be  for  the  wisdom  Of  Confess  to  determine. 

*<  Deeply  impressed  with  these  reflectiona, winch  are 
now  rendered  more  urgent  by  the  reduced  and  Vtmitcd  de- 
mands of  the  public  service,  I  had  the  honor  at  tiie  laA 
session  of  Congress  to  recommend  a  reduction  of  the  du- 
ties to  the  revenue  standard.  Tbe  force  of  those,  and 
similar  considerations,  and  of  that  recommendation,  may 
be  supposed  to  have  received  at  that  time  the  auction  of 
Confess,  and  to  have  formed  a  motive  of  the  set  of  the 
I4th  of  July  last,  notwithstanding  that  it  waa  not  then 
deemed  practicable  fully  to  adopt  the  reconuneadstion  of 
the  department." 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  reading  these  passages  in  the  report 
of  ihe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I  thought  »l  the  lan- 
guage of  pretty  severe  reprimand,  because  we  had  fiuled 
to  carry  into  effect  hta  recommendations  for  reducing 
llie  reyetnie,  and  as  urg'lng  that  circumstance  as  tbe 
ground  for  requiring  our  further  action.  In  the  hurry 
in  which  tliat  bill  was  made  to  take  its  final  shap^  it  was 
nut  easy  to  calculate'  precisely  the  ciHnparative  redKtwn 
which  it  made,  as  compared  wilh  the  oillfitHn  dtsten- 
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sury:  my  own  impression*  at  the  time,  was,  that  It  went 
quite  Bi  far,  or  farther,  than  that  bill.  The  langunge  of 
the  Secretary,  therefore,  a  good  deal  surprised  me,  as  in 
dicftting  a  result  so  different  from  my  own  expectation.  It 
occurred  to  me,  in  examining  into  this  matter,  to  inquire, 
bow  tar  we  had  failed  in  our  duty;  how  far  we  had  fallen 
short  of  the  Secretary'srecomniendatioii.  I  will  not  con* 
ceal  my  astonishment  at  the  result;  and,  sir,  I  ask,  what 
will  be  the  astonishment  ofthis  House,  should  it  turn  out, 
after  all,  that  the  bill  of  July  provides  for  as  great  a  re- 
duction of  the  revenue,  as  that  furnished  us  by  the  Secre- 
tary himself?  Nay,  more  airi  what  will  they  think,  should 
the  reduction  under  our  own  bill  go  beyond  that  proposed 
by  the  Secretary  a  full  million  of  dollars?   It  is,  indeed, 

Eassing  strange;  but  it  is  said  figures  cannot  lie,  and  I  can 
ring  them  to  no  other  result,  ai^the  f<rflowing  table  will 
show: 

jRedudim$  of  tiuty  by  til  biS  of  14M  July,  1833.  at  torn- 
pared  wiin  thai  nmried  by  iM  Seerelary  of  the  Treatury, 
on  Tftk  Apriit  1832,  taking  the  importt  of  1831,  accord- 
HW  to  laUt  annaedio  the  rtjnrt  of  the  Comimttee  of 
WayaaadUemu,  atfimiOed^  tht  TVeaturg  DgmU 
went,  ofAe  tesu. 


WooDeni,  not  exceed- 
ing 35  eta.  sq.  yd. 
Worsted  stuff  giM>ds 
Blankets  not  exceed- 
ing 75  cents  each  - 
Silks  from  India 
SillEs,  other  countries 
Sail  duck 

Manufactures  of  hemp 
or  flax,  (deducting 
osnabui^.  See.) 
Hemp,  unmanufactur- 
ed, 51,909 
Coffee,  81,757,386 
Teas,  5,183,867 
W^ine9aflerl8S4  - 


Amount.     I?ate  of 
reduction. 
11,005,000  at  6  per  et.  50,035 


3,594,000  10 

650,000  20 

1.804,000  15 

8,398,000  15 

470,000  31 


359,400 

130,600 
370,600 
1,359,700 
-  98,700 


4.364,000    10    "  426.000 

cwt.          50cts.cwt.  35.954 

pounds.      i  cent,  408,785 

pounds,       1    *■  51,838 

half  present  dutj-,  396,034 


3,377.026 


JddUiotu^duly  made  by  tame  hUL 


Amount. 

On  wool  costing  over  8 

cenUperlb.  1,3J4,000 
Woollen  yarn,  100,000 
Woollens  over  35ctB. 

square  yard.  5,893,000 
Flannels,  bookings, 

and  baizes,  350(000 
Carpetings.  430,000 
Sewing  silk,  649,000 
Sewing  silk  fhim 

India,  -  53,000 
Indifpo,  -  759,000 
Salt,  4,18Sbushel4 


Reductions 
flddttions 


Bate. 

'34pereeDt.  419,560 
SQp.ct.  &4cts.  lb.  50,000 

30  per  cent.  1,178,600 


20  " 
25  ■ 
30  " 

15'  " 
IS  *• 
5  cents, 


70,000 
105,000 
129,800 

7,800 
113,852 
309,117 


2,303,729 


3,377.026 
3,303,729 


aialanee  ifi  fkrw  tit  reduction  1,073,297 

Xhere  may  be  a  few  other  small  items,  operating  both 
vAy9,  but  which  cannot  affect  the  result;  besides,  the  ad- 
lition  on  raw  wool  is  altogether  greater  than  will  ever 
ffsult  in  practice:  the  importation  of  1831  being  whoHy 


unprecedented,  and  more  than  three  times  the  amount 
imported  in  any  one  previous  year.  It  may,  therefore, 
be  safely  assumed,  that  the  act  of  July,  1832,  reduced 
the  amotmt  of  duties  more  than  a  million  of  dollars  below 
those  proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as- 
suming the  import  of  1831  as  the  basis.  It  would  seem, 
therefore,  that  If  the  duties  have  not  yet  been  reduced  to 
the  revenue  standard,  it  u  liot  the  ftult  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress,  who  have  actually  gone  beyond  the 
recommendation  of  the  Executive. 

I'he  question  then  arises,  have  we  my  good  ground  for 
believing  that  we  shall  be  overburdened  with  an  ezcen 
of  revenue  under  the  existing  law? 

It  is  notorious  that^  at  the  jiresent  moment,  instead  of 
there  being  any  money  in  the  treasury,  the  balance  is  ac- 
tually the  other  way.  In  the  correspondence  between 
the  Secretary  of  ihe  Treasury  and  the  Preudent  of  the 
United  States  Bank,  it  was  admitted  that  the  Government 
would  be  short  at  least  some  few  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars of  the  amount  requiuteto  pay  off  the  tliree  per  cents, 
on  the  first  of  January,  and  which  it  wished  the  Bank  to 
advance  on  interest.  So  that,  at  present,  we  are  in  fact 
somewhat  behindhand.  Now,  the  gentleman  trma  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  IiraBMsoLi]  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  has  shown  conclusiTely,  that,  according  to  the  es- 
timates of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  balance  in  the 
treasury  on  the  first  of  January,  1835,  will  be  less  than 
the  appropriations  which  will  then  be  outstanding.  I  do 
not  perceive  that  this  statement  is  at  alt  impugned  by  that 
of  the  efasirman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
[Mr.  VnruircK.]  The  only  difference  appears  to  be, 
that  the  latter  thinks  we  ou^ht  to  be  constantly  in  debt 
to  the  outstanding  appropriations  some  millions;  trusting 
that  they  will  not  be  called  for  until  we  can  receive  the 
amount  from  new  sources.  This  appears  to  me  rather  a 
niggardly  course,  as  a  permanent  one,  for  a  Government 
frte  of  debt,  and  with  a  reduced  income,  as  it  leavei  them 
no  available  fund  for  possible  contingencies.  ' 

I'he  most  important  question,  however,  is,  whetherthe 
permanent  revenue  under  the  act  of  14th  July,  1833, 
will  probably  exceed  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions  of  dol- 
lars, the  estimated  neceasajy  expenditure.  In  recom- 
mending the  measure  of  reduction  to  us,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  in  his  annual  report  of  December,  1831, 
made  use  of  the  foltowing  very  sensible  language: 

<*  It  will  be  difficult  predsely  to  graduate  the  revenue 
to  the  expenditure.  The  necessity  of  avoiding  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  and  the  perpetual 
fluctuation  in  the  demand  and  supply,  render  such  a  task 
almost  impracticable.  An  excess  of  revenue,  therefore, 
under  any  prudent  system  of  dutie*,  may  be  for  a  time 
unavoidable;  but  this  can  bi  better  ascertained  by  expe* 
rienee,  and  the  evil  obviated,  either  by  enlarging  the  ex- 
penditaire  fco^  the  public  service,  or  by  reducing  the  duties 
on  Buch  articles  as  the  condition  of  the  country  would 
best  admit." 

I  agree  fully  in  these  sentiments,  and  they  would  seem 
to  offer  an  irresistible  argtiment  against  disturbing  the 
existing  law,  until  tested  by  experience.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  in  his  communications  of  the  last  year, 
assumed  the  amount  of  imports  for  1830  as  the  basis  of 
his  calculation,  being  70.876,000  dollars.  He  now  as- 
sumes the  average  of'nx  years,  including  1833,  which 
gives  86,360,000  dollars,  whilst  tbe  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  assume  100.000,000. 

The  importation  of  1 8)0  was  a  very  small  one.  In  fact, 
the  only  correct  mode  of  estimation  for  the  future  is  to 
take  an  average  of  years,  and  in'the  present  case  the 
result  will  be,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  the  same,  whether  we 
take  an  average  of  four  or  six  years.  Takirf^,  dien,  the 
average  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  a 
fair  basis  of  talculation,  and  I  shall  attempt  to  show  that  it 
is  the  utmost  which  f»n  safely  be  taken,  from  the  groas  tm- 
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porti  of  86,300,000  dollars  must  be  deducted  the  amount 
of  forei^  jpoods  exported,  which,  on  an  avera^  of  the 
same  periml  of  six  yean,  amount  to  a  iVaction  over 
30.000,000,  leaving  66,300,000  u  the  nett  amount  of 
foreign  importa,  including  those  free  and  those  liable  to 
duty,  consumed  in  the  country,  and  from  which  the  re- 
Tenue  from  imposts  is  to  be  derived.  The  only  accurate 
mode  of  estimating  thia  revenue,  under  a  change  of  duty, 
would  be,  to  take  the  average  amount  of  each  article, 
liable  to  duty  under  the  new  act,  imported  for  the  last  nx 
years,  and,  deducting  the  quantities  exported,  calculate 
the  duty  on  the  balance,  as  the  average  nett  quantity  con- 
sumed. We  have  been  furbished  with  no  auch  tablet  and,  in 
the  absence  of  it,  I  must  take  such  data  as  we  have..  The 
table  annexed  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  ^ves  twenty^three  dollars  and  sixty-six  cents 
per  cent,  as  the  average  duty  payable  on  tlie  entire  im- 
port, under  the  act  of  July  last,  taking  the  importation 
of  1831  as  a  basis  of  calculation.  This  ratio  will  give,  on 
the  nett  import  of  66,200,000,  a  revenue  of  15,660,000 
dollars,  subject, however,  toadeduction  fortbe  expenses 
of  collection,  of  about  a  million  of  dollars. 

Now,  sir,  [  think  it  can  be  made  apparent,  that  this 
mode  of  estimation  gives  too  high  a  result,  because  the 
import  <>f  embrsced  imports  of  certain  articles  pay> 
ing  the  higfaeat  rates  of  duly,  vastly  greater  than  the  ave- 
rage importa  of  the  same  articles  for  «x  yean,  or  than 
can  safely  be  calculated  on  for  the  future,  as  the  follow- 
ing: 

Import      Average  of  Bate  of 
of  18?1.      4  years.  du^. 

Wool  costing  over 

Scents.  1,334*000       400,000  54  perct. 

Woollens  subject  to 

high  duties,         6,100,000      4,100,000  50 
Cottons,  16,090,000     10.800,000   42  " 

Now,  it  must  be  apparent  that  this  excessive  importa- 
tion in  these  particular  articles  goes  to  increase  the  rate 
of  duty  on  the  whole  importation  very  materially  over 
any  average  of  years  which  can  be  taken.  From  a  cal- 
culation which  1  have  made,  these  items  ^ill  reduce  the 
average  rate  of  duty  from  twenty-three  dollars  rixty-nz 
cents  to  twenty-two  dollars  forly.four  cents  per  cent] 
and  in  this  table  no  allowance  is' made  for  the  reduction 
of  one-half  the  duty  on  wines  after  the  3d  of  March, 
183*.  Putting  all  these  things  together,  I  estimate  the 
excess  arising  from  this  mode  of  estimation,  as  amount- 
ing to  at  least  a  million  of  dollars  on  the  nett  revenue, 
which  will  reduce  it  below  $14,000,000,  on  the  basis  as- 
sumed by  the  Secretary  of  the  'treasury. 

There  is  another  view  of  it.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  communicated  to  thia  House  on  the  4th  of  June 
last,  through  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  a  table, 
containing  an  estimate  of  the  duties  which  would  accrue 
under  the  bill  reported  by  Mr.  Adams,  the  chairman  of 
that  committee,  taking,  as  a  basis,  the  imporution  of 
1830,  on  which  the  nett  revenue  was  calculated  and  made 
to  amount  to  f  13,763,000.  The  import  of  that  year  was 
a  small  one,  amounting  to  $70, 876,000, whilst  the  foreign 
exports  were  $14, 387, 000,  Heaving  a  nett  importation  of 
$56,489,000,  on  which  the  revenue  was  to  be  levied. 
The  bill  of  the  14th  of  July  h>st  made  very  considerable 
fiirther  reductions,  especially  in  the  articles  of  tea,  coffee, 
ulks.  linens,  sail  duck,  and  certain  descriptions  of  wool- 
lens, amounting,  after  making  full  allowance  fur  additions 
on  a  few  small  articles,  to  more  than  a  million  of  dolUrs} 
or,  allowing  for  a  proportionate  amount  of  debentures, 
making  a  deduction  from  the  nett  revenue,  calculated  in 
that  table,  of  full  $800,000,  and  reducing  the  entire  nett 
revenue,  on  the  basis  then  assumed,  below  $12,000,000. 
If,  then,  ^56,489,000,  the  nett  importation  of  1830,  gives 
a  nett  revenue  of  $13,000,000.  under  the  law  of  last 
July,  $66,300,000,  the  nett  average  import  of  the  last  ux 


years,  will  give  |14.100,00C^  from  whtcb  ia  atUl  to  be 
deducted  $300,000  for  the  reduction  on  vtaea,  after 
March,  1834,  leaving  the  permanent  nett  revenoe,  on 
the  bWs  assumed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Tmamy, 
$13,800,000.  This  appears  to  me  the  only  safe  eatuuate 
which  we  can  make  from  data  in  our  posaession- 

It  is  therefore  apparent  that,  instead  of  our  having-  any 
troublesome  surplus  of  revenue  over  $15,000,000,  under 
the  existing  law,  the  probability  is,  that  it  will  actoaUy 
fs3l  considerably  abort  of  that  sum.  It  ia  true  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Meani  assume  $10(^00(^000  u  the 
probable  amount  of  future  importation^  and  bare  SLSsum- 
ed  that  as  the  safe  basis  of  legislation  in  eatabliahing  a 
permanent  system  of  revenue,  presenting  the  nnguhr 
anomaly,  that  in  July  last  we  were  furnished  by  the 
Treasury  Department  with  the  basis  of  $70,000,000,  as  a 
datum  for  legislation,  and  in  the  succeeding  Dccembn- 
our  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  aay  $100,000,000  ii 
not  too  high  an  estimate,  and  all  this  under  the  same  ad- 
ministration. This  discrepancy  alone  would  fumtih  a 
sufficient  reason  why  we  should  not  meddle  with  this  sub- 
ject at  the  present  session.  It  it,  however,  easy  to  show 
thst  the  assumption  of  $100,000,000  of  gross  import^  or 
of  $80,000,000  of  nett  imports,  as  the  basis  of  a  revcaue 
system,  is  wholly  unsafe  and  unwarrantable.  It  would 
seem  to  have  resulted  from  the  fact  that  ouroffidal  tables 
of  imports  give  the  amount  toe  the  year  emSng  SOth 
September,  1831,  at  $103,191,000,  and  for  1833  at 
$101,036,000,  which  might,  at  first  sight,  give  an  air  of 
permanence  to  these  high  sums;  but  a  careful  examina- 
tion will  show  the  fallacy  which  would  result  from  doing 
so.  Every  one  acquainted  with  commernal  operational 
is  aware  now  periods  of  depression  and  eJe ration  of 
prices,  of  caution  and  orertraae.  follow  each  other  in  ■ 
sort  of  irregular  circle  of  years.  This  is  not  the  occasion 
to  discuss  the  causes  of  these  fluctuations-,  but  the  fact  ia 
notorious.  Depression  is  followed  by  caution,  w\uclk 
leads  to  successful  operations,  which  are  pushed  on  to 
full,  and  finally  to  overtrade,  until  another  deprcsatoo 
completes  the  revolution  of  the  wheel. 

The  return  of  these  periods  is  very  irregular,  but  the 
years  1829-'30-'3 l  and  '32  are  a  striking  iUuslntiimof  a 
complete  revolution  in  the  short  periM  of  four  yean. 
Every  one  knows  that  the  year  1831  was  a  year  of  great 
overtrade;  of  great  prosperity  in  the  commencement  of 
it,  and  great  toss  in  the  end.  Every  one,  therefore,  wis 
prepared  to  see  a  great  increase  in  our  imports  of  thai 
year,  which  expectation  was,  in  a  great  measure,  mtisfied 
by  finding  our  official  tables  pving  an  impdH  of  one  bUK 
dred  ana  three  millions  for  1831,  after  aereoty  ibiDhms 
in  1830.  But  the  fact  that  the  import  of  18S3sheuld  stilt 
come  up  to  one  hundred  and  one  millions,  was  smnewbat 
puxzling.  1  was  at  a  loss  to  account  for  it  myself  Hav- 
ing Gome  recollection  of  the  period  when  ^  great  in- 
crease of  imports  commenced,  and  was  in  opottioa,  it 
occurred  to  me  that  the  quarterly  returns  aught  thrav 
some  light  on  this  matter.  Accordin^y  I  obtained  Svcm 
the  Treasury  Department  the  following  ttatement  of  llw 
'tggregate  amount  of  imports  for  the  several  qoarters  of 
the  years  ending  30th  September,  1831  and  1833. 

4lb  quanrr  endinK  IX«.  3D,  IS30,  iBSO,«U,Soa  to  ISSl,  at,CSD.4e5 
m  do  or  iBSi,  Mar.  31, 1S31,  SLMs^  to  isjs.  33,«e7,iM 
Sd       do  da   June  30,  tSSt,     SSJ>B3.SS8  lo  IStS,  SJ.Ml.iM 

ad      do         do  Sept.      ISSl,    3I,0H,41S  M  ^17J,SS7 

103,101,194  Kl,eU.I9T 
Here  the  whole  mystery  is  ^olvedt'the  importB  for  the 
year  from  1st  April,  1831,  to  3Ist  March.  1S33.  amount 
to  the  enormous  sum  of  $115,394k69]f  and  ererr  one 
conversant  with  the  state  of  trade  during  that  perioa  must 
be  aware  that  it  ia  precisely  that  in  which  the  overtrade 
commenced  and  reached  its  crisis.  If  any  doi^  the  bet 
of  this  overtrade  in  the  year  I8J1,  I  woufd  refer  thnn  to 
the  series  of  questions  propounded  hy  the  ^oAnan 
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from  New  York,  [Hr.  Cam bbelbso,]  to  the  President  oF 
the  United  States  Bank,  during  the  last  session,  the  chief 
object  of  which  was  to  show  that  this  great  orertrade  was 
owing  to  the  increased  issues  of  the  United  States  Bank. 
The  iact  of  the  overtrade  wu  tdn^tted,  and  the  differ- 
ence between  the  gentleman  from  New  York  and  the 
President  of  tlie  Bank  was  simply  that  the  former  charg- 
ed the  Bank  with  having  causeci  the  overtrade,  hy  an  im- 
proper increase  of  its  circulaUon,  whilst  Mr.  Biddle  in- 
sisted that  the  Bank  had  merely  met  the  demand  for  an 
increased  circulation>  residting-mim  an  increase  of  trade. 
It  la  not  my  putpose  to  -diacuai  tlie  question  which  party 
waa  in  the  ri|^t    It  is  unqucstiwably  true  that  overtrade 
and  a  greatty  expanded  bank  circulation  are  always  coin- 
cident; they  act  and  react  upon  each  other,  and  it  is  not 
alwajrs  easy  to  say  which  is  cause  and  which  is  effect.  It 
is  evident,  then,  that  here  was  a  year  of  great  overtrade, 
which  has  greatly  increased  the  official  returns  of  imports 
for  the  years  1831  and  1832j  and  that  those  retumsTorm 
no  proper  basis  of  calculation  for  the  future,  without 
joining-  with  them  the  two  preceding  years  of  restricted 
importation,  1BS9  and  1830.   If  other  evidence  be  re- 
quired of  the  danger  of  taking  the  years  1831  and  1832 
SB  a  criterion  for  the  future,  it  may  be  found  by  a  refer- 
ence  to  our  exports.    It  is  evident  that  there  must  be  a 
pretty  near  correspondence  between  our  domestic  ex- 
ports and  the  nett  amount  of  our  foreign  imports  which 
are  received  in  exchange  for  Uiem.   Accordingly,  we 
find  the  exports     domestic  produce  for  six  years,  from 
1825  to  1830,  avenge  857,400.000;  whilst  the  imports  of 
foreign  goods  for  the  same  period,  after  deducting  foreign 
goods  exported  average  560,200,000.    Now  the  exports 
of  domestic  produce  for  the  years  1831  and  1832  average 
^3,175,000;  whilst  the  imparts  of  foreign  goods,  afler 
deducting  those  exported,  average  $79,900,000;  maUng 
an  excess,  from  the  proportion  which  our  imports  bear  to 
export^  for  ttie  preceding  six  years,  of  about  thirty 
miflionB  of  dollars;  that  is  to  say,  our  imports  hare  out- 
run or  gone  in  advance  of  our  exports  that  sum,  and  must 
wait  for  the  latter  to  come  up  with  them.    We  accord- 
ingrly  perceive  a  great  falling  off*  in  the  imports  of  the 
last  two  quarters  of  the  year  ending  September  30, 1833; 
five  millions  in  the  first,  and  nine  millUins  in  the  second^ 
as  compared  with  the  corre^Hmdior  quarters  of  1^1. 
This  falling  off*  must  continue  mudh  longer,  unless  tlus 
balance  against  us  is  pud  for  by  loans.  We  have,  in  fact, 
made  loans  to  the  amount  of  twelve  millions  on  this  ac- 
count; seven  millions  by  the  bank  of  the  State  of  Louis- 
iana., negotiated  by  the  Barings,  and  five  millions  by  the 
United  SUtes  IJank  against  the  three  per  cents.;  the  last, 
to  b  e  sure,  is  only  temporary,  and  is  only  postponing  the 
day  of  payment  for  a  year.    It  is  very  true  that  some 
j^ntlemen  calculate  on  agreatincreaaeof  importation,  in 
consequence  of  a  reduction  of  duties,  and  a  consequent 
increase  of  the  revenue;  but  I  cannot  apree  with  them  in 
tlie  latter  result;  the  increase  will  be  in  free  goods,  or 
fToods  paying  little  duty,  and  the  probability  is,  there  will 
be  a  corresponding  diminution  in  comifiodities  paying 
high  duties;  so  tliat  the  revenue  is  as  likely  to  be  dimin- 
ished as  increased. 

I  ti-us^  Hr.  Cluurman,  that  I  have  made  it  apparent 
that  the  basis  of  an  average  of  six  years,  qs  adopted  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  is  as  high  an  amount  of 
imports  as  it  is  safe  to  assume  in  relation  to  the  revenue; 
and  that  we  have  no  ground  for belteving^that  the  revenue 
will,  for  years  to  come,  exceed  fifteen  milllons-of  dollars. 
I  um  myself  fully  of  opinion  that  it  will  fall  short  of  that 
sum,  and  thus  the  operations  of  tlie  Treasury,  for  three 
years  to  come,  will  oe  very  much  cramped,  instead  of 
our  belns  burdened  with  an  excess.  There  is  no  good 
reason,  then,  why  we  should  pass  this  bill  on  the  alleged 
ground  of  a  necessity  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Government  That  has  been  done  already. 
Vol.  1X.~76 


But,  sir,  there  are  other  ominous  girings  out  in  the 
official  communications.  The  President,  in  his  late  mes- 
sage, afler  recommending  a  proper  adaptation  of  the  re- 
venue to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  proceeds:  "  In- 
effecting  this  adjustment,  it  is  due,  in  justice,  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  ditterent  States,  and  even  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  Union  itself  thatthe  protection  afforded  by 
existing  laws  to  any  branches ''of  the  national  industr)', 
should  not  exceed  what  may  be  necessary  to  counteract 
the  regulations  of  foreign  nations,  and  to  secure  a  supply 
of  those  articles  of  manufacture  essential  to  the  national 
independence  and  safety  in  time  of  war.  If,  upon  iarea- 
tigation,  it  shall  be  found,  as  it  is  believed  it  will  be,  that 
the  legislative  protection  granted  to  any  particular  inte- 
rest is  greater  than  is  indispensably  requisite  for  these 
objects,  I  recommend  that  it  be  gradually  diminished;  and 
that,  as  far  as  may  be  consistent  with  these  objects,  the 
whole  scheme  of  duties  be  reduced  to  the  revenue  stand- 
ard as  soon  as  a  just  regard  to  the  futh  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  tO'tiie  preservation  of  the  large  capital'invest- 
ed  in  eatabliafaments  of  domestic  industry,  wdl  permit." 

These  commiuucations  have  been,  not  inaptly,  com- 
pared to  the  responses  of  tfie  Delphic  oracle, which  every 
party  was  able  to  interpret  according  to  his  wishes.  So 
here  the  text  admits  of^  a  liberal  or  narrow  constructidn; 
it  may  be  made  to  cover  the  whole  ground  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  or  exclude  it  altogether.  But  other  intima- 
tions of  A  more  alarming  character  follow. 

"Those  who  takean  enlatved  view  of  thecondition  of 
our  country,  must  be  satisfied  tliat  the  policy  of  protec- 
tion must  be  ultimately  limited  to  those  articles  of  domes- 
tic manufacture  which  are  indt^ensable  to  our  safety  in 
time  of  war.  Within  this  scope,  on  a  reasonable  scale,  it 
is  recommended  by  every  consideration  of  patriotism  and 
du^,  which  Trill  doubtless  always  secure  to  it  a  liberal 
aad  efScient  support  But,  beyond  this  object,,  we  have 
already  seen  the  operation  of  the  system  produofive  of 
discontent** 

There  is  no  great  ambiguity  here;-  and  the  plain  Eng- 
lish of  it  is,  that  the  whole  system  of  protection  to 
American  industry  must  be  swept  by  the  board.  That 
system,  which  for  sixteen  years  has  been  acquiring  stabi- 
lity and  strength)  whicli  has  brought  the  count^  to  a 
state  ofpmqierity  of  wlueh  the  annus  of  the  world  afford 
no  parallel;  this  whole  bbric  is  to  be  swept  avay  with  a 
haste  and  rapidihi  unexampled  in  our  legislation. 

Is  it  pretended  that  tlie  sjrstem  is  not  a  wise  one  in  it- 
self? No,  nr,  not  that  I  am  aware  of.  This  very  Con- 
gress have,  by  a.  lan^  majori^,  afBrmed  the  wisdom  of 
Uie  system;:  they  have,  .in.  public  estimation,  given  assur- 
ance to  the  system  by  the  act  of  last  July.  And  yet  this 
same  Congress  are  now  called'  upon  to  retract  all  their 
opinions  upon  this  subject,  and,  at  the  bidding  of  Execu- 
tive power,  to  plaoe  their  names  on  record,  in  bfaek  and 
white,  in  evernsting,  if  not  in  damning  contrast  with., 
themselves.  ' 

Can  such  things  be?  Is  this  a  Government  of  the  people? 
a  Government  of  public  opinion?  A  distinguished  gfnUe- 
man  of  South  Carolina,  [Mr,  UcDDrrix,]  in  a  sp^i^  of  ' 
the  last  session,  drew  a  most  glowinr  picture  of  the  op- 
pression and  tyranny  growing  out  ofthe  democratii;  form 
of  Government,  a  Government  of  majorities^  qf  king 
Demos.  Methinks  the  form  of  our  Government  ia  change 
ed.  It  seems  to  be  a  perfect  monocracy.  We  are  livior 
under  a  new  dynasty:  and,  .perhaps  before  the  close  of 
the  session,  the  same  gentleman  may  favor  tis  \rith  a  eu- 
logium  ca  king  3fon«5.  Is  it  not  so,  sir?  Msy  we  not, 
with  equal  truth,  ask,  in  the  Linkage  put  into  the  mouth 
of  Cassiiis  by  the  great  dramatie  poet,  in  reference  to.^ 
Julius- CKSar: 

«  when  eoiiM  ihry  ani  betbrr,  who  talked  of  m, 
Tbai  our  wide  wall*  rti  com  palled  bat  oiie  nun?" 

What  is  the  ground  fbr  tlus  cliange?   Wliat  is  the  pre^ 
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text  ?  U  is  sKid  the  SouUi  is  ducontentecl  t  thM  the  South 
considers  the  tarifr  unequal  in  its  operation,  perhaps  un- 
constitutional- South  Carolina  has  placed  herselT  in  an  at- 
titude of  opposition  to  the  Governmentt  and  the  Atlantic 
States  totitli  of  the  Potomac,  will  Join  her,  and  secede 
from  the  Union,  unlen  the  tariff  a>'steni  is  repealed  instan- 
ter.  This  ta  the  ground,  and  the  whole  ^ound,  on  which 
it  is  expected  that  this  bill  will  pass.  But  does  this  House 
lielleve  that  this  system  acts  oppressively  and  injuriously 
upon  any  portion  of  the  Union?  The  admission  would  be 
an  admission  of  their  own  shame,  unless  some  new  light, 
some  new  conviction,  has  burst  in  upon  tliem.  If  that  be 
the  case*  it  must  have  been  by  intuition.  The  allegation 
is,  that  tlie  aj'Stem  operates  unequally  and  iiijuriuualy  up- 
on the  States  employing  slave  labor,  whilst  it  is  beneficial 
and  advantaf^oUB  to  the  States  employing  free  labor. 
And  what,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  argument  to  support  this 
proposition?  In  the  whole  discussion  of  the  last  session, 
I  heard  no  argument  used  to  establish  this  partial  injury, 
but  the  argument  invented  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  McUorrit,]  and  which  has  since,  under 
the  influence  of  ttiat  gtntleman's  eloquence,  been  adopt- 
ed by  the  Stale  of  South  Carolina,  as  the  ground  of  her 
proceedingr.  It  may,  therefore,  now  be  properly  called 
the  South  Carolina  theory.  That  theory  is,  ttut  the  farm- 
era  and  .planters  who  produce  the  articles  which  are 
eiported  from  a  nation,  bear  the  whole  burden  of  the  tax 
levied  in  impost  duties  on  the  commodities  imported  into 
that  natioii,  whether  they  consume  any  portion  of  those 
commodiUes  or  nott  in  other  words,  that  a  duty  of  forty 
per  cent,  on  imports  consumed  in  the  North,  takes  forty 
baka  of  cotton  out  of  every  hundred  produced  by  the 
cotton  planter.  This  illustration  hu  also  ^ren  it  the 
name  oi  the  "  forty  bale  theory." 

J  fcm  not  going  tu  discuss  the  argument  by  which  that 
theory  is  supported)  that  was  done  sufficiently  at  the  last 
aession.  But,  I  ask  if  there  are  ten  members  of  this 
House;  perhapa  there  are  ten;  but  I  boldly  ask,  are  there 
twenty  who  believe  in  tlut  argument?  Nay,  more  t  are 
there  twenty  men  in  this  nation,  north  of  the  Potomac, 
having  anv  acquaintance  widi  commercial  operationa,  or 
any  knowledge  of  the  science  of  political  economy,  who 
do  not  consider  the  theory  a  mere  rhapaody  of  metaphy- 
sical sophistries?  All  may  not  be  able  to  unravel  the  web 
so  ingeniously  put  togetberf  but  all  perceive  that  it  ia, 
jind  must  be,  mise. 

Noun,  I  aver  tliat  I  know  of  no  other  argument  which 
goes  to  allow  the  operation  of  the  tariff  to  be  unequal  in 
its  character,  but  this  South  Carolina,  or  forty  hale  theory. 
Tlie  supporters  of  that  theory  expressly  admit  that  its 
sitppflsed  inequality  resta  solely  on  that  argument!  and 
that  if  impost  duties  fall  exclusively  on  the  consumers  of 
the  forrign  commodities,  there  is  no  inequality  in  the  case. 
The  only  other  argument  entitled  to  any  consideration  is 
this:  that  certain  productaand  manufactures  of  the  North, 
consumed  in  the  South,  are  enhanced  in  price  by  the.pro- 
teciirg  tariff,  and  thus  operate  to  their  especial  injury. 
But,  to  my  apprehension,  this  argument  resolves  iUelf  in- 
to the  general  question  of  general  expediency,  so  oflen 
discussed  and  so  often  decided  in  both  branches  of  the 
National  Legislature.  If  Virginia  pays  an  extra  price  for 
Pennsylvania  iron,  so  does  New  Bngland.  If  V  ir^nia  pays 
an  extra  price  for  New  England  woollena,  so  doea  everv 
man  in  Xew  England.  The  great  interest  of  New  England, 
as  of  all  the  otiicr  sections  of  the  Union,  is  agriculturah 
»nd  I  should  be  glad  t«.  be  informed  how  the  wheat  grow- 
er of  Virginia  suffers  taore  from  the  ajstem  than  the 
wheat  grower  of  New  York,  or  the  grazier  of  Massachu- 
aettat  all  of  whose  productions  are  regulated  by  the  price 
In  foreign  markets,  as  well  as,lhat  of  the  cotton  pUnter- 

The  question  of  the  advantsgea  of  a  wstem  of  free 

^ft^P^^.°'^'^"''*^P"'"*'"8^''™*P■^"««'n^'»   — -   ™j  pv«.», 
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well  argued  by  -apeculative  writer*,  on  gnamSm  vbich 
might  prove  very  correct  in  a  world  destined  to  wotctskI 
peace,  and  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  universal  phitanOmifsy. 
But,  unhappily,  these  speculative  theorists  have  not  V4dc 
the  slightest  progress  in  persuading  their  own  mfioBS  to 
adopt  their  views  in  practice.  And  ia  there  an  iadindual 
on  this  floor  who  will  have  temeriljr  to  marotain  that 
the  opening  our  ports  on  the  prineiplM  of  free  tnde  to 
other  nations  closing  their  doors  upon  our  predocbom, 
would  not  be  to  prostrate  our  indus^  and  prosperity  tt 
the  foot  of  foreign  nations?  to  submit  to  pay  them  pre- 
cisely what  tribute  they  choose  to  levy  upon  ua' 

I  except,  however,  from  thia  inquiry  the  gentlemeft  cf 
the  South  Carolina  school,  and  yet  they  are  the  last  vbo 
can,  with  any  conuttency,  deny  the  general  expeAcacr 
of  the  protecting  system,  because  one  of  their  atiuugcst  sr- 
guments  to  show  the  inequalitr  of  the  ^vtem,  is  the 
statement  of  the  fact,  that  the  whole  North  is  floori^iif 
ill  unprecedented  prosperity  under  the  ioflu«ice  of  this 
^stem,  from  which  circumstance  the  truly  logical  iafcr- 
ence  is  drawn,  hy  a  process  of  ar|^ment  equally  hginl 
that  tliia  procperiiy  must,  of  necessity,  be  subtracted  fica 
tikeir  own.  The  most  tlut  can  be  siUd  of  any  real  ineqta- 
lity  in  the  system  Is  this,  that,  whilst  the  attemded  Mttd  ex< 

Eected  effect  of  attracting  capiul  into  tbe  protected 
ranches  of  industry  has  been  operktiveand  effcccaai'm  the 
Middle  and  Northern  Sutes,  the  same  result  baa  not  beoi 
produced  in  those  of  the  South.  The  reason  mist  be, 
eitlier  because  Uie  proflts  ^slave  eultivmtton  arc  so  great 
as  to  leave  no  inducement  hi  employ  capital  in  mamfac- 
tures,  or  that  the  effect  of  riave  la«»-  b  to  mdispase  the 
white  population  to  that  persevering  sod  thrifty  iadmby 
necessary  to  the  prosecution  of  these  branches  mod  cm 
whid)  the  prosperity  of  the  North  depends.  K  is  ao  an- 
swer to  this  argument  to  say  that  slave  labcv  aasiA  be 
employed  in  manufactures.  Suppose  it  caBiM<  tboe 
white  labor  enough.  The  white  populatioa  of  the  Suin 
who  complain  most  of  this  system,  ia  upvardi  two 
millions. 

In  &ct,  however,  although  not  acting  so  qockly,  tte 
system  seems  beginning  to  act  effe<ttuall^  in  mssraf  thsse 
States.  Maryland  waa  among  tfae  first  to  adopt,  aitd  toA 
the  lead  in  supporting,  tiiia  system.  Virginia,  I  am  uU, 
is  proceeding  rapidly  in  the  establishment  of  amm&c- 
tures.  I  understand  several  cotton  oiiUs  are  bmUing,  u 
well  as  in  operation,  both  in  Richmond  and  PeCersbw;- 

I  am  informed  by  an  boDorable  gentleinan  of  Getrgis, 
[Hr.  CuTToir,]  that  twelve  or  fifteeB  cotton  mSk  tie 
building  in  that  State,  to  ahare  in  tlioae  profits  w^A,  H 
the  last  session,  he  informed  us  be  was  ix^ldegiui»»dfin 
that  business.  Several  establishments  are  siakii^  ia  Lou- 
isiana, and  T  believe  also  in  Missia<tippi.  Aadit  would 
seem  that  the  fanatics,  who  are  hurrj-ing  Sooib  Cara£aa 
to  her  ruin,  are  acting  under  the  conviction  tWLte  <T** 
tern,  left  to  itself,  would  soon  work  itself  into  even 
in  their  own  reg'ion. 

The  only  ground,  after  idl,  on  which  the  iwnedidte 
and  hurried  action  of  this  House  can  be  justified,  ia,  fat 
it  is  necessa^  to  the  presert'ation  of  the  SJiuon.  Gccd 
heaven !  Mr.  Chhirman,  has  it  come  to  thta  }  Has  the  i«- 
tional  bond  of  union,  under  which  every  cHIzrn  of  ibcsc 
United  Stateahaa  grown  proud,  even  toaby-wsfdaoiai^ 
those  forrigners  who  visit  us,  become  so  weat,  that  it 
cannot  be  trusted  to  hold  together  foramwk  twcVcc- 
month?  Impossible!  Nothing  in  private  Me  ts  men 
hazardous  than  to  act  under  the  influence  of  pamr.  It 
can  hardly  be  less  so  in  legislating  upon  the  viM  tntcrfCi 
of  a  great  and  growing  empire.  Can  it  be  atrei^tbfg  if 
the  Union,  for  this  Legislature,  before  tbe  echo  of 
President's  message  can  return  upon  the  eapate)  frvxi.  :V 
distant  mountains,  to  do  an  act  whtcli  didl  be  felt  innc-> 
vein  and  artery  of  the  body  poht^e^  Cm  k  be  pnMTx- 
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fright  a  qritent  which  they  were  Knt  here  to  protect?  a 
system  which  tliey  tbemselvea,  and  a  vast  majority  of  this 
naUon*  belicre  to  be  the  source  of  their  present^'and  es- 
lentiat  to  th«r  future,  prosperity  >  Can  peace  and  safety 
resuh  from  such  a  course?  Can  it  preserve  the  Union,  or 
make  It  worth  preserving,  for  this  Le^lature,  in  tliis 
state  of  aKitstion,  to  pass  this  bill;  and  by  the  stroke  of 
the  pen  -oy  which  it  becomes  a  law,  to  prostrate  private 
property,  with  a  recklessness,  if  not  wantonness*  which 
has  no  parallel  in  the  legislation  of  ovllized  nations' 

Will  it  promote  the  cause  of  free  Government  in  Eu- 
rope, for  this,  their  mode),  their  pattern,  in  wicked,  mid< 
nigfht  haste,  to  pass  an  act,  annihilating  private  property, 
with  less  reluctance  or  consideration,  aa  I  verily  believe, 
than  ean  be  found  in  the  annals  of  Uie  petty  -despotisms 
of  Asia  or  Africa?  Sir,  there  is  one  evil  greater  than 
disunion  itaelf:  it  is  to  nu^e  the  Union  not  worth  pre- 
•erring, 

Mr.  Chiuniiui,  lam  notinseniibteto  the  danji^rs  which 
threaten  the  republic.    One  of  the  States  of  tbia  Union  is 
in  rebellion,  peaceable  rebellion;  or  if  that  word  sound  too 
harsh,  be  it  a  crisis;  or,  to  be  more  strictly  cornet.  South 
Candina  is  in  a  state  of  nullification.    But  is  there  any 
danger  su  imminent  in  this?   She  has  done  what  it  was  ap- 
parent twelve  months  ago  she  would  do.    She  hss  put  in 
practice,  as  a  remedy,  a  political  theory  nearly  as  absurd 
as  the  system  of  political  economy  on  which  she  founds 
her  grievances.    But,  tir,  in  nv  apprehension,  the  dan- 
grer  of  the  present  crisis  is  parti  nullifieition  ii  nullified. 
The  President's  proclamation,  ratified,  asit  haa  been,  by 
one  universal  burst  of  public  opinion,  has  killed  it.    It  is 
true  South  Carolina  is  raising  troops;  but  does  any  one 
apprehend  danger  to  the  Union  from  South  Carolina,  by 
force?  with  a  white  population  of  two  hundred  and  fiOy 
thounnd,  equally  divided,  and  holcUng  in  her  bosom  three 
hundred  thousand  alaves?   No^  Mr.  Chairman,  no  one 
apprehends  danger  from  South  Carolina  alone.   No  one 
supposes  that  South  Carolina  will  undertake  to  Mt  herself 
up  as  a  nation  by  herself.  She  is  acting,  and  we  shall  act, 
under  othrr  views.    Our  sense  of  danger,  and  Uie  real 
(Inngcr,  lies  in  the  circumstance,  that  throughout  all  the 
Atlantic  States  owning  property  in  slaves,  from  the  Po- 
tomac to  the  Mississippi,  there  is  a  strong  feeling  of  com- 
mon interesti  a  strong  ^mpathy  fur  South  CaroKna;  a 
violent  clamor,  a  great  excitement  i^nrt  the  protective 
aystem;  an  idea,  more  or  lesa  geneni,  but  certainly  of  a 
lurfre  majority,  that  the  system  is  unequal  in  its  operation, 
and  injurious  to  them.    Nor  is  it  surprising  that  this  state 
of  feeling  should  exist.    Whoever  listened  to,  or  has 
read  tile  speeches  which  were  delivered  in  this  House, 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress,  by  a  certain  party,  and 
which  were  dispersed,  tltick  aa  autumnal  leaves,  through 
the  whole  region  of  Uie  South,  with  other  incendiary 
tracts  aU  calculated,  if  not  intended,  to  rouse  the  whole 
South  to  madness,  cannot  be  surprised  at  the  result.  We 
were  told  in  this  hall  that  the  protective  system  was  a 
vampyre,  by  which  the  North  was  sucking  the  wsrm  blooi! 
of  the  South;  that. the  free  States  were  prairie  wolves, 
g-orifing  their  ^aws  by  instinct  in  the  blood  of  the  South, 
whilst  oppremm,  robbery,  and  plunder  were  sounded  to 
every  note  of  the  gamut,  bthe  resuUsurprising?  Those 
wUo  could  not  nnderatand  the  argument  on  which  their 
wrongs  were  founded,  could  understand  the  application; 
and  coming  from  such  sources,  can  it  be  wondered  at 
that  the  cxisteiwe  of  these  wrongs  should  be-  believed  ? 

Now  1  suppose  that  it  will  be  conceded  tliat  a  great 
majority  of  Uie  people  of  the  SUtes  north  of  the  Potomac, 
and  of  the  West,  believe  the  system  of  protection  to  be 
one  of  sound  policy)  that  the  praetieal  operation  of  it  lias 
(>een  bennficial  to  them,  and  injurious  to  none;  tlut  the 
jiroatratioii  of  the  system  will  infiictrcal  injorj-  on  them, 
by  paralyaing  their  industry,  without  proving  of  any  be- 
nefit iotha  SouUijbulthaifOOttiecoiitrity,  tbey  willsuf< 


fer  in  the  general  injury.  Tills  is  the  state  of  the  case.  It 
certainly  presents  matter  for  grave  consideration,  for  wise 
and  deliberate  counsel.  But  do  we  lessen  the  danger  by 
refusing  to  look  it  calmly  in  the  face  ?  The  danger  is  dis- 
union. Shall  we  strengthen  thia  Union,  and  t-ssen  this 
danger,  by  gelding  up  what  a  majority  of  this  House  in 
their  consciences  Believe,  what  a  msjority  of  this  nation 
believe,  to  be  a  great  national  good,  tn  complaisance  to 
opinions  whidi  we  believe  to  be  wholly  erroneous?  That 
such  is  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of  this  Huose,  stands  on 
record  in  the  journals  oftne  last  session,  under  the  sanc- 
tion and  responsibility  with  which  we  perform  the  duties 
of  our  high  trust.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  also  ask, 
in  the  language  of  the  President,  what  shall  be  done* 
Shall  we  sacrifice  great  interests  under  the  influence  of 
panic,  or  shall  we  examine  fearlessly  into  the  luture  of 
the  uulady,  and  ascertain  if  it  be  eainbte  ofa  permanent 
cure? 

It  is  apparent  that  this  great  difference  of  opinion  grows 
out  of  one  great  circumstance  in  the  condition  of  the  dif- 
ferent sections  of  the  country — the  existence  and  non- 
exirtence  of  slai'ery.  The  great  quertion  is,  whether  this 
circumstance  presents  any  real  incompatibility  or  differ- 
ence of  interests,  so  as  to  niake  a  system  which  is  ftvoni- 
ble  to  one  section  actually  injurious  to  another.  This  is 
rather  a  question  of  fact.  1  am  favorably  inclined  to  tlie 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr. 
Baneu,]  or  something  of  similar  character,  for  a  large 
committee,  or  for  eommisaioners,  to  inquire  into  the  ac- 
tual operations  of  the  tariff ;  to  bring  the  sufferings  of  the 
South  into  something  like  a  tangible  shape;  to  give  us 
facts,  of  which  we  have  so  little,  in  the  place  of  theory, 
of  which  we  have  so  much.  I  should  like  an  inquiry  into 
the  slate  and  effect  of  manu&ctures,  thorougli  and  search- 
ing, like  those  wHicfa  are  gone  into  before  committees  nf 
the  British  ParUament  on  all  questions  affecting  great  in- 
terests. 

Then,  sir,  there  is  another  consideration  connected 
with  this  subject.  The  UrifT  is  put  forward  as  the  great, 
the  only  ground  ofcomplaint;  but  is  it  the  only  ground  of 
apprehension,  of  fear?  Sir,  tt  is  idle  to  di^uise  it.  Krcry 
man  who  hears  me  knows  that  there  Is  a  question  behind 
the  tariff,  to  which  that  is  but  aS  dust  in  the  bahmce;  a 
question  which  Includes  ■  what  may  emphatically  be 
called  tlie  Southern  interest,  the  Southern  fseling;  which 
includes  also  the  fear  and  apprehension  of  the  South  that 
the  General  Government  may  one  day  interfere  with  the 
right  of  property  in  slaves.  This  is  the  bund  which  unites 
tlic  South  in  a  solid  phalanx,  and  this  is  the  key  to  their 
jealousy  of  allowing  a  liberal  constrnction  of  tlie'consti- 
tution  in  relation  to  the  powen  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment. Wliy  does  Virginia  pass  weeks  together  in  dis- 
cussing the  abstract  right  of  secession  from  the  Union? 
Does  she  wish  to  secme?  No,  sir,  except  in  one  event. 
She  wishes  to  keep  the  door  open,  in  case  the  questicn 
of  emancipation  xhould  ever  be  seriously  brouglit  before 
Congress.  There  lie  on  the  table  befiire  you  certain  re- 
solutions of  tiie  State  of  Georgia,  proposing  a  convention 
of  ttie  States  for  certain  enumerated  purposes.  I  noticed, 
when  these  resolutions  were  reported  in  the  Geot^ia  Le- 
gislature, an  additional  proposition  for  the  constderBtion 
of  the  convention,  viz.  what  further  security  should  be 
obtained  for  a  certain  description  of  properly.  Tliis  was 
struck  out,  by  unanimous  consent;  and  why?  Was  it  that 
this  Ust  consideration,  like  the  postscript  to  a  letter,  was 
not  considered  important'  Not  at  all;  but  it  was  not 
thouglit  expedient  to  express  any  distru^  of  the  security 
under  the  present  constitution.  For  myself,- Mr.  Chair- 
man, t  beneve  the  South  are  unduly  sensitive  on  thia 
point.    1  know  of  no  Northern  statesman  who  (»lla  In 

aiiestion  the  inviolability  of  the  property  in  slarca  under 
le  constitution.    I  am  sure  the  people  of  the  State  which 
I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  hare  no  more  dis. 
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po«tion  than  they  believe  they  have  right  to  interfere  in 
this  matter  in  any  way.  Buf,  sir,  this  extreme  aensitive- 
iiess  and  apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  South  in  tiiis 
matter,  is  an  element  too  important  to  be  overlooked  in 
adjtuiting  their  supposed  pirievances. 

There  it  another  question.  Does  the  South  really  wish 
the  continuance  of  the  Union?  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  at- 
tachment of  the  mass  of  the  people  of  the  South  to  the 
Union,  as  well  as  of  every  other  section  of  the  country} 
but  it  may  well  be  doubted  whether  certain  leading  poli- 
ticians have  not  formed  bright  visions  of  a  Southern  con- 
federacy. This  would  seem  to  be  the  only  rational  ground 
for  accounting  for  the  movements  in  South  Carolina.  A 
Southern  confederacy,  of  which  South  Carolina  should 
be  the  central  State,  and  Charleston  the  commercial  em- 
porium, may  present  some  temptations  for  individuil  am- 
bition. 

And  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  having  shown  whet  appear 
to  me  sufficient  reasons  why  we  should  not  act  at  sJl  at 
present,  I  proceed  to  the  inquiry  whether  the  proposed 
bill  is  such  a  one  as  we  ought  to  pass,  on  the  supposition 
that  the  public  exigency  requires  us  to  pass  any  bill  at  all. 
Its  great  and  leading  character  is,  that  it  strikes  a  fatal  blow 
at  the  two  great  branches  of  manufacture,  of  wool  and  of 
cottont  tliat  it  will  annihilate  an  immense  amount  of  capi- 
tal invested  in*  mills  and  machinery,  now  employed  in 
those  manufactures. 

Before  going  into  details,  howerer,  I  must  advert  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  public  mind  has  been  prepared 
for  this  great  sacrifice  of  capital.  I  was  forcibly  struck, 
the  other  day,  with  tlie  story  told  us  by  m  hononible  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Wickm^fx]  of  a  man  v)io 
bod  determined  the  destruction  of  a  harmless  animal,  and, 
unwilling  to  perpetrate  the  deed  biniaelf,  said  be  would 
aceomplish  his  purpose  by  giving  it  a  bad  name. 

Much  in  the  same  way,  it  appears  to  roe,  has  the  pub- 
lic mind  been  prepared  for  the  sacrifice  of  the  manufac- 
turers. Sir,  we  have  all  seen,  for  nearly  a  twelvemonth, 
the  scurrilous  newspapers  venting  their  abuse  upon  this 
interest;  but  they  are  un^v'orthy  of  my  notice.  The  first 
indication  from  authority  is  to  be  fotind  in  the  veto  mes- 
sage returning  the  United  States  Bank  bill,  as  follows; 

"Experience  should  teach  us  wisdom.  Most  of  the 
difficulties  our  Government  now  encounters,  and  most  of 
the  dangers  which  impend  over  our  Union,  have  sprung 
from  an  abandonment  of  the  legitimate  objects  of  Govern- 
ment by  our  national  legislation,  and  the  adoption  of  such 
principles  as  are  embodied  in  this  act.  Many  of  our  rich 
men  have  not  been  content  with  equal  protection  and 
equal  benefits,  tut  have  besought  us  to  make  them  richer 
by  act  of  Congress.  By  attempting  to  gratify  tlieir  de- 
sires, we  have,  in  tlie  results  of  our  legislation,  arr.iyed 
section  against  section,  interest  against  interest,  and  man 
against  man,  in  a  fearful  commotion  which  threatens  to 
shake  the  foundation  of  our  Union.  It  is  time  to  pause 
ill  our  career,  to  review  our  principles,  and,  if  possible, 
revive  that  devoted  patriotism  and  spirit  of  compromise 
which  dibliqguished  the  sages  of  the  revolution,  and  the 
fathers  of  our  Union.  If  we  cannot,  at  once,  in  justice  to 
interests  vested  under  improvident  legislation,  make  our 
Government  what  it  ouglit-to  be,  we  can,  at  least,  take  a 
stand  again&t  all  new  grants  of  monopolies  and  exclu- 
sive privileges,  against  any  prostitution  of  our  Govern- 
ment to  the  advancement  of  the  few  at  the  expense  of 
the  many,  and  in  favor  of  compromise  and  gradual  reform 
ill  our  code  of  laws  and  system  of  political  economy." 
'  This  certainly  is  ominous  language,  although  some- 
what obscure.  The  message  to  tins  Congress,  at  tlie  pre- 
aent  session,  spe;tks  somewhat  plainer. 

"But  lliHse  who  have  vested  their  capital  in  manufac- 
turing establlsliments  cannot  expect  that  the  people  will 
continue,  pennanerilly,  to  pay  high  taxes  for  their  be- 
nefit, when  the  money  n  not  required  for  znj  legitimate 


purpose  in  the  administration  of  the  Oorew— t.  In 

some  seetiona  <^  die  repnbUe  its  Inflaenee  is  dtyteialed 
as  tending  to  ooneentrate  wealth  into  a  -few  hands,  and  as 
creating  those  germs  of  dependence  and  viee  «4iidi,  n 
other  countries,  nare  characterized  the  existence  of  mo- 
nopolies,  and  prored  io  destructive  of  liberty  aad  the 
general  good." 

But  the  most  extraordinary  demonrtralima^  ta  tUspir. 
ticular,  may  be  found  in  the  communicationa  of  tte  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury.  That  officer,  id  hm  report  « 
the  finances,  nude  in  December,  1B31,  presented  Oe 
following  just  and  statesmanTike  views: 

To  distribute  the  duties  in  such  a  mannn-,  as  &r  a* 
that  may  be  practicable,  as  to  encourage  and  protect  tlu 
labor  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  from  the  ^na- 
tages  of  superior  skltt  and  cipitid,  and  the  rival  {ffefcr. 
ences  of  foreign  eountrieit  to  eberiih  and  preserve  tbose 
manufiicturea  which  have  grown  up  under  our  own  legSt- 
lation,  which  contribute  to  the  national  wealth,  and  ir 
essential  to  oar  independence  and  safety,  to  tbe  defetiec 
of  the  country,  to  the  supply  of  its  necessary  vmt^  simI 
to  the  general  prosperity,  is  considered  to  be  an  indis- 
pensable duty.  Ilie  vast  amount  of  property  eapknvd 
in  the  northern,  western,  and  middle  portioas  of  the 
Union,  upon  the  fiiith  of  our  own  systMi  of  ism^  and  m 
which  the  interests  of  every  branch  of  our  indntry  arc 
involved,  could  not  be  immediately  abandoned  viithoat 
the  most  ruinous  consequences." 

And  yet,  nr,  in  his  report  just  made  oa  the  ces- 
mencement  of  this  session,  we  find,  after  adTerting  to  the 
protective  system  as  '*  that  legislation  eapeeiaKy  wiaA 
ponfer^  favon  upon  parUeular  classes**  be  procecdi: 

*'  To  perpetuate  a  system  of  encouragement 
Old  of  a  different  state  of  tiling  would  be  to  coder  ait 
vantages  upon  the  manuftctunng  which  are  ndtaiyijti 
by  any  other  branch  of  labor  in  the  United  States,  isdu 
convert  the  favor  and  bounty  of  the  Goremment  uito  per- 
manent obligations  of  right,  acquiring  strength  in  propor- 
tion to  their  continuance. 

<■  It  will  be  e<H)eeded  that,  when  the  &ir  rate  cf  pnA 
attendant  upon  the. sagadous  employment  of  ci?>M\a 
the  United  Statea  is  satisbctdrily  ascertained,  it  miy  be 
wise  so  fir  to  protect  any  important  brand)  agM«  tbe 
injurious  effects  of  foreign  rivalry,  as  may  be  BecesanT*.o 
preserve  for  it  the  same  rate  of  profit  as  is  cr joyed  bj 
otheni.    If,  however,  by  protective  legislatioo,  « t/Atr- 
wise,  the  proprietor  of  an  actual  capitai  shall  be  eatbM 
to  empl(qr  it  in  manuftctures  as  advantageuily  aid  pn- 
(itably  as  in  any  other  branch  of  labor,  all  Ibiw  ooitaf- 
dered,  he  could  not  reasonably  demand  moreTbe  rate 
of  protection  which  should  enable  manubetariswh^. 
conducted  upon  borrowed  capital,  to  iadfe— tbe 
lender,  and,  in  addition,  to  realiae  the  Tcfiihr  rate  cf 
profit  for  itself,  would  not  merely  confer  radw  bvor 
upon  the  manufacturer,  at  the  expense  of  every  o^r 
employment,  but  bring  tbe  influence  of  tbe  cmpitabA  '-a 
direct  conflict  with  the  general  mass  of  the  people,  f 
might  even  be  apprehended  that,  by  sneh  mens,  there 
would  be  an  arcumulfition  of  power  in  the  fasoada  cf  pai- 
ticular  classes,  strong  enough  to  centred  tbe  GovcTTm«' 
itself.   If  these  observations  are  entitled  to  mpcct,  Ltt!c 
doubt  is  entertained  that,  in  a  tariff  framed  m  prop*  r 
principles,  the  reduction  of  six  million^  novfcemnen'i- 
ed,  may,  for  the,  most  paH,  be  made  upea  ttoae  cwn- 
monly  denominated  protected  aottelei^  allliiw:!  nTf^«d<c 
to  the  reasonable  clahna    existing  niahWifciiiiii  " 

These  sentiments  emanate  ftom  fal^  p«bSo  llniet*ior«- 
ries  whom  I  wish  to  treat  with  all  becoming  Mspect-  i 
am  bound  to  consider  them  as  sincere  opinio^  mx^  Itr-* 
ever  little  examination  they  may  have  been  tahea  — 
but,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  repreaentalnv  nf  a  ff*^ 
I  amount  of  capiUl  which  has  beM  iadmvt*  f  c»>lJ«t 
the  business  of  manuftotutea  vnier      MoMtoM  cfmr 
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laws— laws  paned  for  tbe  txpnm  purpose  of  giving  capi- 
tal thtt  direction,  it  becomes  my  duty  to  protest,  in  the 
Btran^st  terms  of  vliich  I  am  capable,  against  the  theory 
and  the  application  of  the  sentiments  contained  in  these 
extracts.  Why  is  the  odioui  term  of  monopolists  applied 
to  the  manufacturers  f  A  monopoly  is  an  exctu^re  privi- 
le^r.  What  exclusive  ptiTilege  attaches  to  a  business 
which  is  open  to  erery  indiridual  in  the  United  States? 
How  is  tbe  manuftcturing  6t  cotton  more  of  a  monopoly 
than  the  planting  of  cotton  or  riee»  or  the  growingf  or 
grinding  of  vheatf  They  are  equaUy  occnpatioos  open 
to  every  body.  Snnilar  productiOM  are  equally  lobjcct 
to  an  impost  duty*  imported  from  abroad. 

Then,  rir^  ve  are  told  of  ftmed  ehmeaf  fiivorst  of 
rich  men  not  beinr  content  with  equal  nrotectton,  and 
having  besought  me  Government  to  make  them  richer 
by  act!  of  Congress.  Sir,  I  deny  the  lact.  I  deny  it  in 
toto.  When  did  capital  or  capitalists  ask  you  to  rrgubte 
the  employment  of  their  capital?  Never.  The  mere  pos- 
sessors of  capital  are  every  where  in  fiivor  of  free  trade. 
Who  were  m  favor  of  your  tariffs?  and  wlio  opposed 
them?  Sir,  this  House,  from  motives  of  public  ndicy, 
enacted  the  tariff'  laws  with  a  view  to  induce  capital  to  go 
into  the  business  of  manufacture.  The  capitalists  said, 
"No(let  us  alone.**  Well,  air,  you  pasa  your  laws,  on 
tbe  strength  of  which  capital  is  indnced  lo  take  tbe  chan- 
nel indicBted  by  your  legislation.  Millions  upon  millions 
arc  invested  in  mills  and  machtneipr,  which  can  be  con- 
verted to  no  other  purpose,  carrying  competition  to  the 
vei7  lowcft  point  of  profit  in  otlier  occupations.  And 
shall  we  now  be  told  Uiat  we  are  graninif  mom^xdisti^ 
unworthy  the  protection  of  ttie  laws?  Bieh,  fiiraoothl 
Dangerous,  perhaps,  to  liberty!  Stroi^  enough,  per- 
haps, to  control  the  Government! 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  care  not  how  low  may  be  tbe  sources 
from  which  these  senttraents  may  have  been  drawn,  nor 
from  how  high  places  they  may  have  been  held  up  to  the 
view  of  this  natran:  I  pronounce  them  tbe  genuine  princi- 
ples of  revolutionary  ractieaUsmt  they  are  the  princii^  of 
Jack  Cade;  they  are  tbe  principles  of  French  jacobiiusm, 
in  the  worst  periods  of  Ibe  revolution,  when  the  cry  of 
"  Rich  anstocrat!"  met  thk  response  of  Ai  ianlemei" 
and  consigned  the  unhappy  viclim  to  tbe  nearest  lamp- 
post. 

Let  this  war  upon  property  be  carried  oat,  and  wc  need 
not  tronble  mirselvea  abimt  preaervfaMr  the  Uirioot  it  will 
not  be  wortit the ^inns.  It ttrikesat ne rootofthe  prin- 
ciple of  accumulation— the  vety  firandation  of  all  civiliza- 
tion. On  this  point  I  may  appeal  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
South  who  made  us  such  eloquent  harangues  during 
the  last  session  on  the  inviolabin^  of  property.  Will  it 
fttrengthen  their  confidence  in  the  security  of  their  pecu- 
fiar  property  to  tee  ours  saerifieed  without  remorse?  Will 
the  name  of  rich  slaveholder  be  a  better  security  in  this 
warfare,  than  that  of  grasping  monopolist? 

Kow,  sir,  what  is  the  ftct  in  relation  to  ea|Ntal  ?  It  is  the 
univerttdly  admitted,  theory  in  poKtical  economy,  espe- 
cially of  tlie  free  trade  writers,  fipom  Adam  Smith  down  to 
Senior  and  McCulloch,  tiiat  the  productions  of  labor  are 
precisely  in  proportion  to  the  capital  devoted  to  tbe 
maintenance  of  liiat  labor.  Capilai  is  tbe  fiind  for  the 
payment  of  wages.  This  theory  lies  also  at  the  bottom 
of  the  American  system;  and  I  beg  leave  to  quote  tbe  fol- 
lowing passage  from  tlie  address  of  tbe  New  York  con- 
vention: 

"  All  the  means  of  human  enjoyment,  ami  all  the  ac- 
cumulations of  wealth,  are  ttie  product  of  human  labor. 
National  happiness  and  Mtional  wealth  are,  therefore, 
promoted  in  proportion  to  the  active  industry  of  the  com.  I 
muniiyi  and  tlwt  industry  » in  proportion  lo  tiie  induce- 
ments to  hbor  arWiw  fttrni  the  amount  and  certunty  of 
its  remuneration.  The  immediate  iBrtniment  for  eaUii^ 
lAbor  into  action  is  oapital.  GapM  is  MCMiwytofimMli 


tbe  laborer  witli  the  means  of  applying  hia  labor  to  advan^ 
tage,  whether  in  the  simple  tools  of  apiculture,  and  some 
of  the  mechanic  arts,  or  m  the  complicated  and  expensive 
machinei^  applied  to  certun  branches  of  manufacture,  the 
modern  improvements  in  which  tuve  added  so  much  to 
the  productive  power  of  man. 

*<  It  is  a  settled  axiom  that  the  industry  of  a  nation  Is  in 
propoVtion  to  the  capital  devoted  to  its  maintenance)  it 
IS,  tiierefore,  thought  to  be  a  wise  policy  to  multiply  the 
inducements  to  apply  capital  to  the  employment  oflabor 
at  home  rather  than  to  the  purchase  abrcnd,  and  traffic 
in  commodities  of  foreign  production,  bj^  which  the  capi- 
tal of  the  country  is  made  to  set  in  motion  foreign  labor. 
This  is  founded  on  the  principle,  universally  admittedt 
that  there  is,  in  every  nation,  a  power  or  capability  of 
labor  bey<Hid  that  actually  put  fortn,  and  that  its  effective 
industry  is  proportioned  to  tlie  stimulus  applied  in  the 
shape  of  capitiu.  This  constitutes  the  American  B)-stem. 
It  invites  the  application  of  American  capital  to  stimulate 
American  industry.  It  Imposes  a  restriction,  in  the  form 
of  an  impost  dutv,  on  certain  products  of  foreign  labor; 
but,  so  far  as  relates  to  American  capital,  or  American 
labor,  it  simply  offers  security  and  inducement  to  the 
one,  and  gives  energy  and  vigor  to  tite  other." 

I  quote  this  (he  more  readily,  because  it  is  an  argument 
whiui  I  have  never  seen  answered.  Now,  sir,  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  annihilating  this  capital  now  employed  in 
paying  tbe  wages  of  labor?  To  the  capitalist,  it  is  an  ab- 
solute loss|  a  sudden  blow)  and  there's  the  end.  But  the 
witkdrawsl  of  the  capital  wluch  paid  the  wages  of  labor, 
in  its  ^ffisrent  departments,  will  be  a  permanent  paraly- 
ms  sctitw  directly  upon  the  laboring  classes.  Why  is  the 
price  nVbof  five  pence  a  day  in  Ireland,  but  because 
there  »  no  capital  to  give  it  employment?  The  country 
docs  not  afford  sufficient  security  to  induce  capitalists  to 
place  tlieir  property  there.  Iler^  sir,  we  are  told  of  the 
great  profiu  of  the  manufacturer^  as  if  this,  if  true, 
would  furnish  a  good  ground  for  interference  in  reducing 
them.  I  deny  tlut  it  would  do  sot  because,  if  there  is 
any  one  principle  of  universal  operation,  it  is  the  ten- 
dency of  high  prices  and  liigh  profits  to  cause  'an  im.nc- 
diate  competition,  and  thus  reduce  prices  and  profits  as 
low  or  lower  than  the  general  level  in  other  branches.  I 
recollect,  mr,  tliat,  about  the  year  1818,  upland  cotton, 
certunly  for  two,  and,  1  believe,  for  three  years,  sold  for 
upwards  of  thirty  cento  a  pound.  What  was  tbe  conse- 
quence' So  rapid  an  eztenwonof  the  cultivation  as  to 
have  reduced  tbe  price  one-half  in  1820.  Take  a  more 
familiar  instance.  The  price  of  coal  during  the  last  win- 
ter, in  consequence  of  a  abort  supply,  rose  to  double  the 
usual  prices;  the  cfTect  of  which  has  been,  that,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  price  of  coal  ia  lower  in  the  large 
dties  than  It  hu  ficen  for  twenty  years.  The  manufac- 
tures of  both  wotd  and  cotton  have  felt  the  full  cfTect  of 
this  spirit  of  cMDpetition.  Taken  together,  1  do  not  be- 
lieve that  either  branch  has  given  a  return  of  the  capital 
invested,  and  interest.  At  all  events,  I  boldly  aver  that, 
for  the  last  nine  months,  no  branch  of  trade  or  commerce 
has  been  so  much  depressed  as  the  business  of  manufac- 
turing. I  mean  to  my  that  a  given  amount  of  capital  in- 
vested in  ships,  or  in  commerce,  whether  in  ttic  China 
trade;  tlie  coffee  trade,  tbe  wliate  fiaber}-,  or  in  general 
trade,  or  in  iMmk  or  iuwiance  stocks  would  command, 
and  will  now  commanti,  more  money  than  a  like  amount . 
invested  in  tbe  bett  manufacturing  stocks  jirhatevcr.  On 
this  point,  I  challenge  examinatimt,  and  defy  contradic- 
tion. 

Sir,  we  luive  heard  a  great  deal  of  ricli  manufactunng 
corporations,  of  overgrown  con>or^>ons,  as  odious,  dan- 
gerous monsters.  On  tliis  pmnt  I  have  a  word  to  say,  aa 
on  no  subject,  perbapa*  u  there  more  general  misappre- 
hension. What  ii  the  bot?  The  wDuderful  results  in  the 
modern  ^-stcts  of  Moufiuiture  are  prcsluccd  by  the  corn- 
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bined  action  of  great  idumb  of  capital.  Tbia  ia  more 
especially  the  ease  in  the  manu&cture  of  cotton.  What, 
then»  u  the  effect  of  those  corpormtions,  or  jmnt  ttoek 
cofnpaniea'  Blmply  to  enable' people  of  aroall,  or  mode- 
rat*  capital,  to  come  into  the  buaineas  on  equal  terms 
with  the  rich.  For  myself,  I  know  oS  no  more  ingenious 
mode  of  paralTzing  the  direct  and  immediate  influence  of 


wekHh  than  those  very  corponrtloiw.   llie  property  of  July  goes  into  operation  predieljr  at  0e 


the  rich  capibilisl,  if 'he  be  rich*  ia  taken  from  his  control, 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  more  active  managers  of 
the  concern.  The  mere  capitalist  has  no  more  command 
of  it  than  if  it  were  sunk  In  the  bottom  of  the  sea.  It  may 
be  worth  wUle  to  inquire  how  these  corporationa  are  made 
np.  I  have  heCm  me  the  component  parli  probably 
the  largeat-  manufiieturing  corporation  in  the  United 
States,  the  Merrimack  manuftcturinf^  companv,  with  a 
capital  of  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  ouUars,  di* 
vided  into  shires  of  one  thousand  dolhra  each.  The 
whole  number  of  proprietors  is  one  hundred  and  sixtyt 
of  which  fifteen  arc  nnf^le  women,  hokling  finy>five 
shares;  eleven  widows,  holding  sixty-aiz  shares^  twenty 
trustees,  holding  one  hundred  and  eight  sharcai  fifteen 
executors  and  guardiansi  twen^4hree  profemiooal  men, 
ten  mechanics,  workmen,  end  egenti^  ttuity-Ave 
chanty  holding  five  hundred  and  sixty  sharesi  and  nine- 
teen capltulistM,  or  men  retired  from  business,  holding' 
two  hundred  and  forty  shares.  As  proof  that  the  rich  are 
not  the  only  proprietors,  there  are  twenty  persons  own- 
ing one  share  each,  and  thirty-etgbt  owhmg  but  two 
alures  each.  Sir.  I  hope  we  ahul  beer  no  more  of  theae 
aristocratic  corporations. 

There  is  one  effect  growing  out  of  them,  however,  in 
the  city  which  1  have  the  honor  to  represent,  which  I 
think  tuo  honorable  to  be  pjsaed  over  m  wienee.  It  is 
this:  the  sons  of  our  richest  men  covet  the  atrencies  of 
thene  companira,  nnt  aa  sinecures,  but  askfToraing  an  ac- 
tive and  honorable  employment)  and  because,  with  us,  a 
useful  occiipittlon  is  essential  to  respectability. 

I  now  come,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  an  exaroinatian  of  the 
bill  before  us.  In  looking  over  the  report  the  Com- 
miltee  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  am  exceedingly  at  a  lota, 
altogether  puzzled,  to  determine  on  what  prindple 
it  has  been  mimed.  The  first  intimation  is  tlut  of  pro- 
ducing ecjuality,  quoting  the  invitation  of  the  President 
for  '*  the  removal  of  those  financial  burdens  which  may 


the  rates  of  iwpt,  and  moie  exposed  to  suffer  from  an- 
certainty  than  even  error  in  l^iMation»  now  to  knew  tbe 
int«BttoB  and  pi^cy  of  lliii  Government  in  regaidtetkrir 
several  interests." 

Most  extraordinary  reasons,  truly!  A  **  new  Preaden. 
tial  termi"  So  we  are  every  four  yents  to  hare  nev 
*'  permanent  fiscal  reflations.'*  But,  «r,  the  law  of  bit 


be  found  to  fall  unequally  upon  any.*^  As  we  prooecd, 
one  cannot  but  be  strucK  with  the  marks  of  haste  with 
which  tlie  whole  affair  has  been  concocted.  After  stating 
that  the  revenue  must  be  reduced  to  fifteen  millions, 
they  proceed:  "  The  act  of  1853  has  made  a  partial  re- 
duction towards  this  point.  But,  under  this  act,  the 
revenue  from  the  customs,  for  the  next  year,  ia  calculat- 
ed, in  the  report  of  the  Secretaiy  of  tiie  Treasurj',  at 
about  eighteen  milllons{"  and,  with  tlie  income  from  the 
public  lands,  *'  exhibiting  an  annoal  excem  of  ftmn  five  to 
nine  miirions  over  the  juat  uses  of  the  Govern  meat,  and  tax- 
ing every  family  in  the  United  States  to  ila  diare,  or  more 
tlian  its  share,  of  that  uncalled  for  cxceai."  An  uncertainty 
offotir  millions  is  pretty  va^ie  ground  for  permanent  legis- 
lation. But  when  a  gentleman  of  the  literary  accuracy 
which  distinguishes  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  talksof 
taxingevery  family  in  the  United  Statcato  its  full  share,  with 
the  chance  that  some,  or  all,  would  be  taxed  more  than 
their  share,  it  is  pretty  good  evidence,  if  not  uf  panic,  of 
a  good  share  of  that  moral  fear  which  the  gentleman 
AVOWS— a  fear  thnt  the  Union  miglit  be  dissolved  before 
tbisbi:!  could  be  reported- 

We  ntxt  find  the  following:  "  The  extinguishment  of 
the  debt,  and  the  eommencxment  of  tlie  new  Presiden- 
tial term,  make  this  a  fit  season  for  pertnaMnt  fiscal  re- 
gutittions.  It  is  vitally  important,  too,  to  all  engaged  in 
any  of  tltoie  numerous  cummenisl,  mannfiiebiring,  or 
agncuhural  enterprises  which  ar*  afltatcd  h/  «bHng«i  in 


of  the  new  Premleotkl  term*  and  tbe  pelicnr  of  the  Gik 
vemment  was  supposed  to  be  understood.  And  the 
whole 'effect  of  this  bill  is  now  to  unsettle  ereiy  tUn^  ts 
disturb  all  the  calculations  and  arrangements  of  ^aiBi< 
mercial  and  manufacturing  community. 

The  fiiUowiny  paragmpb  li  entitled  to  a  paaang  re- 
mark] 

"  Throwing  out  of  viewf  for  tbe  preaotl^  tbe  pngres- 
Mve  reduction  that  expediency  and  even  justice  rcqidrc, 
they  have  fixed  tbe  revemie  to  be  ultimately  recared  if 
a  sum  not  exceeding  t5,0OQ,00O." 

It  shows  that  the  idea  of  justice  to  existing  cstabli^ 
ments  did  once  flit  across  the  mind  of  the  eomouttee, 
which  they  put  out  of  view  for  the  present,  and  it  wiJi  be 
fbund  it  never  returned.  I  have  already  eetieipeted  say 
detailed  remaifo  on  the  fisesl  cslmlMiMwef  the  cmnout- 
tee  t  they  amume  65  to  70,000,(X>0  as  ti>e  aaMunt  of  dntia- 
Ue  coouDoditles  importedi  whilst  tbe  sdual  quantity,  ca 
the  average  of  six  years,  is  lesa  than  £O,UK),00O.  Tbe 
committee  proceed: 

1'he  commitlee,  tn  the  bill  hercwiib  reported  by 
them,  have  endeavoKed  to  arrange  tbe  dutic%  with  rcfcr- 
enee  to  thb  principle,  at  rates  of  from  ten  to  twenty  per 
cent.,  varying  from  them  chiefly  in  those  instances  where 
national  independence,  in  time  of  war,  seemed  to  dflinad 
some  sacrifice  tn  peace,  (aa  in  the  case  of  irao,}  or  wiiea 
it  waa  thought  that  a  higher  or  lower  rate  of  wnM 
he  of  advaiit^e  to  the  revenue,  without  any  indjndoal 
injury,  (as  in  regard  to  distilled  s[Mrits,)  or  when  some 
branch  of  industty  might  be  materially  benefited  by  low 
imposts  on  some  of  its  raw  materials.  On  mai^  article^ 
such  aa  wines,  spirits,  iron,  &c.  ntpericnce  has  sto«a 
thatfraod.can  only  be  prevented  by  ^keciGc  dslics  oe 
weight  or  measurei  and,  as  th«c  rates  must  be  gndeatcd 
on  the  mean  value  of  commodities  of  the  tamm  class  ar 
name,  this  may  sometimes  fidl  Imtily  on  putieular  tods 
and  quanUcs  of  them.** 

We  have,  here,  a  distinct  avowal  of  the  mily  pinc^ 
on  whicli  the  committee  depatt  from  their  eng^al  baea 
of  eqw^^-  I  must  dao  aw  tbe  indalgcnee  oT  Ac  cm- 
eUttee,  to  quote  tbe  foUowiag  further  extnct  fiem  ibe 
repOTt: 

"111  adjusting  tlie  several  duties,  titey  have  genetaEy 
conformed,  unless  some  strong  reason  for  adiScres-t  role 
was  perceived,  to  those  of  the  tariff  act  oC  1S16,  « iib  its 
short  supplemenuty  act  of  1818.    The  actet  U16  waa 
framed  with  great  care  and  delibentioa  by  aameoC  our 
ablest  statesown,  looking,  at  the  same  tim^  to  the  re- 
venue, then  so  peculiarly  necessary  for  the  diachaife  of 
our  large  war  debt,  and  to  the  prcscrvntiol^  dutisg  a 
violent  trantttion  from  war  to  peace,  of  the  numemns  tm- 
nufaotures  that  had  grown  up  under  the  doable  datte«, 
and  the  pnurtieal  prohibition  of  the  embargo  the  doiv- 
intercuurse,  and  the  war  mth  great  Britain,    ne  ia*i 
increase  of  nsouCsetores,  of  idl  sorts,  in  tbe  United 
States^  duriw  th«  eight  years  between  Ul<  and  IfiM, 
proves  that  Uie  fkamers  of  that  tariff,  in  pranduis 
venue,  had  not  only  given  ample  incidental  secesilty  to  cx- 
istiMg  manufiictoies,  hut  even  indoMd  new  inicstrntptaof 
capital.    So  well  does  it  appear  to  have  he«o  ad^asted  » 
regard  to  woollen^  that  the  manufacturcreoftlMtte  gooilk 
exanuiwd  by  the  Committee  on  MsmffsclairaB  of  tSu 
Heose  tn  iKtS,  gensrally  agreed  that  tbcir  buaaneas 
in  a  more  flouriMiii^f  state,  under  the  tariff  of  ISlfi^ 
UMlertlto  higher  pnlMtiHi  of  IBM. 
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"  It  has,  howercr,  been  the  wish  of  the  committee  to 
guard  tgunst  a  sudden  fluctutttion  of  the  price  of  goods, 
whether  in  the  hands  of  the  merchant,  retailer,  or  manu- 
fiicturer,  and  with  that  view  they  hare  made  the  redtic- 
tton  upon  the  more  important  protected  artidea  padiial 
and  progTeastTe.** 

Now,  sir,  I  deny  altogether  that  the  sole  object  of  the 
tariff  of  ltM6  wa^  the  presemtion  of  existing  ettabltsh- 
ments.   In  the  cotton  manufacture,  as  then  carried  on, 
the  proriiions  of  that  act  were  generally  thought  altoge- 
ther inadequate.  I  have  fomerly  stated,  and  I  now  repeat, 
thit  it  was  under  the  repreaeotatfona  and  Influence  of  the 
late  Hr.  Francis  C.  Lowell,  that  Mr.  X^wndet,  and  others 
of  the  South  Carofma  del^athm,  were  brought  to  Mtp* 
port  the  cotton  mmimum  of  that  bill:  Hr.  Lowell  was 
able  to  conrince  those  gentlemen,  and  experience  has 
proved  his  correctness,  tnat,  under  the  influence  of  the 
power  loom,  then  just  brought  mto  perfect  use,  btit  ac- 
ttully  in  operation  in  one  single  spot,  (WalthamO  the 
protection  of  nx  and  a  fourth  cents  would  be  sufficient 
to  establish  the  manufiwture  so  ftr  u  to  aupenede  and 
drive  otit  of  the  market  the  coarae'lndia  cottons,  then  in 
g-eneral  use.   The  ftct  I  hare  repeatedly  had  from  Mi-. 
Lowell  himself.    The  arrangement  then  appeared  as 
desirable  to  South  Carolina  as  to  the  North— the  substitu> 
tton  of  an  American  material  and  an  American  mtnufac- 
ture  for  the  miserable  trash  of  India.    To  effect  this 
object,  it  was  then  thought  no  objection,  that  it  hnpoKd 
a  prohibitory  dutr  of  from  eighty  to  ntne^  per  cent.,  as 
it  was  proclaimed  and  well  understood  that  it  would  do. 

for  the  latter  clause  of  the  foregoing  extract,  1  give 
the  committee  credit.  They  do  not  put  the  extension  of 
time  for  the  reduction  of  duties  in  certain  cases  for  one 
or  two  years,  on  the  footim  of  its  being  intended  as  any 
redemption  of  the  pobTic  fiuth :  It  would  be  too  nuserable^ 
m  mockery  to  do  so.  It  is  merely  to  prevent  the  diock  of 
too  great  fluctuation  to  the  trading  community. 

But,  sir,  on  tiiia  point  of  the  pledge  of  the  public  faith, 
I  beg  leave  to  refer  to  the  following  extract  from  the 
last  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

"What  then  shall  be  done?  Large  interests  have 
grown  up  under  the  implied  pledge  of  our  national  le^s- 
lation,  which  it  would  seem  a  violalion  of  public  fitith 
suddenly  to  abandon.  Nothing  could  justify  it  but  the 
public  safety,  which  isthe  supreme  law.  But  tiiose  who 
nave  vested  their  capital  in  manohcturing  estiJ>riabment^ 
cannot  expect  that  the  people  will  continue,  permanently, 
13  pay  high  taxes  for  their  benefit,  when  the  money  is 
not  required  for  any  legitimate  purpose  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Government.  Is  it  not, enough  that  the  high 
duties  have  been  pidd  as  loi^  ss  Uie  money  arini^  fnim 
1  hem  could  be  applied  to  the  benefit  in  the  ex- 

tinRuisliment  of  the  public  debt^" 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  tninfc  it  would  seem  to  be  a  violation 
of  the  public  faitht  and  ia  it  mere  seeming?  If  the  pub- 
lic safety  require  a  aacrifice  of  private  property,  let  the 
public  treasury  proride  an  indemnity.  The  Inwa  under 
whicli  tlitJ  property  has  been  invested,  are  declared  by 
the  constitution  equally  supreme  ^Ui  the  constitution  it- 
Kclf.  Submit  to  this  vioiatkMi,  and  your  eonatittttion, 
your  Union,  is  not  worth  a  rush.  What  a  question  is  the 
Jaat!  Becauae  a  state  of  unparaHeled  prosperity,  under 
the  operation  of  the  protective  system,  has  enabled  the 
Uovernment  ao  aoon  to  pay  off*  the  public  debt,  therefore 
the  system  must  be  abandoned.  Who  has  not  sympathiz- 
ed with  the  untiappy  bird,  (be  agoniea  of  whose  death 
were  rendered  more  acute  by  perceinng  that  a  feather 
from  itsownbodyhad  winged  the  Atal  shaft  Is  it  not  too 
much  to  be  told  that  the  success  of  this  system  has  forg- 
ed the  weapon  which  ia  to  proMrate  it  in  the  dust?  The 
last  article  of  the  report  which  I  shall  notice,  is  the  ful- 

The  committee,  peroriving  iw  suiBdent  rcMoo  why 


the  consumers  of  foreign  luxuries  should  not  pay  their 
sliare  of  the  public  burdens,  propose  to  raise  the  rates 
of  duties  upon  silks  tiearer  to  the  average  rate  of  duties 
imposed  by  the  bill,  than  they  now  are  under  tlie  act  of 
18j2,  They  also  propose  to  fix  a  moderate  specific  duty, 
equal  to  about  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  value  upon  teas, 
and  also  upon  coffee,  which  were  made  wholly  free  of 
duty  by  the  act  of  the  last  summer.  This  has  been  added 
from  a  motive  of  financial  prudence,  lest  the  revenue 
from  the  fnistoma  diould,  from  any  modification  of  the  bill, 
or  other  cause,  bil  short  of  the  estimate,  or  lest  the  pro- 
ceeds U  Uie  public  lands  should  be  in  part  diverted  to 
some  other  channel." 

Well,  sir,  we  have  got  through  the  pretence  of  reduc- 
ing the  revenuet  the  coimmttee  are  now  for  increa^ng 
duties:  and  first,  on  silks,  as  luxuries. 

Now,  sir,  I  confess,  if  there  is  any  one  species  of  cant 
and  humbug  ad  vufpta  a^ttmdum,  which  I  ikspise  more 
titan  any  other,  it  is  that  which  we  often  hear,  of  great 
consideration  for  the  poor  in  the  Icvj-ing  of  import  du- 
ties. I  should  like  to  know  what  is  meant  by  the  poor, 
in  reference  to  this  subject.  Is  tt  paupers?  If  so,  they 
are  aupported  by  the  community.  If  it  is  inten^d  to 
apply  the  term  to  the  industrious  part  of  the  community, 
to  the  working  men  and  working  women,  I  deny  its  ap- 
plication. Whoever  has  the  use  of  his  limbs  in  this  happy 
country,  is  rich,  and  haa  hw  full  share  of  what  may  pro- 
periy  be  denominated  huniries  in  some  countries.  Now, 
m  reference  to  the  article  of  ailka,  I  ask  what  farmer, 
what  mechanic,  what  workinirnMn  is  there,  whose  fiimily 
does  not  wear  ulks,  more  to  proportion  to  their  property 
than  tiiose  of  the  ri<^?  If  there  are  any  class  of  human 
beinn  who  do  not  we^r  silks  in  this  country,  it  is  only 
the  uares.  Then,  sir,  a  duty  ia  added  on  tea  and  coffee, 
not,  I  bellerr*  as  luxuries  ahbough  I  have  sometimes 
heard  them  called  so,  but  as  a  measure  of  *■  financial  pru- 
dence." Sir,  I  coamend  thnr  pnidencet  they  under* 
took  a  work  of  reduction,  and,  as  proof,  they  went  man- 
fully to  work — tbey  prropose  to  restore  the  duties  on  tea 
and  coflTee.    Comment  is  superfluous. 

I  will  detain  the  committee  but  a  moment,  in  compar- 
ing the  details  of  the  bill  with  the  principles  put  forth  in 
the  repmt.  The  leading  exception  to  eqiul  duties  is  in 
favor  of  articles  neceitsiy  to  our  independence  in  war. 
As  I  proceed  in  tiicir  table,  I  find  lode  and  fire  artns,  ri- 
fles^ muskets,  reduced  frinn  the  protecting  duW,  equal 
to  filfy-three  per  cent.,  to  ao  ad  valorem  one  of  twenty 
per  cent.i  then  **  iron. wire,  tacks,  brads,  sprigx,  nail^ 
and  spikes,"  retain  their  protective  duty  from  tliirly-Bve 
to  nin«tT-six  per  cent,  b  this  a  oiistake  of  the  printer,  or 
are  the  latter  im^ements  of  war^  and  tite  ffuner  the  in- 
signia of  peace?  Then,  sir,  we  come  to  hemp,  an  article 
essential  to  naval  warfare,  and  which  is  apparently  pro- 
tected, but  the  duty  on  cordage  is  so  graduated,  that  I 
have  several  lettera  from  mami&cturers  of  cordage,  in- 
fom^ng  me  that,  riiould  this  bill  pass,  not  a  ton  of  liemp 
will  be  imported,  nor  a  ton  of  cordiige  manufactured  in 
the  country.  The  effect  will  be,  that  our  ships  will  be 
wholly  supplied  with  cordage  of  foreign  manufacture. 
Then  there  is  coal  put  at  five  coots  a  buml,  ef  usl  to  for- 
ty-seven per  cent.  Is  this  protected  as  a  munition  oi  war, 
or  is  it  a  Juxury?  No,  ssys  the  gentleman  near  me,  it, is  a 
product  of  Virginia.  Then,  sir,  we  come  to  Bugar.'the 
protection  on  which  I  would  be  the  last  to  abamlon,  espe- 
cially after  the  classical  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Louisians,  [Mr.  Wbits.]  Sugar  pays  a  spe- 
cific duty,  under  the  bill,  of  forty-six  per  cent.  I  should 
like  to  know  oo  which  of  the  principles  avowed  in  the 
bill  lltis.duty  is  naintaincdr-independenec  in  war,  equali- 
tr.  or  luxury.  Perfaaps^  air,  tliere  are  some  protective 
Mminisceoces  connected  with  sugs",  which  entitle  it  to 
specif  &vfW;  sugar  a'ss  tite  subject  of  a  protective  duty 
ia  IBIfi.   By  thcactofthat  year,  it  was  subject  to  a  duty 
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of  three  cents  a  pound ;  the  committee  reported  four  cents, 
but  it  waa  reduced  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  tiiree  and 
a  half;  a  motion  was  then  made  to  reduce  it  to  two  and  a 
half;  this  waa  oppMed  by  the  entire  Georgia  delegation, 
and  nearly  all  that  of  South  Candina.  Ive  name  of  the 
gentleman  fronnOeoif^  on  the  Comnuttee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  {Hr-  Wilds,]  will  be  found  on  that  oecamon  vot- 
ing  against  the  reduction.  So  that,  ^tfa  all  that  gentle- 
man's zeal  in  favor  of  free  trade,  I  apprehend  he  must 
confess  to  a  little  peccadillo  on  that  occanon.  I  recollect 
perfectly  well,  as  a  commercial  man,  that  about  Uiat  pe- 
riod the  idea  was  current,  that  Georgia  waa  going  to 
abandon  the  cultivation  of  cotton,  and  take  up  Uiat  of 
sugar. 

I  proceed  to  the  provishma  this  bill  in  the  two  great 
articles  of  woollens  and  cottons.  Woollens  are  reduced 
in  this  bill  from  fifty  to  twenty  per  cent.,  bei^ea  d<dng 
away  the  specific  duty  on  flannels  and  carpetinn. 

I  shall  not  into  any  details  on  this  branch  of  busi- 
ness. Suffice  it  to  say,  that  it  must,  of  necessity,  pros- 
trate the  whole  manu&cture—ft  tnust  level  H  with  the 
dust  If  it  arise  partially,  it  can  only  be  when  the  price 
of  wool  shall  fall,  not  only  to  the  price  in  Europe,  but  be- 
low it,  and,  by  depressing  the  price  of  labor  in  like  pro- 
portion, a  great  part  of  the  capital  must  be  annthilatea. 

I  proceed  to  consider  the  operation  of  the  bill  on  the 
manufacture  of  cottons — a  manufacture  which  has  been 
the  subject  of  an  accurate  report  by  a  committee  of  the 
New  York  convention,  founded  on  actual  returns.  The 
capital  employed  in  that  manufacture  \n  the  autumn  of 
1831,  and  in  making^  additional  machinery,  VU  forty-five 
millions)  it  cannot  be  estimated,  at  present,  at  less  than 
fifly  millions.  Now,  what  is  the  manner  in  which  this 
great,  this  successfiil  interest  is  treated  by  the  committee? 
Why,  sir,  the  minimum,  or  specific  duties  of  seven  and  a 
half  cents  a  square  yard  on  white  goods,  and  eight  and 
three-quarterseents  cm  printed  or  edored,  aredoneawi^, 
and  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  twmty  per  cent,  put  in  tbeir 
place;  that  is  to  say,  seven  and  a  half  cents  ia  reduced  on 
the  average  to  one  or  two  cents,  and  eight  and  three- 
quarters  cents  is  reduced  to  from  one  and  a  half  to  three 
cents.  And,  sir,  what  is  the  ground  for  this  radical,  this 
enormous  change  to  one-fourth  that  imposed  by  the  fa- 
vorite act  of  1816?  I  listened,  Mr.  Chairman,  with  grreat 
attention  to  the  explanation  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, [Mr.  YiBVfturcK,]  and,  also»  to  another  member 
of  the  committee^  [Mr.  GiucoBBt]  tlic  reason  given  b} 
both  was  the  same,  that,  as  we  were  able  to  export  coarse 
cottons  to  foreign  countries,  little  qr  no  protection  cotild 
be  necessary  for  any  part  of  this  manufiicture.  Why,  sir, 
to  judge  from  tlie  explanations  of  the  committee,  I  must 
PTMume  that  th^  are  wholly  ignorant  of  tlie  fact  that  the 
Dusinoa  of  printmg  calicoes  is  carried  on  in  this  countr}-, 
and  j-et  at  least  ten  roillions  of  dollars  must  be  invested 
in  this  branch  of  business^  naklng  thirty  ^ve  to  f^rty  n^l- 
lions  of  yards  per  annum.  Rave  the  eonlniittee  maw  any 
inquiry  into  the  effect  of  this  change  on  tliii  great  inte- 
rest? They  do  not  pretend  that  they  have.  Ia  it  not  la- 
menUble  to  see  how  great  interests  are  sported  with  in 
this  enlightened  Government?  We  had  last  year  a  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  to  whom  was  committed  the  pro- 
tection of  the  manufacturing  Intereitt  througii  them,  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  wu  dhreeted  to  collect  infor- 
mation from  all  parts  of  the  United  States.  That  infor- 
mation ia  not  yet  before  us.  But,  on  the  strength  of  such 
inrormationashedid  (^tam,  and  1  know  he  took  very  con- 
mlerable  pains  to  inquire  into  tlie  state  of  the  cotton  ma- 
nufaeturc,  he  decided  on  the  present  rates  of  qiecific  du- 
ties. And,  yet,  here-is  a  committee,  knowing  notliing  of 
manufactures,  who  lop  off  tliree-fburths  of  the  duty  at  a 
blow,  because  we  eiport  eoarse  cottons.  Under  these 
circamstanoes,  it  beeomca  neceoary  to  eitcT  into  aome 
details  jn  reference  to  this  whole  meouftetliK.    llw  cot- 


ton manufacture  uuy  properly  enough  be  divided  into 
three  branches:  first,  the  coarser  description  of  cottons, 
of  which  a  considerable  part  are  exported;  secondly, 
the  finer  goods,  as  aliirtings,  sheetings.  Sec;  and,  tbndly, 
printed  calicoes,  various  eokved  goMt  fat  suiwaer  wear, 
vestings,  &c.  In  all  these  branches  conpetitton  has  beea 
carried  BO  far  as  to  produce  an  alwuKbuit  wapfij  for  the 
entire  consumption  of  the  country,  with  tlie  exception  of 
the  finer  devriptions  of  prints,  and  to  have  brought  down 
the  profits  of  the  business,  at  the  present  time,  below  the 
average  of  other  emplc^otents.  It  is  a  singular  Gwt,  that, 
at  the  present  mometrt^  the  maou&oture  of  the  coarse 
cottons  for  exportation  .ia  tbe  most  profitable  brmikch  of 
the  buriness.  These  coarse  eottoDSi  of  wlueh  I  am  fur* 
.  nisbed  with  a  description,  contain  die  value,  as  near  as 
may  be.  of  four  and  a  half  cents  c^the  raw  material  to  the 
square  yard;  the  cost  <^  manufacture  is  three  cent^  and, 
at  the  present  price,  produces,  in  <»di,  to  the  maiwfac- 
turer,  about,  but  hardly,  nine  cents,  and  giving  a  profit 
of  about  ten  per  cent  on  tbe  capital  employed.  It  may 
be  proper,  however,  to  state  that  thia  reraU  cu  oaSj  be 
produced  by  the  empl<^ment  of  the  very  best  madiinay. 
Now,  «r,  it  is  evident  that  thia  identical  deacriptios  of 
goods  could  not  be  imported  from  England,  even  wAboet 
any  protecting  duty  at  all.  But  the  Kogllsfa  mamibctute 
great  quantities  of  imitations  of  these  goods  out  of  the 
cheajier  Bengal  cotton,  which  tliey  sell  at  a  lower  price, 
and  it  is  only  aAer  ascertaining,  by  experience,  the  npe- 
rior  dundiility  of  our  goods  ttut  tbev  maintain  tbemsdres 
in  those  markets,  where,  it  is  probable,  much  greater 
quantittea  of  the  inferior  BritiA  goodseootinoe  to  be  sold 
than  of  the  superior  American  manufacture.  Now,  nr,  can 
it  be  for  the  interest  of  any  body  to  introduce  these  ioft- 
rior  goods  made  from  Bengal  cotton?  Can  there  be 
greater  madness  than  that  the  cotton  planter  riwuld  be 
desinms  to  try  this  experiment.'  .1  have  no  dooh^  how- 
ever, that  the  manufiicture  of  our  ooarse  cottoBS  w'dl  ms- 
tain  itself  eventually^  but,  if  the  other  btmndies  are  pros- 
trated, all  the  machinery  will  be  turned  upon  thia  dewr^ 
tion  of  goods,  and  our  own  and  foreign  markets  overstock- 
ed. So  thaC  for  a  time,  this  branch  will  be  paralysed 
with  the  rest. 

That,  under  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent.,  vast  quantities 
of  the  finer  descriptions  of  plun  goods  and  prinwif  cloths 
will  be  imported,  there  can  be  no  doubt;  bat  it  la  upon 
the  hraoeh  of  calico  priotitM*  that  it  will  fidl  wMl  pcenliar 
severity.  So  &r  ss  I  sm  informed,  there  is  but  one  i^ib- 
ion  amongst  those  best  acqmunted  with  the  sabje^  as  to 
the  effect  of  tlus  bill — that  it  will  cause  an  abudoBncnt 
of  the  buKness.  I  believe  it  myself,  and  yet  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  in  all  the  branches  of  the  cotton 
manufacture  wanted  for  the  common  purposes  of  life,  in- 
cluding printed  calicoes,  the  United  SUtes  are  siqipBed 
by  theur  own  manufacture  intrinsically  cheaper  than  any 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  It  it  rvrj  Sfteult  to 
make  a  bfidy,  so  much  governed  by  theories  ss  tUs  Honse, 
understand  how  this  can  be  true,  and  yet  tlie  manufiLcturc 
be  abandoned,  in  consequence  of  the  introduction  of  goods 
whicli  are  actually  dearer;  but  I  appeal  to  practical  men 
for  the  truth  of  it 

The  bet  is,  the  effect  of  the  specific  du^  has  been  to 
establidt  the  manufacture  of  goods  of  superior  qoafi^  to 
most  of  the  Engli^,  both  ss  to  substance,  sa  to  widch, 
snd  as  to  permanency  of  colors.  One-hal(atlea^ofthe 
British  prints  imported  are  fugitive  colots,  of  oo  value, 
but  which  cannot  be  'detected  by  the  unskjUtt\t_vhVle  h 
is  the  custom  of  nearly  or  all  the  American  printers  to 
print  noUiing  but  in  lut  colors;  at  all  events,'^  aiamp 
of  the  manuncturer  is  a  sufficient  guarao^.  Dnder  the 
present  duties,  none  but  goods,  eompantive^  Urii  pric- 
ed, are  impcrtedi  but  substitute  an  atl  valimm  <Mr  ^ 
twen^  or  thirty  per  cent,  and  whole  ship  loadi  m  mi- 
scrable  trash  witt  bniBdme our  market!.  lluTe  MWwr* 
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nuhed,  ind  hare  before  me,  a  nmple  whicb  I  believe  to 
bctbenep&MuAynof  inanityt  {t  is  eighteen  inches  wide, 
ind|  I  think,  thirty  yards  would  haraly  weigh  a  pound. 
It  ti  Mid  to  hare  been  sold  at  sis  cents,  subject  to  a  draw- 
back of  four  and  three-eighths  cenU;  and  yet  I  believe  the 
one  and  five-eighths  cents  which  it  cost  the  exporter  is 
doable  its  actuaJ  value. 

The  printing  of  cottons,  in  its  present  state,  is  one  of 
the  hi^est  triumphs  of  human  artt  the  engraving  the  ey- 
linders  ^rbaps,  the  most  delicate  and  curious  operation 
in  mechanics)  and  the  fixing  the  various  colors  is  the  ap- 
plication of  the  highest  discoveries  in  chemical  science. 
The  transfer  of  such  a  bu«ness  firom  one  country  to  an- 
other is  a  work  of  extreme  difficulty,  and  of  great  ex- 
pense—it  baa  been  completed. 

I  boldly  assert  that  there  is  no  branch  of  the  busi- 
ness, the  designing,  the  engraving,  the  printing,  or  the 
raising  the  colors,  which  will  not  compare,  in  beauty 
and  perfection,  with  the  best  work  in  Manchester.  My 
constituents  have  invested  several  millions  of  dollars  in 
this  branch  of  buuness;  they  have  done  it  under  the 
sanction  and  futh  of  your  lawsj  and  you  have  no  right 
to  repeal  those  laws,  and  abandon  tliat  property  to  de- 
•truetion. 

Every  dollar  of  capital  belonging  to  my  constituents, 
invested  in  the  cotton  manufacture,  has  been  invested 
since  t8l6.    They  have  never  asked  you  for  additional 
protectioni  on  the  contrary,  in  1834,  so  &r  as  individual 
opinion  went,  they  doubted  the  expediency  of  the  addi- 
tion then  made.   The  great  fidl  of  pricei,  in  1896,  how- 
ever, material^  altered  the  state  of  the  casei  and  the  in- 
troduction of  printing  carried  the  business  up  into  branch- 
es not  originally  contempkted.    And  yet,  sir,  we  took  no 
part  in  the  a<lditioniJ  duty  of  1 828.    I  was  myself  applied 
to,  and  asked  if  it  was  not  expedient  to  petition  Congress 
for  further  protection;  I  replied,  that,  as  a  question  of 
poUcy,  1  n^ght,  perhaps,  tlnnk  further  protection  expe- 
dient, as  extending  the  manufacture  into  higher  branches, 
but  being  myself  mterested  in  the  manufacture,  I  would 
not  ask  for  it.    It  was  not  asked  for  by  my  constituents; 
they  followed  your  legiMation,  and  they  claim  the  protec- 
tion of  those  taws  under  which  they  have  acted,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  right.  The  only  testimony  taken,  in  relation  to  the 
busineaa  of  printing,  before  the  committee  of  Congress, 
in  1828,  was  that  of  Mr.  Mar^udl,  formerly  of  Manches- 
ter, then  a  printer  of  Nev  York.   He  was  asked  the  fol- 
lowing queitlon:  "What  is  the  difference  in  expense  of 
printing  the  same  patterns  and  qualities  in  this  country  or 
in  England?"   Bis  answer  was:  "The  expense  of  print- 
ing is  one-third  higher  here  than  in  England;  this  arises 
Trom  the  difference  of  expense  in  fuel,  drugs,  and  wngesi 
the  fuel  vtuch  costs  twenty-seven  dollars  in  Manchester, 
eofta  fMW  hundred  and  twenty  dollare  in  Hudson,  to  do  the 
same  bumess."   And  yet,  ur,  two  gentlemen  of  the 
committee  [Mr.  Gilmou  and  Mr.  Polk]  have  quoted 
evidence  from  that  book,  in  reference  to  coarse  cottons, 
SIS  justifying  their  report,  and  forgotten  to  refer  to  this 
testimony  of  Mr.  Marshall,  which  is  directly  to  the  point. 

Now,  air,  in  the  lower  priced  prints,  where  the  foreign 
article  III  excluded,  competition  has  brought  down  the 
prices  to  the  lowest  point  of  living  profit,  and,  in  the 
nigiier  branches,  where  they  meet  the  Engli^,  there  is 
much  uncertainty,  arinng  from  the  nature  of  the  busi- 
ness, where  so  much  depends  on  fancy,  and  the  relative 
supply.  This  description  of  goods  has  to  be  sold,  what- 
ever may  be  the  price;  the  manufacturers  never  think  of 
keeping  them  over. 

In  consequence  of  the  larg^  importation  tn  1831,  and 
the  increasing  competition,  a  ^fttA  many  printing  esta- 
bliahments  have  lost  money  during  the  laat  year.  I  have 
the  accounts  of  the  Merrimack  company,  made  up  for  six 
months  last  November,  lowing  a  balance  of  profit  of 
fifty-seven  thousand  dolbra  on  tne  roanuftcture  of  three 
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millions  of  yards,  something  less  than  four  per  cent,  on 
the  capital;  but.  in  this  account,  no  allowance  is  made  for 
wear  and  tear  of  machinery,  nor  for  insurance  against  fire. 
Now,  sir,  if  sucli  is  the  state  of  the  business,  under  tile 
present  duty,  can  any  thing  but  ruin  follow  under  the  pre- 
sent bill,  which  removes  full  three-fourths  of  that  duty? 
There  is  one  consideration  of  which  I  dare  say  this  com- 
mittee are  not  aware,  and  which  has  an  important  bear- 
ing on  this  question — the  great  outlay  of  cspital,  compar- 
ed with  the  annual  product.  The  great  resulu  in  the 
cotton  manufiicture  are  produced  by  a  grreat  outlay  of  ca- 
pital, which  will  only  return  in  the  finer  branches  an  an- 
nual product  of  fifty  to  «xty  cenU  for  every  dollar  of  ca- 
pital. In  otiier  words,  a  caintal  of  a  miluon  of  dollars 
will  only  furnish  an  annual  supply  of  five  or  six  hundred 
thousand  dollars  of  manu&ctures.  So  that  twenty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  on  the  product*  is  only  about  ten  per 
cent,  on  the  capital. 

In  this  respect,  it  differs  materially  from  the  woollen 
manufacture,  where  a  pven  amount  of  capital  will  pro-, 
duce  more  than  doIUr  for  dollar  in  products.  The  ef- 
fect is,  that  a  duty  of  twen^  per  cent,  on  cottons  is  no 
more  protection  on  the  capital  employed,  than  ten  p«r 
cent,  is  on  woollens.  Why,  «r,  even  England,  with  all 
her  superiority,  imposes  as  great  a  duty  on  printed  cot- 
tons as  that  imposed  by  our  present  law.  She  imposes 
a  duty  of  three  and  a  half  pence,  or  seven  cents  the  square 
yard,  in  addition  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  often  per  cent 

Mr.  Chainnan:  Aware  how  little  this  committee  know 
of  the  sUte  of  this  manufacture,  I  am  gmng  to  furni^ 
them  the  best  possible  evidence  of  the  truth  of  my  sUte- 
ments — the  manufacliires  themselves.  I  have  been  fur- 
nished' from  a  few  different  establishments  with  these 
^mples,  to  which  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  committee. 
It  is,  I  dare  say,  such  an  exhibition  as  was  never  before 
made  in  this  hall;  it  'is,  in  my  apprehenn<m,  an  exhibition 
of  which  the  country  may  well  M  proud.  I  take  pride  In 
being  the  organ  of  making  it. 

The  distinguished  son  of  South  Carolina,  who  has  lately 
Uken  a  seat  m  the  other  branch  of  this  Government,  and 
who,  with  his  friend,  Mr.  Lowndes,  established  the  cot- 
ton minimum  in  1816,  was  in  Boston  about  the  year  1818, 
at  which  time  the  Waltbam  factory  was  in  full  and  suc- 
cessful operation.  He  visited  that  establishment,  and 
was  received  with  that  sort  of  gratulation  and  triumph^ 
which-seeroed  to  say,  and  which  in  fact  did  say— Behbid 
,  here  your  work! 

Mr.  Chairman:  I  berieve,  in  the  enthusiasm  of  the  mo- 
ment,  could  it  have  been  revested  to  him,  that,  in  the 
short  apace  of  fifteen  years,  such  an  exhibition  as  this 
could  have  here  been  made,  and  of  which  it  might  also  bo 
said,  I'his,  also,  is  your  work!  it  would  have  given  fain 
a  prouder,  a  nobler  satisbction,  than  a  true  revelation 
that  it  was  lus  destiny  one  day  to  be  the  Prendent  of  the 
United  States.  Bu^  alas!  what  a  change!  Alas!  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  in  tiiat  band,  who  have  conspired,  and 
stand  eager  and  impatient  to  strike  the  blow  whidi  is  to 
lay  this  great  interest  prostrate  at  your  feet,  I  aboiUd  b« 
obliged  to  say  of  that  gentleman,  Et  tu  Bruit? 

Mr.  Churman:  I  cannot  have  this  subject  without  sd> 
verting  to  one  otiier  circumstance,  which  has  an  tmporU 
ant  bearing  upon  this  whole  matter.  I  stated,  on  a  former 
occasion,  tliat  the  depressed  condition  of  the  buuneas  of 
manufacture  in  England  afforded  an  additional  reason 
against  withdrawing  protection  at  the  present  time;  that 
after  a  period  of  upwards  of  twenty  years  of  unexampled 
prosperity,  and  of  extnotdinary  profits  and  high  lidMr,  k 
crisis  had  arrived  when  over-proouction,  and  an  excess  of 
population  in  those  departments,  bad  entirely  changed 
the  acenet  and  that  for  several  years  neither  capital  bad 
given  any  adequate  income,  nor  the  wagea  of  labor  afford- 
ed a  decent  support  to  the  laborer.  The  period  which  I 
fixed  on  ss  thu  crisis,  was  the  spring  of  1836,  when  a 
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riod  of  loz  months  of  riots,  of  burning  of  cotton  mills,  and 
destruction  of  ifiKchinery,  took  plac«.  There  was  a  re* 
duction  in  the  price  of  manuftctiircs  of  more  than  one- 
third  in  those  six  months,  from  which  they  have  never  re- 
coreredt  on  the  contrary,  they  have  f^nerally  continued 
to  fall  still  lower.  This  fact  will  sufficiently  account  for 
the  buainesa  of  manufacturing  beings  compamtively  pro- 
fitable from  1816  to  1S24,  under  a  moderate  tariff,  with- 
out its  folloirinp  at  all  that  the  same  duty  would  be  an 
adequate  protection  now.  As  this  view  is  very  import- 
ant, I  must  ber  to  lay  before  the  committee  what  must  be 
considered,  I  uunfc,  full  oonfiniution  of  it.  It  ia  the  tes- 
timony of  Hr.  Atwood,  a  highly  respectable  banker  of 
Birming-ham,  and  a  member  of  Parliament,  before  the 
committee  (rf*  Parliament,  appwnted  to  consider  the  ex- 
pediency of  renewing  the  ch^er  of  the  Bank  of  England. 
It  may  be  observed  ttitt  Mr.  A.twood  is^  in  one  respect,  a 
theorist.  He  witnessed  the  prosperity  of  Enriand  during 
Ac  iospnuion  of  specie  payments,  and  the  change  which 
took  place  on  supplying  the  place  of  the  small  notes  with 
gold,  and  attributes  the  change  to  that  cause.  I  do  not 
agree  with  hiroi  but  as  to  the  net  of  the  general  distress, 
there  cannot  be  a  better  witness.  The  following  is  an  ex- 
tract from  bis  examination: 

"  Has  capital  been  invested  in  your  neighborhood  late- 
ly^ Within  the  last  five  or  six  months,  when  the  iron- 
masters and  manufacturers  generally  are  all  going  to  ruin, 
and  are  in  a  state  that  I  do  not  like  to  describe,  because 
we  all  feel  the  painfulness  of  it,  tiiey  are  many  of  them 
still  enlarging  their  works,  not  to  partake  of  profit,  but 
to  prolong  the  path  to  rtun,  by  lUninisfaing  their  general 
charges. 

*'  In  that  case,  of  course,  the  depresuon  of  trade  bears 
much  heavier  upon  those  who  are  not  in  a  condition  so  to 
aogment  their  worfc^—mucb  heavier^ 

**  Muit  not  that  be  one  principal  cause  of  the  distress 
that  prevails  with  yon  now,  and  is  it  not  verr  much  con 
fined  to  that  class  of  peopled  It  it  not  confined)  the  dis* 
tress  is  like  the  atmosphere,  among  all  working  classes 
and  trading  classes  in  England. 

"Do you  mean  without  exception?  I  say  without  ex- 
ception, although  I  know  that  extreme  difficulty  exists  in 
ffetting  at  this  truth,  for  I  myself  feel  great  pain  in  stating 
rtt  but  my  opinion  is,  most  decidedly,  that  all  tmle  in 
England  has,  within  the  last  seven  years,  been  carried  on 
at  a  pontive  loss,  except  where  speculators  have  now  and 
tfien  made  a  profit. 

«*  And  you  think  that  the  effect  of  that  distress  has  been 
to  ineroase  produotionf   In  some  trades^  unquestionably. 

**  How  ia  that  oonsistent  with  an  answer  you  gave,  that 
you  tboogbt  that  all  consumption  depended  upon  the  in- 
crease of  production,  and  that  the  increase  of  production 
would  tend  to  the  prosperity  of  the  trade?  The  wages  of 
labor  of  the  unhappy  laborersjire  paid  at  half  the  price; 
the  consequence  of  which  is,  that,  though  they  work  six- 
teen hoaraa  day  in  some  trades,  they  do  not  get  so  great  a 
reward  in  exchange  as  when  they  work  twelve  houna  day. 

'*  Than  you  do  not  think  that  the  increase  of  production 
alone  will  tend  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country?  Not  un- 
less it  is  at  bi^h  prices)  it  is  the  plenty  of  money  that 
makes  prosperity. 

"Then  a  plenty  of  money,  raising  the  profits  of  the 
people,  is  what  you  think  is  to  increase  \he  prosperity  of 
the  country?  Unquestionabljr,  I  believe  notlui^  else  will 
doi  I  mean  by  tiiat,  not  a  wild  increase  of  money,  but 
■ueh  an  inereaae  of  monnr  as  n^ll  be  aufficient  to  raise  the 
prices  of  proper^  and  liAor  above  the  level  of  the  fixed 
charges  wlucn  the  law  and  the  habits  of  the  country  im- 
pose upon  production. 

"  Is  the  production  of  the  country  greater  or  less  than 
it  was  seven  years  i^?  In*Bome  instances  it  is  greater, 
but  in  otbars  it  u  less.  It  is  greater,  by  the  inordinate 
toUa  of  some  olaaaea  of  meni  and  less,  by  the  toUl  want  of 


employment,  and  ttie  at^  of  hatf  emplofnkciit  «f  other 
classes,  of  men. 

In  tiie  segregate,  should  you  s*y  that  it  la  greater  or 
less'  It  is  leas.  The  aggregate  production*,  now,  1  eoa- 
sider  are  less  than  they  have  been  for  the  last  aeven  yean. 

"  Do  you  think  the  aggregate  capital  employed  is  pro- 
duction IS  less  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago?  1  think  there 
is  little  or  no  capital  employed  in  productive  power  aiw; 
the  capital  is  annihilated,  considered  as  money. 

Can  there  be  production  witiuiut  capital  empk^ed  in 
production?  The  capital  iaannibilatedt  it  conaata  of  brick 
and  tnortar,  maehineiy  and  enginea,  which  arr  abaoM 
worthlets.  I  know  one  case  of  a  cotton  mill,  srtuck  css^ 
seven  years  agn,  thirty-five  thousand  poonda,  that  vm 
sold  by  auction  a  fortnight  ago  for  fire  thouaand  pooads. 

"  is  the  food'and  raiment  annihilated,  with  which  tte 
laborer  is  maintained?  The  capital  1  conssder  to  be  the 
buildings  and  machinery,  and  dead  atf>clc,  and  iw^- 
ments  and  tools.  I  know  a  ease,  in  Bimungfaam,  of  valu- 
able tools  and  implementa  of  a  braaa  foundry,  wbicfa  coat, 
seven  years  ago,  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  aix^ 
pounds,  which  sold  a  few  weeks  for  f»e  budrcd  and 
twenty -five  pounds. 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  buildings  and  is^Je- 
menu  for  produang  the  manufacture  arc  aot  n  cuct- 
ence?  They  are  in  enatence,  but  tbcf  are  woith  almaat 
nothing  at  all. 

•*  Within  what  period  do  you  consider  tiM  ^  capital 
invested  in  manuncturea  haa  been  annUhtcd*  In  the 
last  seven  years. 

"  Has  there  been  no  fresh  capital  invested  in  nanofic- 
turea?  No,  except  in  the  manner  1  have  described,  ia  tbe 
desperate  stniggles  of  then  trying  to  escape  Am  raia. 

"  You  consider,  then,  that  no  eapitalista  have  iavcsted 
thnr  capital  in  manufaetoriei^  with  a  view  ts  [iiailuaiH. 
returns  within  the  last  seven  years?    I  an  eerts«  oTlL 

**  Is  there  any  increase  tn  the  cotton  naiiubetnre  wA- 
in  the  last  seven  years?  The  deatructioo  of  Me  osa 
makes  a  rise  of  another.  In  some  caaes^  in  tbe  cattoa 
trade,  immense  mills  have  been  sold,  or  let,  far  s  fiAh  of 
their  value)  and  out  of  that  deatntcti<m,  a  new  tradsHma. 
conung  in  unriiackled,  son^mea  cmtrirca  to  cnl,  fact 
not  to  make  a  profit. 

"  Does  not  a  branch  of  manufacture  aometimes  e^ 
blish  itself  in  a  new  part  of  the  country,  to  tbe  very  seri- 
ous injury  of  property  in  places  where  it  formerly  cni^* 
I  have  known  nothing  of  that  kind  within  the  Imtt  asvea 
years.    I  see  every  one  shrinking  from  mams&ctiimi 
ever)'  one  that  can  draw  out  one-tenth  put  of  bis  eapitsl 
gradually  docs  it,  but  I  haveseen  nodelcrmionlisnafcv^ 
tal  into  any  trade  witiiin  the  last  seven  yeart;  «■  Ac  can* 
trary,  1  have  made  it  a  point,  vitliin  tlie  kst  smn  years, 
of  asking  the  (question,  and  I  am  sure  I  have  asked  it 
thousand  well-informed  tradesmen,  whether  teij  kaew  of 
any  branch  of  industry  existing  in  England,  n  a 
prudent  man  of  industrious  habit^  with  tea  thoma^A 

Eoundsin  his  pocket,  and  of  competent  knowledge^  wouU 
e  justified  in  emharlunghia  oapitalt  and  I  have  never  sact 
with  but  one  single  instance  in  wbUb  that  qoeaban  hu 
been  answered  in  the  affirmative  and  that  maigh  uetancc 
was  a  Manchester  gentlemani  and  when  I  caBC  to  cross- 
examine  him,  he  bi^ke  down. 

"You  have  stated  that  the  fixed  capital  of tbeeo«Dcn' 
is  absolutely  annihilated?  Yes,  I  consider  it  a*  cos- 
ver^ble  into  money. 

"  You  have  slated,  alao,  that  in  many  inatwwea  capital 
has  changed  hands?  Capital  which  was  worth  «ne  busi- 
dred  thousand  pounds  has  fallen  in  aome  cases  down  to 
five  thousand  pound^i  that  five  thouaand  pouadagvts 
new  hands,  and  enables  the  new  man  to  carry  on  xX-t 
machinery  and  the  trade  till  another  dlivca  lun 

sell  it  fur  two  thouaand  pounds)  utd  ao  tfwre  MCM  aa 
limit  to  the  depression  in  progresa. 
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"  When  do  you  conNder  that  process  commenced  of 
the  destruction  of  capital?  In  the  autumn  of  1835.  It 
commenced  id  the  first  place  in  1816,  and  then  it  was 
changed  in  1817  and  ISlSi  then  it  eomiDenced  again  in 
1819,  and  went  on  till  1823)  and  then  it  changed  again, 
and  proafierity  came  till  1825." 

Now,  sir,  this  is  the  state  of  things  against  which  our 
own  manufacturers  would  have  to  conteml  on  opening  our 
ports  at  a  small  ad  valorem  duty.  And  in  this  conviction 
I  cannot  avoid  making  a  short  extract  from  the  examina- 
tion of  Ur  ^tbsehild,  the  celebrated  banker,  before  the 
same  committee.  I  cannot  but  recommend  the  remarks 
of  this  practical  man  to  ttie  theoretical  supporters  of  the 
system  of  free  trade. 

<*  If  the  exchanges  be  in  the  long  run  almost  invariably 
in  favor  of  this  country,'  muat  not  that  be  because  there  is 
a  considerable  balance  owing  from  other  couotriea  to  this' 
Ves. 

*'  IIow  do  yon  consider  that  there  u  a  considerable  bal- 
Mce  owing  from  otiier  countries  to  this?  Because  Eng- 
land is  the  place  of  settlement  for  the  whole  world;  what 
is  wanting  in  India,  in  the  Brnzils,  &c.  gets  settled  berei 
and,  secondly,  suppose  you  import  iron  from  Sweden,  if 
you  receive  one  thousand  pounds  worth  of  iron  and  ma- 
nufacture it,  you  will  then  eet  ten  thousand  pounds  for  it, 
and  then,  when  it  is  manuGuturedt  >t  )*  sent  to  all  the 
world.  Suppose  you  get  cotton  firom  America,  the  cot* 
ton  costs  there  three  pence  or  six  pence  a  pound)  but 
when  it  is  manufactured,  tiiat  pound  of  cotton  is  worth 
four  times  as  much.  In  the  regular  course  of  things,  the 
exchange  with  every  country  must  be  in  favor  of  this. 

**  If  your  opinion  be  true,  that  if  there  were  no  impor- 
tation of  corn  into  this  country,  and  if  there  were  no  fo- 
reign loans  wanted  from  this  coimtry,  the  exchanges  would 
always  be  in  favor  of  tbis  country,  mutt  not  it  inpritably 
follow  that  all  the  gold  and  nlver  in  Uie  world  must  come 
to  this  country?  It  will  tend  to  come  here. 

"  Mutt  not  there  be  some  counteracting  check?  Yes; 
if  there  was  not,  the  world  could  not  go  on;  if  we  had  not 
sometimes  importations  of  corn,  ana  sometimes  foreign 
loans  wanted,  I  do  not  know  how  the  people  on  the  con- 
tinent could  live. 

*■  You  hare  taken  into  consideration  the  commodities 
that  go  out,  but  have  you  taken  into  consideration  the 
wine  and  other  articles  brought  here  for  consumption? 
If  it  were  not  for  those  things,  1  do  not  know  what  would 
become  of  the  people  abroad. 

"  Does  not  what  you  have  stated  prove  that  there  is  a 
gradual  impoverishment  of  every  other  country  in  the 
world?  I  do  not  know  tliati  because  you  must  consider 
the  quantity  of  gold  we'  receive  from  tbe  nuninr  coun- 
tries. We  boa^t  lately  in  Parb  eight  hundred  tnouaanil 
pounds  sterli  of  gold,  which  came  from  the  Dey  of  Al- 
giers, that  was  locked  up  in  his  ecllar,  and  did  nobody 
any  good. 

"If  other  countries  are  not  able  to  pay  their  debts  to 
us,  by  sending  to  us  the  commodities  tb^  produce,  but 
are  obliged  to  send  ui  g(^,  must  they  not  be  in  a  itate  of 
gradual  nnpoverisbment?  Certainlyt  and  what  is  the  con- 
sequence? The  result  is,  that  we  always  make  a  loan 
when  they  get  very  poori  they  always  come  for  a  loan  of 
five  or  ten  millions,  or  whatever  they  want." 

Before  I  tike  my  seat,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  a  few 
words  to  say  in  reply  to  the  honorable  member  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  from  Tennessee,  [Mr. 
Pots:]  that  gentleman  informed  us  that  the  committee 
ha  I  fully  examined  into  tiie  matter,  and  lAut  the  bill 
wouM  do  the  manufacturer  ample  justice;  that  its  only  ef- 
feet  would  be  to  take  away  a  part  of  the  enormous  profits 
which  they  were  now  making,  and  put  them  on  a  par 
with  the  rest  of  tbe  community.  I  confess  I  was  sonie- 
wliat  .curious  to  see  how  this  position  was  to  be  maintain- 
rd|  and  i  will  not  conceal  my  surprise,  my  utter  astonish- 


ment, when  he  announced  to  us  that  tbe  evidence  was 
extracted  from  documents  furnished  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  under  areiolution  of  the  laatseMumof  Coo- 
greaa,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  tbis  House  mth  in- 
formation, now  in  the  process  of  printing,  and  which  the 
committee  obtained  from  tbe  printer  of  Uiit  Heuae,  partly 
in  sheets  and  partly  in  manuscript,  but  none  of  which  haa 
been  seen  by  a  single  member  of  this  House.  Yes,  sir, 
it  seems  tbe  manufacturers  have  been  tried,  and  convicted 
in  secret  condave,  by  the  holy  inquisition  of  this  commit- 
tee, by  confi>ssions  extorted  m>m  themselves,  and  all  thia 
not  only  without  being  heard,  but  without  being  present! 
They  have  been  convicted  of  making  too  mu^  money. 
And,  for  this  crime,  this  House  is  called  on  to  perform 
execution.  And  the  gentleman  has  actually  chided  us 
fur  the  delay  which  made  it  necessary  for  bim  to  state 
that  there  was  any  evidence  at  alt  in  the  case. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  is  that  evidence?  In  the  first 
place,  he  sUtes  that  many  of  the  agenta  declined  answer* 
ing  the  question,  what  were  tbe  profits?  All  these  are 
condemned  in  masy  for  contumacyt  "  the  inference  is, 
therefore,  most  strongly  drawn,  that  they  could  well  hear 
a  modiScation  of  duties,  and  still  realize  a  fair  profit." 
To  be  sure  one  agent  gives  the  reasons  assigned  by  many 
manufacturers,  **as  not  willing  to  hazard  an  opinion  on  a 
subject  thejLhave  not  viewed  in  all  iu  bearings."  Ano- 
tlier  agent  says,  "they  generally  declined,"  or,  "we 
make  little  or  nothing."  However,  he  says  they  Iiave 
furnished  evidence  enough  to  condemn  the  whole  body. 
And  what  is  it?  In  the  State  of  Vermont,  Houlton  and 
Cummins,  in  a  woollen  liictory,  make  a  profit  of  forty  per 
cent,  on  twenty-two  thousand  dollars;  J.  Powers  makes 
fifteen)  N.  B.  Hazen  makes  twelve  per  cent;  an  irtm 
foundty  yields  fifty-four  per  cent.  So  much  for  wool- 
lens and  iron! 

Then,  as  to  tbe  eotton  manu&cturer,  ve  have  tbe  fot 

lowing  from  one  ef  the  agenta: 

'<  It  is  well  known  that  Maine  has  not  many  large  ma- 
nufacturing establishments  of  any  kind.'  In  that  portion 
of  the  State  which  I  visited  or  examined,  1  found  but  two 
cotton  factories;  one  at  Winthrop,  in  the  county  of  Ken- 
nebeck,  and  the  other  at  Gardiner,  in  the  MM  eoun^. 
TUe  agent  of  the  former  vety  readily  answered  alt  tbe  in- 
quiries  put  to  him,  witlun  his  power  to  answer^  tbe  re- 
sult of  which  wilt  be  found  on  sbeet  No.  1,  accompany- 
ing tbis;  butthe  directorsof  the  Gardiner  factory  declined 
answering  any  of  them,  although  tiyice  called  upon  by 
me,  and  once  written  to  on  the  subject  f,  however, 
found,  by  inquiry,  that  their  operations  are  about  one- 
tbird  more  than  thme  at  Winthrop;  and,  owing  to  a  fa- 
vorable location  and  other  faeilities  for  carr^ii^  on  tbeir 
buriness,  their  profits  must  have  been,  durmg  the  year 
ending  September  last,  fully  twen^-five  per  cent."  The 
agent  guesses  the  profits  at  Gardiner  must  have  been 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  because  a  factory  at  Winthrop  made 
"  about  twenty  per  cent."  Now,  sir,  I  happen  to  know 
that  the  factory  at  Winthrop  was  sold,  some  years  ago, 
by  the  corporation  to  whom  it  belonged,  for  a  venr  mall 
part  of  the  cost;  leaving  large  debts  unpaid,  and  which 
remain  unpaid  to  tlus  day .  The  gentlentan  then  displays 
manuscript  documents!  No.  15(^  fifteen  per  cent.;  No. 
149,  twenty  per  cent. ;  No.  134,  twenty-five  per  cent. ; 
No.  something,  fifty  per  cent.;  but,  on  being  questioned 
to  what  business  it  wtated,  it  turns  out  to  be  saddlery. 
1*he  gentleman  proceeds,  here  are  tiie  returns;  any  gon.. 
tienun  can  examine  tliem  for  himself.  And  on  mm  m 
parttt  impafeet,  and  anonymous  testimonf,  w«  are  eiUed 
•n,  without  an  opportuitity  to  examine  to  settle  tlus 
most  delicate  question. 

Most  of  the  testimony  quoted  consists  in  tbe  opinions  of 
the  agents  appointed  to  collect  facts;  appointed  to  collect 
facts,  they  furnish  opinions! 

Mr.  Brbnson,  of  Connecticut,  tliinks  tlie  cotton  mami- 
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filCturera  make  use  of  a  bad  argument  against  the  reduc' 
\  tionofdutyon  cottons.  Another  agent  answers  an  objeC' . 
tion,  which  has  been  made,  very  satiBractonly  to  the  gen- 
tleman fhmt  TennesKe.  It  is  this:  "The  apprehension 
in  which  >o  manjr  pf  the  cotton  mannftcturen  concur,  { 
that  a  foreirn  article,  etjual  in  appearance  but  inferior  in 
quality  wiUi  theira,  might  compete  successfully  with 
theirs,  appears  to  me  [says  tlie  agent]  quite  groundless. 
Such  an  article  would,  in  my  opinion,  find  its  market  va- 
lue controlled  by  quality."  - 

And  for  such  opinions  the  publiT  money  is  paid.  Sir, 
I  vlU  not  waste  time  in  uiswerin;  such  evidence  or  such 
opinions.  I  will  only  observe,  that  the  period  fixed  on 
for  making  these  returns,  the  year  ending  September, 
1831,  comprised  a  period  of  great  overtrade,  of  high 
prices,  of  great  profits,  real  or  apparent,  in  every  bra:^ch 
of  business;  it  forms  no  criterion  of  the  average,  or  sub- 
'  sequent  state  of  things.  I  stated  myielf,  at  an  early  pe- 
riod of  the  last  session,  that,  in  some  few  cases,  manufac- 
turinnf  profils  had  amounted  to  ten  per  cent,  for  six 
monthsr  and  yet  the  same  establtAmenta  have  made  less 
than  four  per  cent,  for  die  last  six  monthst  to  fact,  a  g^at 
part  of  the  supposed  profits  of  1831  have  proved  mere 
moonshine,  having  been  swept  away  by  the  numerous 
failures  of  1832.  I  beg  leave  here  to  refer  to  a  letter 
from  a  mercantile  house  in  New  York,  of  the  highest  re- 
spectability, which  1  presented  to  this  House  during  the 
mt  aenion,  in  connexion  with  this  topic. 

I  have  a  linvle  word  to  say  in  reference  to  the  ques- 
tions propounded  b^  the  Secretary,  as  to  pn^ts,.  without 
ex|weM'i^  any  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  ofthe  inquiry.  I 
do  say  tt  IS  a  matter  of  the  utmost  difficulty  and  delicacy 
to  say  what  are  the  actual  nett  profits  of  a  manufiucturing 
est^liahment. 

There  is  no  rule  that  I  know  of,  what  allowance  should 
be  imde  for  wear  and  tear  and  depreciation  of  macbincTyt 
Hit  a  problem  wholly  unsettled.  So  much  machinety  is 
dirown  out  of  use  by  new  improvements,  that  there  is 
a  constant  tendency  to  overrate  the  pitrfits  beyond  the 
final  result.  I  cannot  state  a  stronger  instance  of  this 
than  in  respect  to  the  Waltham  company;  |certainly,  1 
suppose,  the  most  profitable  concern  that  has  existed  in 
the  United  States.  They  divided,  for  a  series  of  years, 
about  twelf«  or  thirteen  per  cent,  on  theaverikget  making 
what  was  conridered  a  sufficient  reserve  foe  wear  ana 
tear,  kc.  And  yet,  in  1830,  in  making  a  critical  valua- 
tion of  their  property,  of  their  oripnal  capital  of  six  hun- 
dred thcMisand  dollars  they  could  only  find  four  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  dollars,  or  seventy -five  cents  to  the  dollar. 

Sir,  some  of  the  questions  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment were ofa  character  not  eaqr  toanswer;  for  example: 
If  a  reduction  of  the  tariff  should  cause  you  to  abandon 

Sour  buMnesti  how  would  you  emplt^  your  capital?  What 
I  the  average  profit  Of  money  or  capital  in  the  United 
States?  Who  can  answer  this  question?  Certainly  I  can- 
not. So  much  depends  on  the  security  of  (lie  return. 
TVe  kiww  very  well  that  four  and  a  half  per  cent,  stock 
ofthe  United  States  would  bring  a  premium.  In  trade  or 
manufiictures,  I  suppose  ten  per  cent,  would  not  be  con- 
sidered unreasonable.  Gentlemen  from  Kentucky,  Ohio, 
and  Louinana,  tell  me  that  any  amount  of  mone)*  can  be 
loaned  in  that  region,  on  the  best  security,  on  bond  and 
mortgage,  at  ten  to  twelve  per  cent.  And  gentlemen 
of  the  hi^est  authority,  from  Louisiana,  inform  me  that 
they  will  ensure  twenty  per  cent,  in  cotton  planting,  so 
long  as  cotton  will  sell  for  ten  cents  a  pound. 

But  the  gentlemM  from  Tennessee,  after  excepting 
agidn*  want  of  skill,  borrowed  capital,  bad  machinery, 
bad  debts,  fire  and  floods,  lays  down  this  propontion: 
"  The  general  proposition  which  1  affirm  to  be  established 
by  tbe  whole  body  of  this  testimony,  is,  that  in  all  those 
eatablishmenU  where  there  is  skill,  real  capital,  improved 
machinery,  and  proper  economy  and  vigilance  in  their 


management,  they  have  proved  to  be  more  pnAaMe  than 
ar.y  ouitr  regular  and  steady  business." 

Now,  sir,  Tjoin  issue  with  the  gentleman;  Idenyibe 
fact  in  Uiot  and  challenge  him  to  make  it  good.  Doeahc 
know  bett»  than  the  parties  titemsetves?  ^r,  I  have  m 
my  hand  a  statement  made  up  by  a  gentleman,  for  wboae 
correctnesB  I  can  vouch,  In  tne  shape  of  an  account  cur- 
rent, showing  the  result  of  an  original  investment  of  fiAy. 
one  thousand  duUars  in  the  different  eslabliahmeirtB  at 
LoWell,  since  1821,  and  certainly  no  establi^menta  stand 
■higher,  showing  that,  taking  the  price  at  which  those 
stocks  are  selling,  his  return  la  something  short  of  seven 
and  a  half  per  cent,  per  annum.  Tbe  price  of  the  stocks 
is  in  itself  a  very  safe  criteritmt  there  are  none  worth 
par  in  the  market.  I  have  the  last  semi-annual  retom*  of 
profits  from  the  following  cumpanies:  the  Lowell,  onfe- 
ing  negro  clotlis,  capital  tour  hundred  thousand  daHuit 
profits,  between  four- and  five  per  cent.;  the  Uanuhoa, 
capital  nine  hundred  thousand  dollars,  barely  four  per 
cent.  I  tiie  Uerrimack  company,  capital  one  million  avc 
hundred  tbousanddollars,  fifty-nine thouamd  doUan  sfaert 
of  fbur  per  cent.  As  to  the  effect  of  this  bill,  which  the 
gentleman  conriders  so  safe,  1  have  only  to  state  that  the 
mere  rumor  that  this  bill  might  p*ss,  cauaed  a  iaffc  quan- 
tity of  the  stock  of  the  latter  company  to  be  sold  at  twenty 
per  cent,  discount.  I  have  also  in  my  band  a  letter  froBi 
Messrs.  Lawrence  8c  Stone,  of  Bottoo,  owmo^  one  of 
tbe  best  conducted  woollen  establishmenia  inthecaaUrv, 
stating  they  had  just  made  up  their  acconnt  for  tbe  year, 
having  manufactured  two  hundred  thousand  doOan  worth 
of  cassimeres,  and  showing  an  actual  loss  of  over  four 
thousand  dollars;  and  yet  they  did  a  very  good  btuineti 
in  1831.  1  could  multiply  this  evidence  to  any  extent; 
but  I  trust  I  have  satisfiedlhe  committee  that  Ibis  ioterrst 
is,  in  bet,  at  this  -vtry.  moment,  instead  of  bong  uouual* 
ly  profitable,  very  much  depressed.  AsaneridcneeoCtbe 
effect  of  our  hasty  tampering  with  this  maUer,  i  OMUtbeg 
to  read  the  following  extmct  of  a  letter  frum  LovcH,  a 
place  of  twelve  thousand  inhabitants,  depending  oa  the 
cotton  manufacture,  dated  13th  Januaiy: 

**  Lowell  is  dull  enough  ;  n<l  land  speculations  are  go- 
ing forward,  and  no  prospects  of  new  building*  yet  be- 
ing built.  Several  of^  tbe  speculators  and  buiklen,  who 
are  without  capital,  (and  this  is  the  case.inth  dnmI,)  h»*c 
failed,  and  more  must  follow;  no  money  can  be  hoed  now 
on  real  estate  in  Lowell,  and  rents,  which  have  been  vcrr 
high,  are  coming  down.  As  yet  it  so  happens  that  evtty 
man  who  has  failed,  is  of  the  true  Jackson  party;  and  tlM 
supporters  of  the  President  in  this  place  are  now  preUy 
well  satisfied,  by  woful  experience,  that  heianol  the^rmt 
friend  to  protection  which  they  haTe  before  in^ted  upen 
his  being.** 

After  all,  Ur.  Chairman,  will  this  bill  aatitQrSaulb  Glaro- 
lina?  No-sir,  not  at  all.  Sbebasawom  Iw  sBtbeoinls 
in  the  calendar,  *'  that  a  protecting  tariff  sball  ao  kinfiet 
be  enforced  within  the  limits  of  South  Carolina,"  and  no 
human  power  shall  drive  her  from  her  position.  Does  tlH» 
bill  extinguish  the  principle  of  protection.'  By  no  meant. 
It  will  prostrate  great  interests,  but  it  will  not  »ect  the 
position  taken  by  South  Carolina. 

No  friend  of  South  Carolina  would  wish  lo  see  htx 
satisfied  with  this  bill.    1  have  too  much  respect  for  her 
to  believe  slie  would  be  satisfied  by  it.    What  a'ouU  be 
the  .inference,  and  what  would  be  said  by  the  workl* 
South  Carolina  talked  loud  of  principle,  but  she 
only  bragging  high;  her  object  was  to  get  a  little  filthy 
lucre,  and  she  was  satisfied  wtth  it.    I  should  be  *ott\ 
to  see  Soutli  Carolina  so  di^T»ced.    No  doubt  tJi'e 
must  retrace  h«r  ttepstshe  may  do  so  with  erefit  to  hi.T 
selfi  she  may  yield  to  the  fbrce  of  public  opinten.  1  wouli' 
give  her  time  for  reflection.    Bo  far  as  the  real  intc reli- 
ef South  Carolina  are  concerned,  I  would  save  ber  ^t> 
herself.   Ifiilly  believe  that  the  passage  of  thb  MB  woul  J 
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lessen  the  value  of  her  great  staple  of  cotton  nearly  or 
quite  a  cent  a  pound. 

In  concluaion,  Mr.  Chaimian,  I  hare  ntisGed  lajTselfi  if 
not  othen»  that  we  htre  no  lurpluB  revenue  to  reduce; 
that  thif  bill  ii  deitructWe,  rumouv,  unprincipled  in  its 
characteff  that  its  panage  would  alienate  the  affections 
of  a  preat  body  of  the  people  from  the  GoTernnient,  and 
tend  to  disturb  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  Union. 

[The  above  u  Mr.  A.*s  entire  speech  as  delivered  on 
both  dayst  but  when  he  first  obtuned  the  floor,  on  INieft- 
day,  he  yielded  to  a  motion  for  the  rising  of  the  commit- 
tee, which  was  negatived  by  a  majority  of  one  Vote,  and 
Mr.  A.  thereupon  commenced  speaking. 

He  bad  proceeded  but  a  few  minutes,  when  the  motion 
was  renewed,  but  again  negatived:  Yeas  7%  nays  75. 

Mr.  A.  had  spoken  for  half  an  hour,  in  opposition  to  the 
bill,  when  the  motibn  waa  once  more  made  by  Mr.  £■ 
£V£R£  rr,  and  succeeded:  Yeas  69,  nays  63. 

The  coQimiltee  accordingly  rose.] 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  then  moved  that  the  House  do  again 
go  into  Comnuttee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  cf  the 
Union.  He  wished  the  people  to  see  who  were  for  de- 
ciding this  question,-and  who  were  not 

Mr.  KVANS,  of  Maine,  moved  that  the  House  ad- 
journ. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays;  they 
were  ordered,  and  resulted  as  follows:  Yeas  68,  nays  76. 

So  the  House  refused  to  adjourn  fat  30  minutes  before 
4  o'clock.] 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  moved  that  the  House  do  nnw  go  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  VIKTON  demanded  a  call  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  gave 
notice  that  he  aliould  do  bo  whenever  it  should  be  moved 
to  adiourn  before  5  o'clock,  until  this  bill  should  be  dia- 
posea  of. 

Mr.  STANBERY  moved  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Tellers  were  called  for,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
ane4fth  of  the  House  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  being  33,  the  nays  78,  it  appeared  that  no 
quorum  had  voted. 

The  CHAIB  decided  that  the  yeas  and  nays  should  be 
caUed. 

Mr.  MERCER  appealed  from  this  deeisiont  but  after- 
wards consented  to  withdraw  his  appeal. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  taken,  and  resulted  as  fol- 
lows: Yeas  71,  nays  75. 

Mr.  VEHPLANCK  said  that  at  this  time  he  feared  it 
would  be  to  no  purpose  to  urge'  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  bilit  but  as  the  eyes  of  the  nation  were  on  the 
HoBt^  and  an  intense  onziety  was  felt  through  every  paH 
of  the  country  on  the  result,  he  had  been  requested,  on 
behalf  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  earnestly 
to  invite  all  who  thought  with  them,  as  to  the  propriety 
of  passingthe  bill,  to  come  to  the  House  to-morrow  with  a 
fixed  determination  of  getting  the  bill  out  of  committee 
if  possible.  He  concluded  by  moving  to  adjourn,'  but 
withdrew  his  motion  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  BURGES,  who  admitted  that  great  anxiety  pre- 
vailed throughout  the  countiy  as  t<rthe  result  to  which 
Congress  should  come  in  respect  to  the  bill:  but  observ- 
ed, that  there  were  many  gentlemen  in  the  House  who 
wiiilied  and  demanded  to  be  heard  before  the  bill  should 
be  taken  out  of  the  power  of  the  committee;  of  these  he 
was  one.  , 

Mr.  WILDE  said  he  was  xtry  anxious  that  the  House 
should  proceed;  he  would  move  to  go  again  inta commit- 
tee, and  if  gentlemen  were  willing  to  listen  to  him,  be 
wuiild  willingly  commence  his  remarks  at  this  hour. 

Mr.  POLK  remonstrated  with  warmth  against  early 
adjournments  while  this  bill  was  yet  in  committee:  delay 
must  be  fatal  to  it:  and  if  gentlemen  agreed  with  him,  he 


hoped  they  would  come  to-morrow  determined  to  sit  un* 
lil  the  cock  should  crow  on  the  following  morning  if  the 
bill  could  not  sooner  be  gotten  out  of  committee.  Let 
gentlemen  bring  forward  their  amendments  at  once,  and 
not  consume  the  time  in  discussions  on  general  principles. 

Mr.  EVERET  r  explained  why  he  had  at  first  moved 
for  the  rising  of  the  committee.  He  had  not  done  it  in 
any  vexatious  spirit,  but  because,  while  his  colleague 
I  Mr.  ArPLXTOx]  was  making  very  important  statements, 
on  which  he  was  founding  a  strong  argument,  the  noise 
and  confueion  in  the  committee  were  so  great  that,  al- 
though he  sat  within  three  feet  of  his  colleague,  he  could 
not  hear  his  words  with  sufficient  distinctness  to  compre< 
bend  them.  Numbers  wei;e  just  returning  from  another 
place  where  their  minds  had  been  much  excited,  [lie  was 
understood  to  allude  to  the  Senate,  where  Mr.  Calhouit 
had  been  speaking,]  and  their  entrance  produced  much 
of  the  disorder  which  had  prevailed.  It  was  not  quite 
fair  in  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Pou]  to 
press  thus  hard  for  a  decision.  The  gentleman  bad  him- 
self made  yesterday  a  very  plausible  speech,  and  one 
which,  according  to  faia  own  account  of  it,  had  made' 
members  flutter  who  were  round  him.  And  what  had 
been  the  staple  of  that  speech?  Documents — to  which 
none  (or  but  one  or  two)  of  the  members  bad  had  any 
opportunity  of  access.  On  these  statements,  ha  wished 
the  House  to  go  into  immediate  action  on  the  hill.  Mr. 
£.  asked  in  the  name  of  justice  that  these  documents 
should  first  be  laid  (as  far  as  they  were  printed)  on  the 
tables  of  members,  that  they  might  have  at  least  the  ma- 
terials on  which  to  form  a  judgment. 

Mr.  CARSON,  afler  some  remarks  imperfectly  heard, 
moved  that  the  House  adjourn. 

The  motion  prevailed,  and  tlie  House,  at  length,  ad- 
journed. 

Wxukkssat,  Ja^vabt  23. 
MANUFACTURES,  &c. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  re- 
solutions submitted  by  Mr.  Aqaks. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  proceeded  to  address  the  House,  but 
was  notified  by  the  SruKxm  that  the  member  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Adaks]  was  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  had  closed  his  remarks. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  then  said  he  was  not  disposed  to  en- 
gage in  a  little  counter  debate  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff, 
when  the  main  debate  upon  that  Important  question  was 
before  the  House  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  tlie  Union.  A  few  of  the  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Stkw- 
aat}  might,  howe^'er,  be  supposed  to  require  a  word  or 
two  in  reply. 

The  gentleman  required  a  great  deal  of  information. 
He  [Mr.  H.]  was  willing  to  give  him  as  much  as  heeould. 
and  if  he  was  not  satisntd  with  that,  it  was  out  of  his 
power  to  ^ve  him  satisfaction.  It  appeared  1o  him  that 
if  the  gentleman  could  have  recollected  his  vote  and  his 
predictions  of  ruin,  he  might  have  asked  the  House  to  re- 
judge  the  question.  The  gentleman.said  that  he  was  in 
Kgj-ptian  darkness;  perhaps  he  was,  and  subject  also  to 
other  of  the  Egyptian  plagues;  but  he  wanted  light. 
Mr.  H.  was  sorry  that  it  vm  not  in  his  power  to  give  the 
gentleman  as  much  light  as  he  wanted,  but  he  would  assist 
as  f;ir  as  he  could.  He  wished  for  a  reduction  of  the  du- 
ties, because  he  wished  to  reduce  the  revenue  six  millions, 
lie  had  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers  at  heart,  and 
wished  to  encourage  them  as  much  as  any  one;  but  he 
wished  the  people  to  be  disburdened-  He  wished  to  en- 
courage industry,  and  would  l>e  glad  to  see  all  idleness 
converted  into  industry)  and  when  he  proposed  to  relieve 
the  country  of  six  millions  of  taxation,  he  believed  him- 
self to  be  acting  as  friendly  a  part  to  the  country  as  those 


Digitized  by  Google 


im  GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER  1228 

H.  OF  R  ]  7%a  Thrift  BUL  iUm.  33.  18S3. 


who  wuhed  to  continue  the  taxes.  So  much  for  hit  an- 
awer,  and  for  the  reason  why  he  would  vote  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  taxes.  At  the  last  aeMton  the  gentleman  up- 
poied  that  the  biUof 1832  would  not  only  produce  enough 
for' the  revenue,  but  too  much;  a  large  sum  in  the  pub- 
lic treasury,  he  looked  upon  as  the  greatest  of  human  evils. 
He  imagines  the  preaent  bill  to  be  unfortunate,  inasmuch  as 
k  will  not  sufficiently  reduce  tlie  revenue.  He  cannot  say 
that  it  was  unfortunate  in  not  Inving  the  effect  of  reducing 
the  taxation.  Tbegentl«ilan  Mated  a  scheme  by  which  he 
could  reduce  the  revenue  without  int^erin^  with  the 
manuftcturing'  interest.  He  would  not  mind  Ins  scheme, 
but  be  would  say  that  the  preaent  copper-washed  pig 
iron  system  of  taxation  was  the  most  cruel,  the  most  op- 
presnve,  and  the  most  impolitic  that  could  be  devised. 
When  the  people  asked  for  a  reduction  of  taxes,  the  gen- 
tleman would  accommodate  them  by  saying  you  shall 
have  no  reljeft  what  you  deemed  burdensome  shall  be  in- 
ereased  to  you  tenfuld.  This  was  such  ai^atem  as  ought 
only  to  be  proposed  by  the  worst  of  despota  to  alaves  in  the 
Anatic  world.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  himself  would 
repudiate  and  condemn  it.  He  hoped  never  to  see  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  adopt  that  system.  NO)  the 
Secretat^  of  the  Treasury  was  an  honest  man,  and  would 
adopt  no  such  tiling.  But,  although  he  thought  so  badly 
frf  the  scheme,  yet  the  gentieman  in  Eigyptian  darkness 
thouf^t  highly  of  it  He  would  test  nit  sincerity  in  a 
few  articles.  Would  he  adopt  his  system  with  regard 
to  indigo?  When  he  attempted  to  cany  oat  this  qrstem 
on  an  article  like  that,  he  might  have  some  credit  for 
■incerity. 

If  Pennsylvania  had  procured  for  hersetf  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  railroad  iron,  to  secure  the  completion  of  her 
great  works,  perhaps  it  would  be  *s  well  for  tlie  gentle-, 
man  to  propose  a  duty  on  that  article.  The  tax  would 
certainly  cease,  if  it  went  to  prohibit  the  use  of  the  ar- 
ticle; and  if  ihe  gentleman  could  get  a  duty  of  one  or  two 
hundred  dollars  a  ton  laid  upon  railroad  iron,  it  would  save 
all  the  duties  on  that  article;  but  be  would  not  recommend 
it,  until  a  sufficiency  of  railroad  iron  was  obtained  to  com- 
plete the  works  in  Pennq'lvania.  So  strong  was  the  gen- 
tleman's oppoution  to  the  bill,  that  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  pasMng  of  it  would  create  discontent  and  (^urt>ance. 
Did  any  man  believe  that  the  people  would  take  up  arms, 
because  their  taxes  were  reduced?  It  would  be  a  new 
era  in  history,  if  (he  people  should  be  found  to  revolt 
against  a  reduction  of  revenue.  He  hoped  Congress  would 
exercise  discretion  and  judgment,  so  as  not  to  call  forth 
conftwon  from  a  reduction  of  the  public  burden.  The 
'gentleman  had  said  be  wished  for  or  recommended  the 
impontion  of  Uxes,  becabie  it  caused  a  great  reduc- 
tion  in  the  price  of  goods.  He  [Mr.  H.]  nib'imtted  to 
the  gentleman  and  to  tlie  House,  that  the  question  was 
not  whether  the  prices  of  goods  had  fallen  or  risen.  The 
prices  of  goods  depended  on  many  circumstances,  inde- 
pendent of  taxation.  Articles  of  Importation  changed  their 
prices  according  ta  their  value  in  foreign  markets,  accord- 
ing to  tiie  quantities  imported  and  on  hand,  and  from  many 
other  causes.  The  question  was  not,  tlien,  had  the  prices 
of  goods  risen  or  fallent  but,  were  the  prices  higher  or 
lower  than  they  would  be  without  the  tax?  This  might  be 
ascertained  by  the  difference  between  purchases  made 
here  and  in  other  countries.  In  a  document  which  was 
furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  1637,  the 
gentleman  might  find  a  great  deal  of  the  information 
which  be  asked  for.  According  to  this  statement  among 
the  ad  valorem  duties*  he  would  find  cloth  of  American 
manufiictare  at  nearly  double  the 'price  of  foreign  {  and, 
in  a  great  proportion  of  articles,  the  American  prices 
kept  from  one-half  to  two-thirds  in  advance  of  European 
prices.  At  the  other  side  of  the  water,  the  gentleman's 
system  was  better  observed.  There,  the  wants  of  the 
Government  frequently  rendered  taxation  sufficiently 


burdensome.  Where  goodswereimportedatad  valorem 
duties,  the  importer  had  an  advaota^  oo  the  price.  He 
might  have  a  variety  of  invoicM,  one  by  wtuA  to  pay  lib 
duties  and  sell  according  to  another.  Id  1831,  ivpatta- 
tions  sold  at  handsome  profits  in  the  Americaji  narkct 
Mr.  H.  then  went  into  a  comparative  statement  of  the 
prices  at  which  goods  were  purchased  in  ^  various  mar- 
keU  of  Europe,  and  said  that  those  who  had  beat  pur- 
chascra  in  this  country  could  say  wliat  Uie  price*  were  in 
thb  marked  and  whether  the  prices  of  AmeriEn  naw- 
factured  articles  were  much  below  diem.  He  mbnil- 
ted  that  the  real  question  was  whether  the  real  ptica 
were  lower  than  they  would  be  without  the  tax.  He  al- 
lowed thatth^  prices  in  an  importing  country  most  be  a 
little  greater'tt^an  in  the  country  from  wluch  goods  were 
imported.  The're  must  be  the  expense  of  traimt,  and  a 
moderate,  and  aometimes  an  immoderate  prcAt  for  the 
importer.  He  wanted  something  to  reduce  tbe  ptkctt  and 
Uie  gentleman  hod  said  that  the  taxea  reduced  the  prices 
How?  Mr.  H.  then  went  into  a  sUtemenl  of  tbe  cAccb 
which  the  duties  had  on  the  prices  of  goods  at  dificrcrt 
times.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman  to  exanine  ^  re- 
turns of  imported  articles  under  ad  valorem  and  ipecific 
duties.  The  real  question  was,  were  they  lower  bete 
than  they  would  be  without  a  du^?   No  one  wsidd  sup- 

Eort  a  tax  which  could  not  reduce  the  prices  of  geeli. 
ut  which  might  make  them  so  lugfa  that  they  co^  ■« 
be  purchased.    He  was  averse  to  such  a  tax. 

As  soon  OS  Mr.  H.  concluded  his  remarks,  it  was  ao- 
nounced  tiiat  the  hour  devoted  to  tbe  con^dermtioo  of 
resolutions  had  expired. 

Mr.  ADAMS  wished  that  tbe  question  nugfat  be  taken, 
at  least  on  the  first  resolution,  as  early  as  poaubk.  Tbe 
information  waa  of  great  importance  as  coooecSed  with 
the  bill  now  pendii^  in  the  commiUeeoC^  House.  He 
wished  the  House  to  understand  that  bis  rewtoionsbad 
been  before  It  about  ten  d^s,  and  had  al*n7*  been  post- 
poned in  consequence  of'^ the  hour  expiring.  .During 
that  time  be  had  not  detuned  the  House,  by  am  thing  be 
had  said,  ten  minutes.  But  if  gentlemen  would  drive  tbe 
House,  Jehu  like,  into  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  with- 
out the  information  which  the  resolution  was  nrteaded  to 
afford,  itseemed  like  a  wish  to  prevent  comu^  tesdeci- 
sion,  which  he  deemed  very  important. 

Mr.  KRNNON  rase,  but  the  hour  dlotted  for  manuq; 
busineu  having  ex|ured,  the  House  proceeded  to  the  er- 
ders  of  the  day,  and  a^n  went  into  Comodltee  af  tbe 
Whole  on  the 

TARIFF  BILL. 

Mr.  AFPLETON  ranimed  his  speech,  and  coadodcd 
after  addressing  the  committee,  in  oppo^tioa  to  the  biD. 
about  three  hours. 

[His  speech  is  given  entire  above.] 

Mr.  EVERETT,  of  Vermont,  followed.  The  hooor- 
able  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Meant 
stated,  yesterday,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  be  was  inatmcted 
(with  what  propriety,  it  belongs  not  to  me  to  my)  to  re- 
quest tiie  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  nt  out  the  qoettioa  ' 
to-day.  This  being  the  course  indicated,  I  riiall  not  make 
the  motion,  which  at  thb  hour  (four  o^eloek)  ia  uaoslly 
sustained,  that  Ihe  committee  rise;  and  I  \Mpe  that  motton  { 
will  not  be  made  by  any  opponent  of  the  biO{  ibou^, 
should  it  come  from  the  other  side  of  tbe  Uousr,  it  would 
be  accepted  as  a  faror. 

I  do  not  ri^e,  sir,  for  the  purpose  of  dehjmg  ttte  pro- 
grem  of  the  bUl|  but  to  defend  tbe  intereats  «S  my  con- 
stituents, which  will  be  so  deeply  affected  by  Ha  pamsgt- 
I  consider  this  bill  not  only  as  immedbtel^  tajorwus  to 
their  interests,  but  as  tending  to  undermum,  and  vHi- 
mately  to  subvert  the  system  of  protection  to  the  hkir 
and  industry  of  the  country.  Tbe  State  which  I  bare 
the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  at  an  eariy  pciiddMlept- 
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ed  Ilie  aTstem.  Mer  reprewntativei,  sgiuntt  the  rest  of 
New  EngUnd,  (with  the  exception  of  New  Hampshire,) 
yoted  for  the  torifF  of  1816.  They  aUo  voted  for  the 
tariffBof  1834  and  1838,  From  year  to  year,  aa  oAen  at 
the  ^ueation  haabecn  in  prospect,  her  L^aUture  haa,  by 
unaninwuB  rotes,  requeated  her  representativea  to  sup- 
port the  protecting  ^stem.  Resolutionf  of  that  charac- 
ter, 1  hare  had  the  honor  to  present  to  the  Hotiae  during' 
the  present  session.  Such  oeing  the  sentiments  of  my 
conitituents,  I  cannot  consent  to  permit  this  hill  to  pro- 
gress further,  without  submitting  to  the  committee  my 
Tiews.of  its  principles  and  tendency. 

I  have  said,  nr,  that  my  State  ia'  deeply  interested  in 
the  fate  of  this  bill.  From  the  retarna  of  the  treamry 
agents,  I  am  enabled  to  give  a  statement  of  thoK  inte- 
rests, approximating  to  accuracv.  We  have  inveated,  in 
the  various  branches  of  mmufaclurei,  a  fixed  capital  of 
91,250,000,  and  an  acUre  capital  of  at  least  «1,750,000, 
^ieldin^  an  annual  product  of  over  $3,350,000.  We  have 
in  sheep  the  value  of  f3,000,000» 'requiring,  in  land,  for 
their  sustenance,  the  value  of  C10,OuO,00^  yielding  an 
annual  product  of  (1,750,000.  These  interests  are  spread 
over  the  whole  Slatei  the  manufacturera  are  located  on 
every  sireamj  the  wool  is  the  product  of  almost  every 
Farm.  From  thia statement,  it  will  be  perceived  that  the 
leading  interest  is  that  of  agriculture)  the  leading  object, 
to  protect  the  labor  of  the  country,  and,  incidentally,  the 
capital  invested  in  mnufactarea.  Those  interesU  are 
mutually  dependent  on  each  other.  It  ia  in  vain,  sir,  that 
R-e  lay  high  duties  on  foreign  woo),  if  we  do  not  create  a 
market  for  our  own,  by  encouraging  manufactures.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  encourage  manufactures^  not  for  the 
nere  pro6t  of  the  capitalist,  w  of  the  raanuGicturets  of 
Tureign  wooL 

The  bill  has  two  objectat  the  one,  ostensiblci  the 
ather,  understood;  to-  reduce  the  revenuet  to  allay  the 
diseontenU  of  the  South.  The  bill,  in  conformity  with 
the  Preaidenfs  message,  proposes  to  reduce  the  revenue 
to  the  wanta  of  the  Government.  This  reduction  be- 
comes necessary  in  consequence  of  the  near  approach  of 
:he  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt.  In  thw  I  moat 
leartily  concur;  on  this  point  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion.  I  go  further:  I  not  only  concur  in  the  necessity 
if  reducing  the  revenue  to  the  expenditure,  but  will  go 
IS  far  as  any  one  in  reducing  the  amount  of  that  expen- 
liture;  not  only  to  the  sum  of  $15,000,000  proposed  by 
he  committee,  but  to  the  sum  of  $13,000,000.  This,  I 
hink,  it  is  in  the  power  of  this  House  to  dot  I  do  not  say 
It  this  time,  but  that  it  ought  to  be  ultimately  brought 
lown  to  thatsum.  The  object  underatood  ii^  to  allay  the 
Uscontents  of  the  Sooth.  At  the  last  session,  I  had  sup- 
Kwed  both  these  objects  would  have  been  effected  by  the 
•ill  of  the  14th  of  July. 

Soon  after  my  retuitt,  sir,  I  received  a  document  fnim 
he  treasury,  statinr  that  the  bill  of  July  would  reduce 
he  revenue  (calculating  on  the  basis  of  the  importations 
if  1830)  from  f  17.388,643  to  $12,101,567.  But  from 
he  calculations  appended  to  the  report  of  the  committee, 
nade  on  the  basis  of  tlie  imports  of  18  >1,  the  revenue, 
nstcad  of  being  reduced  to  f}3,000,000,  will  be  raised 
o  over  $19,000,000.  What  will  be  the  true  revenue  of 
833.  under  the  hill  of  1833.  is  not.  it  seems,  to  be  as- 
ertiiined  by  mere  figures. 

In  regard  to  the  protection  of  manufactures,  I  will  not 
ow  stop  to  inquire,  with  what  research,  with  what  labor, 
ith  what  care,  the  bill  of  1833  was  matured  by  the  ap- 
rupriBte  committee,  (the  Committee  on  Manubcttires,) 
or  with  what  zeal,  with  what  ability,  it  was  debated,  and 
ontested,  inch  by  inch,  article  by  article;  nor  refer  to 
le  repeated  yeas  and  nays  on  tbe  minute  questions  of  s 
eiit  more  or  a  cent  less  duty;  nor  to  the.  large  majority 
y  which  it  was  passed,  including,  I  believe,  a  majority  of 
le  opponcnU  of  the  protecting  systen.   It  is  suttcient 


to  say,  it  was  ttien  supposed  that  the  reduction  of  pro- 
tection was  carried  as  far  as  could  be  done,  '*  consistently 
with  the  safety  of  existing  eBtablishments." 

That  was  a  hill  for  revenue:  it  was  not  the  object  to 
raise  more  money  than  the  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment required.  In  adjusting  the  duties,  incidental  pro- 
tection only  was  ^ven  to  manuftcturea.  That  is  all  that 
they  have  ever  received  under  any  tariff;  it  is  all  they 
now  ask.  Nor  has  the  propriety,  much  less  the  constitu- 
tionality of  granting  it  been  denied  until  lately.  Both 
principles  were  admitted  in  the  late  address  from  theBaU 
timorc  Free  Trade  Convention,  attributed  to  ([  beliera 
reported  by)  the  late  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Berrten. 

I  have  been'aadly  disappcnnted  in  the  anticipated  opera- 
tion of  the  bill  of  July.  It  seems,  sir,  to  have  effected 
neither  of  its  objects.  It  is  now  taken  far  granted  that  it 
will  not,  in  some  years  to  come,  reduce  the  revenue;  and 
it  has  equally  ftiled  to  allay  the  discontents  of  the  Sguth 
How,  as  a  measure  of  concession,  of  conciliation,  has  it 
been  met?   Tbe  Fresident'sUtemessa^baainftniDedus. 

Hr.  Chairman,  ought  such  a  reception  to  hare  been 
expected?  Were  tmre  no  valuable  concesnons  in  that 
bill?  Did  the  manufacturers  jrield  nothing?  Sir,  I  liold 
in  my  hand  a  statement  of  what  the  woollen  interest  alone 
gave  up  by  that  bill,  cast  on  the  importation  of  1831. 

Value  of  im-  Amaiinlordn- 
ptffuutiasi.  inrrcdoMrilnr 
aVtoT  ISSl. 

On  wool,  eostingScentsperlb.. 
andunder,  fbom4  cents  per  lb. 
and  50  per  cent,  ad  val.  made 

duty  free,  1,335,601  lbs.       -     $54,363  $76,585 

Duty  on  other  wools  reduced  10 

per  cent,  atl  val.  4,387,359  lbs.  1.334.516  133,453 

On  coarse  woonens,  costing  35 
cents  per  square  yard,  and  un- 
der, from  14  cents  per  square 
yard,  (being  an  average  duty 
of  54-45  per  cent,  ad  vat.)  to  5 

percent.       .      .      -      -  1,005,600  491.399 
On  coarse  blankets,  costing  75 
cents  each,  sndandeTi  tromSS 
to  5  percent   650,000  195,000 

094^ 


650,000  87,750 


56,000 


On  other  blankets,  from  38i  to  35 
per  cent.  .... 

On  flannel^  baizes^  Ice.  from  45 
per  cent,  on  ■  minimum  of  50 
cents,  (being  an  average  of  aay 
66  per  cent.)  to  16  cents  per  _ 
square  yard,  being  an  average 
of50  per  cent.      -      -      -  350,000 

On  all  carpeting,  an  average  of 
aay  5  percent.  .     431,139  33.690 

On  all  other  woollens,  from  45 
per  cent,  on  the  minimum  du- 
ties, to  50  percent,  ad  val.     -  5,893*033  uncertain. 

The  coane  woollens  and  coarse  blankets  are  principal- 
ly used  fbrthe  clothing  of  Southern  tabor,  and  under  the 
proposed  reduction  the  importation  would,  probably,  be 
doubled  in  1833.  Were  these  concesuons.  made  by  the 
woollen  interest,  of  no  value?  1  pasa  from  this  painful 
subject,  for  tbe  present,  to  tiie  consideration  of  the  Ull 
before  us. 

The  report  of  the  committee  oontuiw  one  sentiment^  to 
whtdi  I  most  cordially  assent,  **that  we  arc  more  apos- 
ed  to  suffer  from  uncertainty  than  even  error  in  legisla- 
tion j"  snd  what  is.  the  commentary?  Why.  sir,  when  this 
bill  appeared  in  the  House,  (22d  December  laat.)  that  of 
July  was  scarce  6ve  and  a  half  montha  old;  it  bad  never 
gone  alone.   Bat,  nr.  1  do  no^  tcehiUGaUy,  question  tin 
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Iwitimacy.  It  had  other  parentij  it  came  from  the  Com- 
mittee or  Ways  and  Meani.  A  bill,  fettling- the  policy  of 
the  Gm-emment,  in  regard  to  the  T>rotection  of  manufac- 
tures, from  a  committee^  whose  appropriate  duties,  I  say 
it  with  great  deferencet  whose  appropnate  duties  are,  m 
my  judgment,  far  more  limited.  I  do  complain  that  this 
committee  hM»  in  this  bill,  undertaken  to  settje  the  great 
queations  rf  policy  relative  to  the  protective  system,  in- 
tenial  imprarementa,  and  the  public  lands.  I  had  sup- 
pMed  that  these  subjects  were  appropriate  to  other  com- 
mitteesf  that,  through  their  agency,  thequestions  of  pub- 
lic policy  were  to  be  presented  to  the  House,  there  to  be 
■ettlcdi  and  that  it  was  the  du^  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  provide  the  .means,  in  accordance 
with  the  policy  so  settled.  On  another  occasion,  it  seems 
to  me,  the  committee  recognised  this  rule  of  action.  'A 
few  days  since,  they  moved  a  reference  of  a  subject  to  the 
CoaiBitttee  on  the  Public  Lands,  to  settle  a  question  of  poli- 
cy, before  they  could  report  an  appropriation.  But,  sir, 
why  do  I  complain  ?  It  is  a  case  of  a  wrong  without  an  in- 
juryi  ve  should  have  fared  no  better  had  it  come  from  an- 
otiwr  committee;  possibly  .worse.  And  here  I  will  take 
occasion  to  say,  that  never,  since  the  organitation  of  the 
Government,  has  so  inmortant  an  .interest  been  left  un- 
protected. I  her  pardim  of  the  honorable  chairman, 
[Hr.  Adaxb,]  and  the  geotleman  on  my  left,  [Mr.  Coa- 

OICT.] 

At  an  early  rtaget  I  believa  at  the  first  sitting  of  this 
comratttee,  after  the  chairman  had  called  our  attention  to 
the  details  of  the  bill,  an  honorable  member  of  the  com- 
loittee  [Mr.  Wilde]  remarked,  "  majorities  vote,  minori- 
ties talk."  The  words,  though  significant,  were,  I  thought, 
of  evil  omen,  to  our  interests,  at  leastt  and  1  regretted  that 
we  could  not  expect  the  aid  of  the  talents  of  the  majority 
in  discussing  the  great  principles  involved  in  this  bill.  It 
seemed  that  we  must  take  it.  noUtu  eofetu.  In  other  coun- 
tries the  bow-string  is  applied  by  persona  who  do  not 
talk.  I  am  now,  however,  much  gratified  that  the  majo- 
rity have,  in  some  measure,  changed  their  course. 

The  honorable  chairman  has  called  on  the  different 
sections  of  the  country  to  come  to  the  support  of  this 
bill.  When  he  calls  on  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  I 
trust  he  will  call  in^vMnt  though  I  cannot  but  see  that, 
without  TOtei  from  those  States^  this  bill  cannot  pass. 
And  win  thc^  desert  lU  now— they  who,  on  former  occa* 
lions,  have  led  the  van  * 

For  the  tariff  of  1816,  New  York  stood,        -   20  to  3 

ofl824t  26  to  8 

of  1828,  Sr  to  6 

And  Penn^lvania,  too,  who  on  tboae  oceauons^  voted, 

in  1816,-  17  to  3 

in  1834,   31  to  1 

in  1828,   23  to  0 

Penn^lvania,  though  not  now  the  vietioi,  ia  reserved 
for  a  future  sacrifice.  On  recurring  to  the^eas  and  nays, 
I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the  line  of  division  was  then 
drawn  between  the  agricultural  and  commercial  interests. 

I  will  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  proceed  to  exanine  the 
bill  before  us  in  relation 

To  the  reduction  of  tKe  revenue; 
To  the  protec^on  of  manufactures; 
To  the  conciiiatitm  of  the  South. 

The  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Go. 
vemment: 
What  are  those  wantaf 

In  what  manner  iathe  revenue  to  be  reduced? 

What  are  the  wants  of  the  Government  *  The  commit- 
tee estimate  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  IheOovemment 
for  this  and  succeeding  years,  at  91S>00(^000.  I  can 
hardly  make  up  my  mind  to  question  its  correctness.  If 
the  Government  say  that  this  sum  is  all  that  is  wanted,  it  is 
performing  an  ill  omce  to  prove  that  more  ia  wanted.  But, 


sir,  this  House,  as  a  part  of  the  Ooveniment,  ti  bound  to 
ascertain  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  nrtta  shut 
their  eyes  to  those  that  are  inevitable,  or  even  prdtnhle. 

The  report  proposes  to  sell  the  bank  stock  fbrihe  ^e- 
pose  of  paying  the  balance  of  the  public  debt.  Tbatlor:- 
ridcr  a  mere  question  of  profit  and  lossf  unlea^  ts  has 
been  remarked  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa^ofctti, 
[Hr.  Rkkd,]  the  elate  which  history  may  ^ve  to  is  piy- 
ment,  ahould  be  taken  into  the  account.  Aaa  qneSRCof 
profit  and  loss,  the  bank  stocks  pay  ua  seven  pa  t*^- 
and  our  debt  is  at  from  three  to  five. 

I  pass  by  tlie  unexpended  balance  of  9^000,000,  u  ttif 
explanations  of  the  honorable  diairmaji  were  to  me  « 
tirely  satisfactory. 

The  committee  have  not  Included  in  the  estimate  of  ex- 
penditures the  large  amount  of  private  claims  ncnr  i 
fore  the  House,  nominally  from  seven  to  ten  mUBcw  of 
dollars.    Ought  not  these  claimv  to  be  adjusted  befiaeve 
put  the  means  of  paying  them  out  of  our  hands' 

There  is  another  subject  of  future  expenditure;  I  al- 
lude, «r,  to  the  probable  removal  of  die  Ia£au  fnm 
Georgia.  It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  base  reason  ta 
hope  that  that  controversy  ia  about  to  be  settled  to  the 
satisfaction  of  all  parties. 

Mr.  Chwrman,  have  the  committee  looted  to  the  South 
aaasource  of  expenditure^  I  aincereh- hope  that  tbere 
will  be  no  occasion  of  adding  an  item  of  tital  eharacter  to 
the  amount. 

There  is  one  subject  of  expenditare  wlncb  tbe  csmsiit- 
tee  have,  so  far  as  regards  the  interior,  stricken  from  the 
account—internal  improvement,  as  heret«^bre,  and  uatil 
lately,  understood.  On  this  subject.  I  have  mwe  ttna 
once  presented  to  the  House  resolutions  frora  tbe  Lega- 
lature  of  Vermont.  I  consider  internal  improvencflti  as 
intimately  connected  with  the  protective  c;«£B;  Twt  as 
creating  a  neeearity  for  duties,  but  mm  ehmij  m%  the 
price  of  every  article  of  manufacture  by  ^OBrndtsng  fte 
cost  of  transportation.  The  expense  or  ttmni|>eitaliBats 
the  interior  is  one  of  our  heaviest  taxes;  in  some  secfios^ 
more  than  all  others.  Sir,  I  consider  internal 
ments  as  returning  many  times  their  cost,  in  Ike  ioereas- 
ed  value  of  the  country  in  which  they  are  nude;  m  the 
comforts,  and,  I  may  add.  In  the  civilisation  of  itsisdnbit- 
anta.  A  comparison  of  those  sections  of  the  emtnaj 
where  they  have  been  fuUy  executed,  with  tboK 
they  have  been  refused,  would  aflbrd  matter  Ihr  deep  n- 
fleetion.  In  edition  to  the  direct  benefits,  1  €oa«fcr 
canals,  railroads,  rivers  rendered  navigable,  not  oal}'  u 
affording  the  greatest  facilities  to  national  defence^  bst  ai 
the  great  bond  of  union,  which,  uniting  State  StMU, 
cme  section  of  the  country  with  snother,  mjcng  thsm  i 
mutually  dependent  u^on,  and  nrrrmai/  mdk  oAer. 
will  consoIiastetheUiUon  in  interest,  not  is  paBSosI  pow- 
ers, and,  more  than  any  other  nngle  cause,  ta&te  leader 
it  perpetual. 

I  have  a  word  to  say  to  the  aeacoast  fnends  of  die  li- 
mited doctrine  of  intmial  improvement.    U  is  time  ve 
should  understand  each  other.    Do  they  aoppaae  the  in- 
terior States  will  long  consent  to  the  limitaboB  of  mttftid 
improvement,  'to  lig^thouaea,  breaksrater^  hsrbto^  as- 
vigable  rivers'  below  ports  of  deliveiy'j   We  hsve  so  ' 
direct  interest  in  them.    If  deserted  by  oar  oU  friends,  j 
shall  we  continue  to  support  them,  for  the  psipiisi  of  ens-  { 
bling  .commerce  more  effectually  to  disesmMe  oar  ma- 
nufactures?  "nde  water  improvements  aMlJat  tbe  end, 
air,  be  carried  by  tide  water  votes. 

If  it  be  taken  for  granted  that  the  sumofUteen  ia2- 
llons  is  all  that  is  wanted,  (and,  in  relatina  lo  tbe  o^ecti  i 
embraced  in  the  estimate,  it  is  certainly  nMplBt)  bow  ■>  i 
the  reduction  proposed  to  be  made? 
The  estimate  of  the  committee  of  the  re- 
venue under  tbe  act  of  1833,  based  on  tbe 
importattoo  of-1831,  ta  .  ^9^5)0.^8 
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While  that  of       trnsury  on  the  import»- 
Uon  of  18i0 » only  -         -  12,101,56r 


A  difTereoce  vX  only  .  7,439,081 

The  eomniittee  have  taken  neither,  but  have  nude 
their  eitimate  on  an  averaj^  of  the  importations  of  mi 
yeapi,  but  years  of  great  prosperity.  If,  sir,  you  destroy 
the  ability  to  pay,  you  diminish  the  eonsumptiont  and  as 
to  the  amount  of  revenue,  much  must  depend  on  the  ef- 
fect of  the  laws  in  relation  to  our  manufactures.  If  they 
u-e  prostrated;  you  any  haTe  perhaps  even  an  increased 
importation  for  a  year  or  two^  but  thereafter  it  will  di- 
minish S3  the  consumption  decreases.  The  years  of  18J1 
and  1832,  it  is  uiidentood,  were  years  of  excessit-e  im- 
portation; the  usual  consequence  will  follow,  adimiirisbed 
importation,  except  of  the  protected  articles,  and  no  cer- 
Uin  or  very  probable  reliance  can  be  placed  on  any  of  the 
eatimatea.  The  committee  may  find  themselvea-as  much 
at  fault  in  Uieir  estimate,  as  the  Treasury  Department 
was  in  that  of  July. 

The  ostensible  object  of  the  bill  bang  to  reduce 
revenue,  why  have  the^rommittee  thought  proper  to  re- 
commend new  duties^  This  is  said  to  he  done  from  a 
tnotive  of  financial  prudence  altogether.  The  operation 
of  the  bill  is,  it  seems,  a  subject  of,  more  or  less.  But, 
wr,  why  could  not  this  financial  prudence  have  been  aa 
well  exercised  in  ^stuning  from  redudng  the  dutiea  on 
wool  and  woolleni  to  the  same  amoant?  It  ti^  in  fact,  the 
laying  these  new  taxes,  that  creates  the  supposed  neceauty 
of  reducing  the  duties  on  these  protected  articles, 
The  reduction  of  duties  on  woollens  amounts 

*o.       -  -  -         -  »2,l01,r87 

The  duties  laid  on  coffee  and  teas  1,333,741 
Onttlks      ...  fi23,384 

  1,855,025 


346.762 

The  repeal  of  the  duties  on  tea  and  coffee  at  the  last 
session,  was  made  on  the  ground  that  they  were  articles 
of  general  consumption,  which  inveterate  habit  had  ren- 
dered neeesauiea,  a*  well  to  the  poor  aa  the  rich.  From 
what  quarter  had  eome  any  indication  of  a  wish  that  these 
dutiea  should  be  restored?  From  no  quarter,  airttbeirre- 
peal  was  one  of  the  measures  which  gave  great  satisfaction 
in  every  part  of  the  country,  twill  refer  the  committee 
to  a^piece  of  evidence  from  the  State  of  Maine;  it  is  on 
Ac  very  first  page  of  this  book,  [returns  of  treasury 
ig-enta.  Doc.  No.  308,  now  printing  for  the  information  of 
fie  House.]  I  read  from  a  letter  signed  Asa  Clap,  ad- 
Iresaed,  under  date  31st  April.  1831,  to  the  SecreUry  of 
he  Treasury.  "  Among  the  many  duties  which  have  been 
ppressive,  were  reckoned  salt,  coffee,  and  tea,  being  all 
sed  by  the  poorer  class.  As  the  Government  has  ren- 
ered.  itself  popular  in  the  reduction  of  the  two  first  arti- 
IcK,  it  is  hoped  they  will  in  the  latter  also." 

A  word,  sir,  on  the  subject  of  raisinjf  the  duty  on  silks, 
readily  admit  they  are  a  proper  subject  of  revenue  tax 
hnug'h  an  article  of  veiy  general  consumption,  it  is  not 
ne  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  Poor  and  nch  are  relative 
;rms;  and,  ur,  in  that  relation,  which  pays  the  heaviest 
IX  on  silks,  in  proportion  to  property,  to  ahiUty  to  pay? 

am  inclined  to  think  that  the  nch  do  not  consume,  or 
ay  duties  on  the  article  in  proportion  to  what  is  paid  by 
le  poorer  class.  But,  sir,  the  question  is  not  now  placed 
1  th«  general  policy  of  taxing  silks,  as  an  object  of  re- 
?nue:  we  are  not  seeking  to  increase  the  revenue;  but 
le  question  ia  now  put  to  us  in  another  relation — Shall 
e  increase  the  duties  on  silks,  for  the  purpose  of  treat- 
g-  a  necessity  of  reducingthe  duties  on  foreign  wooland 
reig-n  woollens?  That  is  the  question!  and,  for  one,  I 
iswer,  that  I  will  not  agree  to  the  exchan^. 
There  i»  another  subject  of  increasing  importance,  to 
'lich  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee.  Th« 
Vol.  tt.— 78 


report  counts  on  the  receipts  from  the  sales  of  the  pubLc 
lands,  amounting  hereafter  to  three  millions  of  dollars, 
at  a  part  of  the  permanent  revenue)  as  one  of  the  Items 
in  their  "  ba^  for  a  financial  lystein  for  rauT  yarn  to 
come."  The  proceeda  of  those  sales  have,  it  ia  tme, 
been  heretofore  considered  as  a  part  of  the  revenue 
of  the  countiT,  and  it  would  have  been  very  proper  to 
have  retained  them  in  the  estimates,  had  no  change  of 
policy  been  indicated  by  the  Chief  Magistrate,  in  accord' 
ance  with  the  manifest  expression  of  public  opinion.  In 
his  annual  mesaage,  he  sayi:  '*  It  seems  to  me  to  be  our 
true  policy  that  the  public  lands  shall  eeaae,  as  soon  as 
practicable,  to  be  a  source  of  revenue,"  &c.  Yet  this  re- 
commendation notwithstanding,  we  are  now  called  upon 
to  pass  a  law  which  shall  pledge  the  public  lands  as  a 
permanent  source  of  revenue.  Who  does  not  see  that 
this  recommendation  of  the  Prendent  will,  in  some 
form,  be  carried  into  efliect?  It  will  be  done  In  one  of 
three  ways:  in  the  mode  pointed  out  by  the  Preudent, 
'*  sold  to  aettlen^  in  Ihnited  parcels,  at  a  price  bu«1y  auf^ 
iicient  to  reimburse  to  the  United  States  the  expense  of 
the  present  system,  and  the  cost  arising  under  our  Indian 
compacts;"  or  in  the  mode  provided  by  the  bill  passed 
last  year,  (now  pending  in  the  Senate,)  by  dividing  tbe 
proceeds  among  the  States  in  the  proportion  ofpopula- 
tiont  or,  lastly,  by  a  certain  summary  process,  auppNed 
to  be  founded  on  State  sovereign^.  I  cannot  but  express 
the  hope  that  this  great  queation  will  be  settled  during 
the  present  session,  by  the  pasawe  of  the  bill  referred 
to.  The  reaolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Vermont,  laid 
on  your  table,  indicate  the  course  her  Representativea  will 
follow  on  this  subject. 

There  is  something,  Mr.  Chwrman,  in  the  policy  of  the 
Western  States,  populous  aa  they  now  are,  that  I  cannot 
comprehend— their  desire  to  procure  a  reduction  of  the 
pnce  of  tbe  public  lands.  Do  the  people  of  tiwn  States 
desire  to  reduce  the  value  of  their  ftrms?  And  such 
must  be  its  inevitable  effect.  One  will  decrease  in  the 
same  ratio  as  the  other.  What  was  the  effect  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  price,  from  two  dollars  to  one  dollar  and 
twenty-five  centa  on  real  esUte  in  Ohio?  Sir,  will  not  the 
West,  will  not  the  States  of  Indiana  and  llltnoii^  be  fore- 
warned, that  tbe  new  States  which,  in  a  few  years,  will 
be  formed  wert  of  the  Mississippi,  will  be  to  them  what 
they  are  now  to  Ohio.  Can  the  political,  f  I  use  the  wmd 
in  its  appropriate  sense,)  can  the  political  considention 
of  the  mere  increase  of  population  be  put  in  the  scale 
against  the  consequences  I  have  pointed  out? 

But,  sir,  on  their  own  ground,  I  putittothe  West;they 
roa^  Uy  aside  the  hope,  entert^ned  but  by  few,  of  ac- 
quiring tiie  public  lands  in  virtue  of  the  soverrignty  pro- 
cess—I now  put  it  to  them  to  say,  if  their  object  be  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  the  public  lands,  will  tti^  be  more 
likely  to  attain  it,  by  making  their  proceeds  a  part  of  tbe 
permanent  revenues  of  the  Government,  than  by  dividinr 
them  among  the  SUtes?  They  have  then  to  detemhw 
whether  they  shall  probably  ever  have  an  offer  of  a  divi. 
sion  on  terms  more  bvorable  to  their  interest. 

There  ia  another  effect  of  tills  division  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  hnds,  on  which  I  will  say  a  word.  If  made 
with  a  view  to  its  application  to  internal  improvement,  (» 
if  that  be  one  of  its  objects,  it  will  withdraw  from  the 
General  Government,  in  a  great  measure,  that  disturbing 
question. 

Though,  sir,  1  duly  appreciate  the  immediate  value  of 
the  distribution  to  the  States,  to  Vermont  about  60,000 
ahnually,  yet  there  is  another  consideration.  Awn  wbicb, 
in  myopimon,  it  derives  its  chief  coosequenee,  its  ten- 
dency to  sustain  the  union  of  the  States,  by  giving  them 
an  immediate  interest  in  the  common  property  of  the 
nation;  and  of  which  they  shall  annual^'  be  lentinded, 
*<  and  for  remaining  yean  to  eome." 

Iff  then,  the  pnxxeds  of  the  publie  lands  art  ab- 
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itncted  froni  the  pcrmuient  rcYenue,  there  can  be  no 
oeoaaon^  at  preMnt,  to  reduce  the  imposts.  We  can 
adUy  wut  tin  we  hare  all  our  debtst  «e  can  wait 
till  we  canaacertain  whether  future  expenditures  will  be- 
come necessary,  from  any  of  the  sources  Ihave  indicated) 
and  we  shall  learn  something  by  ezpeiience  of  the  ope- 
rations  of  the  act  of  the  last  lesaion. 

A  single  remark  more  on  this  part  of  the  subject*  As 
a  mere  question  of  finance,  1  would  ask,  why  uould  this 
act  take  eflTeot  the  present  year?  Is  any  reduction  of  re* 
TCnue  necessary  for  the  year  1833 f 

The  report  states  the  amouut  of  revettue,  for  1833, 
ttuder  the  bUl  of  ^12,  at   -         ■  •$19,530,648 

ITiidertbe  propoMd  bill  -         -         •  17,051,884 


Propoied  reduction-  tar  1838 
From  tbia  deduct  the  new  taxes 


3,478,r64 
1,855,035 


And  for  this  sum  of  -  •  •  633,739 
we  are  called  on  to  reduce  the  revenue  for  the  pre- 
sent year.  I  sliall  hsTe  occasion  to  recur  to  this  subject 
agun  for  another  purpose.  1  shall,  also,  before  I  take 
my  seat,  state  the  principles  on  which,  in  iny  humble 
opinion,  the  revenues  diould  be  reduced. 

But,  sir,  ther«  'a  no  occasion  to  reduce  the  revenue, 
4Ten  thu  sum  of  liz  hundred  and  twenty-two  thousand 
doBan,  the  present  year.  The  years  1831  and  1833  were 
years  of  excesnve  importation;  accordinf  to  the  usual 
course  of  commerce,  the  importaUona  of  183S  must  be 
very  considerably  leas,  probably  by  twen^  per  cent. 

Under  the  tariff  of  1833,  thedutiesonan  equal  impor- 
tation to  that  of  1831  would  be    •         -  919,530^648 

Deduct  twenty  per  cent.        •  3,906^128 


*  Leaving  (br  the  probable  customs  of 1833  15,634,^30 
.  It  Is  stated  in  tbe  report,  that  the  sum 
necessary  for  the  ordinary  operation  of  the 
Government,  providing  liberally  for  an  effi< 
dent  civil,  nmitary,  and  naval  service,  in- 
cluding the  pension  qrftem  of fonneryears, 
need  not  amount  to  more  than**  13,00(^000 

To  this,  for  the  present  year, 
must  be  added — 

The  semi>annual  pensionR, 
under  tbe  penaim  law  of  1833, 
tlx  1st  September,  1833  875,000 

Two  yesiV  arrears  of  pen- 
sion, to  the  1st  March.  1833   -  3,50(^000 

Enlarging  the  expenses  of 
our  present  Indian  policy,  cus- 
tom-bouses, public  stores,  &c. 
tee.  as  estimated  in  the  report  l,000v000 

— —  18,375,000 


But,  sir,  the  amount  of  revenue  that  would  accrue  un- 
der the  bill  reported,  must  be  considered  as  uncertain. 
It  depends  on  contingencies.  So  far  f<»th  as  this  bill  de- 
stroys our  manu&cture^  it  will  increase  importations  of 
the  protected  articles  for  a  year  or  twoi  but  ,  as  it  tends 
to  diminish  our  means  of  paying,  it  will  soon  diminish  con- 
nimptlon,  and  of  course  diminish  importations  generally. 
My  fear  Is  Uiat  it  will  eventually  reduce  the  revenue  below 
the  wants  of  the  Govemmentt  and  when  new  dutiea  shall 
be  necessary,  it  too  plainly  indicates  the  articles  on  which 
those  duties  will  be  laid — on  the  unprotected  articles.  1 
cannot  but  look  upon  the  introduction  of  the  new  duties  on 
the  necessaries  of  life,  coffee  and  tea,  as  the  entering 
wedge  for  the  destruction  of  the  protective  system. 

One  other  conuderation  against  reduung  the  duties,  I 
vai  merely  suggeatt  HariBesnom  tbe  present  belligerent 
atate  of  Europe.  The  rigns  of  the  times  indicate  but 
too  surely  the  approach  of  a  genenl  continental  war. 
Win  iu  operations  be  confined  to  the  land?   Hay  ttiey 


not  reach  our  commerce  on  the  ocean?  And  Aea,  nr, 
what  becomes  of  yqur  revenue  from  the  cuatons*  UKUfb 
we  may  not  be  parties  to  tlie  war,  can  we  eac^Nbmr 
Rartiea  in  the  war?  So  long,  then,  aa  there  ta  no-oecewtj 
for  an  immediate  reduction  of  duties,  does  not  soond  po- 
licy dictate  that  we  should  wait  until  cwr  forngnicbdM 
are  fully  developed? 

I  come  now  to  what  I  deem  a  more  inportant  qoc^A— 
the  operation  of  this  bill  on  the  great  agfricoJtanl 
maoufiKturing  interests  of  tbe  eountiy. 

In  manufactures  alone  is  invested  »  cspital  of  not  ka 
than  two  hundred  millions  of  dollara,  which  conaectt  it- 
self with  every  branch  of  agriculture.  The  ma^nitai'e 
of  the  subjects,  and  the  unmense  effects  that  are  oficri 
produced  by  eauaes  apparentfar  trivial,  ahoald/indea  bs 
carefully  to  ezamme  the  path  we  tT«ad.  But,  mr,  ibc 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Pou,]  ToHowinr 
the  lead  of  the  honorable  chunnan,  has  told  us  oiU  is 
not  the  time  to  discuss  the  general  priDcipIcs  of  the  bill; 
that  iu  details  should  be  firbt  settled ;  that,  by  aroendnent, 
it  may  be  made  a  new  creature .  Sir,  with  great  deference, 
I  think  this  would  be  beginning  at  the  IHUe  end-  Bow, 
and  to  what  end,  shall  we  offer  amendmeaUb  mka  we 
have  some  principle,  some  settled  object  Id  new.  One 
assumes  that  fiur,  protection  should  begiren  to  the  great 
sUple^andtothemanufiu:turesor  tbe  eoantry;  anox^r, 
that  it  should  be  limited  to  articles  eincn^  to  our  mfcty 
in  time  of  wari  a  third,  that  the  duties  ahwldbe  laid 
equally  on  protected  and  unprotected  articles.  Each  viU 
shape  his  amendments  to  the  object  he  has  in  view.  Whh 
ft'hat  hope  of  any  beneficial  result  can  we  proceed  in  iccb 
a  course?  It  seems  to  me  that  we  shmiM  first  settle  ihe 
principle  of  protection—its  objects — and  tbtB,  asd  Juzlj, 
Its  extent.  And  fiirther,  perba^  this  may  be  the  oa/y 
opportunity — tbe  previous  question  may  be  ap^i^ 

1  have  had  some  difficulty  in  aacertaiau^  with  «By 
degree  of  precision,  what  are  tlie  principles  rf  the  Gm- 
emment,  or  rather  of  the  administration,  in  rebrior.  to 
this  subject  of  protection.  I  find  others  in  the  nme  un- 
certainty. Inthemessage  I  find  the  iidtowiw  pan^inpb: 

"  The  protection  afforded,  by  existing  b«a»  te  any 
branch  of  the  national  industry,  should  not  exceed  wV^ 
may  be  necessary  to  counteract  the  regulatioos  of  for«^ 
nations,  and  to  secure  a  supply  of  those  articles  of  nana- 
faeture  essential  to  the  natiow  indejtcDdence  and  safety 
in  time  of  war." 

These  principles,  if  they  were  to  be  perBanart,  ap- 
plicable to  future  aa  well  as  to  the  cxiatisg  Isw^  would 
cover  sU  the  ground  the  most  ultra  tariff  maa  coofcf  ask. 
To  counteract  the  regulations  of  foreign  natiaa^  which, 
by  high  duties,  virtually  prohibit  the  great  attics  of  a 
luge  portion  of  our  country,  our  flour,  bee(  pMfc,  fish, 
oil,  lumber,  &c.,  we  might,  by  like  dutin,  excMe  their 
manufactures.   Buppoie  cotton  were  addedtt  the  of 
excluded  articlest  we  should  have  no  difficulfieawiKV  ihe 
South.    And  should  the  Uritish  Govenuaaent  hereafter, 
to  protect  tbe  products  of  its  foreign  poa<e»niit.  impose 
such  duties,  or  should  any  event  prostrate  the  Englbih 
msnufactures,  would  not  the  South  have  some  rcascn  u> 
regret  her  hostility  to  those  of  the  North,  and  to  rejoice 
that  they  had  been  sustained.*   I  will  not  pursue  the  sub> 
ject  further.   "  Essentialto  our  indepemmee  and  safety 
in  time  of  war,"  are  words  of  extensi^  js^nrf.  As 
heretofore  construed  by  tbe  Government  they  incH»Ie 
not  merehr  munitions  of  war,  but  all  articles  essefrtiaX  \o 
our  comfort.    I  refer  more  particularly  to  lb.  1>*llaa's 
report  on  finance,  of  the  year  1816. 

In  tbe  same  message  is  the  following:    •*  Tha  pol^  ^ 

Srotection  must  be  uttimatelr  linttea  to  Aom  sa  ticks  of 
omestic  manufacttire  which  are  fadlimrimiMo  to  tm: 
safety  In  time  of  war.**  The  words  **  iBdis|»CM^  ^" 
our  safirty,"  give  rise  to  the  alMtnpwtant  qnHw&> 
*■  What  are thwe  articles?*    Onthe  aniv^todbT^ 
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tion  depenclB  usent  or  diuent.  Are  they  to  be  under- 
itnod  to  be  co^extensire  with  the  fonner  opinioni  of  the 
Chief  Ma{p>trite,  read  hj  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
PennsylTania,  [Mr.  HsKixaAir,]  a  few  dayi  nnee,  and  of 
which  larail  mywlf?  "Providence  hu  filled  our  nioun- 
taina  and  our  plains  with  minerab — with  lead,  iron,  and 
copper,  and  fipven  us  a  erimate  and  soil  for  the  growing 
of  hemp  and-  wool— they  being  the  great  materiaU  of 
our  national  defence,  they  ought  to  have  extended  to  them 
adequate  and  fair  pmtection,  that  our  manufitcturers  and 


laborers  may  be  placed  in  fair  competition  with  those  of  of  the  treaniry.    1  refer  to  a  single  statement.   I  find 


Europej  and  that  we  may  have,  within  our  own  country, 
a  supply  of  those  leading  and  important  article*  eo  essen- 
tial in  war."— [Extract  firom  General  Jackson  to  Mr.  Col- 
man.]  The  sentiments  contained  in  this  extract  will  meet 
the  entire  approbation  of  the  friends  of  the  protective 
system.  But,  sir*  we  were  told  the  other  day  that  they 
were  to  be  understood  in  a  much  more  restricted  sense) 
as  including  only  munitions  of  war.  The  gentleman  from 
New  Kork  [Mr.  HomAR]  seemed  to  spoik  ex  cathedra. 
I  hope  he  is  mistaken. 

Since  the  message,  we  have  reerived  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Though  he  ia  not  the  official 
organ  or  the  Executive,  yet  it  ia  to  be  hoped  that,  on  this 
occasion,  he  is  in  accord  with  the  President.  In  this  re- 
port [  read:  "  This  power  [of  laying  duties^  ou^t  to  be 
[lirectly  exerted)  to  counteract  foreign  legislation,  inju- 
rious to  our  enterprise,  and  incidentally  to  protect  our 
own  industry,  more  especially  those  branches  necessary 
:o  preserve,  within  ourselves,  the  means  of  national  de* 
feiiee  and  independence."  This  seems  to  regard  the 
future  as  well  as  existing  laws,  and  seems  not  in  perfect 
igreement  with  the  last  clause  of  the  meissge.  I  next 
■cfer  to  the  report  of  the  committee,  which  accompanies 
the  bill.  The  promised  protection  is  onlv  "  in  those  in- 
itances  where  natiomd  independence,  in  the  time  of  war, 
feemed  to  demand  some  sacrifice  in  peace,  (as  in  the  ease 
of  iront)  where  it  was  thought  a  bi^ieror  k  lower  rate  of 
iuty  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  revenue,  without  any 
individual  injury,  (as  in  regard  to  distilled  spirits;)  or 
vhere  some  branch  of  industry  might  be  materially  bene- 
itted  by  low  imposts  on  some  of  its  raw  mnterials,"  (as, 
presume,  in  the  case  of  wool.)  I  now  ask, what  is  the 
irecise  principled  what  the  extent  of  protection  to  be  de- 
lueed  from  these  sources?  On  this  snt^ect  it  is  important 
hat  the  public  should  be  correctly  Inmrmed.  It  is  im- 
lortant  to  the  North  to  know  on  what  they  have  to  de- 
lendt  ttiat  they  may  in  time  prepare,  to  meet  whatever 
riaia  awaits  them.  It  is  important  to  the  South  that  they 
lou  Id  know  what  they  hare  to  hope  or  to  fear.  A  reso- 
Klom,  now  on  the  table,  should  it  pas^  would,  no  doubt, 
licit  the  so  much  desired  explanation. 
The- report  adopts,  as  a  bans,  the  tariff  of  1816.  And 
hy,.  »ir*  With  what  propriety^  At  that  period  our 
lanufaetiirea  were  in  their  infancyt  they  had  grown  up 
Illy  under  the  protection  afforded  by  embargo,  non-in- 
rrcourse,  and  war,  from  1807  to  1615.  The  uncertainly 
r  the  duration  of  those  restrictions  had  been  unfavorable 
1  the  investment  of  capitalt  yet,  to  some  extent,  it  had 
een  induced  to  adventure  in  manufactures.  Since  the 
Bts  of  ISlfl^  1834k  and  1838,  those  investments  have  in- 
reased  a  hundred  Toldt  not  only  in  the  then  existing 
lanufacturei^  but  to  various  new  branches,  affording 
ew  objects  of  protection.  How  then  it  could  be  imagin- 
1  that  a  tariff,  suitable  to  the  condition  of  the  countrjr  in 
316,  should  bespplicable  to  1833,  I  cannot  conceive. 
<m  might  as  well,  mr,  attempt  to  put  the  gament  of  an 
fiint  upon  a  giant. 

But  the  committee  have  given  us  their  reasons.  I  will 
CAmine  them.  First,  that  "-the  vast  increase  of  manu- 
ctures,  of  all  sorts,  proves — (proves  what?) — proves 
lat  the  protection  of  the  act  of  1816  was  ample."  A 
m  wjuitort  sir.  It  prorct  no  Mch  tbiny.  It  proves. 


that  the  adventurers  in  manu&ctures  supposed  it  WM 
sufficientt  not  that  it  was,  in  fiict,  sufficient.  Hut  il 
matter  of  fiict  which  depends  on  evidengci  and  what  ia 
the  evidence  ?  The  issue  is,  whether  manufactures  were, 
in  18^4^  sufficiently  protected  by  the  act  of  1816.  What- 
ever might  have  been  the  suppositions,  the  calculations, 
or  the  hopes  of  the  manu&eturers,  they  were,  to  their 
loss,  mistaken !  I  now  refer  to  the  evidence  contained  hi 
this  book.  It  is  a  volume  containing  the  manu&cturing 
statistics  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  collected  by  order 


many  more,  however,  of  the  same  character.   I  read 
from  the  answers  of  Aaron  Tufli^  who,  I  understand  from 
those  who  know  him,  sustains  a  high  character  for  intel- 
ligence and  integrity.    I  read  it  not  only  to  disprore 
conclusion  of  the  report,  hut  to  show  the  real  condition 
manufactures  from  1816  to  183^. 

<'  It  wfll  not  be  in  my  power  to  answer  but  part  of  your 
questions,  the  prlncipu  object  of  which  appears  to  he  to 
asccrbun,  from  bets  elicited,  whether  the  manuhctuiinf 
hannesB  ii  so  productive  as  to  justify  a  reduction  of  the 
duties  on  the  foreign  article,  aod  s^l  leave  the  domsdo 
protected .  I  can  answer  this  genenl  (question  as  fkr  m  it 
respects  the  woollen  businesiy  'and  which  will  apply  also 
to  wool-  I  have  been  led  to  watch,  with  g^t  attention, 
the  progress  of  the  woollen  businesa  from  its  commence* 
ment.  I  was  a  stockholder,  for  about  one  year,  in  the 
first  fkctory  which  was  put  in  operation  in  this  country,  in 
1813;  and  having,  from  that  time  to  the  present,  been  the 
owner  of  a  large  flock  of  fine  woolled  sheep.  l*his  fro* 
tory  commen«d  bu^ness  with  a  capital  of  thirty-one 
thousand  dollsrs  paid  in,  and  invested,  the  whole  of 
which  was  lost  prerious  to  181^  andthe  bclory  passed 
into  other  hands.  Other  factories  in  this  country  went 
into  operation  at  different  periods  previous  to  1820,  which, 
in  almost  every  instance,  have  since  become  insdvent,  or 
dosed  their  concerns  with  a  total  loss.  I  mil  instaUKW 
the  woollen  factory  in  Southbri<^i  which  closed  its  con- 
cerns about  three  years  rince,  with  a  loss,  w  I  am  inform- 
ed, of  one  hundred  and  eighty  thousand  dolfairs.  South 
Leicester  Corporation,  about  the  same  time,  met  a  toss  of 
one  hundred  and  ninety  thousand  dollars.  Others  might 
be  enumerated,  the  dtuation  of  which  would  be  no  better. 
These  fkctories  were  owned  by  gentlemen  of  abundant 
capita),  wen  acquainted  with  mercantile  bonness^  and 
under  the  immediate  direction  <^  practKal  manuftcturm. 
I  am  satisfied,  from  &cts  in  my  poiNsrion,  tba^  in  the 
woollen  business^  in  the  aggregate,  prenous  and  up  to 
the  year  1824,  the  loss  would  be  CQU*!  to  the  whole 
amount  of  capital  invested.  The  tariff  of  1834  was  con- 
ndered  a  pledge  given  by  Government,  that  protection 
should  be  afforded  to  the  industry  of  the  country  t  it  held 
out  some  eneouragement  to  the  manuftcturer,  ud  in- 
duced many  to  embarlE  in  tite  budnesf  i  a  large  anonnt  of 
capital  was  invested.  Some  of  those  who  bad  gone  into 
operation  previous  to  1824,  had  survived  in  a  languiihiiw 
condition,  and  a  part  of  those,  afier  1824,  were  nitnM 
by  the  severe  pressure  of  1829. 

"I  do  not  oelieve  that  those  who  went  into  operation 
Hibsequent  to  1834^  hare  made  a  dollar  in  the  sggregaia^ 
though  there  are  some  few  instances  where,  hy  »rtunaM 
coincidence  of  drcumstanees,  they  have  made  she  i»er 
centum  or  moret  but  these  exceptions  have  been  mam 
from  mercantile  operations  than  the  regular  badness  of 
manufacturing.  But  few  dividends  have  been  made.  The 
following  statistical  facts  were  obtuned  from  the  own  en 
or  agents  of  most  of  the  woollen  factories  in  this  country* 
and  were  Uken  for  the^ear  1831,  and,  it  is  believed,  are 
very  correct.  They  will  fo  far  to  establish  the  i^irfoBe 
I  have  given  in  the  foregoing  remarks. 
The  whole  amount,  in  vanie,  of  woollens 
made  in  thb  cooatry  in  1B31,  is    -      -  |1;49^500 
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Vftlue  of  wool  conMiined, 
All  other  aiticlM, 
Lkbor,  ... 


-  f  1.5 18.000 
417,724 
39^363 


Comn^oM  and  guumn^  on  nles  of  93,- 

499,500.  Kt  7  per  cent ,    .      .  . 
Inmnnee,  iatcmt  on  ctijafal. 


93,334.386 

174,965 
188,590 


i3.597.841 


VeM-  ind  decay  of  tntchiaerT.  buiWnn,  &c.,  eight  per 
.  oent.«tteut'* 

Here,  nr,  are  &cU  not  to  be  done  «w«y  by  conctosiont. 
A  tnanufactapcr  who,  between  1816  and  1834,  bad  rank 
bis  whole  oapttal.  would  be  content  to  be  told  ibat  his  ad- 
renture  waa  tll-adnsed.  but  nothing  short  of  the  restora- 
tion of  hUoapiUl  will  satiafr  lum  that  he  has  not  lost  it. 
I  will  not  FMd  furdier  froni  this  book  to  this  point.  I^ith 
us,  Mr,  it  needs  no  corroboration.  What  we  hare  suf> 
ftred — what  we  feel,  we  know.  And  it  would  seem  to 
me,  the  committee  should  have  been  led  to  doubt  the 
correctfteaa  of  their  conclusitHi,  from  the  hct  that  the 
manufacturera  were  then  (1834)  asking  for  further  pro- 
tection. I  proceed  to  the  second  reason,  hardly  less 
Mtisftetory:  "So  well  does  it  (the  tariff  of  1B16)  ap- 
■pear  to  hare  been  adjusted  in  regard  to  woollens,  that 
the  nanu&cturers  of  theae  goodly  examined  by  the  Com* 
nittee  on  Manufiictures  (rf*  this  House,  tn  1838,  generally 
^freed  that  their  busincBs  wu  in  a  more  flourishing  state 
under  the  tariff*  of  1816  than  under  the  higher  protection 
of  1834."  Ergo,  the  tariff  of  1816  is  aproper  baaia  for 
protection  in  1833.  Unless  this  eonclusion  is  drawn,  the 
'  net  has  no  connexion  with  the  argument.  But  the  fact 
being  true,  does  not  prove  that  muni&eturefl  had  auBiaent 
protection  under  either  the  tarHT  of  1816  or  of  1834| 
that,  aUo,  depended  on  matter  of  fact. 

But,  if  th^  considered  the  tendency  of  high  duties  as 
Ityurious,  why  did  they  still  ask  to  have  them  raised } 

There  were,  Mr.  Chairman,  some  things  which  deeply 
affected  the  intereatof  manufacturers,  between  1834  and 
183S,  to  which  1  ask  the  attention  of  this  committee.  I 
■dmi^  irith  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Horv- 
KA*,1  that  one  <»  these  was  the  sudden  rush  of  capital 
into  the  business  of  manufactures,  witliout  much  skill  or 
calculation.  But,  sir,  this  is  one  of  tbe  unavoidable  ef- 
fecta  of  legislationt  indirect,  it  is  true,  but  not  the  less 
unavoidable.  That  cause,  however,  is  not  likelyto  occur 
•pin.  This,  however,  waa  not  the  great  cause  of  their 
diatrcH  at  that  period.  Another  cause  affected  them 
more  de^ly;  the  depresMon  of  prices  in  the  European 
surketi^  produced,  in  part,  by  the  competition  between 
our  manunctures  and  uieirs.  The  same  cause  has  been 
(grating  constantly  since,  and  has  reduced  tbe  price  of 
some  fikbrica  to  the  lowest  cost  of  prodaction. 

I  re^t.  Hr.  Chairman,  that  the  committee,  in  taking 
the  tariff  of  1816  as  a  bsMii,  had  not  adopted  its  spirit 
imther  than  its  form.  That  act  was  accompanied  l>y  a 
report  from  the  then  Secreury  of  the  Trearary,  which 
lays  down  a  principle  peculiarlj'  applicable  to  the  reduc< 
tion  of  tbe  revenue  at  this  time. 

**  Tlie  American  manufactures,"  says  Hr.  Dallas, 
*'  may  be  satisfactorily  divided  into  three  classes;  allowing 
for  such  diver«tiea  of  shades  as  will  seem  to  render  the 
oluriftcation  of  particular  maau&ctures  doubtfiil  or  ar^ 
bttrary. 

**FM  C/oii.— Manufactures  which  are  firmly-and 
permanently  established,  and  which  wholly,  or  almmt 
wholly,  supply  the  demand  for  domestic  use  and  con- 
aumption. 

"  Second  Clou — Manufactures  wljich,  being  recently 
or  partially  established,  do  not.  at  present,  supply  the 
dcoiaiul  m  domestic  use  and  coMumptioni  but  which. 


with  proper  cultivation,  are  capable  of  bang  i 
the  whole  extent  of  the  demand. 

**  l%ird  Cfais.— Maiiu&staret  which  ate  w  A^rtly 
cultivated,  aa  to  leave  tbe  demand  of  the  eoiutry  whol- 
ly, or  abooat  wholly,  dependent  'on  foreign  source*  of 
supply. 

"The  matured  state  of  the  first  class  of  aamafmctum 
relieves  the  task  of  forming  a  tariff  with  req>ect  to  tfaesa 
from  ,any  important  dificulty.  Duties  m^t  be  frcdy 
ioiposed  upon  the  importation  of  simDar  wtwta,  amnl- 
ii^  wholly  or  nearly  to  a  pn^ibition,  without  cnda^cr- 
ing  a  Bcardty  in  the'  supply,  while  the  competitkn  SMiig 
the  domestic  manuftctures  akme  would  soSeiciitly  fgp>- 
tect  the  consumer  from  exorbitant  prices,  gndnatinp, 
general^,  tbe  rates  ef  the  market  by  the  ataodard  of  fittf 
profit  upon  the  capital  and  labor  employed.  U  ia  true, 
nowever,  on  tbe  other  hand,  that,  by  imponi^  low  defies 
upon  the  imported  article,  inpwtatios  would  be  coc«a> 
ngedt  and  uc  revenue  increasedt  but,  without  mUm^  to 
tbe  comfbrt,  or  deducting  from  the  eipeiiae  ef  the  o«a- 
sumer,  the  consumption  of  the  domestic  manufiictarc 
would,  in  an  equal  degree,  be  dimlniahed  by  that  (Rela- 
tion, and  the  manuhcture  itself  might  be  eotiivly  lap- 
planted.  It  is,  therefore,  a  question  between  the  gum  oC 
the  revenue  and  the  loss  of  the  maauiaetorc»  to  be  decid- 
ed on  principles  of  national  poUcy.  Und^  tbe  dream- 
stances  of  an  abundant  market,  tiie  interest  of  Ac  c««- 
sumer  must  stand  indifferent,  whether  tbe  price  of  say 
article  be  paid  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufofrtarcr,  or 
the  importer.  But  a  wise  Government  will  surely  deem 
it  better  to  eacrifice  a  portion  ef  its  revenue,  thas  sacrifice 
those  institutions  which  private  enterprise  and  wcahh 
have  connected  with  public  prosperity  and  todepea- 
dence." 

I  ^all  have  occasion  again  !«'  recur  to  this  report. 

I  now  proceed  to  examine  as  to  tbe  time  sad  mmmt 

of  the  reduction  of  the  duties  propoied. 

In  his  message,  the  President  recommends  that  the  du- 
ties should  be  reduced  **  as  soon  as  a  just  regard  to  the 
futh  of  tbe  Government,  and  to  the  preservation  of  tbe 
large  capital  inveated  in  establisfaraenta  of  dookestie  mdus* 
try,  will  permit."  The  Secretaiy  of  the  Trcasuty  tcng- 
nises  "  tbe  necessity  of  sdaptii^  Uie  proposed  cbaives  lo 
■the  safety  of  existing  establishments,  raised  up  under  tbe 
auspices  of  past  iHislation,"  though  be  does  not  rccog^ 
nise  that  it  is  founded  on  the  faith  of  the  Ooveniment. 
He  says,  "  it  arises  rather  from  a  prudent  regard  to  dte 
rights  and  interests  of  the  whole  community,  than  firaa 
any  absolute  pledge  of  tbe  national  &ith,  unconttoUed  by 
circumstances."  And,  further,  he  recommends  tbe  re- 
duction "to  lake  place"  (not  immediiA^,  but)  'after 
the  year  1833."  But,  sir,  all  that  can  be  found  in  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  tbat  looks  to 
the  safety  of  existing  establiahmenU  is,  thst,  *'to  guard 
against  a  sudden  fluctuation  of  the  price  of  goods,  whe- 
ther in  the  hands  of  the  merchant,  the  retailer,  or  tiic  ma- 
nufacturer," they  have  made  the  reduction  upon  tbe  mote 
important  protected  articles  gradud  and  progressive. 
The  principle  of  protection  seems  to  have  lost  strength, 
gradually  and  prt^resKvely,  aa  it  has  passed  down,  ontiL 
in  the  report  of  the  committee,  it  is  very  nearly  extinct. 

I  will  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  call  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  tbe 
reduction,  as  therein  proposed,  is  consistent  "with  the 
safely  of  existing  estafalishments."  i 

This  bill  proposes  to  reduce  tlie  revemw  (taking  the 
importations  of  1831  aa  tiie  ba«s  of  ealculationO 
For  the  year  commendng  3d  March,  1833,  92,478,764 
For  the  year  commeneing  3d  March,  16S^  ^976^554 
For  the  year  commencing  3d  March,  1835,  637,953 

#6.091371 
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<A-K.  23,  1833.] 

 ■  ■  iJ-lJf-!.  ^-L. 

)f  thia  vim,  the  unount  on  wool  uid  wool- 
lens U,    •  - 
Lnd  on  cotUmi^  .... 


The  Tariff  BiU. 


[H.  or  R- 


«3. 584,01 7 
3,812,863 


$5,396,879 


It  19  obvious  that  this  bill  is  directtid  ipuntt  these  two 
p««t  brtnchei  of  muiu&ctures. 

The  propowd  "gradual  and  progreasiTe"  reduction  on 
vool  ii  froiB  about  tixty^o  per  cent  (the  aTcrare  duty 
inder  the  act  of  1838,  now  in  force,)  to  thirfy-nve  per 
:ent.,  comnwncing  on  tbe  3d  March  nextt  to  twenty-nre 
>er  cent,  on  the  2d  March,  1834;  and  to  fifteen  per  cent, 
in  the  3d  March,  1835.  Thus,  in  kssthao  fifly  months, 
educing'  the  duty  from  sixty-two  to  fifteen  per  cent. }  and 
his  in  the  face  of  an  imptnlation,  in  the  year  1831.  of 
iver  four  million  three  hundred  thousand  pounds  of  fine 
rool.  Are  the  committeeawareoftheadvantaMsag^nst 
vhtch  we  bare  to  contend?  the  low  price  of  lands,  the 
ow  price  of  labor,  and  the  immenM  European  capital. 

sir,  it  is  tbe  policy  of  this  country  to  reduce  Ae  price 
if  our  labor  to  that  of  tbe  serfs  of  Europe,  then  this  bill, 
admit,  is  a  Tcrv  proper  one  to  effect  that  purpose. 

The  proposed  reduction  on  woollens  is,  ftma  tbe  mini- 
aura  duties  of  18S8,  equal,  as  protection,  toan  average  of 
.t  least  aixty'Ave  per  ccnt.i  to  forty  per  cent  on  tbe  Sd 
tbrcb  nextt  to  uuHy  per  cent,  on  the  3d  March,  1834] 
md  to  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  2d  March,  1835;  to  twen> 
y  per  cent,  nominally,  but,  in  fact,  as  protection,  to  only 
welve  and  a  half. per  cent.,  wool  constituting  one-half 
he  Tftlue  of  tbe  cloth;  tbe  twenty  per  cent,  protection  is 
charged  with  tbe  duty  on  the  wool,  equal  to  seven  and  a 
lalfpereentt  wbtcb,  deduetedfrom the twentyper  cent., 
eaves  a  nett  protection  of  twelve  and  a  ban  per  cent, 
mly — a  protection  not  sufficient  to  guard  agunst  even  the 
lurplus  importatioM  of  Europe.  And,  su>,  can  tbe  gen- 
leman  ttma  Penn^lvania  [Mr.  GiufoBx]  be  ntined 
vith  this,  though  aatiafied  with  tbe  retained  protection  on 
ron? 

I  will  here  attempt  to  relieve  ttie  manufacturers  from  a 
]il«Dma,  in  which  they  are  supposed  by  some  to  have 

leen  involved.  They  oppose  the  reduction  of  duties  on 
protected  articles,  because  it  reducef  their  price.  They 
idvocate  protecting  duties  for  the  same  reason,  that  thev 
■educe  prices.  This  is  said  to  be  blowing  hot  and  cold, 
'^ot  80,  sir;  they  contend  for  tbe  one,  as  an  immediate  ef- 
ect;  for  the  other,  as  an  ultimate  effect.  The  fallacy 
;onsista  in  referring  the  effect  of  reducing  and  of  increaa- 
ng  duties  to  the  same  point  of  time.  Wboerer  contend- 
ed that,  if  two  merchants  import  goods  on  the  same  dav, 
he  one  duty  free,  the  other  paying  ten  per  cent.,  tAe 
srmer  cannot  undersell  the  Utter  fay  precisely  the  rate  of 
ut^j  or  that,  if  foreign  goods  are  now  imported  at  a 
ira  -fit,  paying  duties,  if  the  du^  was  repealed,  they  might 
,ot  be  impOTted  at  the  same  profit,  at  a  price  precisely 
sss  than  the  du^?  This,rir,  is  the  immediate  effect  of 
.  reduction  of  duties)  but  the  altimate.  price  must  depend 
>n  the  relation  between  supply  and  demand.  If  a  foreign 
lation  alone  afford  the  supply,  we  are  daily  liable  to  the 
luctuations  of  her  markets.  If  our  demand  increases, 
ligh  prices  are  the  only  inducements  to  increase  the  sup- 
ply. Suppose  we  had  lud  no  manubctures  on  this  side  the 
Iktbntic,  and  our  consumption  bad  increased  as  it  has 
iince  1816,  we  must  have  pud  more  in  high  prices,  than 
ve  now  have  paid  for  the  protection  of  our  manufactures. 
What  has  been  the  effect  of  our  manufacturing  establish- 
-nents?  To  increase  tbe  supply  in  this  count^.  What- 
;rer  has  been  manufactured  here  has  excluded  the  same 
imount  of  British  manufactures.  The  amount,  thus  ex- 
cluded, IB  returned  to  her  own  markets,  already  fblty 
Hippliedj  the  effect  is  to  reduce  tbe  price  of  tbe  wIh^ 


slock  in  market.  At  these  reduced  prices,  their  ma- 
nufactures agiun  come  in  competition  with  ours,  and  ours 
in  competition  with  each  other.  Tbe  prices  are  thus  de- 
pressed In  OUT  markets:  this,  and  our  mcreaung  the  sup- 
ply, again  ,  react  on  the  foreign  market,  and  this  action 
and  reaction  continually  operate,  until  prices  are  broufj^i 
down  to  the  lowest  rate  of  profit  on  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion. In  the  article  of  coarse  cottons,  this  action  and 
reaction  have  produced  their  ultimate  effect.  It  is  now 
admitted  that  we  make  that  article  as  cbcqi  as  any  fo- 
reign nationt  tbat  we  export  it,  and  are  able  success- 
fully to  compete  with  all  tbe  world  in  foreign  lurketa. 
And  this  is  the  tendency  of  protection  in  all  our  manu- 
(iwtures. 

We  are  then  asked,  in  a  tone  of  triumpli,  why  do  we 
oject  to  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  coarse  cottons?  I 
retort  tbe  question.  Why  reduce  tiiem?  What  good  do 
you  propose  to  run?  But!  will  not  content  myself  with  this 
retort.  The  sufficient  answer  is,  that  the  manufacturers  or 
coarse  cottons  have  nothing  to  fear  from  fair  trade;yet  they 
have  much  to  fear  from  the  fluctuations  of  prices,  which 
may  be  produced  by  the  importation  of  the  surpluses  of 
foreign  manufiurtures.  Sir,  a  single  fact  win  illustrate  the 
case  better  than  an  argument.  A  shipment  of  white  lead 
was  made  fh>m  England  to  Boston,  with  orders  to  sell  at 
auction  t  ttie  American  article  having  stocked  the  market, 
tbe  sale  was  stopped,  and  new  orders  asked;  they  came 
Cand  with  another  cargo,)  to  sell  for  the  moat  tiiey  wotdd 
bring — though  greatly  under  the  cost  of  tnanu&cture. 
What  is  the  explanation?  Extenuve  manufacturers  can- 
not stop  their  works,  nor  accommodate  them  precisely 
to  the  state  of  the  market  In  this  case,  there  was  an 
overstock  of  the  Enriish  market)  the  surphu  reduced 
tbe  value  of  the  wfaofe)  tbey_  would  rather  sell  it  at  any 
price,  than  foffbr  it  to  remain  in  their  own  market.  On  the 
extreme  of  Ibis  principle,  the  Dutch  'destroyed  tiicir 
pepper. 

The  next  Inquiry  is,  whether  agriculture  and  manufac- 
tures can  bear  this,  or  any  reduction,  without  endanger- 
tngtbeir  aafety. 

The  question  of  reduction  of  protection  was  very  care- 
fully examined  in  this  House,  six  months  ago;  and  tbe  re- 
duction then,  made,  as  far  asi  was  deemed  safe.  What 
evidence  has  been  afforded  since  tbat  time?  What  new 
lights  have  the  committee  eiven  us.'  During  the  present 
session,  a  resolution  passecl,  requesting  the  Secretanr  of 
the  Treasury  to  send  us  a  comparative  statement  of^  the 
ratea  of  duty  under  this  bill  and  former  acts,  that  we 
might  know  tbe  fblt  bearing  of  this  bin.  No  answer  ha» 
been  returned.  During  the  last  year,  the  Secretaty  of 
the  TreasutT  appointttd  agents  to  ascertain  the  state  of 
the  various  branches  of  manufactures.  The  returns  were 
made  during  the  last  seasion,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
A  day  or  two  since,  I  obvkined  from  the  printer  one  vo- 
lume, of  only  five  hundred  and  seventy-six  pages,  con- 
taining the  statistics  of  Maine  and  Maisachusetta  onlv, 
before  rrferred  to.  These  the  House  have  had  but  little 
or  no  opportunity  of  examtaing.  But,  sir,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  examine  them,  they  contain  no  evidence  that 
would  authorize  the  opinion  that  the  duties  could  be  sife- 
1y  reduced  at  this  time;  but  much  to  show  they  were 
none  too  prosperous  under  theprotection  of  1828.  How 
they  would  succeed  under  that  of  1833,  remains  to  be  as- 
certained, unlesB  we  overleap  it  in  the  desperate  plunge 
proposed  by  the  committee.  I  shall  have  occasion  to  recur 
to  this  document.  I  will  first,  however,  dispose  of  a  piece 
of  testimony  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see, [Mr.  PoLx.]  It  is  a  tabular  statement  of  the  manu- 
fiictures  of  Vermont,  returned  last  season  by  a  treasury 
agent.  The  gentleman  read  from  the  page  "Windsor 
coun^'  (in  which  I  rende)  the  fiallo^g: 
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iriXeu 

Active 

rroni 
1  till 

Profit  for 
three  last 
years. 

Moiilton  8c  Cummins, 

7,000 

15,000 

40 

40 

Startevant, 

3,500 

5,467 

33 

33 

Gookin, 

3.500 

5,467 

33 

33 

J.  Downer* 

33,000 

38,000 

15 

15 

CotlOTU. 

J.  Lffiun, 

35,000 

30,300 

31 

31 

And  here,  u  to  wocrfleni  and  cottoni,  the  gentleman 
stopped  hisreadtng.  The  which  the  committee 

received  was  that  this  exhibited  the  state  of  the  profits 
of  the  woollen  and  cotton  manuftctures  in  the  State  of 
Vermontt  and  the  gentleman  noticed  the  impression  by 
the  remark,  that  the  statement  "produced  a  flutter- 
ing.*' I  eonfcM  in  me  it  creajted  emotions  of  surprise 
mnd  of  plesaure— surprise,  (hat  I  had  been  so  iu  in- 
fivmed  of  ihe  state  of  manaftctures  in  Vermont — of 
plrasurc^  to  find  them  in  so  prosperous  a  condition.  Sir, 
with  your  leave,  I  will  cross-examine  the  witness — the 
paper.  And  the  first  question  is,  has  it  testified  to  us  the 
whole  truth?  Its  answer  la,  no;  it  has  only  answered  such 
questions  as  have  been  asked.  On  the  very  same  page, 
uoder  Windsor  eoiuity,  I  read  the  fblloiring: 


WfoUau. 

N.  B.  Hasen. 
Kidder  St  Nichols,  - 
Perkinsville  Co.  - 
On  another  page, 
J.  Sherwood, 

Marshals  - 
C.  W.  Boot, 
N.Wood,(vicfcing) 
H.  Warren, 


Fixed 
capital. 


7.000 
30,000 
30,000 


60,000 
3,000 
3,000 

36.000 


Active 
capital. 


31.000 
39,000 
38,000 

1,000 

40,000 
3,000 
1.500 

31.000 


Profit 
1831. 


13 
8 
4 


H 

Si 
131 
7 


Do.3y'rs 
preced- 
ittg. 


13 
8 
4 


This  is  the  whole  truth,  on  the  psper. 

I  hsve  ■  word  to  say,  however,  aa  to  the  first  statement 
read  by  the  gentleman.  The  cayes  of  Sturtevant  and 
Oookin  are  one  factory,  put  in  by  each  partner:  this  inis- 
take  appesn  on  the  ftce  of  th«  paper.  This  factory 
worki  not  on  its  own  account,  bnt  under  a  contract.  Snoi 
u  my  belief.  With  the  operations  of  Uie  first  (Houlton 
and  Cummins)  I  am  unacquainted.  I  hope  its  pr^ts 
are  not  overrated.  I  should  like,  however,  to  see  how 
the  account  is  madn  iip  j  whether  the  agency  of  the  own- 
ers loss  by  bad  debts  insurance,  wear  and  tear  of  machi- 
nery, fce.  are  taken  into  the  account.  I  have  inquired 
for  the  original  statements  but  have  been  unable  to  ob- 
tain them.  In  relation  to  the  cotton  faetotj.  set  to  J. 
Lymsn,  within  my  knowleflge  it  is  all  a  mistake.  In 
'  1839  the  facturiea  of  J.  and  E.  Lvman  were  both  (a  largt 
brick  and  a  small  wooden  one)  sold  at  auctinn,  (the  ma 
chiiiery  all  being  taken  out,)  at  14  or  15,000  dollars  to 
J.  Lyman.  The  brick,  fiwtory  was  not  in  operation  when 
this  tabular  statement  was  made— (Hay,  1833.)  "thr 
wooden  fitctoty  was  put  in  operation  under  a  (ease  m 
1810  or  18J1;  and  yet  these  are  re|H«sented  aa  bavinr  a 
capital  of  45.000  dollars  and  having  netted  a  profit  of  21 

fer  cent,  for  the  three  years  preceding  1831.  Nor  can 
any  better  account  for  tlie  general  unifonnity  of  the 
rate  of  profit  of  the  last  three  years  contrary  to  the 
knowDftet   U9V  this  statement  found  ito  way  into  the 


paper,  I  am  imable  to  say  t  but  I  will  exculpate  the  prnon 
who  signed  it,  the  late  Mr.  Barley,  a  man  whnse  tategrity 
no  one  ever  questi<  med.  He  did  not  collect  the  evitencr, 
but  only  collated  it.,  from  the  result  of  this  examination, 
I  sliall  receive,  anoF.I  think  thia  cominittee  oqght  to  re- 
ceive, with  distrust,  selected  portions  of  evidence  Irom 
these  reports  of  tht*  treasury  agents. 

The  gentleman  h:uhazarded,  I  think  he  uaed  tbeword, 
has  hazarded  the  opiinion  that  the  wool  growers  have  not 
been  benefited  by  the  protecting  duties;  thst  the  prices 
have  not  been  nused  by  them.  Sir,  I  wish,  as  he  was 
usii^  the  paper  as  eridence,  he  had  read  the  cowdudiny 
paragraph  of  Mr.  Bayley'a  report.  I  will  read  it:  •*  The 
price  at  which  wool  has  been  sold  has  been  grrstly  in- 
creased, and  perhaps  doubled,  unce  the  year  1838,  and 
the  incn.'ase  of  price  is  to  be  attributed  chiefly  to  the 
tariff  of  that  year." 

I  have  examined  this  book,  as  ftr  as  I  have  had  lasorc 
to  do,  in  part  only,  1  have  found  nothing  to  warrant  a  n- 
duction  of  duties  at  this  time.  1  believe  the  vrmg^pro- 
fits  in  the  woollens  for  the  last  three  years  will  oM  be 
found  to  have  exceeded  seven  percent,  as  stated  by  Vr. 
Tuft,  nothing  for  1839,  fifteen  per  cent,  for  1830.  (aia- 
gle  profitable  year,)  and  six  for  1831-  What  tbty  are 
entitled  to  is  a  fiur  permanent  profit  ami  no  more;  sfaoct 
of  this  they  cannot  be  sustainea,  without  preanng  down 
the  price  of  labor,  and  of  the  raw  matrnal,  the  friut  of 
labor.  If  the  laborer  will  consent  to  reduce  the  price  of 
his  labor,  and  if  the  wool  grower  will  consent  to  reduce 
the  price  of  his  woo^  the  manuftcturer  can  consent  to  a 
reduction  of  protection;  but  whatever  shall  reduce  the 
tnanufacturer  below  fair  profit,  must  in  the  end  be 
brought  home  to  the  laborer  and  the  firmer.  We  are 
embarked  intone  inseparable  interesL 

Am  I  understood  to  say  *<  that  menulictuTeB  can  bear 
no  reduction  of  duties*"  Sir,  I  should  be  very  to 
know  that  they  can.  But  what  1  mean  to  ny  is  that  1 
have  no  evidence  on  which  I  can,  at  this  time,  act;  and 
without  such  infOTmation.  the  stake  is  too  largv,  the  haz- 
ard ton  great.  The  interest  involved  in  the  wool  grow- 
ing and  manufactures  of  wool  cannot  be  less  than  175,- 
0(K^OOO  of  dollars  extending  throughout  the  Eastern,  M'td- 
dle.  and  Western  States.  Some  of  the  consequences  of 
breaking  up  this  great  interest,  and  muiu&etiitci  gcoe- 
mlly,  are  faithfully  described  in  fiw  document  bcftre  ar, 
(No.  308.)  "  The  effect  is  obnous  to  the  moat  aopeift- 
cial  inquirer.  What  must  men  do,  when  thrown  oot  of 
employment?  Seek  a  new  one.  Now  every  branch  of 
business  being  stocked  with  laborers  recourse  most  be 
had  to  the  land.  A  great  many  must  be  satisfied  with 
what  they  can  produce  therefrom.  Ilax  must  benisei^ 
and  Bubsntuted  for  cotton:  enough  of  wool  motf  be  raised 
for  the  consumption  of  each  family;  and  no  more  wiO  be 
wanted,  as  there  will  be  no  purcliasers.  Thn  nwst  nako 
their  own  clothing,  not  Itaving  the  means  of  porcihUBa^ 
in  consequence  of  being  thrown  out  of  employment. 
Notwithstanding  cotton  and  woollen  goods  can  be  pur- 
chased for  less  than  they  can  manufacture  them,  necessity 
will  compel  them  to  clotlie  themselves  from  their  own 
proiluctions.  Real  estate  in  seaport  towns  and  vilbget 
would  fall  very  much:  in  manubcturirg  villages  it  would 
be  worth  little  or  nothing.  Trade  would  dinunish  gene* 
rally  to  an  extent  little  apprehended  by  thoee  who  hare 
not  examined  this  subject^  And  the  shippiMg  interest 
would  suffer  exceedingly.  In  proportion  tome  extent 
of  breaking  up  manufacturing  establislimeiits  thcM  c& 
fccU  would  be  felt."— (Letter  of  James  Horm.) 

I  come  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  exnminaiiMI  of  n 
feature  in  the  bill  more  exceptionable  than  nmr  ooe  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  affecting  immediately,  and  i 
tally,  in  my  opinion,  not  only  the  existence  of  the  i 
manufiieturing  establishments  but  the  whole  i 
and,  indeed,  every  iotereit  in  the  coonliy* 
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Jaw.  33,  1833.] 


1^  Taiiff'  BiB. 


CH.  or  R. 


This  bill  proposes  to  reduce  tlie  duties  on  vraoUeiuten 
per  cent,  from  the  tariff  oT  1839,  (not  yet  in  operationj) 
but  Trom  the  tarifT ot  1828,  (now  in  force,)  th«  rednction 
of  protection  will  be  more  tlian  twenty  per  cent  ■(  and  this 
to  tiike  effect  on  the  2d  of  March  next— in  less  vthan  forty 
day*.    What  must  be  the  immediate  effect  on  t  he  price 
of  ^oods  when  this  act  ihRll  fto  into  operation^  I'^atwill 
depend  on  the  relative  aupply  and  demand  at  thtkt  time. 
Sntisli  policy  will  induce  an  increased  importation  of 
woollens:  this,  with  the  excessive  general  importations  of 
1831 -'33,  must  produce  a  pressure  of  the  money  market. 
What  the  immediate  (all  of  price  will  be,  cannot  be  caU 
culated  with  certainty;  but,  suppose  it  to  be  only  ten  per 
cent.*  how  will  this  affect  the  manufacturer?  As  a  reduc- 
tion or  ten  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount  of  his  sales. 
The  economical  manufacturer  turns  his  active  capital 
from  two  to  four  times  a  year.   Suppose,  then,  on  a 
capital  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  he  is  making*  a 
profit  of  twelve  per  cent.,  ot  twelve  thousand  dollars;  if 
be  turns  his  capital  three  times  a  year,  to  enable  him  tn 
obtain  this  profit,  his  sales  are  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars  annually.  Strike  off  ten  per  cent,  of  all  these  sales, 
or  thirty  thousand  dollan^  and,  instead  of  making  a  profit 
of  twelve  thousand  dolUus,  be  loses  eighteen  thousand 
dollars.    If  he  turns  his  capital  only  twice  a  year,  he 
loses  eight  thousand  dollars.    This  would  end  the  case 
with  the  manufacturers.    But  the  evil  will  not  stop 
there.  ^  The  manufactures  are  connected  with  the  mo- 
neyed institutions  of  the  country.  A  vast  business  is  done 
on  credit.    The  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  now  be* 
comes  of  fearful  import.   Sir,  what  is  the  amount  of  that 
relation?   Not  less  than  one  hundred  millions  of  dollars, 
in  which  the  nunufacturers  are  a  party;  not  less  than  five 
hundred  millions  of  dollars,  in  which  all  the  other  inte- 
rests are  a  party.    How  are  the  manufacturers  to  meet 
their  responsibilities?   By  a  sale  of  their  manufactures  at 
a  loss  at  once  of  ten  per  cent,  certain,  and,  when  the 
pressure  is  at  its  height  at  .auction  prices,  where  many 
are  setters  and  few  are  buyers.    And  yet  this  is  but  one 
side  of  the  picture  of  distress.    How  are  the  merchants 
to  meet  the  payments  for  the  excessive  importations  of 
1831-'33?   Nothing  more  certainly  follows  than  scarcity 
after  plenty;  than  a  press  on  the  money  market  after 
yean  of  excessive  impntation.    How,  I  say,  are  these 
imports  to  be  pud  for?   We  have  no  public  stocks,  or 
bank  stock  to  remit  as  fbrmerlyt  the  current  on  those 
scores  arts  the  other  way.    The  great  Nortliem  staples 
are  prohibited;  but  there  is  cotton  left.  How  is  the  North 
to  pay  for  cotton  ?  We  must  then  first  settle  our  exclunge 
account!  draw  for  all  the  balances  due  us.  But  this  is  now 
but  a  imiJl  affiur.  What  is  the  next  and  only  remittaseef 
Specie.  And  wliat  is  the  state  of  spede  out  of  the  vaults 
of  the  United  States  Bank?  (and  that,  in  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt,  and  remittance  of  its  dividends  of  capi- 
tal stock  to  Europe  on  winding  up,  will  probably  have 
enough  of  its  own  concerns  on  hand.)    Take  a  single 
State.  From  the  late  returns  of  Hassacnusetts,  it  appears 
that  It  has  ft  banking  capital  of  twenty-four  millions  of  dol- 
lar*, and  less  tlian  one  millicm  in  specie.    Are  they  bet- 
ter off  elsewhere?  What  most  be  the  result,  when  every 
dollar  of  debt  shall  require  two  of  present  value  to  pay 
it?  An  inability  of  debtors  to  meet  their  contracts  to  the 
banks,  and  an  inability  in  the  banks  to  meet  their  bills  in 
specie.   In  this  relation  the  whole  mercantile  interest, 
tlie  whole  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  throughout  the 
country,  becomes  involved.    Let  the  banks  of  one  city 
atop  specie  payment,  it  will  extend  through  all.  Recol- 
lect the  effect  of  the  panic  in  1838-'29,  caused  by  mere- 
ly calling  for  eight  hundred  thouMnd  dollars  for  shipment. 
In  1825-':26,  the  failure  of  two  or  three  large  banking 
houses  in  London  extended  through  England,  Irelanc^ 
and  Scotland,  and  occasioned  the  bankruptcy  of  over 
eighty  banking  houses  and  mon  than  fourteen  hundred 


mercantile  and  nttaufaeturing  cstablidimenta.  And  thcn^ 
sir,  how  is  our  reduced  revenue  to  be  collected?  As  in 
other  times,  tn  the  depreciated  currency  of  the  different 

State  bantu. 

One  word  more:  Whether  we  lay  or  repeal  duties^  wo 
have  usually  to  indemnify  the  importers  for  the  bMsei  oc- 
casioned by  our  le^slatton.  1  would  ask  them  if  thcr 
should  not  now  provide  for  their  own  safety.  They  wiH 
have,  on  the  3d  of  March,  an  immense  amount  of  goods 
on  hand,  on  which  tliey  will  have  paid,  or  be  liable  to 
pay,  the  duties  of  ]8?8  or  of  1832,  1  do  not  know  which. 
Let  them  now  see  to  their  rights,  and  not  hereafter  call 
on  tlie  Government  to  relieve  them  from  injuries  brought 
upon  tbem  by  their  own  representative!. 

I  have  thus  far  examined  this  bill  in  relation  to  its  bearw 
ini^  on  the  revenue,  and  the  agricultural  and  manufiictur- 
in^i*  interests  of  the  countr]r;  and  i  now  proceed  to  conu- 
der  it  in  the  only  light  which  presents^  to  my  mind,  the 
least  possible  apolc^  for  its  patiage— ss  ft  peaeemffer^ 
ing  to  the  South. 

I  stppro^h  tills  branch  of  the  stibject  with  no  feeling  of 
hostifily  to  the  South .  I  wish  not  to  add  fuel  to  the  flame. 
I  ahall,  therefore,  forbear  many  remartcs  that  might  seem 
warranted  by  the  occasion. 

What,  sir,  are  the  complaints  of  South  Carolina?  What 
her  demands?  What  the  remedy  she  has  chosen'  What 
the  effect  of  the  pass^^  of  this  bill?  And  what  may  bo 
effected  by  other  measures? — are  qaeitioos  now  preaed 
upon  our  consideration.  ' 

South  Carolina  complains  of  our  protecting  tarifii^  as 
unconstitutional,  and  as  oppresMvoi 

As  unconstitutional.  I  consider  this  question  as  set- 
tled, if  any  constitutional  question  can  be  settled,  by  the 
uniform  action  of  all  branches  of  the  Government,  from 
1789  to  the  present  time. 

As  oppressive.  This,  wr,  is  a  questim  of  fiicti  and  I 
ask  for  the  evidence.  Satisfy  me  that  the  South  bears  ftn 
unequal  proportion  of  the  public  burderai  thid  she  pays 
more  than  her  portion  ofihe  taxes  to  the  treasury,  and  me 
shall  have  my  vote  for  relief.  I  am  unwilling  to  take  fine- 
spun theories  for  facts.  I  have  never  been  able  to  under- 
BUnd  the  new  principle  of  political  economy,  that  duties 
on  imports  are  a  tax  on  exports,  nor  its  application  to  the 
South.  To  me  it  has  appeared  certain  that  the  tariff  can 
prejudice  tbe  South  in  one  of  two  ways  only,  by  depre- 
ciating the  value  of  tbeir  produce  in  its  market,  or  by 
obliging  tbem  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  the  articles  they 
purchase  with  tbe  proceeds.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  first  is  contended:  in  some,  and  no  inconsiderable  de- 
gree, the  reverse  is  tbe  fmet.  So  fiir  as  the  emisumption 
other  produce  in  the  manufiusturing  Sttfes  has  increased 
the  demand,  it  has  increased  the  value.  If  they  sell  for 
SB  high  a  price,  it  would  seem  they  can  sustain  no  injuty 
so  long  as  the  proceeds  are  retained  in  tbeir  bands.  It 
must  be,  then,  as  consumers  that  thny  are  injured,  if  in- 
jured at  all.  The  first  question  is,  do  they  consume  more 
of  the  protected  articles  than  other  sections  of  the  coun- 
try? And  the  second  i^  ate  the  priceftof  the  protected 
articles  higher  now  than  they  would  have  been  had  tbe 
protective  system  not  been  estab&hed?  These,  I  repeat, 
are  questions  of  fact,  and,  as  such,  I  am  willing  to  meet  iho 
evidence,  andtoabide  the  result.  Lettheaccountbe taken; 
let  us  compare  the  expenditures  of  theNorth  and  the  South  i 
let  us  asceruin  tbe  effecU  of  the  protective  system,  of 
foreign  and  domestic  competition;  of  domestic  compe- 
tition with  itself;  let  us  ascertain  what  is  justice,  and 
then,  sir,  in  tlie  language  adopted  by  the  honorable  chair- 
man, [Mr.  VXBFI.AHCX,]  we  will  "be  just  and  ftrar not." 
Justice  was  formerly  painted  blind,  but,  on  the  front  of 
this  capitol,  the  bandage  is  lorn  from  lier  eyes.  And  why, 
s?r,  in  this  hall,  should  she  be  blind,  or  have  onty  one 
eye,  one  ear?  Why  look  only  to  the  Soutli?  Why  hear 
complaints  froin  that  quarter  only  ?  Why,  in  attempting  to 
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relieve  one  pirt  of  the  Union,  should  not  turn  to  see 
the  distreta  she  mxy  be  inflicting  on  every  other  {wrtion? 
And  it  this  bill  the  measure  of  justice^ 

What  does  South  Carolina  demand^  As  a  concession 
riie  will  "  consent  that  the  same  rate  of  duty  may  be  im- 
posed upon  the  protected  articles  that  shall  be  imposed 
upon  ttie  unprotected,  provided  that  no  more  revenue 
riiall  be  nused  than  is  necessary  to  meet  the  demands  of 
the  Government  for  constitutional  purposesi  mad  pro^d- 
ed«  also,  that  a  duty,  subltantiiillT  uniform,  be  imposed 
t>n  all  forei^  imports."  And  alto,  **  provided  we  are 
met  in  due  time,  and  in  a  becominr  spirit,  by  the  States 
interested  in  the  protection  of  manufactures."  Thus  far, 
«a  concesnon.  Of  right,  she  demands  that  <■  the  whole 
list  of  protected  articles  should  be  imported  free  of 
dutyt  and  that  the  revenue  derived  from  Import  duties 
■hmdd  be  raised  exclusively  from  \he  unprotected  arti- 
cles; or  that,  whenever  a  duty  is  Imposed  upon  protected 
articles  iiAported,  an  exdse  duty  of  the  same  rate  should 
be  imposed  upon  all  similar  articles  manufactured  in  the 
United  States." 

I  am  unwilling  to  take  any  thing  by  conceauon.  1  am 
wUUngto  do  justice;  but,  nr,  thu  offer  of  concession  is 
nceompanied  by  conditions.  South  Carolina  retains  to 
herself  the  right  to  determine  the  constitutionality  of  the 
purposes  for  which  the  money  is  raised,  and  her  conces- 
aioAs  are  to  be  met  in  due  time— the  1st  of  February,  I 
■Unpose,  and  in  a  becoming  spirit.  I  forbear  to  express 
the  leelings  which  these  conditions  have  excited;  but,  as 
B  reply  to  the  demands  of  South  Carolina,  I  quote  from 
the  late  message  of  the  President:  "  The  majority  of  the 
States  and  of  the  people  will  certainly  not  consent  that 
the  protecting  duties  shall  be  wholly  abrogated,  never  to 
be  re-enacted  at  any  future  time,  or  in  any  possible  con- 
tingency." 

As  a  remedy.  South  Carolina  has  resorted  to  nullifica- 
tion. She  has  declared  our  revenue  laws  void,  and  threat- 
ens, at  everyhazarditomaintunthegroundshehastaken 

The  late  proclamation  and  messi^  of  the  President 
have  relieved  me  from  the  neceSMty  of  discussing  the  doc- 
trine of  nullification.  I  leave  it  where  the  President  has 
placed  it 

In  this  state  of  things,  the  CommiUee  of  Ways  and 
Means  have  presented  this  hill  as  an  offering,  a  peace- 
offering,  to  nullification.  Will  it  be  accept^?  Jt  does 
not  meet  the  demands  of  South  Carolina.  It  contuni^  at 
least,  the  form  of  protection,  certainly  the  substance  as 
to  iron.  It  does  not  come  down  to  the  required  level  of 
"  an  equal  rate  of  duty  on  all  imports. "  And  South  Caro- 
lina has  taken  her  stand  on  that  point,  (but  only  on  that, 
as  a  concession,  and  for  the  present,)  her  unalterable 
stand.  "  Our  resolve  is  fixed  and  unalterable,  that  a  pro- 
tecting tariff  diall  no  longer  be  enforced  within  the  limits 
of  South  Cardina.  We  sUnd  upon  the  principle  of  ever- 
lasting justice,  and  no  human  power  shall  drive  us  from 
our  position."  Can  this  act,  then,  be  satisfiwtOTy  as  *<a 
^tem  of  finance  for  many  years  to  come  ?" 

It  has  been  said,  not  in  this  House,  but  elsewhere,  tiiat 
the  passage  of  any  Uw  which  shall  repeal  the  tariffs  of 
1828  and  1833,  would  virtually  repeal  tiie  ordinance  of 
South  Carolina.  The  first  answer  is,  that  this  affords  no 
argument  for  the  passage  of  this  bill.  But,  is  this  meet- 
ing or  evading  the  difficulty  >  If  we  must  meet  the  ques- 
tion, why  not  meet  it  now?  Shall  we  ever  be  more  unit- 
ed or  better  prepared  f  Is  it  seriously  proposed  to  a^ate 
(in  law  language^  the  ordinance  of  nullification  by  the 
paasa«e  of  this  biU?  Is  the  question  merely  to  be  post- 
poned until  the  convention  shall  meet  and  nullify  ano- 
ther tariff?  Then  your  course,  to  he  consistent,  would 
be,  at  the  next  session,  to  pass  some  other  abating  tariff, 
and  a  third  nullification  would  follow.  Having  pven  up 
a  part  this  year,  we  should  feel  less  attachment  to  the 
little  left.   We  could  not  stands  ur,  the  third  process. 


There  is  but  one  aspect  in  which  the  South  can  kwk  at 

this  hill  with  favor;  that  is^  In  view  of  the  eonscqoenee  to 
which  it  eventually  may  Ind.  They  may  ealcu&te  that, 
if  they  no\f  break  down  the  woollens,  the  woollens  will 
Jtnn  them  in  breaking  down  the  iron  interest;  and  that, 
with  their  ud,  they  can,  and  at  no  distant  day,  prostimte 
every  remaining  protected  mterest;  and  thus,  by  i£rid- 
ing,  conquer.  Is  this  the  prospect,  is  this  even  the  hope, 
that  any  friend  of  the  protective  qntem  is  inSng;  to  heiU 
out  to  the  Sonth?  Sir,  let  us  not  deerive  tbem,  let  na 
not  deceive  ourselves. 

Am  I  asked,  then,  **  Will  you  yield  nothing  to  concilia- 
tion ?"  I  trust  I  duly  appreciate  the  cai»s;  no  one  can 
more  ardently  wish  to  see  harmony  and  good  fi»Kng  per- 
vade every  portion  of  our  country.  No  one  fedsa  ecdder 
chill  at  the  thought  of  the  necessi^  of  enfordng  abe<E- 
ence  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet,  orsheddii^theUOodef 
a  brother.  In  thb  spirit,  then,  I  answer,  1  will  yield  cvcrr 
thing,  I  had  almost  said,  but  destruetion. 

Am  I  asked,  "  Will  you  not  yield  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection to  the  Union?"  I  answer,  that  I  do  not  think  the 
question  is  now  presented  by  the  state  of  Uie  controvenr. 
South  Carolina,  enfeebled  by  her  own  ^vinou^  tc.i 
without  the  expected  support  from  the  nd^Uwrii^ 
States;  the  whole  country  almost  tunmmous,  at  leatt 
north  of  the  Potomac  in  support  of  the  decided  and  ener- 
getic measures  adopted  by  uie  Chief  Hagistnte;  Sooth 
Carolina  alone  against  the  Union!  Sir,  unleaa  madness 
rules  the  hour,  she  will  pause,  reflect,  and  retrace  her 
steps.    1  consider  the  Union  safe,  nullification  as  dead. 

If,  however,  the  question  is  still  prcsKd,  Will  yoa  out 
sacrifice  the  protecting  system  to  union?  AH  the  amwer 
I  can  now^pve  is,  that  I  will  consult  my  eoDsdtueiilsu 

I  have  said  that  I  would  yield  much  tocoocaliattoci;  and 
I  will  now  point  to  a  course  which,  in  my  opmian,  oo^ht 
to  be  satisfactory  to  the  8outii{  much  more  so  tiiaa  tite 
passage  of  the  present  bill,  if  that,  in  the  language  of  the 
report,  is  to  be  the  "basis  of  a  permanent  system  of 
finance  for  many  years  to  come." 

In  the  first  place,  let  the  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment be  reduced,  as  far  as  is  practicable  and  saf^^.  For 
this  purpose,  let  there  be  a  thorough  examination  in  every 
department  of  the  Government.  Letua,  to  the  next  place, 
ascertain  the  state  of  i^culture,  manufactures  uid  com- 
merce, in  every  section  of  the  Union,  thear  extent  and 
nett  profit,  we  have  collected  a  mass  atatemeBts,  aot 
yet  laid  before  the  House,  that  would  be  vahuiUe)  but  f 
do  not  ask  the  House  to  act  on  the  statements  at  peraons 
in  interest.  If  necessary,  let  a  commissioner  be  ^poiai- 
ed  in  each  State,  or,  if  you  please,  in  every  congmwoiuJ 
district,  authorized  to  take  testimony  on  oath.  When 
you  have  ascertained  the  wants  of  the  Goremmetrt,  aad 
the  real  condition  of  the  country,  you  will  be  able  to  do 
justice,  understandin^y,  to  every  section  of  the  ooaatty. 
Isitnot  hazardous,  is  it  not  dangerous,  is  it  any dui^  Aunt 
of  tampering  with  the  great  interests  of  the  country,  with' 
out  such  examination,  without  such  evideofx,  to  uTKier- 
take  to  unsettle  the  policy  of  the  country  *  We  ahaH  then 
be  enabled  to  adjust  a  tariff  to  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try; and  I  shoula  hope  the  great  interest  in  the  Northern, 
Middle,  and  Western  States  might  be  preserved  without 
injury  to  the  South.  I  will  now,  sir,  suggest  my  views 
of  the  principles  on  which  the  tariflT  riiouM  then  be  re- 
duced to  the  wants  of  the  Government. 

The  first  principle  is  contained  in  Mr.  DaHsiH  repoit, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred.  It  is  this:  tbat,  on  all 
articles  which  are  wholly,  or  almost  wholly,  auppfied  b^ 
our  manufactures,  the  duties  should,  in  effect,  be  pn^bt- 
titm.  I  refer  to  that  report  for  the  reason— Uw  osMomfv 
cannot  be  injured  by  it.  Tlie  second  principle  woold  be 
to  la^  such  duties  on  articles  extennvely  nwnuiSwIiBcd 
in  this  country,  as  shall  secure  a  ftir  and  reasmaUe  pn- 
&t,  and  no  nxire,  fi»r  the  purpose  of  enabling-  u  tv  eooh 


Digitized  by  Google 


1249 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS 


1250 


1833.]  '  TWIhrifBUl. 


mtni  all  the  necesmries  of  life,  which  our  country  can 
produce,  ftt  all  times;  or.  in  other  words,  to  render  us 
independent  of  foreign  nations.  If  we  wish  to  be  so  in 
timeBof  war,  we  must  be  so  in  times  of  peace.  And, 
thirdly,  with  a  view  to  this  protection,  we  may  admit,' 
free  <^  duty*  all  articles  of  general  consumption  which  are 
not  the  product  of  our  country. 

It,  on  the  adjustment  of  a  tariff  on  these  principles,  it 
should  be  found  to  bear  heavier  on  the  consumption  of 
one  section  of  the  country  than  another,  such  alterations 
muRt  be  made,  from  time  to  time,  us  shall  do  justice  to  all. 
In  the  act  of  1832,  the  duties  on  articles  principally  con- 
sumed in  the  South  were  reduced  by  a  laq^  amountt  and 
when  tlie  operation  of  the  system  ii  ucertained,  other 
ctianges  of  the  ssme  character  may  be  made.   But  aup- 

Eoae  the  necessity  of  a  reduction  ^  revenue  at  this  time 
e  admitted,  it  is  somewhat  strang;e  that  the  committee 
bad  not  adopted,  as  a  basis,  the  tarilT  of  the  la&t  session; 
and  ka  the  principle,  a  pro  rata  reduction:  a  basis  and  a 
principle  far  less  exceptionable  than  any  that  could  be 
taken  from  the  tariff  of  1 816. 

Sir,  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  belicTe  that  it  is  the  denre 
or  the  interest  of  the  South  to  destroy  the  great  branches 
of  Northern  tndustryj  that,  in  asking,  they,  in  turn,  will 
be  willing  to  make  some  sacrifice;  but,  sir,  justice,  mutual 
justice,  is  all  we  ask,  and  it  is  all  they  have  a  right  to  claim . 

I  now  again  ask,  is  the  bill  before  us  the  only  plan  of 
conciliation  that  can  be  offered,  and  accepted?  And  can 
we  offer  it  in  good  faith  as  a  system  by  which  we  can  or 
will  abide? 

I  again  ask,  which  is  best  calculated  to  effect  a  per- 
manent settlement  of  our  difficulties,  and  to  restore  har- 
mcny  to  the  country,  this  bill,  or  a  settlement  of  the  ta- 
riff on  the  principles  I  have  suggested?  To  me,  this  bill 
seems,  if  not  a  wanton,  at  least  an  unacqepted,  an  unavail- 
ing sacrifice  of  the  great  interests  of  one  section  of  the 
Vnion  to  Uie  attitude  of  defiance  assumed  by  another.  In 
no  point  of  riev,  can  I  recognise  the  necessity,  the  expe- 
diency, or  the  policy  of  its  passage.  I  have,  sir,  said 
many  things  1  did  not  intend  to  say,  and  I  have  omitted 
many  things  I  intended  to  h^ve  said:  but,  though  I  have 
not  exhausted  the  subject,  I  have  exhausted  myself. 

Hr.  WILDE  next  rose.  He  begged  permfasion,  be- 
fore he  proceeded,  to  correct  a  miaapprehenwon  which 
might  naturally  arise  from  an  observation  of  the  honor- 
able gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Hr.  ArrLZTOH,] 
respecting  himself.  I'hat  gentleman  had  referred  to  the 
journals  of  the  14th  Congress,  to  tax  him  [Mr.  W.]  with 
inconsistency,  in  voting  wainst  a  proposition  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  brown  sugar  from  three  and  a  half  to  two  or 
two  and  a  half  cent*.  The  priqe  of  the  article  waa  then 
from  sixteen  to  nineteen  cents,  and  the  duty  he  voted  for 
as  a  revenue  duty  was  twenty  per  cent.  The  honorable 
gentleman  could  have  found  a  more  just  and  recent  cause 
of  complaint  against  him-  As  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  atul  Means,  at  ibis  very  session,  he  had  voted 
for  reporting  a  bill,  in  which  the  same  article,  now  valued 
at  about  five  cents,  was  proposed  to  be  charged  with  a 
duty  of  two  cents,  or  forty  per  cent.  His  ftpology  waa  to 
be  found  in  his  unwilUngnesa^  by  sudden  changes,  to  ruin 
large  bodies  of  men,  in  hitutta'ihment  to  tiie  union,  the 
harmony,  and  the  happiness  of  his  whole  country.  Which 
was  strongest,  hia  love  of  peace,  or  the  gentleman's  love 
of  justice?  This  sample  of  tlieir  fabrics  would  enable  the 
committee  to  determine. 

A  short  time  nnce,  he  had  ur^ed  the  observance  of  a 
sound  legislative  rule — majorities  vote,  minorities  talk. 
It  might  teem,  as  sometimes  happens  to  better  men  than 
himaelf,  there  was  some  slight  disagreement  between 
precept  and  example.  In  reiuity  it  was  not  lo.  He  had 
the  ready  justification  of  a  politician's  o&'At— a  change  of 
circumstances.  He  had  been  in  the  majori^,  and  he  vot- 
ed {  he  VM  in  the  imnority,  and  be  talked.  Properly  un- 
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derstood,  and  a  proper  understanding,  was  indispensable 
in  all  things.  He  was  perfectly  consistent.  Yes,  air! 
said  Mr.  VV.,  we  were  in  a  majority;  it  waa  not  contested. 
We  are  in  a  minority.  How  does  it  happen?  Has  oAr 
majority  tliawed  away  under  the  melting  breath  of  Execu- 
tive pleaaiu^?  Has  it  been  dispersed,  like  a  nullifying 
mob,  by  the  Prewdent'a  procUmation?  Have  we  been 
routed  by  the  Siamese  twin-logic  of  the  gentlemen  from 
Connecticut,  [Messrs.  ELLSwoaTH  and  HDSTinerroir,]  or 
the  more  powerful  lungs  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr.  McKiMirAH?]  The  inquiry  may  not  be  wholly 
uninteresting  to  a  portion  of  the  people  of  the  United 
SUtes.  If  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[  Mr.  HoiTTiiiaToii]  prevails,  this  bill  is  defeated.  In  the 
present  temper  oftlie  committee,  it  must  prevail.  In  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  sUte  of  the  Union,  we 
cannot  have  the  yeas  and  nays.  We  cannot  catch  the 
eels  in  the  gill-net;  and  as  the  people  of  the  South  will 
be  unable  to  imagine  why  such  co^cession^  as  they  thought 
were  offered,  should  be  refused,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  assiat  their  inquiries. 

He  comiderea  thii^  in  effect,  a  proposition  to  continue 
the  present  tariff,  fur  the  puipose  of  carrying  on  the  war 
against  South  Carolina.  Hie  merits  of  the  controversy 
were  best  summed  up  by  the  pithy  sayinf^  of  an  Eastern 
manufacturer:  of  what  use  is  the  Union  without  the  tariff? 
and  what  good  will  the  tariff  do  us  wiUiouttbe  Union? 
The  proposition  to  the  South,  then,  is  tbiti  **  You  shall 
pay  taxes  for  the  conquest  of  SiMith  Carolina."  Ifov, 
sir,  said  Mr.  W.,  I  put  it  to  your  candor  to  say,  if  we  are 
to  fight  for  manuhcturei,  whether  the  manufacturers 
'  ought  not  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  war.  So  far  as  his 
voice  went,  they  should  do  so.  He  would  not  vote  a  man 
a  musket  for  any  such  purpose.  But  there  was  some- 
thing still  more  extraordinary.  The  high  tariff  party  of 
the  North  and  East  say  they  pay  an  equal,  or  greater  por- 
tion of  these  taxest  and  they  only  aak  for  the  poor  privi- 
lege of  bnn^  allowed  to  tax  themselves  for  the  protection 
of  their  own  industry!  And  so,  air,  they  mean  to  fi^ht 
us  for  Uie  right  to  tax  themselves,  and  innflt  that,  in  jus- 
tice, we  must  pay  the  cost  of  the  campaign!  Compared 
-with  this.  Dr.  Franklin's  Frenchman,  with  his  poker,  was 
mild  and  reasonable.  Mr.  W.  said  he  put  this  propor- 
tion, not  to  South  Csrolinar-sbe  hiddecidedt  but  be  put 
it  to  Vii^inia,  to  North  Carolina.  Who  says  she  deeps 
when  liberty  is  in  danger  and  Nathaniel  ftacon  lives?  He 
put  it  to  Georgia,  to  Alabama,  to  Misussippi,  to  Tennes- 
see, to  Kentucky.  All  had  an  interest  in  the  question; 
and  he  reminded  all;  '*  TW  res  agitut  pariea  cum  proxt- 
muf  ardd."  South  Candina  says  she  will  endure  this 
system  no  longer.  If  tou  inaist  on  ruining  the  concern 
hy  your  dishniesty  and  extravagance,  she  asks  leave  to 
withdraw  from  the  partoerslup.  You  die  sBalt  stay 
and  be  ruined;  and  if  she  will  not,  you  ask  us  to  help  you 
to  blow  her  brains  out!  O,  most  holy  Union,  which  must 
be  preserved  by  cannon  and  bayonets!  Happ^  republic! 
by  the  grace  of  God  and  gunpowder,  one  arid  indivisible! 
Shall  we  not  head  our  bulletins  like  revolutionary  Prance, 
when,  in  an  ecstacy  of  affection  for  all  mankind,  she  pro- 
churned  ftatemil^  or  death!  May  we  not  say  with  her 
poet,  the  kcennieat  of  whose  epimiu  nothing  can  equal, 
but  the  Instrument  which  vouldhaTe  rewarded  bim  had 
he  been  discovered, 

"  O,  k  bel  ap,  qoind  I'homme  dit  ■  rhomnM', 
**  SajDn*  ftrml  mije  I'sMomme!" 

He  be^ed  pardon  of  the  House  for  his  bad  French;  at 
least  his  had  pronunciation  of  it.  If  thn^  knew  under 
what  circumstances  his  little  knowledj^  of  the  Isngusge 
was  acquired,  they  would  excuse  him.  He  would  not 
venture  to  trandate,  mindful  of  the  proverbs*  but  ■  free 
version,  adapted  to  the  timet,  nUght  read, 

■  Tnriotura,  ini4it«T». 
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■*  O,  blnwd  a«t  when  Uning  Smmim  toip, 
"  Ln  M  bi  bmtbm!  or  I'll  cut  joui  ihroai!" 

Ay,  sir,  redress  is  refused;  seceswon  is  denied,  opprea- 
sion  is  continued,  knd  the  sword  of  the  Federel  Executive 
is  to  be  flung  into  the  scale  of  the  Federal  Judiciary !  Dis- 
cordant concord  »nd  perpetual  union  are  ppoclaimed  by 
sound  of  trumpet,  and  upon  pain  of  death.  ^Perpetual 
union!  on  weh  tenus,  it  ia  the  Uutch  innkeeper^fl  univer- 
sal peace!    When      amiable  enthwnast,  whose  memory 
Paul  and  yiririniB  would  preserve  when  his  philantliropic 
visions  were  forgotten,  published  his  proposal  for  pacify- 
ing the  world,  mine  host  seized  on  the  idea  for  a  newsign. 
It  was  inscribed,  indeed,  "  J  la  paix  univmdki"  but  the 
dengn  was— a  churchyard!    Such  was  not  the  peace  of 
the  pescemaken  to  whom  the  benedictioa  was  given.  It 
was  not  tiie  peace  of  God,  or  the  peace  of  freedom  i  it 
was  the  peace  of  tliose  described  by  Tacitus : 
'*  Solttodlnrni  fkelimt,  fsena  appellait." 
But  it  is  said,  what  other  course  than  coercion  is  left  us? 
South  Carolinft  lias  nullified  all  tariff  laws,  whether  for 
revenue  or  protection.    If  we  bass  this  bill,  will  stie  not 
nullify  it  aUu?   Will  it  satisfy  her?   Mr.  W.  said  he  bad 
no  authority  to  speak  fur  South  Carolina.  If  he  could  say  it 
would-be  satisfactory,  be  should  be  cautious  of  doingso.  For 
that  very  reason  it  might  be  unsatisfactory  to  others.  This 
was  one  oftbe  instances  in  which  FonteneUe*s  maxim  appli- 
ed i  ifvou  have  your  handful  of  truth,  do  not  open  more  than 
your  little  finger.    Thus  much  was  cerUin.   The  bill  by 
no  means  concedes  all  that  Carolina  claims  as  a  matter  of 
strict  right{  but  it  may  present  terms  which,  for  the  sake 
of  harmony,  she  would  accept.  At  all  events,  it  suspends 
the  operation  of  her  ordinance,  if  wc  pass  it.    On  this 
point  there  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  erroneous  impresrion. 
Nothing  could  be  clearer  than*  if  anv  law  passes,  the  con- 
vention must  he  called  again;  and  m  the  mean  time  the 
law  operates.    If  the  law  afforded  even  reasonable  hope 
of  a  return  to  juster  councils,  could  it  be  doubted  that 
South  Carolina  would  pause.'   Upon  the  passage  of  this 
bill,  or  one  umitar  in  principle,  depended,  he  believed, 
the  peace  and  integrihr  of  the  Union.   If  it  was  lost,  he 
repeated,  the  people  oftbe  South'should  know  how,  why, 
and  by  whose  fault  it  was  lost.    If  the  respon^ility  rest- 
ed on  their  representatives,  they  would  bold  them  to  a 
strict  account.   If  on  others,  they  would  learn  to  distin- 
guish between  realand  pretended  friends.    How  was  the 
present  measure  brought  forward?   Mr.  W.  adVertcd  to 
the  President's  message  at  the  beginning  of  Congress,  re- 
commending, in  strong  and  plain  terms,  a  modincation  of 
the  tariff-    Has  be,  asKed  Mr.  W.,  at  any  time  advanced 
other  opinions?   Has  he  esoteric  and  exoteric  doctrines? 
lYas  any  gentleman  authorized  to  say  the  President  did 
not  desire  the  passage  of  this  bill,  or  at  this,  time?  He 
would  yield  the  floor  for  auch  a  sentiment.   No.  There 
was  every  indication  that  he  desired  It  should  passj  that  it 
should  pass  at  this  session,  speedily,  at  once. 

Next  in  its  official  importance,  on  questions  of  reve- 
nue, was  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
This  was  well  xnown  from  his  annual  report,  and  his 
communications  with  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
and  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  spoke  of  pub- 
lic and  official  transactions,  not  of  conversations,  secret 
or  confidential.  There  were  none  such.  If  there  had 
been,  he  trusted  he  knew  better  what  was  due  to  the 
sanctity  of  social  intercourse,  llwn  to  violate  it  voluntarily. 
Nor  would  his  vanity,  if  he  had  been  the  depositary  of^ a 
State  secret,  the  first,  and,  no  doubt,  the  last,  he  would 
have  been  trusted  with,  have  induced  him  to  hint  at  the 
important  and  mysterious  character  of  his  charge.  He 
spoke  of  matters  open  and  avowed;  of  things  authorized 
to  be  communicated,  and,  in  fact,  stated  to  the  House  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manulactures,  [Mr. 
Hovnuir.]  He  was  warranted,  then.  In  saying  that  the 
bill  bad  the  approbation  of  the  Secrettty  of  the  Treasu- 


ry; that  it  would  ^ve  the  necessary  amoiint  of  revenue, 
without,  in  his  opinion,  leaving  any  inordinate  excess  nr 
destroying  the  manufacturers.  The  character  of  the  Se- 
cretary was  a  guaranty  that  whatever  he  uttered  he  be- 
lieved. He  [Mr.  W.]  was  no  eulogist}  but  when  he  had 
occasion  to  speak  of  any  man,  he  would  do  cqml  awl 
txact  justice.  No;  he  retracted  that  expression;  eq-tal 
and  exact  justice  was  beyond  the  power  of  man.  But  !w 
would  do  his  friends  a  little  less  than  what  he  tlmr^U 
justice,  that  he  might  not  flatter  them  through  partial^;: 
and  his  adversaries  somewhat  more,  that  he  might  not 
•censure  them  from  prejudice.  Whatever  else  the  Secrc 
tary  was,  he  did  not  want  civil  courape.  On  thai  R  ior. 
where  Mr.  W.  had  known  him  best,  his  opinions,  riglit  cr 
wrong,  were  always  boldly  avowed  and  manfully  dt/tn.!- 
ed.  Had  he  changed  since  then'  Would  any  one  asxrt. 
it?  Was  there  any  one  there  who  would  Iwzard  the  as- 
sertion that  Louis  HcLane  ever  wore  two  faccsi  utimda 
falsehoo<I,  or  betrayed  a  friend?  Tliere  coiild  not  be  at- 
tributcd  to  him,  therefore,  any  more  than  to  the  Ppcsidea', 
two  sets  of  opinions,  private  and  pnbVic. 

Who  else  was  there,  then,  whose  views  of  this  matter 
could  be  supposed  to  exercise  a  material  influence  on  tke 
fate  of  the  bill?   The  Vice  Prewdent  elect?  linothr, 
too,  said  to  be  in  fiivor  of  the  reduction  of  dutia  ta  the 
revenue  standard'  Is  not  he,  too,  desirous  (batabillsJiouVl 
pass  for  that  purpose  at  thissession?  We  have  Ihe  sVrong- 
esf  assurances  that  it  is  so.  But  the  age  Is  sceptical,  and  de- 
mands proofs.    The  position  of  this  ^nlleman  is  in  many 
respects  critical  aiTd  full  of  difficulties.    Far  be  it  Tma 
me  to  add  to  his  embarrassment.   But  at  lbi»  time,  and 
on  this  subject,  there  can  be  no  faltering.    His  pal  con- 
duct in  relation  to  it  is  not  clfi^r  from  ambwnliy.  Tbs 
temptations  that  beset  him  are  strong.  What  then.'Tnifr, 
great  men  are  ever  greatest  in  the  crisis  of  then  f^e- 
Noble  and  generous  spirits  rise  with  the  danger,  and  are 
equal  to  the  emergency.  In  this  he  b  confidently  afinned 
to  be  with  usj  but  I  warn  some  of  his  friends  who  hive 
been  with  us,  but  who  ai  e  with  us  no  h>nger,  that  the  best 
evidence,  perhaps  the  only  evidence,  which  the  Swtb 
will  accept  of  bis  sincerity,  is  their  votes.  To  the*,  tben, 
lappeal;  to  them  1  address  myself.    Of  what  nsclsitto 
speak  to  the  higli  tarifl'men  oftbe  House?  the  of^MXKXts 
of  the  administration,  and  yet  the  advocates  of  cocrren. 
Their  choice  is  made,  their  sanguinary  purpcae  attrrrd. 
To  whom,  tlien,  but  to  our  political  friends  shall  we  look  in 
the  day  of  trial?    Where  else  shall  we  ask  aid.'  where 
else  can  we  find  hope?   To  them  I  turn,  not  to  exhort, 
I  have  no  voeationi  not  to  lecture,  I  am  iw  profcsaoTibut 
to  expostulate,  as  friewl  with  friend.    Until  rccntV  we 
stood  in  the  same  ranks,  fighting  the  same  battIrA  s'-mg- 
gling  against  the  same  adversaries  acknovledfing  tl<e 
same  leaders.  Ifthey  now  waver  in  their  fartiarc«mgc> 
may  we  not,  without  offence,  entreat  thtoi  to  *and 
by  us  in  this  our  last  great  danger'  Isil  notdoeto\h«w, 
as  well  as  to  ourselves,  that  our  thoughts-  of  rsch  efiiet 
should  be  expressed  frankly,  but  hot  bilterh'  If  wc 
have  come  to  the  point  at  which  we  can  no  larger  art 
together,  without  the  violation  of  some  duty,  «»  the 
abandonment  of  some  principle,  let  the  fact  be  avow* d 
and  the  motive  admitted.   Thus,  and  thus  only,  if  ve 
must  separate,  can  both  escape  reproach,  and  hereafter 
neither  can  complain  of  being  deserted  or  betnyetf.  t 
invite  tUem,  tlien,  to  examine  the  strength  sad  weakness 
of  their  own  position.   The  circumstances  older  vhlclk 
the  bill  Came  forward,  had  already  been  adverted  In-  &U 
the  auspices,  whether  of  men  or  days,  were  happy;  all 
the  omens  favorable.    Who  could  be  better  fi'tnl  for  a 
work  of  conctltation  than  his  honorable  friend  from  N<.« 
York?  [Mr.  ViiBrtAKca..]    Where  could  we  look  ft-r  sc 
much  zeal,  tempered  b^  so  much  prudence,  aod,  abcre 
%ll,  for  uncerity  unsullied  by  a  doubt?  The  very  aw. 
shune  forth  upon  his  bill  at  the  monocnt  of  its  fint  mi- 
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iiig^;  anil,  in  its  earlier  sta^s,  it  was  borne  alongf  by  tri 
iimpliant  majorities,  composed  in  part  of  the  very  g«ntle 
men  to  whom  I  now  eapecially  address  myself.  By  whom 
is  tilts  destructive  motion  made?  By  an  avowed  advocate 
of  the  hiffh  tariff  and  restrictive  aystem;  by  an  ardent 
opponent  of  the  present  administrationt  by  a  determined 
adversary  of  the  favorite  and  leading  politician  of  New 
York. 

By  wliom  isitsupported?  By  the  most  resolute  and  un- 
wavering enemies  of  State  rig:ht8,  tbe  doctrines  of  Jef- 
ferson, and  the  republican  school  of  ]>oIitics. 

For  what  purpose?  Todestroy  the  bill.  Theobjectis. 
not  concealed;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  distinctly  announced. 
When  I  said  to  the  gentleman  from  Conneetieutv  [Mr. 
lloNTiaoTO^,]  the  other  day, that,  aocordingto  his arvu- 
ment,  the  bill  would  not  give  us  revenue  enouffh,  andhia 
motion  went  tp  reduce  it  still  more,  he  felt  the  force  of 
tlie  objection.  What  was  his  reply  ?  "True,  but  the 
g'cntleman  from  Georma  must  be  aware  that  the  motion, 
if  successful,  will  be  foMowed  up  by  others  to  nuse  other 
duties,  and  thereby  to  get  Uie  increase  of  revenue  reqatr- 
In  plain  terms,  tea  and  coffee  must  be  made  free, 
that  wool  and  woollens  and  cottons  may  be  subjected  to 
prohibitive  duties.  The  gentlemen  to  whom  this  appeal 
is  madf,  hold  the  fate  of  the  bill  in  their  hands.  If  thia 
motion  succeeds  and  it  will  succeed  if  they  support  it, 
the  bill  is  lost.  Will  they  bear  with  me  while  I  liazard 
some  conjectures  on  the  consequences?  I  have  no  gift 
«f  prophecy.  1  possess  no  powers,  add  employ  no  in- 
strument^ of  divination,  other  than  such  aa  are  com- 
mon to  every  one  of  ordinaiy  sagacity  (  but  what  will  be, 
must  apring  from  what  is,  just  as  what  is  must  have  pro- 
ceeded from  what  has  been.  To  transmute  the  put  into 
the  future,  is  tbe  true  alchymy  of  intellect.  Let  us  see 
what  we  can  extract  from  the  alembick. 

The  first  and  least  evil  which  may  proceed  from  the 
defeat  of  tliis  measure,  if  the  blow  come*  from  the  quar- 
ter which  threatens  it,  will  be  to  throw  the  power  oT 
settlinjr  this  vexed  question  into  other  hands.  Is  this  an 
imaginary  danger?  What  says  the  horoscope?  Are  there 
no  »tarry_  influences!  no  impending  planetary  conjunction 
or  opposition,  boding  evil  to  the  g^eat  and  little  politicians 
of  the  North?  Uby  not  Hesper  regain  tbe  ascendant?  In 
phrase  less  myitical,  u  it  not  a  bw  of  power  that  muori- 
ties  divide,-  andminoritiea  combined  Ifthe  North  and  East 
coalesce  to  support  the  prineiptes  of  the  proclamation,  may 
not  the  South  and  West,  to  whom  they  are  less  acceptable 
an'l  familiar,  unite  to  resist  them?  And  what  can  beTairer 
or  more  natural^  If  the  giant  and  magician  conspire,  how 
can  they  be  defeated  but  by  nuUiacation  and  Old  Horry? 
Peace  a  gift  too  precious  to  be  rejected,  come  from  what 
hands  it  may.  Theeountrymust  be  saved,  let  who  will  save 
it.  A  civil  war  must  be  prevented,  whoever  is  pacificator. 
I'he  power  is  in  the  hands  of  my  friends.  It  is  the  first 
wish  of  my  heart  that  they  should  use  it.  1  invoke  them 
to  do  so.  I  entreat  them  by  every  motive  of  fellowdiip, 
of  part/,  of  patriotism,  of  humanityl  But  if  they  refuse; 
if  their  ^cstiny  ia  written)  if  even  party  q>irit  loses  some- 
thing of  its  influence  by  an  unnatural  uliance  with  reason 
and  justice)  still,  I  repeat,  the  country  must  be  saved,  and 
let  the  honor  be  his  to  whom  tiie  honor  shall  be  due. 
Have  our  friends  considered  how  they  and  their  leaders, 
iiTul  their  constituents,  must  feel  in  sucha  new  coalition  as 
tlteir  votes  will  throw  them  into?  Once  more.  I  beaeech 
them  to  pause,  if  the  part  they  must  take  is  not  already 
fixed,  thecompany  they  must  keep  already  chosen.  Once 
miffc  I  remind  tbem,  that,  if  they  invtdre  this  country  in 
a  civil  war,  the  administr»tion,  sooner  or  later,  will  have 
for  lU  adversaries  the  whole  Soutii,  its  oldest  and  moat 
steadfast  friends,  and  for  its  new  allies  those  who  have  pur- 
sueil  it  with  the  bitterest  ridicule  and  the  deadliest  enmity. 
Before  Ihey  throw  themselves  into  this  false  postion,  I 
invite  them  to  review  with  me  the  Arguments  whidi  are 


used  to  seduce  them  from  their  republican  principles,  their 
party  attachments,  and  their  Southern  brethren. 

We  have  heard  that  we  must  not  submit  to  be  bullied 
by  a  single  State.  We  tnust  not  legislate  with  a  swor^ 
over  our  heads.  We  will  not  be  dictated  to  by  South 
Carolina!  Against  listening  to  tlieae  miserable  sugges- 
tions of  fidse  pride,  we  were  cautioned  by  my  friend  from 
New  York  [Hr.  Vebpumck]  in  language  ao  elegant  and 
touching,  that  nothing  can  be  taken  from,  nothing  added 
to  it,  without  injury. 

In  family  quarrels  the  best  heads  and  hearts  are  ever 
ready  to  make  the  greatest  allowance  for  errors  of  judg- 
ment and  infirmities  of  temper.  Stickling  on  ptnnta  of 
ceremony,  in  such  cases,  is  ridiculous.  In  entermg  into 
domectie  broils,  the  etiquette  is  that  fixed  in  other  cases 
by  old  Frederick  of  Prussia,  "the  greatest  fool  goes  first." 
But  bad  motives  will  be  Imputed  to  us.  We  shall  be  said 
to  have  yielded  to  our  feuv.  And  what  course  of  conduct 
can  we  pursue,  to  which  bad  motives  cannot  be  imputed? 
Bad  motives  have  been  imputedto  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
you,  and  to  every  body  elie.  Is  that  to  be  a  KMon  for 
neglecting  our  duty?  Then  we  rauit  never  do  any  tUog. 
The  very  course  gentlemen  are  pursuing  to  escape  Uie 
impuution  of  bad  motives,  will  expoie  tbem  to  that  very 
imputation. 

For  example,  an  extract  of  a  letter  was  pointed  out  to 
him  the  other  day  in  a  newspaper,  which  stated,  "  it  is 
also  said  that  Judge  Uarcy  has  written  to  the  Yan  Biuen 
members  ofCongress  that  they  must  stick  to  the  existing 
tariff,  and  oppose  any  reduction  of  duties  until  Calhoun 
shall  be  BO  thoroughly  down  as  to  prevent  all  danger  of 
his  political  resurrection.  AfUr  that  is  done,  it  is  intimated 
that  something  miglit  be  yielded  to  South  Carolina." 

Now  he  [Mr.  W.]  did  not  believe  that  Judge  Marcy  bad 
ever  written  such  a  letter.  lie  bad  too  good  an  opiiuon 
of  his  prudence.  He  bad  no  idea  the  Vice  President  elect 
had  ever  authorized  any  oile  to  write  such  a  letter.  But 
the  father-io-la*  of  Judge  Marcy  is  understood  to  exercise 
a  great  influence  over  the  politics  of  New  York,  to  have 
a  very  deep  interest  in  wool,  and  to  be  utterly  opposed 
to  any  reduction  of  duty, on  it  Judge  Marcy  and  the 
Vice  President  elect  are  intimate  and  confidential  friends. 
The  world  applies  with  liUle  discrimination  the  maxim, 
"  noaeiiwa  aociis;"  and,  putting  alt  these  thin^  together, 
it  is  easy  to  impute  bad  motivea,  and  to  suppose  that  one 
man  speaks  the  opinions  of  another.  Now,  the  truth  no 
doubt  is,  that  the  gentleman  in  question  (Mr.  Knower) 
does  entertain  an  opinion  unfavorable  to  a  modification  of 
the  tariff,  at  present.  He  may  have  expressed  that  opinion 
to  hispoUticoI  friendsas  behasaperfectright  to  do.  Neither 
Judge  Harciy  northe  Vice PreKdenteleciareinthe slight- 
est degree  rcspoonble  for  it,  and  the  opiiuon  itself  may  be 
perfectly  honest.  Yet,  after  all,  nicbistbe  uncharitablenese 
of  the  world,  that  when  men  have  a  personal  interest  in 
maintaining  certain  very  honest  opinions,  the  bonesW  of 
such  opinions  is  thought  to  be  a  scruple  less  than  standard 
fineness.  The  popularootion  of  honesty  was  best  expressed 
by  aburlesquetoastwbidiherem«nbered.  Someyeara 
ago,  some  cme,  be  forgot  at  the  moment  who,  had  oeen 
toasted  as  "  the  man  who  darci  be  honest  in  the  worst  of 
times."  A  wag  of  Boston— where,  by  the  bye,  they  manu- 
facture the  best  toasts,  if  toaaU  arc  not  their  best  manuftc- 
ture— wrote  a  ludicrous  account  of  an  abolition  festival, 
where  Caesar  or  Cuffy  was  Uius  made  to  travesty  that  senti- 
ments «Demaniwhodare  be honess  when  he  git  nothin 
by  him."  That,  mr,  said  Mr.  W.,  is  the  only  honestpr 
which  wins  univeraal  credence.  A  failure  to  observe  it 
was  the  great  mistake  of  a  distingubhed  gentleman  from 
the  West,  wbo,  eight  years  ago,  had  occasion  to  give  a 
vote  in  that  House  for  Prendent,  and  who  afterwards  be- 
came SecreUry  of  State  under  the  Presidency  of  the 
gentleman  for  whom  he  voted.  In  that  vote  ttoa  person 
giving  and  tbe  perwm  recciring  it  might  be  equally  free 
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from  the  slightest  censure.  Mr.  W.  belicTed  thejr  wrre 
so.  Neither  did  he  mean  to  be  understood  sa  saying  that  in 
eoiwe<]uence  of  that  vote  the  gentleman  referred  to  got 
aiqr  thing.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who  •rrae  "  pott 
hoe,  argtt  pnpler  Itae.**  He  had  not  joined  the  Tulgar 
ebtnor:  but  uiat  the  bet  of  his  taking  office  had  been 
■uccetafully  though  wrongfully  appealed  to  aa  implicating 
the  puri^  ^his  motives,  admitted  of  no  doubt.  His  hon- 
esty had  been  uswied,  because  it  did  not  appear  to'be  un- 
profitable. Who,  then,  can  expect  to  escape  eensure'if 
they  profit  by  their  honesty?  He  adverted  to  these  things 
not  to  wound  the  fMlings,  and  much  less  the  reputation  of 
any  human  befnr.  For  all  the  dbtinguished  names  of  his 
country  he  cherished  an  habitual  fendness.  Hefeh  he  had 
an  interest  in  them  all  as  an  American  eitiseri.  Whoerer 
Urnished  their  lustre,  robbed  him  of  a  portion  of  hb  birth 
riglit.  The  matters  he  referred  to  were  mentioned  in  no 
spirit  of  censoriousness  or  unkindnesi^  but  ai  topics  of 
philosophical  ailment  and  specufaition.  They  mightserve 
to  show  gentlemen  that  the  fear  of  having  bad  motives  im* 
puted  to  them,  was  no  nfe  rule  of  action}  for,  in  the  in. 
stance  alluded  to,  the  distinguished  citizen  upon  whom  such 
motives  were,  no  doubt  untru]}-,  supposed  to  operate,  vas 
at  first  disposed  to  decline  coming  into  the  administration. 
But  his  friends  persuaded  him  that  such  a  refusal  would 
be  attributed  to  the  timidity  of  an  evil  conscience,  and 
their  importunities  exposed  him,  through  the  fesr  of 
danger,  to  the  very  danger  they  feared. 

But,  sir,  continued  Mr.  W.,  if  it  were  possible  that  any 
friend  of  the  Vice  President  elect  could  entertain  or  in- 
culcate such  a  course  as  the  letter  writer  nnentions,  no- 
thing could  be  at  once  more  ignoble  and  more  impolitic. 
Even  Sylla  saved  his  country  before  he  etitistised  his  ene- 
miest  and  was  one  as  much  better  than  S;^1Ib,  as  Sylla 
was  greater  than  him,  urged  to  remember  his  petty  inte- 
rests and  animouties  when  the  republic  was  in  danger? 
Sir,  tlie  recent  experience  of  the  New  York  statesnun's 
opponents  might  teach  hia  flienda  Uiii  salutary  lesson: 
Never  seem  to  persecute  a  depressed  adversary  if  you  do 
not  wish  to  raise  him  above  you. 

But  it  will  be  urged,  no  doubt,  that  the  Vice  President 
elect  ought  not  to  be  identified  with  the  gentlemen  to 
whom  tliese  connderations  were  sug^cstet',  nor  they 
with  him:  they  were  not  Ina  men,  nor  any  one  elae's 
meni  they  were  their  own  men,  undoubledljr;  he  inti- 
mated nothing  to  the  eontraryt  but,  unhappily  again, 
**  circumsi^nce,  that  unspirittial  god,"  bore  testimony 
against  tliem,  and,  however  hard  it  might  be,  the  rule  of 
political  iudgmtnt  was  the  rule  of  the  prize  court.  Cir- 
cumstantial evidence  outweighed  positive  asseverations. . 
The  rule  was  harsh—oftentimea  unjust)  but  it  was  the 
rule  of  the  world,  and  the  world  alone  couMalter  it.  Un- 
fortunately these  gentlemen  were  all  well  known  as  par- 
tisans. He  traced  no  gentjeman  through  ayes  and  noest 
but,  unless  his  memory  deceired  him  upon  every  test 
question  of  party,  they  were  faithful  to  their  colors  far 
beyond  himself.  The  Bank  of  the  United  Slates,  the 
Choctaw  reservations,  the  breach  of  privilege,  the  Wis. 
cBsset  collector,  alt  proved  tlieir  perfect  orthodoxy;  and 
could  they  who  subscribed  the  whole  thirty<nSne  articles, 
boggle  at  the  first  question  in  the  catechism?  Where  is 
party  discipline  more  perfect  than  in  New  York?  Have 
tliey  not  punished  my  friend  [Mr.  VaarLAircx]  with  the 
ostracism  for  a  breach  of  it?  And  if  all  honorable  duty  is 
forbiflden,  ought  he  not  to  be  proud  of  his  punishment? 

We  have  often  been  reminded  of  the  power  of  the 
United  States.  To  what  purposf?  lithe  mere  gift  of 
strength  a  reason  for  using  it?  Can  it  make  right,  or  le- 
gdlize  oppression?  "  Power  without  wisdom,"  nya  the 
poet,  "ubut  armed  injustice."  Either  he  sa>-s  truly, 
DTwe  should  apostrophize  the  sword  with  Derereux.* 

•Dmmix,  bosk  S,  rta^  J,  pafs  iso. 


"Ood,  tkw,  sad  yriMi,  and  prophet  ofllie  airanci" 
Power  enables  its  possessor  to  be  magnuinuNis.  The 
weak  can  never  yield  with  so  good  a  grace,     b  ibc  bnt 
part  of  the  possession  the  only  one  we  are  never  to  use* 

Bendea,  isthe  concesuon  made  to  South  CaroKn  alone* 
Are  there  not  five  or  ux  other  State*  which  have  suletcd 
long,  and  who  still  entreat  without  threatening*  Wkatit 
the  argument  as  to  them?  We  cannot  take  off* your  bar- 
dens  until  we  chastise  South  Carolina.  May  they  aotir^ 
swer,  very  reasonably,  relieve  us  first,  and  cbutise  Ikt 
afterwards.  But  if  you  innst  on  ehaatistnr  her  first,  *ad 
keeping  on  our  burdens  until  it  is  cffecteci,  when  aie  ve 
to  be  relieved?  A  gentleman  of  much  experience^  who 
thinks  South  Carolina  ought  to  wieHed,  {Mr.  Asavs,;;  ii 
said  to  have  estimated  the  cost  <w  the  cnuqueat  at  lea  nl- 
liona,  and  the  annual  loss  to  the  revenue  during  the  ope- 
rstion,  at  three.  When  South  Corolina  ia  chassiscH,  ve 
who  are  invited  to  asnst  in  correcting  her,  will  find  «ir- 
selrcs  sharers  in  her  punishment.  Tea  aad  coAec  aay 
continue  free,  but  the  duties  or  the  protected  artkfes 
will  increase.  Having  warred  for  tase^  we  shaB  pqr 
taxes  for  the  war. 

But  if  wo  submit  to  one  State,  we  mnst  to  nofher; 
first,  one  will  nullify,  and  then  a  seeondi  aiid  if  wericid 
to  each  of  their  demands,  what  is  left  of  ibe  Coverwient 
will  not  he  worth  havingt  it  will  become  eoatempfeble 
from  its  weakness.    The  strength  of  Govemmea»ia  in  the 
sffection  of  its  citizens.    Was  France  ever  strunfer  than 
in  the  days  of  the  republic?   Does  history  show  any  ex- 
ample of  people  rebelling  against  a  Government  whkk 
did  not  oppress  them?   Has  South  Carolina  no  cause  it 
complaint?  The  whole  South  says  she  has.   Seven  States 
complain  that  they  are  oppressed.  Tlie  Pre«dent  himelC 
in  his  message,  admits  tne  fact.    Yet  we  must  prt  the* 
not  redress,  but  chastisement,  lest,  hertafter,  oOict  StsKi 
should  nullity  without  cause.    A  Government  profewf 
to  be  founded  on  reason  desires  to  consolidate  haeaqwc 
by  steel.  It  claims  to  derive  all  its  just  powers  froai  ^ 
consent  oflhe  governed,  yet  seeks  to  eke  oat  its  authantir 
by  a  little  gentle  force.    Why  and  whence  the  levml  rf 
all  this  clamor  for  a  strong  government?    Is  not  the  Go- 
vernment which  lasted  't'homss  Jefferson  through  ibe 
embargo,  and  James  Madison  through  the  war,  itrtmg 
enough  for  any  President?   Ilo  we  not  know  the  origw, 
the  progress,  and  the  defeat  of  that  sect  in  pofitics  whose 
favorite  object  it  was  to  establish  a  strong  Govemmeat' 
I'hat  sect  the  republicans  of  New  York  and  PcoiB^hsois 
resisted,  and  at  Inst  overthrew.    Are  they  about  to  be 
converted  to  the  rejected  heresy,  more  iedeni  thsn fede- 
ralism, ay,  arch-federal  ?    Let  me  avail  myself  W  lAe  aa- 
thority  of  the  grent-apostle  of  republicanism,  be  who  wnte 
the  political  gospel  of  American  independesce.  "A  Gor- 
ernment  held  together  by  the  bandsMreasooonlT.rcqttires 
much  compromise  of  opinlonithat  tlungs  cvenakMry 
should  not  be  crammed  down  the  throats  of  AaaaHa^ 
brethren,  espeaially  when  they  may  be  put  into  a  Cm  to 
be  swallowed;  and  that  a  great  deal  of  indulgence  is  ne- 
cessary to  strengthen  habits  of  harmony  and  fraiernhy.'* 
Sir,  he  was  right,  said  Mr.  W.    Government,  to  use  a 
comparison  which  would  come  home  to  the  bosiocaa  of 
some  of  bis  Pennsylvania  friends,  Ooremraeal  b  Eke  im* 
toughest  when  softestj  if  you  harden  it  to  make  it  strofiger. 
it  becomes  brittle. 

Even  arbitrary  monarehs  find  their  best  support  in  the 
affectionB  of  their  subjects.  There  is  but  one  wf  \o 
make  '*  taxation  no  tyranny.*'  [t  is  that  rtcoaneBdcd 
by  old  Burleigh  to  EUiabeth;  **  Win  men^  hieaits,  aad 
you  have  their  hands  and  tbdr  putsea.** 

The  violcnee  and  precipltMion  of  South  CavoBna  have 
been  objected  to.    If  aheiswrong  inherredataneotothc 


*  Mvmuir  and  Cormpaiul»«c  of  Tbumaa  JcAmsa^val.  «, 
Lctttr  W  Edward  LIviiipiMi,  4ik  April,  ISM. 
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Ikriir,  however  moderate  she  might  be,  the  would  be 
ivrong  still  i  if  she  be  ri^ht,  she  wut  not  cease  to  be  nfifht 
on  account  of  her  violence.  One  of  the  strongest  politi- 
cal dlscoorsea  he  ever  heard  wai  delivered  on  that  flour 
by  an  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Hav- 
noLPH,]  from  the  text,  "  The  kingdom  of  heayen  suffer- 
eth  violeDce.  and  the  violent  take  it  bjr  force."  That 
ipeech  had  more  efleet  ihan  any  one  circumstance,  except 
the  battle  of  Nev  Orleans,  in  making  Andrew  Jackson 
Preiident  of  the  United  Statea. 

Much  haa  been  said  in  the  course  of  this  debate  about 
nullificatiun.  On  that  doctrine  he  had  once  expressed  an 
apinion,  of  which  he  bad  nothing  to  retract,  nothing  to 
explain.  Nullification  could  do  liltle  bann  bat  for  the 
lielp  of  the  tariff.  It  reminded  him  of  a  saying  which  he 
would  quote  for  the  gentlemen  from  Connecticut  [  Messrs. 
BLLiwoaTS  and  Hurtisbtoit]  who  had  quoted  him: 
'*  The  devil  would  not  do  so  much  mischief  if  it  were  not 
for  the  witches."'  The  gentlemen  had  been  pleased  to 
extract  from  a  certain  letter  of  his  such  parts  as  the^ 
:hoiight  made  in  favor  of  their  argument;  and  they  refer- 
i-ed  to  them  with  much  praise,  and  some  triumph.  One 
idvantage  that  letter  at  least  procured  htm — acme  slight 
:redit  fur  candor  and  fair  dealing,  and  a  reputation  for  cou< 
?nge  enough  to  tell  the  truth.  But  if  he  was  a  good  witness 
For  the  East,  he  was  for  the  South  also.  His  testimony,  if  it 
ivas  worth  any  thing,  must  be  taken  altogether.  If  it  would 
3e  good  to  show  the  origin  of  the  restrictive  system,  it 
would  be  good  to  prove  the  deeply-seated,  all-pervading 
liseontent  of  the  Southern  States.  It  would  avail  aa  tea- 
[imony  that  union  and  the  present  protective  dutlea  are 
ncompatible:  we  must  choose  between  them. 

The  gentlemen  from  Connecticut  [Messrs.  Huirriiro- 
roTT  and  Ellswortb]  had  recommended  to  his  attention 
parts  of  his  own  letter.  There  were  other  parts  which 
lie  would  recommend  to  theirs.  If  his  memory  served 
him,  he  had  tliere  aaidi'toomany  would  be  found  in  every 
country  to  flatter  and  inflame  the  inclinatima  of  whom 
■yv  whatsoever  may  be  soverelgnt  comparatively  few  to  ar- 
|rue  with  the  masters  of  votes  or  legions.  For  the  reason, 
:hen,  that  if  he  were  the  representative  of  a  manufactur- 
ng  district,  addressing  at  that  crisis  implicit  believers  in 
:he  beneficent  magic  of  the  restrictive  policy,  he  should 
Lttcmpt  to  mitigate  their  zeal  and  confidencet  fur  the  same 
-easoii,  appealing  to  those  who  we;e  convinced  of  its  ma- 
ignant  influence,  it  was  his  duty  to  soothe,  if  possible, 
:heiF  just  indignation.  Unless  this  course  of  conduct  was 
siiiMted  by  all  who  aspired  to  be  thought  honest  and  dis- 
Ditssionate,  must  not  alienations  spread  and  become  incu. 
-able^  Bu  not  the  gentlemen  from  Connecticut,  conti- 
lued  Hr.  W.,  aspire  to  be  thought  honest  and  dtspassioii- 
ite }  If  tliey  do,  let  them  answer  me  this  question:  The 
^iitlemen  have  prMsed,  have  they  imitated  me? 

With  respect  to  the  character  of  the  right  to  secede, 
ind  the  circumstancea  and  limitations  under  which  it 
;ould  be  exercised,  this  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  them, 
tie  would  say  but  a  word.  Unless  there  were  instances 
n  which  a  State  could  say  to  lier  associates,  **  Nan  in 
^fadera  ceiumui,"  disguise  it  as  we  will,  this  ia  a  great 
sonsolidated  Govcrnmenti  and  if,  for  maintaining  her  con- 
itruetion  of  the  compact  through  her  courts  and  juries, 
ibe  ia  to  be  aabred  and  bayoneted,  it  is  a  despotism. 

Last  aesnon  we  were  told,  "If  Carolina  will  go,  let 
lergo."  Weweretold,  "  we  could  not  drive  her  out  of 
he  Union."  Mow  we  must  cut  the  throats  of  her  citizens 
f  she  will  not  remain. 

On  this  head,  he  could  not  avoid  citing  an  apt  passage 
Tom  the  declaration  and  protest  drawn  up  by  Mr.  Jeffer- 
lon,  witli  the  intention  of  being  submitted  to  the  Legisia 
:ure  of  Virgtnia.f 

*  Mulia  nwla  noa  etbwi  ittmmi  tnt\  [tru*D««iui  ■  m^i. 

t  Mntwir  and  Carmpcnden^c  sT  Tfaomat  Jcffemm,  ral.  4,  p.  417 


«  Whilst  the  General  Assembly  thus  declares  the  rights 

retained  by  the  States^  rights  which  they  have  never 
yielded,  and  which  this  State  will  never  voluntarily  yieldi  ' 
they  do  not  mean  to  raise  the  banner  of  disaffection  or  of 
separation  from  tlieir  sister  States,  coparties  with  thcnv- 
selves  to  this  compact.  They  know  and  value  too  highly 
(his  biasings  of  their  Union  as  to  foreign  nations  and 
questions  arising  among  themselves,  to  consider  every 
infraction  as  to  be  met  by  actual  resistance.  They  respect 
too  affectionately  the  opinions  of  those  possessing  tlw 
same  rights  under  the  same  instrument,  to  make  every 
difference  8f  construction  a  ground  of  immediate  rupture. 
They  would,  indeed,  consider  such  a  rupture  as  among 
the  greatest  calamities  which  could  bebU  them,  but  not 
the  greatest.  There  is  yet  one  greater:  submission  to  a 
Government  of  unlimited  powers.  It  is  only  when  the 
hope  of  avoiding  this  shall  become  absolutely  desperate, 
that  further  furbearance  could  not  be  indulged.  Should 
a  majority  of  the  coparties,  therefore,  contrary  to  the 
expectation  and  hope  of  this  assembly,  prefer,  at  this 
time,  acquiescence  in  these  assumptions  of  power  by  the 
federal  member  of  the  Government,  we  will  be  patient, 
and  suffer  much  under  the  confldence  that  time,  ere  it  be 
too  late,  will  prove  to  them  also  the  bitter  oonsequeuces 
in  which  that  usurpation  will  involve  us  all.  In  the  mean 
while,  we  will  breast  with  them  rather  than  separate  from 
them  every  misfortune,  save  that  only  of  living  under  a 
Government  of  unlimited  powera."" 

A  quarter  of  a  century  before,  the  patriarch  had  held 
similar  language:  "I  thought  something  essentially  nece^ 
sary  to  be  said  in  order,  to  fvoid  the  inlerence  of  aequies- 
cencei  that  a  reaoluUon  or  declaration  should  be  paraed, 
tst.  Answering  the  reasonings  of  such  of  the  Slates  as  have 
ventured  into  the  field  of  reason,  and  that  of  the  commit- 
tee of  Congress,  taking  some  notice  too  of  those  States 
who  have  either  not  answered  at  all,  or  answered  without 
reasoning)  3d.  Making  firm  protestationi^lnrt  the  pre- 
cedent  and  principle,  and  reserving  the  right  to  make  tbb 
palpable  violation  of  the  federal  compact  the  ground  of 
doing  in  future  whatever  we  might  now  rightfully  do, 
should  repetitions  of  these  and  other  violations  of  the 
compact  render  it  expedient;  3d.  Expressing,  in  affec- 
tionate and  conciliatory  language,  our  warm  attachment 
to  union  with  our  sister  States,  and  to  the  instrument  and 
principles  by  which  we  are  united;  that  we  are  willing  to 
sacrifice  to  this  every  tbing  but  tbe  rights  of  self-govern- 
ment in  those  important  points  which  we  have  never 
yielded,  and  in  which  alone  we  see  liberty,  safely,  and 
happiness;  that,  not  at  all  disposed  to  make  every  mea- 
sure of  error  or  of  wrong  a  cause  of  scission,  we  are  will- 
ing to  look  on  with  indulgence,  and  to  wait  with  patience 
till  those  passions  and  deluMons  shall  have  passtd  over, 
which  the  Federal  Government  have  artfully  excited  to 
cover  its  own  abuses  sifd  conceal  its  deigns,  fully  confi- 
dent that  the  good  sense  of  the  American  people,  and 
their  attachment  to  those  very  rights  which  ve  are  now 
vindicating,  will,  before  it  shall  be  too  late,  rally  with  us 
around  the  true  principles  of  our  federal  compact.  This 
was  only  meant  to  give  a  general  idea  of  the  complexion 
and  topics  of  audi  an  instrument.  Mr.  M.,  who  came 
as  had  been  proposed,  dnes  not  eon<»ir  in  the  KKrva- 
tion  proposed  alone;  and  from  thia  I  recede  readily,  not 
only  in  deference  to  his  judgment,  but  because,  as  we 
should  never  think  of  separation,  but  for  repeated  and 
enormous  violations,  so  these,  when  they  occur,  iriU  be 
cause  enough  of  themselves.'f 

A  further  development  of  these  ideH  was  to  be  found 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Giles,  from  which  Mr.  W.  begged 


*  Mrmairand  Corre*pondeii«arTlMmki  Jt^trton,  «al,  4,  pa|e41T. 

l*iierio  JBtnwMadiwn,  Dea.  «,IM«.       .„„„,.,  _   

t  Ibfd.  Tol.  3,  pi|i.-t  4U,  «P.  Li-lier  la  W.  C.  Nhhslas,  SepteK- 
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leave  to  reftd  a  couple  of  passages:  "  I  see  u  you  do,  and 
with  the  deepest  affliction,  the  rapid  strides  with  which 
the  federal  branch  of  our  Government  is  advancing  to< 
wards  the  usurpation  of  all  the  rijifhts  reserved  to  the 
States,  and  the  consolidation  in  itself  all  powers,  foreign 
and  domestic,  and  that  too  hy  constructions  which,  if  Te- 
vititnate,  leave  no  limits  to  their  power.  Take  together 
v\e  decisions  of  the  Federal  Court,  the  doctrines  of  the 
President,  and  the  miBconstructioiis  of  the  constitutional 
compact  acted  on  by  the  Legislature  ofthe  federal  branch, 
and  it  is  but  too  evident  that  the  then  nilingbranches  of  that 
department  are  in  combination  to  strip  their  colleagues, 
the  State  authority,  of  the  powers  reserved  by  them,  and 
to  exercise  themselves  all  functions,  foreig^t  and  domes* 
tic.  Under  tlie  power  to  regelate  commerce,  they  assume 
indefinitely  that  also  over  agriculture  and  manu&ctures, 
and  call  it  re^ilation  to  take  the  earnings  of  one  of  these 
branches  of  industry,  and  that  too  the  most  depressed, 
and  put  tliem  into  the  pockets  of  the  other,  the  most 
flourishing  of  all.  *  •  *  And  what  is  our  resource  for 
the  preservation  of  the  eonititution?  Reason  and  argu- 
ment? Tou  mig^t  as  well  reason  and  ai^e  with  tlie  mar- 
ble columns  encircling  them.  The  representatives  chosen 
by  oanelves?  l*hey  are  joined  in  the  combination,  some 
fhom  incorrect  views  of  Government,  some  from  corrtipt 
cnes,  sufficient  voting  together  to  "outnumber  the  sound 
part^  and  with  majorities  of  one,  two,  or  three,  bold 
enouffh  to  go  forward  in  their  defence.  Are  we,  then,  to 
standto  our  arms?  No*  tliat  must  be  the  last  reaource, 
not  to  be  thought  of  until  larger  and  greater  raffeings.  If 
every  infraction  of  a  compact  of  so  many  parties  is  to  be 
resisted  at  once  as  a  dissolution  of  it,  none  can  ever  be 
formed  which  would  last  one  year.  We  must  have  pa- 
tience and  longer  endurance,  then,  with  our  brethren 
vWhile  under  delusiont  give  them  time  for  reflection  and 
experience  of  consequences;  keep  ourselves  in  a  situation 
to  profit  by  the  chapter  of  accidentst  and  separate  from 
our  companions  only  when  the  sole  alternatives  left  are 
the  dissolution  of  our  union  with  them,  or  submission  to 
a  Government  without  limitation  orpowers.* 

If  this  bill  fitils,  said  Hr.  W.,  I  entreat  our  friends  to 
consider  what  is  the  next  step.  If  you  will  not  alter,  yoa 
must  be  called  on  lo  enforce.  Tlw  choice  is  between  this 
bill  and  another  measure  which  must  be  nameleui  not  for 
want  of  words  to  characterixe  it  aa  it  deserves,  hat  because 
they  could  not  be  used  without  a  breach  of  order.  '  He 
could  not  say  what  was  doing  in  tiie  other  end  of  the  cspi> 
tol(  but  this  lie  could  say,  he  was  present  the  other  day  at 
the  consultation  of  a  body  of  learned  physicians:  the  case 
was  one  of  delirium  and  debility  brought  on  by  ill  treat- 
ment, and  the  remedy  proposed  was  toe  lancet  and  blue 
pills.  Tliis  is  the  prescription  of  our  poTttieal  empirics. 
The  cry  is,  "Bleed  the  republic!"  Let  me  tell  them, 
sir,  "  Plus  a  medim  ^uom  a  moHn perieuU." 

It  no  longer  admits  of  a  doubt,  the  choice  of  our 
friends  must  be  made  between  coercion  and  conciliation. 
The  first  will  soon  identify  Carolina  with  the  whole  South; 
the  second  will  unite  the  South  against  Carolina.  Coer- 
cion is  not  wise  or  prudent,  nor  always  fortunate,  even 
when  the  disparity  of  strength  is  greatest.  Austria  at- 
tempted to  coerce  the  Swiss,  Spain  to  coerce  the  Nether- 
lands, England  to  coerce  her  North  American  colonies, 
and,  in  our  day,  TurkeJ' to  coerce  Greece.  What  was 
the  ftite  of  coercion?  There  has,  indeed^  been  one  suc- 
cessful effort:  Russia  has  coerced  Poland.  lashepropos- 
ed  to  us  as  an  example? 

In  the  struggle  between  the  United  States  and  a  State, 
to  keep  peace  «i  d  anm$t  by  blowing  up  all  mateontenta^ 
what  is  the  alternative?  If  the  State  conquers,  she  is  out  of 
the  Union  of  course.  If  you  conquer,  is  she  not  out  equal- 
ly'  You  may  reduce  her  to  the  condition  of  a  subject 

•  MciBoir^MlCarmiioiMlciMeor'I'boiMi  JcflR;rNHi,«ol.  4,  page  431. 


province,  you  may  reward  with  her  plunder  tamt  pro- 
consular Governor,  for  ruling  her  with  the  despotisai  of  s 
master  and  the  wastefiilnea  of  an  agents  learin;  bdiind 
you  in  her  bosom — 

"  Immtrtak  •dium,  et  nunquam  tanaiile  vutnut." 
But  she  is  a  State  no  longer!  You  may  grasp  a  barren 
sceptre,  and  wave  it  over  a  dispeopled  territoTy;  but  till 
you  exterminate  the  sous  of  Carolina,  your  dominion  over 
her  soil  extends  not  beyond  the  pmnta  of  jour  bayofMAs- 
And  what  will  you  have  done^  Rxtinguiabed  ou^  star  of 
the  cooBtellation,  «id  made  South  Carolina 

"  LilM  the  lost  Pleiad  teta  ma  man  Whwr." 

Before  gentlemen  decide  a^nst  conciliation,  and  inCt- 
vor  of  civil  war,  irill  they  review  the  history  of  our  itn^ 
gle  with  the  mother  country?  If  they  wiU,  Mid  arc  not 
struck  and  warned  by  the  coincidences,  they  are  beyond 
the  power  of  hellebore.  Let  me  turn  thar  mttetitkm  to 
the  page  before  me.  It  contains  his  Majesty's  most  gra- 
ciouB  speech  to  both  Houses  of  ParUament,  on  WedAcs- 
day,  November  30,  1774. 

'*  My  lords  a^d  gentiemen :  It  gives  me  nmdi  eooccm, 
that  I  am  obliged,  at  the  opening  of  thia  Parriamen^  to 
inform  you  that  a  most  doting  spirit  oi  resistance  and  dis- 
obedience to  the  law  still  unhappily  prevails  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Massachusetts  Bay,  and  nas,  in  divers  parts  of  it, 
broke  forth  in  freah  violences  of  a  very  criaun^  nature. 
These  proceedings  have  been  countenuiced  mnd  eoeeo* 
raged  in  other  of  my  colonies,  and  unwarrantableatCeinptB 
have  been  made  to  obstruct  the  commerce  of  this 
dom,  by  unlawful  combinations.  1  have  taken  such  mea- 
sures, and  given  such  orders,  aa  [  judged  most  proper 
and  cflTectuHl  for  carrying  into  execution  the  Uwa  wbicfa 
were  passed  in  the  last  session  of  the  late  Parliament,  for 
the  protection  and  security  of  the  commerce  of  my  sub- 
jects, and  for  the  restoring  and  preservine  peace,  order, 
and  good  government  in  the  province  of  Hassaehusetts 
Bayt  and  you  may  depend  upon  my  firm  and  steadfiut 
resolution  to  withstand  every  attempt  to  weaken  or  im- 
pair the  supreme  authority  of  this  Legislature  overall  the 
dominions  of  my  Crowni  the  maintenance  of  whi^  I  con- 
sider as  essential  to  the  ^gnity,  the  safety,  and  ttkc  wel 
fare  of  the  British  empiret  assuring  myself,  that,  while  I 
act  upon  these  prininples,  I  shall  never  &il  to  reeetve 
your  assistance  and  support.         «         «  • 

"  My  lords  and  gentlemen:  I^t  me  patticularty 
mend  to  ^ou,  at  this  time,  to  proceed  with  temperin  your 
deliberations,  and  with  unanimity  in  your  resolutkms.  Let 
my  people,  in  every  part  of  my  domtnian^  be  lai^;h^  by 
your  example,  to  have  a  due  reverence  Jor  the  hv^  aod 
a  just  sense  of  the  blessings  of  our  excellent  coosfitutjoa . 
They  may  be  assured  that,  on  my  part,  I  have  nothiagia 
much  at  heart,  as  the  real  prosperity  and  lutkig  faappt- 
nesB  of  all  my  subjects." 

Sir,  said  Mr.  W.,  I  intend  to  excite  no  adcUtional  od«im 
against  the  memory  of  George  111.  In  our  dedaiation  of 
independence  he  was  indeeid  described  as  **a  Prince, 
whose  character  was  marked  by  eveiy  act  whidimay  de- 
fine a  tyrant."  But  he  has  gone  to  his  accotnt-  His  Ut- 
ter years  it  had  pleased  Providence  to  visit  with  the  hea- 
viest calamity  that  can  befall  a  human  beinff.  With  hh 
shade,  therefore,  he  warred  not.  There  was  BnibaU>' 
some  office  form,  a  standard  original,  upon  whin  all  web 
instruments  were  made. 

There  was  another  curious  coincidence  ^nt^  tttif^t, 
become  more  or  less  perfect  acconUng  to  ^  cxiM*or 
which  was  given  to  a  contemplated  caU  for  ccrtuB  pa- 
pers. ■*  An  odd  inddent  happened,  wUch  aervcd  to  re- 
vive, with  double  force,  all  uiie  ill  temper  and  mwDoaty 
that  had  long  subusled  between  the  Executivepart  of  the 
Government  and  the  people,  in  the  province  of  Maaarhu- 
setts  Bay.  This  waa  the  accidental  discovenr  and  aubii- 
cation  of  a  number  of  confidential  ktterib  whkb  Imabccn 
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rittcn  during  the  course  of  the  unhappy  disputes  with 
e  tnotlier  country,  by  the  then  Governor  and  deputy 
overnor  of  that  colony,  to  persons  in  power  and  ofHcc  in 
ngland>  I'he  letters  contained  a  very  unfavorable  re- 
-eseiitation  of  the  state  of  affaira«  tlie  temper  and  dispo- 
Lion  of  the  people,  and  the  views  of  their  leaders,  in  that 
'uvitice;  and  tended  to  sliow  not  only  the  necessity  of 
e  most  coercive  measures,  but  even  a  vei-y  considerable 
iLinje  of  the  constitotion,  and  system  of  government, 
ts  necessary  to  secure  the  obedience  of  the  colony. 
These  letters,  indeed,  were  in  part  confidential  and  pri- 
.tc;  but  the  people  of  the  colony  insisted  that  they  were 
■idently  intended  to  influence  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
cntf  and  must  thtTcTore  be  shown  to  such  persons  as 
id  an  interest  in  preservli-g  their  privileges.  Upon  the 
tath  of  a  gentleman,  in  whose  possession  these  letters 
en  happened  to  be,  they,  by  some  means  which  are  not 
lown,  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  agent  for  the  colony  of 
as^nchusctts  Day,  who  immediately  transmitted  them  to 
e  Assembly  of  that  province*  which  was  then  sitting  at 
:>->ton.  The  indignation  and  animosity  which  these  let- 
rs  excited  on  the  one  side,  and  the'eonfunon  on  the 
her,  neither  need  nor  admit  of  description.  • 
How  exact  a  companion  piece  would  appear  for  this 
cturt",  if  (which  God  forbid!)  the  correspondence  of  the 
3vernment  with  certain  individuals  in  South  Carolina 
ould  be  published.  He  hoped  it  never  would  be.  He 
:precatcd  that  publication  as  fHught  with  infinite  mis- 
iief  Other  singular  points  of  resemblance  were  to  be 
und  in  the  history  of  those  times. 

■*  I'he  minister,  after  having  moved  that  the  King's 
cssage,  of  the  7th  of  M.irch,  should  be  read,  opened  his 
an  for  the  restoration  of  peace^  order,  justice,  and  com- 
erce  in  the  Massachusetts  Bay."  •  •  •  • 
fler  stating  his  opinions,  and  arguing  their  correctness, 
e  minister  proceeded.  "It  would  be  proper,  there- 
re,  to  take  away  from  Boston  the  priTilege  of  a  port  un- 

his  AUjesty  should  be  satisfied  in  these  particulam,  and 
iblicly  declare  in  council,  on  a  proper  certificate  of  the 
)od  behavior  of  the  town,  that  he  was  so  satisfied.  Un- 

this  should  happen,  the  custom-house  ofTicer!>,  who 
:ri-e  now  not  safe  in  Boston*  or  safe  no  longer  than  while 
ey  neglected  their  duty,  should  be  removed  to  Salem, 
lere  tliey  might  exercise  their  functions."! 
Upon  these  arguments,  leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the 
lebrated  Boston  port  bill,  which  will  serve  as  a  model 
r  any  Charleston  port  bill  it  may  be  necessary  to  pre- 
re,  and  the  reasons  in  opposition  and  supjiort  of  which 
2  so  applicable,  that  gentlemen,  by  consulting  the  re- 
rts,  may  find  their  own  speeches  in  those  of  Lord 
•rth,  his  partiaons,  or  his  opponents,  with  one  excep.- 
n,  a  little  better  English.  Lord  North,  for  example,  is 
lOi'ted  to  have  said,  "  I  hope  that  thia  act  will  not,  in 
/  shape,  require  a  military  force  to  put  it  in  execution. 

u  rest  of  the  colonies  will  not  take  fire  at  the  proper 
nishmerat  inflicted  on  those  who  have  disebeyeu  your 
.hority.  We  shall  then  be  nearly  in  a  situation  that  all 
licnt  measures  will  be  at  an  end,  if  they_  do.  But,  if  we 
crt  ourselves  now  with  firmness  and  intrepidity,  it  is 
>rc  likely  they  will  submit  to  our  authority.  If  the  con- 
juenci'S  of  their  not  obeying  this  act  are  likely  to  pro- 
ce  rebellion,  those  consequences  belong  to  them,  and 
t  tu  US;  it  is  not  what  we  have  brought  on,  but  what 
.-y  alone  have  occasioned.  We  are  only  answerable 
it  our  measures  are  just  and  et^uitablc.  Let  us  conti- 
e  to  proceed  with  firmness/  justice,  and  resolution. 
Itch,  if  pursued,  wilt  certainly  produce  that  due  obedi- 
ce  and  respect  to  the  laws  of  tVis  country,  and  the  se- 
rity  of  the  trade  of  its  people,  which  I  so  ardently  wish 
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We  all  know,  said  Mr.  W.,  that  the  bill  passed.  If 
such  a  one  comes  to  us,  that  coincidence,  at  least,  will,  I 
trust,  be  wanting. 

Afier  its  passage,  history  informs  us  that  several  gen- 
tlemen who  had  Toted  for  it  were  nerertbelcss  of  opinion 
that  something  of  a  conciliatory  nature  ^ould  attend  this 
measure  of  severity,  and  might  give  greater  efficacy  to  it. 
"  That  Parliament,  whilst  it  resented  the  outrages  of  the 
American  populace,  ought  not  to  be  too  willing  tp  irritate 
the  sober  part  of  the  colonies." 

A  motion  was  accordingly  made  for  a  repeal  of  the  tea 
duty  laid  in  \7t7.  The  debate  upon  the  policy  of  a  re- 
peal at  that  particular  time,  was  long  and  earneatf  tlie 
party  for  the  repeal  strongly  urging  experience,  which 
they  insisted  was  in  their  favor.  That  tlte  attempt  to  tax 
America  had  inflamed,  the  repeal  had  quieted,  and  the 
new  taxes  had  inflamed  it  again.  The  good  effect  of  rigor 
would  depend  on  a  tincture  of  lenity.  I'he  lenity  might 
render  the  rigor  unnecessary.  They,  therefore,  ear- 
nestly pressed  the  repeal  ofthe  noxious  duty,  osa  probable 
method  of  restoring  tranquillity.  How  were  Uiese  argu- 
ments met?  The  ministry  said,  "a  repeal  at  that  time 
would  show  such  a  degree  of  wavering  and  inconsistency, 
as  would  defeat  the  good  effects  of  the  rigorous  plan. 
That  Parliament  ought  to  show  that  it  woula  relax  none 
of  its  just  rights,  but  enforce  them  in  a  practical  way;  that 
it  was  provided  with  means  of  compelling  obedience  when 
resisted.  If  this  tax  was  repealea,  what  answer  is  to  be 
given  when  they  demand  the  repeal  of  the  duly  fm 
wine?"*  ' 

On  these  grounds  the  motion  was  negatived.  After  the 
Boston  port  bill,  came  the  bill  for  the  "  better  regulating 
government  in  tlie  province  of  Massachusetts  Bay."  BotU 
these  memorable  laws  were  before  them.  They  were 
doubtless  pattern  acts  for  all  lovers  d*  strong  government; 
but  politicians,  a  little  bolder  than  the  Bntuh  ministry, 
would  put  them  together.  He  would  not  go  through  with 
them.  Gentlemen  curious  in  engines  of  coeraon,  might 
perhaps  have  scanned  them  cUuse  by  clause.  In  bring- 
ing forward  that  bill.  Lord  North  favored  the  House  of 
Commons  with  a  dissertation  on  the  potse  cotaitatut.\ 
Then  came  the  bill  for  the  better  administration  of  justice 
in  Massachusetts  Bay.  That,  too,  would  fumisli  some 
hints  to  an  American  Draco.  They  would  be  gathered 
up  no  doubt.  It  was  on  that  bill  that  Colonel  Barrc  was 
enabled  to  make  his  proud  boast:' *<I  reristed  the  vio- 
lence of  America  at  the  hazard  of  my  popularity  theret 
I  now  resist  yuur  frenzy  at  the  same  risk  here."  It  was 
then,  too,  be  gavc_his  memorable,  but  fruitless  warning: 
"  I  know  the  vast  superiority  of  your  disciplined  troops 
over  the  provincials:  but  beware  how  you  supply  the 
want  of  discipline  by  desperation." 

Sir,  said  Mr.  W.,  the  fatal  dilemma  of  Mr.  Dunning  is 
exactly  that  presented  to  the  South:  "Resist,  and  we  will 
cut  yuur  throat;  submit,  and  we  will  tax  you."t 

From  this  liasty  review  of  councils,  whose  folly  and 
madness  could  be  excelled  only  by  oiir  own,  it  was  grate- 
ful to  turn  to  a  safer,  a  wiser  precedent,  that  set  by 
Thomas  Jcffisrson  respecting  the  repeal  of  the  embargo. 
It  would  be  unjust  and  imprudent  to  use  any  other  than 
his  own  words:  "  Mr.  Adams  called  on  me  pending  the 
embargo,  and,  while  endeavors  were  making  to  obtain  its 
repeal,  he  made  some  apologies  for  the  call,  on  the 
ground  of  our  not  being  in  the  habit  of  confidential  com- 
municattonsi  but  that  that  which  he  had  then  to  make  in- 
volved, too  seriously,  the  interests  of  our  country,  not  to 
overrule  all  other  considerations  witli  him,  and  nudce  it 
his  duty  to  reveal  it  to  myself  particularly.  I  assured  him 
there  was  no  occasion  for  any  apology  lur  bis  vikit;  that, 
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on  the  contrary,  hU  communications  would  be  thankrully 
received,  and  would  add  a  confinnation  tlie  more-to  my 
entire  confidence  in  the  rectitude  and  patriotism  of  his 
f»nduct  and  principles.  Be  ^^poke  then  oF  the  dissatis- 
faction of  the  eastern  portion  of  our  confederacy  with  the 
restnunta  of  the  embargo  then  existing,  and  their  restless- 
ness under  it.  That  there  was  nothing  which  miglit  not 
be  altempted  to  rid  themGe1ves.of  it.  Tliat  he  had  infor- 
mation, of  the  most  unquestionable  certainty,  that  certain 
citixens  of  the  Eastern  States  (1  thinfc  he  named  Massa- 
chusetts particularly)  -were  in  neKotiatton  with  agents  of 
the  British  Government,  the  object  of  which  was  an 
agreement  that  the  New  England  States  should  take  no 
further  part  in  the  var  then  going  on;  that,  wittiout  for- 
mally declaring  their  separation  from  the  Union  of  the 
States,  they  should  withdraw  frohi  all  aid  and  obedience 
to  them;  that  their  navl^tion  and  commerce  should  be 
free  from  restraint  and  interruption  by  the  British}  that 
they  should  be  considered  and  treated  by  thetn  as  neu- 
trafs,  and  as  such  might  conduct  themselTes  towards  both 
partieSf  and.  at  the  close  of  the  war,  be  at  liberty  to  re- 
join  the  confederacy.  He  assured  me  that  there  was  im- 
minent danger;  that  the  convention  would  take  place; 
that  the  temptations  were  such  as  might  debauch  many 
frqm  their  fidelity  to  the  Union;  and  that,  to  enable  its 
fl-iendfl  to  make  head  against  it,  the  repeal  of  the  embargo 
was  absolutely  necessary.  I  expressed  a  just  sense  of  the 
merit  of  this  information,  and  of  the  importance  of  tlie 
disclosure  to  tlie  safety  and  even  the  salvation  of  our 
country:  and  however  reluctant  1  was  to  abandon  the 
measure,  (a  measure  which,  persevered  in  a  little  longer, 
we  had  subsequent  and  satisfactory  assurance,  would 
have  effected  its  object  completely,}  from  that  moment, 
and  influenced  by  that  information,  I  saw  the  necessity  of 
abandoning  it)  and,  instead  of  eff'ecting  our  purpose  by 
this  peaceful  weapon*  we  must  fight  it  out,  or  break  the 
Union.  I  then  recommended  to  my  friends  to  yield  to 
the  necessity  of  a  repeal  of  the  embargo,  and  to  endeavor 
to  supply  its  place  by  the  best  substitute,  in  which  they 
could  procure  a  general  concurrence."* 

Mr.  W.  was  not  unapprised,  that,  in  some  of  these 
details, 'the  memory  of  Mr.  Jefferson  wag  inaccurate.  The 
correctnen  of  the  material  part,  however,  remains  unim- 
peached.  The  discontent  of  the  East,  and  the  machina- 
tions of  some  leading  men  there,  to  produce  a  dissolution 
of  the  Union,  or  temporary  secession  from  it,  had  been 
communicated  to  Mr.  Jefferson;  and,  instead  of  seeking 
means  to  punish  the  instigators  of  the  resistance  to  a  law 
of  Congress,  or  aaking  new  or  extraordinary  powers  to 
enforce  it,  Mr.  J.  recommended  a  repeal  of  the  embargo. 

This  much  Mr.  W.'thought  was  apparent,  even  from 
the  statement  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  referred  to, 
made  with  a  view  of  correcting  the  errors  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son's octsgenarian  memory.  To  avoid  all  injustice,  Mr. 
W.  would  use  his  own  language:  "It  was  in  these  letters 
of  1808  and  1B09,"  says  Mr.  Adams,  "tliat  I  mentioned 
the  design  of  certain  leaders  of  the  federal  party  to  effect 
a  dissolution  of  the  Union,  and  the  establishment  of  a 
northern  confederacy. 

This  design  had  been  formed  in  the  winter  of  1803-% 
immediately  af^er,  and  as  a  consequence  of  the  acquisi- 
tion of  Louisiana.  Its  justifying  causes  to  those  who  en- 
tertained it  were,  that  the  annexation  of  Louisiana  to  the 
Union  transcended  tlie  constitutional  powers  of  tlie  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  Slates.  Tliat  it  formed  in  fact  a 
new  confederacy,  to  which  the  States  united  by  tiie  for- 
mer compact  were  not  bound  to  adhere.  That  it  was 
oppressive  to  the  interests,  and  destructive  to  the  influ- 
ence of  the  northern  section  of  the  confederacyt  whose 
ri^t  and  duty  it  therefore  was  to  secede  from  the  new 
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body  politic,  and  to  conatitute  one  of  their  cnn.  Tb^ 
plan  was  so  far  matured,  that  the  proposal  had  beeniaaile 
to  an  individual  to  permit  himself  at  the  proper  tine,  to 
be  placed  at  the  liead  of  tlie  military  moTcments  !t 
was  foreseen  would  be  necessary  for  carr^'ing  it  into  tx- 
ecution.  In  all  this  there  was  no  overt  act  of  treafrn.  I- 
ttie  abstract  theon'  of  our  Government,  the  obedinn  <tf 
the  citizen  is  not  due  to  an  unconstitutional  lav.  Be  3ut 
lawfully  resist  its  execution.  If  a«n^e  indiridual uk*^- 
takes  this  resistance,  our  constitutions,  bfith  oTtbcUarc^ 
States  and  of  each  separate  State,  have  prorided  a  •o£ 
ciary  power,  judges  and  juries,  to  decide  betveea  t« 
individual  and  the  legislative  act  which  he  has  rrsu'wJ  m 
unconstitutional.  But  let  us  suppose  the  case  thai  lrp«- 
lative  acts  of  oiie  or  more  States  of  this  Union  are  puic^ 
conflicting  with  acts  of  Congress,  and  comaiandu^  Ait 
resistance  of  their  citizens  against  them,  and  what  the  c^q 
be  the  result  but  war,  civil  war }  And  is  not  tliat  itjaa 
a  dissolution  of  the  Union,  ao  far  as  the  resisting  Sulci 
are  concerned?  And  what  would  be  the  conditioa  ni 
every  citizen  in  the  resisting  States*  Bound  by  the  dou- 
ble duty  of  allegiance  to  the  Union  and  to  the  State,  Lc 
would  be  crushed  between  the  upper  and  the  nether  miD- 
stone,  with  the  performance  of  every  civic  darr  eonrrrt- 
ed  into  a  crime,  and  guilty  of  treason*  bj  erery  act  uf 
obedience  to  the  law.* 

It  was  precisely  this  miserable  state  of  t^in^  so  clearly 
and  ably  delineated  by  the  gentleman  from  Xaa^achtiaetl^ 
[Mr.  Adaxs,]  that  he  [Mr.  W.]  desired  to  avoid.  He  rar- 
Jured,  nay,  he  implored,  his  political  friends  to  aid  hna  b 
averting  it.  If  they  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  his  pnycn,  hs 
reminded  them  that  the  Southrons  were  Italians,  not  is 
their  skies  only.  If  they  should  trace  up  the  ^Harc  rf 
peace  to  those  whose  cause  they  bad  been  m^ioidicg. 
there  was  danger  they  might  adopt  the  dcspeKte  Ajing 
of  Cosmo  de  Medici:  *' Tou  shall  read,  said  he,  that  ve 
are  commanded  to  forgive  our  enemies;  but  yoa  vlil  no- 
where find  we  are  required  to  fot^ve  our  friend*." 

Mr.  W.  wished  to  forgive  all,  or  rather  he  visf*ed,  b* 
a  comprehensive  measure  of  conciliation,  ao  to  baiy  eieiy 
past  cause  of  complaint,  that  there  should  be  nollti^left 
to  forgive.  In  pursuit  of  that  just  object,  he  adtun- 
ledged  no  friend  but  him  who  aided,  be  Tccogwd  ra 
enemy  but  those  who  obstructed  it.  Whosoever,  in  t&j 
hour  of  peril  and  dismay,  would  aid  liim  in  bis  holy  par- 
pose,  whosoever  would  even  dare  to  speak  what  the  free- 
men of  the  country  tliought,  but  had  not  yet  uttered,  hjs 
would  he  grapple  to  his  heart  with  hooks  of  sted!  Aad 
he  who  thwarted  him  in  thianost  chertsbed  oUeet  of  bs 
life,  would  be  tear  thence,  thou^  he  were  UslratikeroT 
the  same  womb,  born  at  the  same  birth! 

[Lights  had  been  introduced  before  Mr.  W.  con:- 
menced,  and,  after  speaking  until  nine  o'clock,  the  co«n- 
mittee  rose,  and  the  House  adjourned.  \\t  &Tash«d  his 
speech  the  next  day,  but  it  is  given  entire  hen-") 

TauBSBaT,  jAavAn-  34< 
MtU  ADAMS'S  BESOLUncmS. 
The  resolutions  offered  by  Mr.  An&sn,  calEng  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury-,  and  on  the  Pirmdml, 
certain  explanations  as  to  parts  of  the  Sectdaiy^  nptvi 
stnd  the  President's  message,  having  again  ame  op  fv 
consideration, 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  said:  I  did  not  intend  tonke  t\ns  t«- 
soliition  the  occasion  of  a  counter  debate  to  ttietaiiff  de 
bate  now  in  progress  in  committee-  My  coOoMK  on  the 
Committee  on  Manubctures,  [Mr.  ABA»?|wk  mndC 
had  differed  respecting  this  cal^  and  aa  he  staled  Us  ie>- 
sons  for  it,  I  stated  mine  agiunat  it^  mad  Ml  w3Bh^  ? 
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stihmit  the  m&tter  to  the  judgment  of  the  Houie  witbout 
further  remark. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachutetts  [Mr.  Adamb]  has 
mnee  Mated  that,  by  the  etiquette  of  the  House,  U  would 
have  been  improper  for.the  conunittee  to  have  made  the 
proposed  call  on  the  Pres'ident.  I  bellere  he  u  entirely 
correct  in  matters  of  etiquette,  and  I  wish  I  could  say  the 
same  of  what  he  has  stated  in  respect  to  my  call  on  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  I  did  not  call  on  him  pri- 
vately; I  called  on  him  as  Secretary,  and  at  his  office,  as  I 
believe  I  had  a  perfect  right  to  do;  not  to  obtain  a  cata- 
lopic  of  the  protected  articles^  but  tu  know  whether  he 
approved  of  the  bill  reported*  and  what  would  be  the 
probable  delay  or  answer,  if  he  would  be  required  to  give 
one,  to  the  gentleman's  leaolution.  I  have  reported  his 
answer,  and,  if  it  be  not  acceptable  to  the  gentleman,  it 
is  not  my  fault.  The  House  know  what  the  answer  will 
ht;  and  if  it  desires  hint  to  give  his  to  aid  its  judgment,it 
will  make  the  call.  I  can  only  say,  that  highly  as  I  respect 
his  judgment,  I  do  not  think  it  can  aid  us  much  at  this 
stage  of  the  proceeding.  If  the  ^ntleman  persists  In  hia 
motion,  I  shall  ask  tl»t  the  question  be  taken  on  the  laat 
resolution,  sepmratelyt  and  I  do  hope  that  the  House,  as 
well  out  of  regard  to  its  own  character,  as  the  courtesy 
due  the  Executive,  will  not  request  the  President  to  in- 
form us  what  articles  are  deemed  essential  to  the  defence 
of  the  country  in  time  of  war.  The  short  answer  would 
seem  to  be,  arms  and  munitions  of  war. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Stbwabt] 
wishes  to  know  why  I  desire  the  repeal  of  tbe  act  of  1832. 
Why,  sir,  does  that  gentleman  forget  his  \-ery  "ardent, 
zealous,  and  sincere'" speech  and  vote  against  that  act, 
and  the  dreadful  ruin  which  he  predicted  would  he  con- 
sequent on  its  operation  in  practice?  andean  he  find, in 
bis  very  sincere  opposition  to  it,  no  reason  why  I  should 
denre  that  Congren  should  again  review  the  subject, 
correct  and  improve  thaf  act,  and  re^udge  its  judgment? 
If  he  voted  agunst  that  ^t  because  if  reduced  the  taxes 
of  the  people  «x  millions  of  dollars,  could  I  not  vote 
for  it  when  I  wished  it  to  reduce  those  taxes  double  that 
■mount? 

The  gentleman  [Mr.  8.]  aajn  he  is  in  **  Egyptian 
darkness,"  and  calls  for.  more  light.  I  have  none  of 
<■  Morgan's  Illustrationi,  or  Giddlngs's  Almanacks,"  and 
cannot  enlighten  him.  From  his  argument,  his  action, 
and  his  vote,  1  cannot  deny  that  he  is  in  Egyptian  dark- 
ness, and  he  may  he  afflicted  with  all  the  plagues  of 
Egypt  on  this  subjecti  but  I  will  enlighten  liim  ai  &r  as 
I  am  able. 

The  gentleman  [Mr.  8.]  says  that  in  1828  I  was  the 
ardent  and  zealoua  advocate  of  tbe  i^riculturists.  He 
will  find  me  lo  sti!),  and  I  hope  by  my  acta  to  prove  my- 
self as  sincere  a  friend  to  every  branch  of  industry  as 
tbe  gentleman  can  be.  And  why  Aould  I  not  be?  My 
habits  or  associations  cannot  tend  to  favor  idleness.  In- 
deed, I  regard  idleness  as  leading  to  corruption,  and  as 
pensioned  on  the  labors  of  industry.  Industry  produces 
■11  and  pays  alli  and  I  wish  to  relieve  industry  fmn  the 
payment  of  hx  millions  more  of  unnecessary  taxes.  Can 
t  be  good  for  tiie  people  to  pay  six  millions  of  taxes  not 
leceasary  to  the  support  of  the  Government?  Though 
le  says  he  is  in  Egyptian  darkneii  on  the  subject,  I  hope 
he  gentleman  may  find  some  reason  tar  my  wiidi  to  re- 
ieve  industry  of  these  six  millions  of  unneceaisry  taxes 
astened  on  it  by  our  present  laws. 

So  much  as  to  what  the  gentleman  [Mr.  9.1  said  about 
ny  reasons  for  desiring  furtiier  to  reduce  Uieae  taxes. 
3ut  he  ai^ued  that  the  act  of  1833  would  produce  an 
ncreaaed  revenue,  and,  as  well  as  I  can  understand  htm, 
hat  the  present  will  produce  a  vut  excess.  One  thing 
s  certain,  that  the  taxation  on  the  articles  is  reduced,  for 
he  rate  of  the  tax  is  diminished. 

But  what  is  bis  scheme  for  reducing  tlie  revenue?  Be 
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would  increase  the  rate  of  the  tax  so  that  the  article 
could  not  be  brought  into  the  country.  I  mean  no  disre- 
spect, and  will  apply  no  abu^e  epithet  to  the  gentieman. 
I  will  treat  him  as  a  member  of  this  Housei  nut  of  Ui 
scheme,  I  will  say,  not  that  it  b  the  Hong  system  of 
Chins,  or  the  tory  system  of  England,  but  that  it  is  a 
copper-washed  pig  iron  system  offinance  and  protectioni 
cruel,  oppresnve,  and  impolitic,  in  the  eitremej  fit  only 
to  be  imposed  on  the  most  abject  of  slaves,  by  the  worst 
of  despots;  wholly  unsuited  to  a  free  people,  and  insup- 
portable in  a  free  country.  What  is  it?  The  people  ask 
that  the  taxation  should  be  reduced,  and  the  gentlennui 
proposes  to  increase  the  taxes,  and  by  a  continued  in- 
crease, until  they  arrive  at  a  perfect  prohibition.  Such 
is  his  scheme.  The  people  ask  that  the  taxation  should 
be  reduced,  and  he  proposes  to  increase  tbe  rale  of  taxa- 
tion until  the  pricea  shall  be  so  raised  that  they  cannot 
obtain  or  afford  to  buy  these  necessaries  and  comforts  of 
life.  He  will  give  Aorelief,  but  increase  these  taxes  ten< 
foldt  a  system  of  Anatie  despotism,  unfit  to  be  eoiinte- 
nanced  in  a  free  eoantryi  and  on  reviewing  it,  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  repudiate  and  abandon  a  system  so  cruel 
and  oppressive. 

Yet  the  gentleman  supposes  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  might  recommend  liis  system  of  reducing  rc" 
venue.  But  this  is  impossible.  Tbe  SecreUry  is  an 
honest  man,  and  cannot  recommend  such  insulting  cruel- 
ty; he  is  an  enlightened  citizen,  and  cannot  adopt  such  a 
system  of  absurdity;  he  is  a  ft-iend  to  the  industry  of  the 
country,  and  unnot  recommend  a  system  oppressive  to, 
and  destructive  of  all  its  energies.  Does  the  gentleman 
really  suppose  that  the  Secretary  could  recommend  Con- 
gress to  adopt  his  ^-stem?  He  says  so;  and  I^  am  bound 
to  believe  him.  He  will  give  proof  of  his  sincerity,  if 
he  will  apply  his  system  to  indigo,  which  can  be  produc- 
ed at  the  South .  Let  him  move  to  extend  his  rule  to  this 
article  under  tireumstancea  of  probable  success,  and  he 
will  afford  proof  of  his  nneerity. 

If  Pennsylvania  has  by  imports  supplied  herself,  free 
of  duty,  with  the  iron  necessary  to  the  completion  of  her 
railways,  and  not  without,  for  I  am  a  friend  to  her,  and 
do  not  wish  to  destroy  them,  let  him,  under  circumstancn 
which  promise  success,  extend  his  system  to  railroad 
iron,  by  such  si). enormous  duty  as  will  prohibit  its  impor- 
tation, and  sJl  will  think  him  «ncere.  One  or  two  hun- 
dred, or  even  fifty  dollars  tax  on  the  ton,  will  work  its 
excluuon,  and  force  its  production  here.  Indigo  and  rail- 
road iron  are  fit  articles  on  which  to  try  his  system  of  re- 
ducing revenue  by  increasing  taxes  on  articles  to  be  con- 
sumed by  manufacturers,  and  those  wealthy  citizens  who 
subscribe  for  railroad  stocks.  Let  him  fasten  his  system 
on  these  articles,  and  others  like  them,  and  none  will 
doubt  his  Mncerity.  If  tried  on  these  article^  I  think  it 
would  be  found  that  increasing  tbe  rate  of  duty,  even  if 
extended  to  a  prohibition,  would  be  deemed  by  the  eon- 
sumera  an  increase  of  the  tax. 

The  gentleman  pushes  bis  dislike  of  tbe  bill  reported 
by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  so  far  as  to  tell 
us  that  on  its  passage  depends  ttie  peace,  pethaps  tho 
continusnce  of  the  Union.  Kutlification  must  r^mce  at 
this  accession  of  the  gentieman  from  Peimsylvania  to  ita 
ranks.  Has  the  gentleman  considered  tbe  very  awkward 
position  in  which  he  would  place  himself?  .We  hsve 
often  heard  of  a  people  driven  into  violence  and  resist- 
ance to  taxes;  but  was  it  ever  heard  that  a  people  resisted 
with  force  the  reduction  of  their  taxes?-  Whatever  effect 
this  bill  may  have  upon  the  revenue,  certain  it  is  that  it 
reduces  the  rate  of  taxation.  It  adopts  lower  rates  of 
taxation  than  the  act  of  July,  1833.  Besides,  sir,  has  the 
gentleman  forgotten  the  proclamation,  and  bis  late  adhe- 
sion  to  it?  I  hope  he  will  not  be  so  rash  as  to  countensnce 
civil  confusion  and  violence,  merely  because  Congress 
diall  see  fit  to  reduce  the  taxes  of  the  people. 
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But  the  gentTeiBMl  'my*  he  deiires  the  resolution  bo 
•mencTed  u  to  require  tlie  Secretary  to  report  the  price 
of  the  protected  articlei  before  the  tftx  was  increased, 
and  the  price  of  the  same  articlea  since  the  inereaae 
the  dutr  on  them.  He  tells  us  it  will  be  Ibund  that  the 
price  of  the  article  yraa  higher  befbre  the  inereate  of  the 
chity,  and  hwep  aft^r  iti  and  contends^  that  sueh  a  report 
will  prore  that  th^  increase  of  the  duty  makes  the  artide 
^eap,  and  does  not  increase  its  price. 

NoVt  sir,  I  submit  that  the  gentleman  does  not  state 
the  true  qttestion.  The  question  >s  not  whether  the  price 
of  the  article  is  higher  or  lower  before  or  after  the  in- 
crease  of  the  duty,  but  whether  the  price  of  the  article  is 
lower  whh  thb'tax,  than  il  would  be  if  the  -tax  had  not 
been  imposed,  lliiais  the  true  qucatioiit  and  not  whether 
it  has  risen  or  fallen  rinee  tiw  tax  waeinereasecl.  For  if 
the  article  be  made  ofa  foreign  maAerial,  its  price  abroad, 
or  though  from  a  home  product,  yet  its  quantity  and  price 
here  may  increase  the  price  of  the  manufactured  article. 
SOt  too,  though  the  tax  be  increased,  yet  the  reduction  of 
the  price  abroad  may,  notwithstanding  the  increase  of  the 
tax,  permit  the  price  to  go  downt  and  tlie  greater  cbeap- 
neaa  of  the  raw  material  abroad  and  at  home  may,  and 
would  reduce  the  price  here.  The  real  question  is  not, 
therefore,  as  the  gentleman  states  it,  have  the  goods  risen 
or  fallen  since  the  duty  was  increased;  but  are  they 
dearer  or  cheaper  than  they  would  hare  been  if  the  tax 
had  not  been  increased^  and  the  bets  which  approximate 
nearest  in  answer  to  this  the  true  question  will  be  found 
in  the  anawer  to  the  question.  Since  the  duties  have  been 
increased  to  a  reasonable  protection,  has  the  price  of  the 
protected  articles  been  so  low  here  as  in  other  eoitntries 
rnrni  which  we  might  obtain  them,  allowing  for  the  ex- 
pense of  importing  them?  Has  the  price  of  these  arti- 
clea gone  down  here,  notwithstanding  the  t&x,  in  tite 
same  degree  that  it  has  gone  down  in  other  coontries? 
The  answer  to  this  question  will  show  whether  the  tax  has 
made  Uie  goods  dearer  or  cheaper  than  they  would  be 
without  the  tu. 

Now,  «r,  the  answer  to  these  questions  will  be  found 
in  the  documents  collected  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, under  the  order  of  the  House,  and  sent  to  us  at  the 
hut  seSMon,  and  ordered  to  be  printetl.  In  the  House 
document  264,  this  information  will  be  found  in  re- 
lation to  goods  paying  an  ad  valorem  duty,  or  amount  of 
duty  dependent  on  thrir  valuei  and  I  will  state  a  few  or 
ttese  prices  for  the  information  of  the  aentleman  and  the 
House.  They  will  then  be  able  to  judge  whether  they 
have  fallen  here  more  than  they  hare  abroad,  and  whether 
they  sell  here  as  cheap  a*  in  other  countries.  According 
to  this  document,  4-4  cotton  sheelinga,  which  in  England, 
in  1817,  aold  at  Is.  3d.  sterling,  can  now  be  had  at  4j|d. 
a  yard,  and  printed  goods  for  ladies*  dresses;  costing  then 
S6s.  a  piece,  can  be  had  for  18s.  and  22b.  "In  1SI6,  a 
piece  of  eonunon  blue  and  white  calico,  28  yards,  in 
Mani-hcster,  33s.  sterling  per  piece,  can  now  be  had  for 
13s.  to  15s.    In  woollens  also  a  similar  decline  has  taken 

{ilace.    Broadcloths  costing,  in  ISlT,  30s.  can  now  bp 
lad  for  12s.  to  Us."    And  at  page  6  it  will  be  found  that 
from  1816  to  1819, 

Blue  cloth  in  England,  40s.  per  yard,  sold  in  the  United 

States  at  $14  to  1450. 
Black      do.  38ii.      do.  $13}  to  14. 

From  1819  to  1834, 
Blue  cloth  in  England,  S'Ss.  per  yd.  V.  St&tes,  $13}  to  14 
Black      do.  369.        do.  13^  to  14 

From  1834  to  1838, 
Blue  cloth  in  England,  368.  per  yard,  U.  States,  $13  - 
BUck      do.  34s.      do.  13  jO 

•  From  1828  to  1833, 
Blue  cloth,  Enghnd,  SSs.  per  yd.  U.Statei^  $11  SO  to  13 
Black      do.  SSs.  do.  II  to  11 50 

Frwa  these  priccfl  it  will  be  seen  tlut  in  woollens  the 


price  here  has  been  about  doable  that  in  England  for  the 
same  articlc{  and  that  a  great  decfine  has  taken  place 
abroad  in  tlie  articles  subject  to  ad  valorem  duties;  aod 
erery  man  who  has  any  acquaintance  with  goods  ean  say 
whether  they  have  been  made  cheaper  here  by  our  pro- 
tecting tax.  InUte  document  No.  308, 1  believe  gentle- 
men will  find  more  fiilt  and  aatisfiictoiy  evidence  oa  th» 
subject. 

But,  sir,  as  the  Importers  of  goods  subject  to  ad  valo- 
rem duty  have  an  interest  tn  put  down  the  foreign  price 
of  their  goods,  I  will  csll  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
[Mr.  Stxwart]  and  the  Honse  te  the  price  of  goods  sub- 
ject to  spetufic  duties.  In  relation  to  these,  the  intporter 
liai  no  interest  to  put  the  foreign  price  too  fc>w;  indeed^ 
his  interest  is  to  puce  them  on  his  invoice  too  high,  as 
thns  the  invoice  may  be  emplc^ed  to  help  him  to  make  a 
better  sale,  by  showing  it  to  his  buyers.  I  will  give  the 
prices  from  the  commercial  statement  of  1831,  a  docu- 
ment to  which  every  member  can  refer.  The  commercial 
year  ended  with  September,  and  it  is  known  to  all  in  the 
least  conversant  with  trade,  that  daring  that  year»  up  to 
October,  not  only  the  foreigner  aoU  these  goods  to  the 
importer  at  a  fiiir  profit,  bat -also  that  the  Importer,  a/ler 
paying  the  duty  and  all  the  charges  of  importatioi^  said 
them  m  our  market  at  a  handsome  profit. 

Referring  to  thta  document,  first  session  of  the  twenty- 
second  Congress,  vol.  v.  No.  330,  it  will  be  found  ihat 
the  fiireign  cost  of  the  cotton  bagging  imported  from 
Scotland  was  ten  and  a  half  cents  the  yard,  and  that  im- 
ported fivm  the  Manse  Towns  was  six  aoda  half  cents  a 
yard.  Now  this  is  one  of  oar  well  protected  arciclest  and 
I  submit  to  all  who  purchased  this  article  in  our  market, 
whether  it  was  dearer  or  cheaper  here  than  abroad,  ot 
the  Venitian  and  ingrain  carpeting  imported,  that  from 
Scotland  cost  there  sixty-nine  centH  a  yard,  and  that  from 
England  sixty-four  cents  a  yard;  and  it  be  easy  for 
members  to  say  whether  it  aold  for  more  or  Icai  in  our 
markets. 

The  mil  duck  imported  fVom  RoMia  eoatabroad  twcvty- 
ux  and  a  half  cent*  the  yard;  and  gentlemen  conmant 
with  the  porchMe  of  the  article  for  fitting  out  resMh  cao 
say  wheUier  the  home  article  of  as  good  quali^  sold  aa 

cheap. 

Spirits  from  grain,  imported  from  the  Netberbnd% 
Holland  gin,  I  suppose,  cost  forty  four  cento  a  gallon 
spirits,  from  the  Dutch  West  Indies,cost  twcnqr-eixcents, 
and  from  the  British  West  Indies  thirty-nme  and  a  half 
cents  the  gallon.  It  is  not  difficult  to  say  that  no  spirits 
of  as  good  quality,  distilled  here,  sAld  for  tiiese  pricci^ 
though  the  protection,  or  tax  on  spirits,  is  abundant  and  of 
lonjT  standing. 

I'he  totA>  or  molasses  imported  was  17.085,87»  gsJ. 
Ions,  and  cost  on  the  average,  including-  the  casks,  as  lar 
as  I  can  learn,  $3,433,488,  or  fourteen  and  a  half  ccatt 
the  gallon. 

Of  the  imported  sugars,  I  find  that  the  brown,  tic  , 
potin(1s98,5r6,938,cost$4,220,9>J2,  or  four  and  a  qoaKer 
cents  per  pound.  White,  clayed,  8ic.l0,437,726  pounds, 
cost  f689,884,  or  mx  and  six-tenths  cents  per  pound. 

We  imported  3,108,165  pounds  of  lead,  which  ctxt 
$52, 1 20.  or  about  two  and  a  half  cents  per  pounds  and 
this  I  find  from  the  debates  in  the  Commona  of  E«gisnd^ 
in  1830,  on  the  application  of  the  lead  miners  Ar  aa  in- 
crease of  the  duty,  wu  the  Spanish  price  of  ked.  Aa 
the  English  have  already  exported  4  or  5,000  lani,  it 
was  found  useless  to  attempt  to  increase  the  tax  on  aa 
article,  the  price  of  which  must  depend  on  itssrorth  for 
export.    Does  our  protected  lead  sell  as  cheap  here? 

Other  articlea  imported  appear  at  equally  rednced 
prices.  Iron  and  steel  wire,  from  England,  at  tea  eeats 
per  pound.  Nails,  broirght,  I  suppose,  from  En^aaii^ 
at  six  cents  per  pound.  Spikes,  mostly  from  Ewftsarf, 
at41-7th  cents  per  pound.   Cable  cb^uk  ud  pSmtC 
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cablei,  1,004,540  poundi»  CMt  51,34rdolUr%  or  5 1-lOth 
cenU  A  pouiid(  ftnd  anchored  54^771  poundi,  cost  2,387 
:luUars,  or4i  cents  per  poondt  and  memben  conversant  in 
buylri);  these  articles  fur  use,  can  easily  determine  whether 
tlie  domestic  sold  fnr  less  here. 

Saw-mill  saws,  5,679,  cost  16, 160  dollars,  or  three  doU 
Isrs  each,  and  every  nan  id  the  country  can  judge  whe- 
ther protection  has  made  tiiem  cheaper  in  Uiii  country. 
Sheet  and  hoop  iron.  Trom  Russia,  6^  ccnU  per  pound; 
and  fi'om  EngUfid,  3^  cents  the  pound)  bar  uid  bolt  iron, 
rolled, '  from  England,  cost  (1  58  percwt.;  hammered 
bar  and  boll  iron,  from  Russia,  13,7:20,534  pounds,  cost 
314,484  dullara,  or  3^  centst  from  Sweden,  36,804,646 
pounds,  cost  88(^907  dollars,  or  2  4-1  Oths cents  per  pound. ; 
and  that  from  Kngland  cost  2  S-tOths  cents  per  pound. 

The  total  of  hemp  imported,  51,909  cwt.  cost  395,700 
dollars,  or  S5  70  per  cvt. '  1  believe  the  article,  or  any 
of  as  good  quality,  sold  here  at  double  that  price,  and 
inure.  Salt  imported  from  England  cost-14j  cents,  and 
from  the  British  West  Indies  9}  cents  a  bushel .  Did  the 
urticle  of  equal  quality  sell  here  as  cheap?  The  average 
on  the  total  of  imported  coal  waslO^  cents  a  bushel  for  the 
foreign  cost. 

I  submit  to  the  candor  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennq'l- 
raaia,  [Ur.  Stevibt,]  and  to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
lid  the  home  articles  of  equal  quality  sell  as  cheap  here 

these  were  sold  abroad?  And  yet  it  is  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  foreign  manufacturer,  in  1831,  did  a  good 
and  geoer^ly  a  profitable  business.  I  luiow  that  there 
mtiat  and  will  be  a  difference  in  the  prices  of  goods  be- 
tween tbeir  price  in  an  exporting,  and  thdr  pKce  in  an 
importing  country.  That  dilference  must  be  the  expense 
of  importation  and  a  profit:  but  if  any  of  these  are  pro- 
'.i;c(ed  articles,  which  of  them  was  as  cheap  here  as  they 
»-ere  abroad,  adding  the  cluu^i  of  importatlwii  but  not 
llie  tax? 

And  yet,  sir,  the  promise  has  been,  that  they  should  be 
as  cheap  here  as  abroedi  and  this  is  the  only  solid  pround 
on  which  the  protecting  qrstem  baa  or  can  be  defended. 
The  gentlenian,  to  support  his  poution,  should  show,  not 
that  the  price  has  fallen  nnce  the  duty  was  increased,  for 
that  may  have  been  caused  by  the  fall  abroad,  or  the 
g^reater  cheapness  of  the  raw  mate^ialt  but  he  diould 
prove  that  the  fall  here  has  kept  pace  with  and  outrun 
the  fall  abroad,  and,  in  fact,  that  the  price  here  is  as  cheap 
»  in  other  countries.  On  examiningthe  evidence  of  facts, 
ind  comparing  the  price  here  with  tlie  price  of  similar 
irticlea  ^road,  I  believe  it  will  be  found  that,  iftbe  price 
tiere  has  fallen,  it  has  been  preceded  and  caused  by  as 
(rest,  and  often  a  greater  decline  in  the  prices  in  other 
:uuntriea.  Such  surely  was  tlie  case  in  1838.  For  though 
he  market  here  was  overstocked,  yet  so  far  bad  the  goods 
kllen  abroad,  that  when  our  increased  taxes  of  that  year 
vent  into  effect,  Uie  goods  subjected  to  it  could  not  be  re- 
sxported,  with  tlie  drawback  of  the  duty,  and  .find  a 
narket  abroad,  without  greater  loss  than  «ras  Aistained 
>y  their  sale  here,  with  the  heavy  and  increased  taxes 
>ti  them. 

Mr.  KENNON  said  that  he  did  not  consider  the.  re- 
lulution  as  of  great  importance,  and  could  not  bring  his 
nind  to  treat  the  subject  with  that  great  solemnity  wbieh 
;ome  gentlemen  nugbt  tUnk  becoming.  He  wasagMnat 
he  resolutions,  against  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
VriwAitT,  against  the  speech  by  which  both  had  been 
ustaiiied,  and  also  against  the  speech  of  Hr.  HomtAV, 
ly  which  both  had  been  opposed.  He  was  also  against 
liu  decision  given  yesterday  by  the  Ckair,  viz.  that  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  Iranscendetl  the  rules  of 
be  House,  not  that  his  decision  was  in, itself  incorrect, 
>nt  because  it  might  be  that  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
ylvania  had  prepared  a  long  speech  on  the  tariff,  and 
lo  other  opportunity  occurring,  it  might  have  done  veiy . 
veil  to  slick  it  into  the  present  debate,   llie  House 


might  have  thus  lost  a  vast  deal  of  valuable  information 
from  the  blacksmiths,  hatters,  tanners,  farmera,  and  all 
other  sorts  of  people  in  the  gentleman's  own  district.  He 
was  against  the  speech  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,' 
[Mr.  HorfKAH,]  because  he  had  said  that  an  inquirj*  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Stswast]  had 
nothing  in  iti  whereas  it  would  be  round  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  in  it,  when  taken  in  connexion  with  the  &ct 
that  the  gentleman  had  voted  against  the  bill  of  last 
year.  He  was  opposed  to  tlie  resolutions  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Hassachusetts,  and  to  the  doctrine  In* 
volved  in  them.  Did  the  gentleman  really  want  informa- 
tion, for  himself,  as  to  what  articles  were  necessary  to  tlUs 
countryin  time  of  war?  and,  if  be  did,  was  that  Ikct  offi- 
dally  before  the  Executive?  It  was  not.  The  Prcrident'a 
information,  as  an  individual,  was  possibly  not  belter  on 
this  rabjectUian  lhat  of  his  predecesioc. 

But  it  was  not  for  facts  that  the  gentleman  was  calling. 
He  was  calling  for  the  President's  opinions.  .These 
might  be  called  for  either  by  a  friend  or  an  enemy  of  the 
President;  by  his  friend,  with  aview  thereby  to  influence 
that  House,  or  by  his  enemy,  for  the  purpose  of  condemn* 
ing  and  opporing  it.  Mr.  K.  was  opposed  to  both,  and 
therefore  opposed  the  call.  Suppose  the  President  should 
liave  recommended  the  erection  of  a  certain  great  semi- 
nary or  college  in  the  centre  of  the  United  States,  with 
a  suitable  number  of  trustees,  and  the  gentleman  diould 
call  upon  him  to  say  whether  he  meant  the  geographical 
centre  of  the  Union,  or  the  centre  of  po^ilation;  and' 
where  was  the  spot.  And  the  President  should  reply  that 
he  meant  the  centre  ofpopulation,  and  that  centre  was  at 
the  city  of  Cindnnati.  'fne  gentleman  havii^  got  this 
answer,  might  immediately  set  to  wwfc  to  ridienie  it,  to 
show  that  the  true  centre  was  some  miles  from  that  spot. 

The  gentleman  would  next  call  on  the  Prendent  to  say 
what  he  meant  by  a  "suitable  number"  of  trusteeat  and 
if  the  President  should  answer  seven,  then  the  gentleman 
would  argue,  probably,  to  show  that  tbb  was  ridiculous, 
and  that  twenty<four  was  the  prop<v  number.  Ifev  h* 
was  against  all  cdls  for  purposes  bke  these.  Bat  be  was 
opposed  lo  the  resolutions,  on  another  ground.  The  gen> 
tleman  had  sustained  his  resolution  on  the  assumption  tbftt 
the  reply  of  the  Prendent  was  to  be  received  as  pointing 
out  those  objects  to  which  protection  was  ultimately  to  be 
restricted,  and  was,  therefore,  in  effect,  to  decide  on  and 
guide  the  policy  of  Uie  nation.  If  the  Prcndent  replied, 
and  the  position  of  the  gentlcDftn  was  true,  he  was  taking 
the  direct  means  of  denrating  the  interests  of  his  own  con- 
stituents. If  Mr.  K.  were  now,  or  ever  had  been,  un- 
friendly to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  his  desire 
would  have  been:  Oh,  that  he  might  write  a  bookt  lhat 
that  book  might  be  a  poemi  and  that  poem  be  edled 
<<  Dermot  McMom^h." 

[Here  the  Sri^iaft  called  Hr.  K.  towdcr.] 

Mr.  K.  said  be  would  not  say  irtwt  he  bad  intended  lo 
sayt  but  he  could  not  consent  to  place  any  body  in  the 
situation  this  call  was  intended  to  put  the  Exec»ithre  in. 
The  President  might  answer  the  gentleman's  call  by  say- 
ing that  the  objecta  he  meant  were  food,  clotbinr,  and 
the  munitions  of^ war.  Well,  he  must  then  be  called  on 
logo  furlher,  and  say  what  sort  of  clothing  be  meant.  The 
President  ndght  then  mr,  perhaps  tiui  h*  meant  the 
coarsest  kind  of  cloth.  This  would  fumidi  anew  grmwd. 
of  atUck,  and  the  gentleman  might  go  on  to  show  that 
the  proper  sort  of  cloth  to  clotlie  the  armjr  would  be 
just  that  sort  which  was  made  by  his  constituenta,  and 
which  enjoyed  the  highest  protection.  Calls  of  this  de- 
scription could  produce  no  good,  and  must  only  lead  to 
endless  and  unprofitable  discussion.  He  therefore  moved 
to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table,  but  consented  to  with- 
draw the  motion  at  the  request  of 

Hr.  STEWART,  who  sud  he  was  much  obliged  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Utr.  Kiiiiro:*]  for  withdrawing  his 
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motion  to  by  the  subject  on  the  table,  «nd  tw  would  re- 
turn him  his  thmnks  for  the  gnve  lecture  that  he  luul  an< 
dertaken  to  dehrer  to  genttemen  on  t3\  Mdei  with  regard 
to  the  cUaorderly  debate  in  which  they  had  indulged;  but 
he  ahould  be  very  sorry  to  follow  his  example  in  the  cold« 
deUbenrte,  nnpraroked,  and  disorderiy  attack  be  had 
made  od  tbe  venerable  and  diatinguiabed  gentfeman  from 
Haasachusetts,  [Ur.  Adaxs,]  which,  however,  he  hoped 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  would  not  condescend 
to  notice.  Hts  object  in  rising  was  to  offer  an  amend- 
mentf  and  unce  be  was  up,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
occasion  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Xew  York,  [Ur.  HovniAir,]  who,  he  understood 
ftom  his  fricnda*  had  made  a  severe  and  personal  attack 
on  himself  in  his  absence.  [The  Cui'm  said  he  had  not 
done  so.]  Mr.  S.  said  he  was  glad  to  be  corrected,  but 
when  be  came  into  the  hsUi  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
wu  speaking  of  Egyptian  darkness,  and,  he  understood, 
be  commiserated  his  »tuation.  [Mr.  HorrscAir  said  he 
bad  not  done  so.}  Mr.  S.  said  he  had  sud  that,  with  re- 
gard to  tbe  gentleman's  reasons  for  tbe  sudden  cban^ 
nia  opinions  had  underwent  on  tl^  labjeet,  he  vu  in 
Egyptian  darkness,  and  the  gentleotan'a  remarks  in  ex- 
planation of  bis  course  had  but  rendered  the  '*  darkness 
more  vinblci"  be  had  but  mystified  what  he  bad  attempt 
ed  to  explain.  But  some  light  had  been  shed  upon  this 
inysterioua  diarge  from  anoUier  quarter.  Some  light  had 
broken  in  on  this  p<»nt  fnHn  the  South.  The  gentleman 
Aom  Geor^  [Ur.  Wilde]  liad  very  distinctly  intimated 
uat  an  opinion  prevailed,  th%t  tbe  ftiends  of  a  distin- 
guislied  individual  in  New  York  who  had  received  the 
votes  of  the  South  for  Vice  Prerident,  [and  among  hi> 
friends  was  tbe  gentleman  from  New  York,  Mr.  Horr- 
»^)]  would  not  prove  true  to  the  understanding:  that 
tliere  was  some  uiuffling  in  the  ranks.  The  gentleman 
from  Oeorgia  bad  refernd  to  letters  from  the  Governor 
•nd  other  dwtinguished  men  in  New  York  against  tbe  re- 
P*>1  of  tbe  tariff,  and  said  nothing  bat  the  votes,  ay,  the 
TOtea,  of  gentlemen,  coald  relieve  then  ftom  tUa  suapi- 
Heasares  were  to  be  given  up  for  man.  The 
ynfty  in  tbe  North  were  to  repeal  the  tariff,  and  the  party 
in  the  South  were  to  go  for  their  man.  Now,  if  such  a 
ba^pun  existed,  and  it  was  not  for  him  to  say  how  it  was. 
It  ought  to  be  fnlfilled.  If  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  luu  stM  out,  he  ouriit  to  complyi  for  a  barg^n  is  a 
bamin,  whether  it  was  justifi^Ie  in  its  nature  or  not| 
•odflf  the  gentleman,  instead  of  mysti^ng,  had  said  he 
Ind  changed  bis  course  for  this  reason,  by  eontract,  he 
would  have  undcrrtood  him.  But  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  had  sud  that,  instead  of  a  repeal  of  the  tariff, 
certain  political  doctors  had  concocted  a  dose  of  "cold 
iteel,  bloe  pills,  and  gunpowder,"  which  was  to  be  ad- 
ntiidstered  by  the  sumon  general  to  cure  nulltffcadon. 
Seduction  of  the  taritthad  been  tried  u  an  anodyne^  it 
had  done  no  goodt  it  had  aj^vated  and  increased  the 
malady,  and  it  bad  now  arrived  at  a  crisis.  Desperate 
cases  aometimes  reqidred  desperate  remedies;  and  as  this 
preacriptioii  bad  been  made  by  a  doctor  of  their  own 
choonng,  they  ought  not  to  decline,  however  disagrefta- 
bte,  to  take  it:  he  thought  it  tbe  only  thing  that  could 
now  effect  a  cure. ' 

Tbe  gentleman  from  New  York  hu  said  that  I  have 
Joined  toe  AuUifieni  not  so,  as  his  votes  and  whole 
coune  voald  show  he  bad  merely  warned  the  gentleman 
against  the  danger  of  disaffectin^  the  sound  portion  of 
tM  community,  by  making  them  victims  to  the  demands 
of  those  who  never  could  be  satisfied.  The  gentleman 
aays,  when  the  people  require  relief  from  taxation,  I 
propose  prohibition.  The  peoplel  Who  among  the 
people  had  compUncd?  What  do  thqr  know  of  what  is 
Acre  going  forirardf  Have' they  been  cdnaultedf  Noi 
but  th«r  and  their  interests,  it  seemi,  are  to  be  traded 
and  traBeked  away  by  political  gamblera.    The  gentle- 


man says  we  ought  to  act  promptlyj  that  the  ejrei  of  the 
people  are  upon  us.  Yes,  sir,  they  aret  and  hie  njiKced 
that,  from  the  recent  developments  to  wMch  be  Wd  re- 
ferred, they  might  see  more  than  the  gentlemn  desrtd 
the;^  might  see— that  their  interests  «er«  here  made  tbe 
subject  of  political  arrangement  and  traffic 

The  gentleman  has  said  that  my  system  of  pTOtedkm  b 
confined  to  iron:  not  so.  Who  was  so  blind  as  not  ta see 
that  if  Penn^-lvnnia  lent  herself  to  the  gcntlemsa^ pan 
of  destroying  the  protection  of  every  other  interest,  4a& 
the  next  hour  the  gentleman  might  turn  round  and  pro- 
pose the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  iron.  Who  was  there  to 
stand  by  Pennsylvania  in  support  of  this  scditary  interest' 
None— no,  not  one.  She  would  be  dcpertcd,  and  she 
would  deserve  it.  He,  for  one,  was  not  tbua  to  be  aedoc- 
ed  by  so  flimsy  a  contrivance. 

The  SPEAKER  called  Mr.  S.  to  cnrler:  the  Ml 
not  under  discussipn. 

'Mr.  S.  proceeded:  he  wa9  merely  replying  to  tbe 
charges  made  against  him  by  the  gentlenan  from  New 
York,  who  said  that  hts  ^tem  of  protectioo  was  confined 
to  iront'bot  rince  the  Chair  deemed  it  disorderly  to  reply 
to  the  gentleman,  he  would  press  tlua  topic  no  Ibrtltrr. 
He  had  ccmfined  bis  remarks  strictly  to  a  repff,  and  to 
the'  topics  embraced  by  the  resolutions.  He  had  »ot  ad- 
vocated, aa  was  alleged,>prohibifion ;  he  had  pfoposed,  as 
the  moat  certain  means  of  reducing  the  revenue,  and 
reducing  the  price  of  American  mannfactutea,  was  to  se- 
lect those  articles  best  adapted  to  the  means  and  wants  of 
our  country,  and  to  give  them  full  and  adequate  protec- 
tion, that  the  efflect  would  be  to  attract  capital  and  labor 
to  these  objects,  and  we  would  soon  supply  oundves;  and 
that  whenever  this  was  accomplished,  the  price  woaM  be 
reduced  by  competition,  and  the  revenue  woold  be  en- 
tirely cut  off  by  the  non-importation  of  tbcse  artklc* 
from  abroad.  This  was  his  proposition,  ai>d  not  to  »Ap/-. 
aa  the  gentlemen  had  alleged,  a  system  of  proliibitiaB*. 

He  would  not  extend  hts  remarks.  H«  woold  vote 
agunst  tlie  aecond  reiolution,  calling  on  the  Prosdeat, 
for  reasons  already  assigned:  he  would  Tote  lor  Aefirt 
res<dution  with  the  amendment  he  sent  to  the  dur,  as 
follows: 

"Together  with  a  statement  showing  the  effect  ol  the 
tariffs  of  1834  and  1838  upon  the  prices  of  the  farcga 
imports  on  which  the  highAt  rates  of  du^  were  mposed* 
whether  the  prices  thereof,  after  the  ]»saagc  of  said  acta, 
were  increased  or  diminidied,  and  to  vhat  extnrtt  ilm, 
whether  the  prices  of  articles  on  which  the  datie*  wm 
reduced,  have  undei^one  a  corresponding  dimimition.'* 

Mr.  S.  then  said  that,  in  compliance  wiui  bispioBiae  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Ur.  Ksnros,]  hewasfaBoie» 
renew  the  gentleman's  motion  to  lay  the  naafatisaa  on 
the  tablet  this  would  test  the  sense  of  thr  Bsmk  on 

the  subject.   

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  requested  Mr.  8.  to  w^Oidm  4* 
motion. 

Mr.  STEWART  referred  him  to 
Mr.  KENNON,  who  consented. 

Mr.  STBWABT  having  thereupon  withdrawa  Ak  no- 
tion*, 

Mr.  WICKLIFFE  demanded  the  previous  qoestioft. 
Mr.  ADAMS  inquired  of  the  Caatn  whether  tbe  pre- 
vious question  would  include  both  reaokitiDfMv  or  tippfy 
only  to  the  first? 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  it  would  faiclude  badL 
Mr.  CLAY,  of  Alabama,  now  moved  to  lay  Tcnbi- 
tionsonthe  tablet  on  which  question  be  denanded  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  most  first  aaoMtsAa  whether 
die  motion  fbr  the  previous  question  was  aecowJeJ. 

The  call  fbr  the  previous  questtoD  not  hnn>vbctta  se- 
conded, 

The  qnestion  was  put  on  laying  tb«  nsoMMB  «■  dx 
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able,  ind  decided  by  yeu  and  mya,  ycu  95,  my*  72,  as  i 

bllows:  I 
YEAS.— MesBPB.  Mark  Alexander,  Bobert  AHen,  John  < 
Lndcrson,  William  S.  Archer,  John  S.  Barbour,  Hubert  1 
V .  Bamwetl,  Daniel  L.  Barrinnr,  James  Bates,  Samuel  ' 
leardsley,  John  nell,  John  T.  Bergen,  Lauphlin  Be-  < 
biine,  James  Blair,  John  Blair,  Ratliff  Boon,  Joseph  : 
louck,  Thomas  T.  Bonldin,  George  N.  Bri^,  John  ' 
tro^head,  John  C.  Brodbead,  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng, 
ohn  Carr,  Samuel  P.  Carson,  Thomas  Chandler,  Joseph 
V.  Chinn,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  Clement  C.  Clay,  Au- 
;u3tine  S.  Clayton,  Richard  Coke,  jr.,  Henry  W.  Connor, 
tobert  Craig,  Thomas  Davenport,  WiUiam  Drayton,  Jo> 
eph  Draper,  John  M.  Felder,  James  Findlay,  William 
'itzgerald,  Thomas  F-  Foster,  John  Gilmore,  William  F. 
Gordon,  John  K.  Griffin,  Tliomas  H.  Hall,  William  Hall, 
oscph  M.  Harper,  Albert  G.  Hawes,  Micajah  T.  Haw- 
:iiiB,  Michael  Hoffman,  Cornelius  Holland,  Henry  Horn, 
lenry   Hubbard,    William  W.   Irvin,  Leonard  Jarvis, 
■'reeborn  G.  Jewett,  Cave  Johnson,  Joseph  Johnson,  Ed- 
rard  Kavanagh,  William  Kennon,  Adam  King,  John 
Cing,  Henry  King,  Henry  G.  Lamar,  Gerrit  T.  Lansing, 
lumphrey  H.  Lftivitt,  Joseph  Lecompte,  James  Lent, 
Chittenden  Lyon,  Joel  K.  Mann,  John  Y.  Mason,  Jona- 
han  McCarty,  William  McCoy,  Rufus  Mclntire,  James 
.  McKay,  Henry  A.  Muhlenberg,  John  M.  Patton,  Job 
»!erson.  Franklin  E.  Plummer,  James  K.  polk,  Edward 
Reed,  Abraham  Bencher,  William  Russel,  Charles  S. 
lewall,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Samuel  A.  Smith,  Na- 
hail  Soule,  James  Standifer,  Philander  Stephens,  Fran- 
:is  Thomas,  Wiley  Thompson,  John  Thomson,  Gulian  C. 
/erplanck,  James  H.  Wayne,  John  W.  Weeks,  Camp- 
lell  P.  White,  Richard  H.  Wilde,  John  T.  H.  Wortbiog- 
on. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  John  Quincy  Adams,  Chilton  Allan, 
ie.-nan  Allen,  Robert  Allison,  Nathan  Appleton,  Thomas 
Q.  Arnold,  William  Babcook,  John  Banks,  Noyes  Barber, 
Jamaliel  H.  Barrtow,  John  C.  Bucher,  Henry  A.  Bui- 
ard,  George  Burd,  William  Cahoon,  John  A.  Collier, 
lilas  Condit,  Eleutheros  Cooke,  Bates  Cooke,  Richard  H. 
:;ooper,  Richard  Coulter,  Thomas  H.  Crawford,  William 
:reighton,  jr.,  John  Davis,  Charles  Dayan,  Henry  A.  S. 
Dearborn,  Harmar  Denny,  Lewis  Dewart,  John  Dickson, 
iVilliam  W.  Ellsworth.  George  Evans,  Edward  Ererett, 
lorace  Ererett,  George  Grennell,  jr.,  Hiland  Hall,  WiU 
iitm  Hiester,  James  L.  Hodges,  Thomas  H.  Hughei^ 
abez  W.  Huntington,  Peter  flirie,  jr.,  Ralph  I.  Inger- 
oll,  Joseph  G.  Kendall,  Robert  P.  Letcher,  Thomas  A. 
darshal),  Lewis  Maxwell,  Robert  HcCoy,  John  J.  Milli- 
;an,  Jeremiah  Nelson,  Thomas  Newton,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
idmund  H.  Pendleion,  Nathaniel  Pitcher,  David  Potts, 
r.,John  Reed,  Erastus  Root,  William  Slade,  Andrew 
Itewart,  William  L.  Storrs,  Joel  B.  Sutherland,  John  W. 
Taylor,  Christopher  Tompkins,  Phineaa  L.  Tracy,  Jo- 
eph  Vance,  Samuel  F.  Vinton,  Daniel  Wardwell,  John 
J.  Watmough,  Samuel  J.  Wilkin,  Grattan  H.  Wheeler, 
Slisha  Whittlesey,  Frederick  Whittlesey,  Charles  A. 
Yickliffe,  Lewis  Williams,  Ebenezer  Young. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Vhole  on  tlie  atate  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Warn  in  the 
^bair,  and  resumed  the 

TARIFF  BILL. 

Mr.  WILDE  resumed  the  floor,  and  concluded  the 
course  of  bis  remarks  in  support  of  the  bill,  as  given 
ibove.    He  was  followed  by 

ftlr.  VINTON,  of  Ohio,  who  laid  he  did  not  rise  to 
inter  into  an  examination  of  the  detwls  of  the  bill  now 
leforc  the  committee.  For  reasons  which  he  would  as- 
iign,  he  should  vote  against  the  bill,  without  regard  to 
ts  particular  details.  One  only,  of  all  the  great  interests 
n  the  country,  said  Mr.  V.  makes  arly  call  upon  Con- 
gress to  act  on  this  subject:  he  meant  that  which  is  devoted 


to  the  production  of  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  commonly 
called  the  planting  interest.  It  complains  of  being  un- 
equally burdened  and  oppressed  by  the  existing  impost 
laws.  He  propEMed  to  examine  Ibis  complaint,  and  should 
endeavor  to  show  it  had  no  foundation  in  factf  that  what, 
ever  of  depresMon  of  labor,  and  of  decay,  there  may  b«  ' 
in  the  South,  might  be  accounted  for  from  other  cause* 
of  general  influence  on  that  section  of  tlte  Union:  after 
which,  he  should  present  some  other  considerations, 
which,  with  him,  were  insuperable  objections  againit 
acting  upon  the  subject  at  all  at  the  present  session. 

The  South  tlien  demands  a  repeal  of  the  existing  im- 
post laws,  and  an  abandonment  of  the  settled  policy  of 
the  country,  upon  the  fliith  of  which  great  intereiti  have 
been  ttakedi  on  the  allegation  that  t&oae  laws  are  une* 
qual,  and  oppress  slave  bbort  that  they  throw  upon  that 
labor  more  than  its  just  proportion  of  the  public  btirdenai 
in  a  word,  the  whole  controversy,  so  long  and  so  obsti-  ' 
nately  waged  on  this  subject,  is  a  mere  question  of  equal- 
ity of  taxation.  It  was  to  that  question,  therefore,  he 
should  invite  the  particular  attention  of  the  committee. 

The  allegation  is,  that  the  taxation  imposed  by  the  im< 
post  taws,  under  the  forms  of  the  constitution,  is,  in  fact, 
in  violation  of  its  spirit  and  meaningi  that,  in  tliia  parti- 
cular, the  constitution  has  been  abused,  to  the  injury  of 
the  complainiitg  party. 

Hr.  Churman,  when  individuals  enter  into  an  agree- 
ment, and  afterwards  a  dispute  arises  as  to  the  manner  of 
executing  it,  or  if  either  party  complain  of  what  he  may 
be  required  by  the  other  to  do,  we  go  back  and  inquire 
into  the  circumstances  under  which  the  agreement  was 
entered  into — the  motives  of  the  parties,  and,  most  espe- 
cially, into  the  consideration  to  be  given  or  paid  for  the 
several  stipulations.  These  are  the  lights  which  reason 
and  justice  direct  us  to  resort  to  as  our  safest  guides. 
When  public  compact!  are  brought  into  controveny,  we- 
resort  to  the  same  aidi,  and  decide  them  by  the  same  rules 
of  interpretation.  Let  us  apply  these  rulea  to  the  quc»> 
tion  of  taxation  now  made  under  the  constitution. 

The  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  an  instrument 
founded  on  various  known  considerations,  and  was  the 
result  of  mutual  conciliatiop,  and  concessions  of  powers 
and  interests,  by  the  several  parts  and  sections  of  the 
confederacy.  The  slave,  or  property  reprcMntation, 
was  one  of  those  concesriont.  When  the  emstitution 
was  formed,  an  objection  was  made,  by  the  delegatei 
from  some  of  the  States,  that  slaves  ought  not  to  be  re- 
presented; that  is  to  say,  thattliey  ought  not  to  have  a  vote 
in  the  making  of  laws,  or  in  the  choice  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate,  whose  duty  it  was  to  execute  those  laws.  It 
was  said,  among  other  things,  thatslavea,  being  property, 
they  were  not  parties  to  the  coitstitution,  and  had  no 
agency  or  voice  in  making  it|  and,  therefore,  their  owners 
ought  no  more  to  have  a  vote  fiir  them,  than  the  ownen 
of  horses  and  cattle  in  (hose  States  where  slaves  did  not 
exist.  To  this  it  was  replied,  that  sUves  were  persona 
as  well  as  property,  and  had  some  of  the  rights  of  per-  . 
sons;  and  if  they  were  taxed,  as  they  would  be,  the  bur- 
dens of  Government,  unless  they  were  represented^ 
would  be  unequal,  sodm  of  the  St^es  having  no  proper^ 
of  that  description. 

This  difficulty  a'as  adjusted  by  resorting  to  the  great 
and  acknowledged  axiom  iii  politics,  tliat  taxation  and 
representation  arc  the  true  measure  of  the  value  of  each 
other.    Direct  taxation,  therefore,  was  made  the  baus  of 
representation  in  Congress,  and  in  the  choice  of  the  Pre- 
sidentf  that  being  the  only  mode  of  taxation  cap^le,  in 
its  nature,  of  being  reduced  to  perfect  eq^uafity.  On 
these  terms  the  owners  of  slaves  got  a  vote  in  their  ae- 
'  count,  according  to  the  rule  fixed  in  the  constitution  for 
;  representation  and  taxation.  So  that  the  political  power  of 
'  the  country  is  composed  of  two  distinct  mgredientsf  that 
which  represents  the  freemen  of  alt  the  States,  and  that 
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which  renreaentt  the  property  In  sUres.  At  the  time  the 
constittition  went  into  operation,  the  property  represen- 
tation in  ConffresB  was  between  one-eighth  and  one-ninth 
of  the  whole  body:  it  is  now  between  one-ninth  and  one- 
tenth.  Under  the  last  centuSf  it  will  be  about  one- 
tenth— one-ninth  may  be  aisumed  aa  the  aTcrage  for  the 
whole  time.  If,  therefore,  more  than  one-ninth  of  all  the 
revenues  oftfae  Government  have  fallen  on  that  description 
of  property,  then  they  who  represent  it  here  have  a  right 
to  complain:  if  it  have  paid  no  more,  then  they  have  no- 
thing to  complain  of.  And  that  is  the  question  to  be  aet> 
tied.  Now,  then  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  facts.  The  revenue 
of  the  United  States,  from  the  4tb  of  March,  1789,  when 
the  oonstitution  went  into  operatioiii  to  the  doie  of  the 
year  1833,  ia  composed  of  the  folknnng  items: 
Customi,  ....  $594,338,000 
Internal  revenue,  -  -  -  23,304,000 
Postage,  ....  1.090,000 
Tublic  lands,  -         -  40,153,000 

Bank  dividends,  sales  of  bank  stock,  and 

bank  bonus,  -  -  -  10,883,000 
Direct  1»zes,  -         -         -  1S,703.000 

MiseellaneooB  items,  say  5,000,000 


9686.000,000 


One-ninth  of  this  amotmt  would  give  a  requiution  of 
aeventy-six  million  two  hundred  and  twenty-two  thou- 
aand  dollars,  as  the  proportion  of  the  slave  proper^,  in 
compensation  or  payment  for  its  political  power.  The 
direct  taxes  being  twelve  million  seven  Imndred  and  two 
thousand  dollars,  the  one-ninth  of  that  sum  paid  by  the 
slave  property  is  one)  million  four  hundred  and  eleven 
thousand  dollars,  leaving,  of  the  proportion  chargeable 
on  the  slave  property,  nearly  seventy-five  millions  to  be 
made  up  from  other  aources. 

Now,  Mr.  Chaimian,  letua  look  intotheoUier  branches 
of  the  revenue,  and  ae«  if  it  have  that  much  of  them . 
He  would  first  take  the  internal  revenue,  amounting,  as 
stated  before,  to  twenty-two  million  two  hundred  and 
four  thousand  dollars.  How  was  that  made  up?  tt  was 
derived  from  excise  en  stills;  carriages;  retailers*  licen- 
ses, stamps,  and  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper; 
refined  sugar,  and  sales  at  auction.  By  looking  into  the 
treasury  returns,  gentlemen  will  find  that  the  portion  of 
these  taxes  paid  by  the  country  north  of  the  Potomac  is 
very  much  larger  than  its  proportion  of  representation  in 
this  House.  Ilut  what  portion  of  them,  tie  would  ask, 
was  paid  by  tlie  slave,  and  thus  operated  as  a  tax  or  bur- 
den on  the  profits  of  his  labor?  Was  the  slave  a  con. 
sumer,  to  any  extent,  of  distilled  splriU?  Did  the  slave 
enjoy  the  luxury  of  a  carriage?  Rave  retailers'  licenses 
been  granted  to  slaves^  or  are  tiiey  the  persons  wlio  are 
permitted  to  frequent  snch  shops^  When  did  they  use 
vellum,  parchment,  and  stamped  paper?  And  if.  per 
chance,  they  ever  enjoyed  a  morsel  of  refined  sugar,  has 
not  its  ordinary  consumption  been  reserved  for  the  more 
refined  palate  of  the  master,  and  of  the  freemen  of  the 
■North?  tt  would  be  as  difficult  to  show  what  they  have 
had  to  do  with  sales  at  auction,  the  only  remumng  source 
of  these  internal  duties.  He  was  then  justified  in  saying 
that  the  stave  labor  has  been,  substantially,  exempt  from 
any  of  the  burdens  of  thia*  class  of  taxea.  They  have 
fallen  elsewhere.  - 

The  next  item  is  the  one  million  and  ninety  thousand 
dollars  paid  into  the  treasury  from  tlie  Post  Office.  This 
is  in  addition  to  the  large  sums  raised  annually  from  post- 
age.  to  sustain  the  establishment.  It  surely  will  not  be 
claimed  that  the  master  has  been  oppressed  by  pnying 
postages  for  the  slave.  Will  any  one  here  deny  that  tbe 
postage  tax  has  always  been  paid  by  the  people  of  tlie 
North  far  beyond  their  proportion  of  population  or  repre- 
sentation?  Has  not  a  lai^  sum  of  money  been  annually 


raised  by  this  tax  from  the  people  of  the  North,  piid 
out  at  the  South  and  West,  to  laeet  the  dcBcteoei  of 
the  esUblishment  there?  Must  not  thia  be  *  cbstp  osk 
tbe  profits  of  Northern  industry?  And  do  not  the  itfXi 
and  West  enjoy  this  hurary,  an  invmluable  advant^  a 
part,  at  the  expense  of  the  North?  Let  u>  8^^»^^ 
where  else  in  sear^  of  unequal  Ux&tion  »nd  oppnxaa 
of  slave  labor 

The  nest  source  of  revenue  has  been  from  the 
lands.  Of  the  forty  millions  of  dollars  paid  for  tbea,  a 
ibnot  notorious  that  a  vast  msjority  of  it  baa  beei  reearcd 
from  the  free  States?  And  even  in  tbe  wbmAMof 
States,  Uie  money  paid  for  the  pubUc  land  can  a  so 
sense  be  called  a  tax  on  slave  labor.  Tbe  slaTe,  it  a 
true,  works  the  plantation,  snd  is  a  part  of  tbe  cafNtil  of 
its  proprietor.  The  horse  of  my  constituent  autaostW 
same  reUtions  to  the  farm  and  its  owner.    And  tbe  pfice 

Said  for  the  land  he  works  on  can  with  no  aore  prvpntU 
e  called  a  tax  on  the  labor  of  the  dave,  Chao  in  tbe  other 
case,  on  the  labor  of  the  horse!    It  would  be  atolutelf 
ri^culoua  to  take  up  time  to  show  tliat,  of  the  m  c* 
eleven  millions  derived  from  bank  diriiJcnd%  bank  bo- 
nus, and  aales  of  bank  stock,  the  slave  labor  has  notbing 
to  complain  fcf.    We  must  then  look  aa^tmrc/jr  to  the 
customs  for  the  alleged  oppression  and  aiequaJtty .  in 
what  manner.  Mr.  Cburman,  and  on  whatarticteaof  iJave 
consumption,  has  tbe  sum  of  seventy-five  miSKins,  charge- 
able on  the  slave  labor  for  ita  representatioo,  after  de- 
dueting  the  direct  tax,  been  paid?   Bow  does  tbe  sbre 
pay  more  than  his  propixtion  of  the  customs?  Indeed,  be 
would  ask,  how  he  paid  his  proportion^    Is  it  not  a  htx, 
that  slaves  on  the  tide  waters  arc  eoarstt  and  cheaper 
fed  and  clothed  than  any  other  class  of  prodactive  bbor- 
era  in  the  country,  and,  consequently*  cousone  lest  in 
value  of  articles  paying  duties?   Ofthe  ninetynfiauof 
dutiable  trtides  imported  during  Uie  last  year,  bedi&ua 
think  it  could  be  shown  the  slave  population  coosaBcd 
more  than  about  two  millions.    There  were  very  few  si- 
ticlea  within  the  range  of  their  consumption.   The  warn 
of  that  importation  ia  made  up  of  tea,  coBee,  aogar,  wjx, 
silkw,  laces,  broadcloths,  and  other  finer  manufactora 
wool,  fine  cottons,  hardwares,  linens,  apirits,  andwnv 
other  articles  of  luxury;  and  of  these  the  sbve  caoSBiaes 
nothing,  or  next  to  notbing.    He  did  not  know  of  ai? 
thing  paying  duties,  except  salt,  coarse  wooOeBs,  sad 
blankets,  tbat  the  slave  habitually  consumed.  It  wasttae, 
coarse  cottons  were  also  furnished  theII^  but  he  beOend 
nullification  itself  would  admit  they  were  purdused  at 
cheap  here  as  they  could  be  any  where.  Mow,  sir,  fcl  us 
put  this  matter  to  the  test  of  a  little  calculstiaa.  TUe 
the  Secretary's  sutement  of  Uie  revenue  be  at 
tliirty-one  million  seven  hundred  and  fifty-im  ifc—nd, 
all  of  which  has  been  applied  to  defray  the  eipemrsof 
Government,  and  extinguish  the  public  debt  S«^faBe 
that  sum  bad  been  raised  by  direct  taxation.   Tbe  as. 
sessment  on  the  slave  property,  as  it  is  now  represented 
in  Congress,  would  be  nearly  three  and  a  batf  nalbmi  of 
dollars;  and  about  three  millions,  as  it  will  be  represent- 
ed in  the  nckt  Congress.    Tliis  is  exclunve  of  dw  asae»s- 
ment  on  the  free  population  in  the  slaTebolfia^  State«- 
Now,  nr,  suppose  the' law  of  the  last  aesaion  had  been  is 
operationt  a  supposition  which  he  had  a  tight  to  atakCf 
since  that  act  was  complamed  of,  and  its  rcipeal  doafld- 
ed.    What  portion,  under  the  law  of  lastaewH^  t/tha 
sum  of  three  millions  and  upwards,  woukl  ibe  db«ec(»> 
sumption  of  tbe  last  year  have  paid  in  duUca*  •daatbng 
(what  it  always  disputed  here)  that  the  wlsoltdH^  is  a 
tax  on  the  consumer?   To  appease  tbe  cooqilfaiMi  gf  ih:» 
interest,  the  duty  on  coarse  woollens  and  eqMaebhi)kc*i 
had  been  brought  down  to  five  per  eent*  ad  vsAores^  >^ 
mere  nominal  duty,)  by  that  act.    The  inWlHal'wn  ^ 
coarse  woollens  and  blankets  amountAd  laflt  year  to  aw 
million  nx  hundred  and  fifty-five  tboUMad  dolhia. 
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duty,  at  fire  per  ceot.(  would  be  eighty-two  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  fifty  dollars. 

He  believed  the  consumption  .of  salt  was  estimated  in 
Europe  at  one-fourth  of  a  bushel  per  annum  for  each  per- 
son;  say  half  a  million  of  bushels  of  salt  for  the  two  mil- 
lions of  slaves,  duty  ten  cents  per  bushel,  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  making,  in  all,  one  hundred  and  thirty-two  thou- 
sand  seven  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  being  about  one 
twenty-fifth  part  of  what  the  direct  assessment  would  be 
on  the  whole  slave  population.  In  this  calculation,  the 
whole  ({uantity  of  coarse  woollens  and  blankets  imported 
into  the  country  is  supposed  to  be  consumed  by  the  slave 
population.  But  he  doubted  whether  the  boatmen  and 
other  laborers  in  the  non-slaveholding  States  did  not 
consume  the  half  or  more  of  them.  The  truth  is,  the 
slaves  in  the  interior,  above  tide  water,  are  almost  exclu- 
sively clotlied  in  fabrics  manubctured  on  the  plantation. 
Nothing  is  now  paid  by  direct  taxationi  and,  instead  of 
relieving  the  few  articles  consumed  by  the  slave  from  du- 
ties, It  would  be  a  matter  of  strict  justice  and  right  to  as- 
sess high  imposts  upon  them,  so  as  to  make  the  owner 
pny  something  for  the  political  power  he  enjoys  on  ac- 
count of  the  slave.  The  property  representation  of  South 
Carolina,  under  the  last  census,  will  be  about  one-sixtieth 
part  of  the  whole  representation  in  Congress.  If  Gov- 
ernment were  to  raise  thirt/ millions  by  direct  tax,  the 
assessment  on  the  slaves  of  that  State  would  be  half  a 
million  of  dollars,  which  is,  perhaps,  twice  or  three  times 
[he  amount  of  all  the  duties  that  will  be  assessed,  under 
tlie  act  of  the  last  session,  on  the  imported  arttclei  con- 
lumcd  by  the  slaves,  not  in  South  Carolina  merely,  but 
in  the  whole  Union.  Re  was  aware  it  would  beaaid 
that  the  slaves  ought  not  to  be  at  all  grouped  into  one  ag- 
gregate, since,  on  tide  water,  they  are  generally  elotlieu 
n  imported  cloths,  while  those  in  the  interior  wear  little 
3r  nonet  that  this  mode  of  calculation,  therefore,  made 
too  small  an  allowance  for  the  consumption  of  those  near 
^he  Atlantic,  and  did  not  accumtely  estimate  the  pressure 
in  their  labor.  Let  us  then,  Mr.  Chairman,  subject  this 
natter  to  the  teat  of  individual  calculation.  Suppose  fif- 
een  millions  are  to  be  raised  by  direct  taxation,  which, 
le  believed,  was  the  waler-gruel  standard  down  to  which 
he  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  pro- 
losed  to  reduce  the  Government.  The  assessment  on 
he  slaves  of  South  Carolina  would  be  two  hundred  and 
ifty  thousand  dollars,  and  on  each  of  its  three  hundred  and 
ifleen  thousand  slaves  <eventy-nine  cents.  Compare  this 
v'Ah  the  indirect  tax  or  doty  the  owners  will  payunder  the 
ct  of  the  lost  session.  And  for  this  purpose,  suppose  the 
lave  to  be  clothed  in  imported  woollens,  and  allow  for  each 
lave,  taking  the  whole  population,  hrge  and  small,  male 
nd  female,  a  blanket  and  five  square  yards  of  woollen 
loth  per  annum,  which  be  presumed  to  be  a  liberal  es- 
mate.    The  account  would  stand  thus: 

Duty  on  five  yards  woollens*  invmecd  at  thirty-five 
cents,  at  five  percent       -         -         -  7j 

Duty  on  one  blanket,  invoiced  at  seventy-five  cetits 
sit  five  per  cent.     -    ■  .         -  3} 

Duty  on  one-fourth  of  a  bushel  of  salt,  at  ten  cents 
per  bushel  .... 

Cents,  14 

Leaving  a  deficit  of  sixty-five  cents  out  of  the  requisi- 
on  of  seventh-nine  to  be  made  np  in  some  other  way. 

If  the  ^ve  in  Carolina  consumes  any  other  dutiable  ar- 
clea*  or  in  greater  quantities,  he  should  be  glad  to  beset 
gilt :  and  also  that  some  gentleman  would  show  how  the 
;maining  sixty-five  cents  were  paid.  Until  that  was  done, 
e  could  not  resist  the  conclusion  that  slave  labor,  so  far 
-om  being  oppressed,  was,  in  truth,  the  most  favored  of 
iy  in  this  country. 

We  have  seen,  Mr.  Chairman,  wlwt  the  property  re* 
pesentation  pays  into  the  public  treasury.   Let  roe  now. 


nr,  direct  your  attention  from  these  dry  details  to  another 
view  of  this  subject,  and  inquire  yrhat  has  been  the  va- 
lue of  this  political  power  to  that  interest,  and  to  the 
whole  South.  Has  it  not  produced  the  Vtost  important 
results  in  the  Executive  administration,  and  in  the  legisla* 
tion  of  the  country?  Is  there  any  interest  in  the  nation 
that  has  been  so  sedulously  guanled,  and  su  constantly 
and  powerfully  felt?  Was  it  not  the  property  vote,  in 
the  ehoice  of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  that  elected  Thomas 
Jefferson  over  the  elder  AdamsF  and  again  in  A.  D.  1934, 
was  it  not  the  same  property  vote  which  ^vc  to  General 
Jackson  that  plurality  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ame- 
rican people,  conferred  on  him  a  just  claim  to  the  Exe- 
cutive chair?  the  denial  of  which  by  Congress  wag  con- 
sidered by  the  people  to  be  an  act  of  injustice  towards 
him.  Has  not  this  property  vote  effected  both  of  the 
great  revolutions  in  the  administration  of  this  country, 
and  the  only  revolutions  that  haveever  taken  placed  Does 
this  show  it  to  be  an  oppressed  interest'  Has  it  secured 
to  itself  no  valuable  exemptions?  By  looking  into  the 
acts  of  Congress  passed  in  1S07  and  1808,  and  also  during 
the  late  war,  making  requisitions  upon  the  States  for  mi- 
litia for  the  service  of  Uie  United  States,  it  will  be  found 
those  requi«tions  were  made  according  to  the  militia  re- 
turns of  the*  several  SUtes,  and  aot  according  to  the  rule 
of  representation. 

is  it  nothing  that  the  property  representation  shall  have 
an  important  voice  in  deciding  when  the  sword  of  the 
country  shall  be  drawn,  while  the  burden  of  drawing  it  is 
devolved  on  others?  Was  it  not  the  same  property  vote 
here  that  made  up  the  majority,  which  decided  in  its  own 
favor,  in  the  celebrated  D'Auterive  case,  that  when  a  slave 
fiilla  in  battle,  or  is  t^sabled  in  tlie  service  of  the  country, 
the  Government  shall  pay  for  the  slave?  While,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  a  farmer  or  mechanic  be  draughted  as  a 
militiaman  into  the  service  of  the  country,  and  he  falls  in 
battie,  his  widow  and  children  are  thrown  unprovided  for 
upon  the  mercy  of  the  world.  Who  can  tell  what  it  may 
cost  the  country  to  defend  this  Mme  property  against  the 
public  enemy  in  war,  or  against  its  own  efforts  to  liberate 
itself  from  bondage'  Ought  not  that  property,  be  would 
ask  again,  which  enjoys  this  exemption,  and  has  also  an 
important  vole  in  all  the  affairs  of  the  country,  to  be  con< 
tent  to  pay  liberally  its  portion  of  the  public  revenue 
without  murmur  or  complaint? 

Permit  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  a  moment  to  direct  your 
attention  to  the  general  inftuence  and  practical  operation 
of  this  property  representation  on  the  legislation  of  the 
country. 

When  tlie  Government  went  into  operation,  this  inte- 
rest was  put  in  posseswon  of  tliat  power,  and  has,  without 
interruption,  enjoyed  it  since.  At  that  time,  the  conti- 
nental debt,  and  debt  assumed  by  the  constitution  toge- 
,  ther,  amounted  to  about  eightjr  millions  of  dollars.  The 
commerce  of  the  country  was  in  Its  earliest  infancy;  no 
one  dreamed  of  the  sudden  expansion  tt  was  shortly  des- 
tined to  receive  by  the  agitation  of  all  Europei  direct 
taxes,  like  those  now  assessed  by  the  States,  were  calcu- 
lated upon  asaprincipal  resource  to  sustain  the  treasury; 
and,  even  in  the  year  1790,  three  years  after  the  conven- 
tion that  formed  the  constitution,  the  impost  yielded  only 
three  million  and  thirty  thousand  dollars,  a  sum  insuffi- 
cient to  meet  the  interest  of  the  public  debt.  Well,  ur, 
in  the  enlai^ged  expenses  unavoidably  growing  out  of  the 
Btate  of  Europe,  a  direct  tax  of  two  millions  per  annum 
only  was  assessed  in  the  administration  of  the  elder  Adamst 
and  what  followed?  Why,  sir,  the  very  property. repre- 
sentation that  got  its  power  to  be  paid  for  in  that  way, 
made  war  on  tlie  then  existing  administration  on  that 
account!  Knd,  as  every  one  knows,  the  direct  tax  was  one 
of  the  principal  causes  <^  its  overthrow:  and  so  very  un- 
popular did  that  interest  then  make  direct  taxes  by  tbe 
General  Goremnwnt,  that  tbe  experiment  has  never 
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nnee  been  Tentufed  upon,  except  under  the  lerere  prei- 
jure  or  tlie  late  war.  And  thut  thit  power  bu  prRctlcally 
got  Tor  itself  an  exemption  from  pajrrnent  of  the  equiva- 
lent for  which  its  rrpresentation  was  given. 

One  or  two  more  facts,  sir,  on  the  subject  of  the  op- 
prenion  of  thia  interest.  Did  it  not  lead  the  ran  in  the 
embargo  and  non-itnportation  acta  which  drove  the  com- 
fnercial  capital  and  industry  of  tlie  country  from  the  water 
to  the  land?  Did  it  not  uke  the  lead  in  forcing  that  capi- 
|»1  and  industnr,  against  all  remonstrance,  into  the  buai- 
MU  of  manufacturing?  And  now,  when  they  have  no 
place  of  refuge  left,  dees  it  not  threaten  their  annihilation? 
Did  not  this  aame  property  vote  settle  the  Missouri  ques- 
tion in  its  own  bvor?  And  wu  it  .not  this  interest  that 
carried  the  Indian  bill  in  18S0  -'33?  The  property  repre- 
■entation  ii  the  only  infuinon  of  aristocracy  in  the  contti- 
tution.  And  whoever  looks  into  the  hiitory  of  the  United 
States,  must  be  aatisfled  it  has  been  incessantly  applied  to 
the  industry,  capital,  legislation,  and  Executive  adminis- 
tration of  the  country,  first  as  the  lever,  and  then  as  the 
screw,  and  now  it  threatens  to  draw  the  sword  upon  us 
to  enforce  new  and  unconstitutional  exemptions  in  its 
&Tor.  He  said  he  did  not  say  these  things  by  way  of 
complaint,  but  in  answer  to  the  compbunts  of  others;  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  constitution  ai  it  ta.  But  if  Caroli- 
na and  Georgia,  or  any  odier  States  of  this  Union,  de- 
sired «o  to  amend  that  instrument  as  to  disturb  the  existing 
adjustment  of  powers,  he  should  say  no,  till  it  was  accom- 
panied with  a  proposition  to  give  up  the  property  vote. 
Me  would  then,  and  not  till  then,  begin-to  think  of  mak- 
ing the  bargain  over  again.  The  constitution  is  known, 
as  he  said  before,  to  have  been  the  result  of  compromisi 
and  concesiuon  of  interests)  and  if  any  State  or  section  of 
the  Union,  while  it  retains,  even  to  jealou^,  all  the  ad- 
Tantages  secured  to  it  by  that  instrument,  shall  come  and 
tsk  or  demand  of  others  a  concession  of  what  is  incon- 
venient to  the  party  making  the  request,  (but  very 
important  to  those  of  whom  it  is  made,)  it  cannot  in 
reason  lie  expected  that  propositions  so  made  wiU  be 
viewed  with  much  consideration  or  respect. 

Will  Carolina  give  up  her  property  representation  if 
that  property  were  relieved  from  all  taxation,  both  direct 
and  indirect?  He  was  sure  she  would  not.  And  if  so,  it 
shows  she  has  the  advantage  on  her  side  in  this  particular 
arrangement  of  the  constitution.  He  thought  he  had 
shown  that  the  slave  property  waa  not  now,  and  never  had 
been,  an  oppressetl  interest  in  this  country.  We  must 
look  to  other  causes  than  legislation  for  the  decay  and 
pressure  eomplained  of  at  the  South.  He  should  advert 
to  some  of  them  before  he  Mt  down.  He  believed  this 
would-prove  a  most  mischievous  bill  to  the  South}  he  re- 
ferred, in  particular,  to  the  provision  it  contained  for  tlie 
admission  of  cotton  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty. 
Nothing  short  of  experimental  proof  will  satisfy  the  cot- 
ton-growing interest  that  it  derives  any  benefit  from  the 
duty  now  imposed.  Should  the  bill  pass  into  a  Uw,  he 
had  no  doubt  that,  in  a  very  few  years,  loud  catia  would 
be  made  on  Congress  to  restore  the  doty  for  protection 
^pinat  foreign  competitiont  and,  for  one,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  restored.  Next  to  England,  our  own  is  the 
largest  cotton  market  in  the  world,  and  Is  now  occluded 
from  all  competition.  Is  it  not  quite  apparent  that  the 
opening  of  so  large  a  market  to  cumpetitora  will  give  a 
stimulus  to  the  production  of  cotton  abroad,  and,  to  the 
■ame  extent,  produce  a  contrary  effect  at  home?  And  is 
it  not  more  than  prd>able  that  the  stimulus  thus  given  to 

Eroduction  would  depress  the  price  abroad  as  well  as  at 
nme?  If  the  cotton-producing  labor  he  depressed,  as  is 
alleged,  is  it  not  important  to  it  to  retain  the  cxchisive 
possession  of  our  own  increasing  and  lucrative  market? 
Can  it  be  politic  for  a  depressed  and  sinking  interest  to 
invite  competition^  The  astonishingly  increased  and  in- 
ereasii^  consumpticm     cotton  io  all  Europe  and  Ame- 


rica, has  directed  the  attention  of  the  whole  mid  tain 
cultivation,  wherever  it  can  be  produced,  and  epttdOf 
in  those  countries  where  human  labor  it  most  cbnpncd 
and  depressed— in  the  East  Indies,  Egvpt,  Bniii,  ud 
other  parts  of  South  America,  hit  notarict  ibitth 
home  market  is  tiie  best  market,  fint  terred,  ud  it  ite 
highest  price?  And  what  security  has  the  coiia  inki 
itwould  be  M  under  the  operation  of  this  bUl?  Itwl 
these  things,  because  the  prosperity  of  tbe  coHm  vd 
sugar  indusny  was  of  the  very  lint  importuce  to  tk 
country  he  represented.  Ifhe  were  ntisGedthc  pbt- 
ing  ami  manufacturing  interests  were  iiiconpitible  fU 
each  other,  and  could  not  stand  tt^ether,  belbcniliiit 
would  be  better  for  the  Western  country  thittht  mun- 
facturing  interest  should  falij  but  he  vould  decide  it- 
tween  them  as  he  would  between  Ms  ririftnd  luiltlin- 

They  both  opened  great  markets  wr  tbe  iti|J* 
ducts  of  the  West,  and  every  fiirmerinthit  eountijllBt 
follows  the  plough  has  a  deep  stake  in  mtti'iflins 
All  of  tbe  great  departments  of  Indurtry  in  tlui  wrnttj 
are  dependent  upon  each  otheri  they  ire  interrorenjM 
wedded  together  in  a  thousand  wayi,  and  aimot  be<a- 
severed  without  violencet  to  all.   Ai  the  P™*^  " 
cotton  and  sugar  is  the  most  profitable  eap%iiM)"f'°^ 
labor  of  the  slave,  we,  of  the  upper  wiimji  "PP*! 
most  every  thing  that  is  consumed  en  tte  phntiW 
especially  in  Louisiana.    And  to  give  jou axM »<*'''[■ 
Chairman,  of  the  minuti*  to  which  the  wpply 
he  would  sUte  that  hay  was  carried  in  (ntt  qu«w» 
from  the  very  sources  of  the  Ohio  to  Loowuft, 
of  near  two  thousand  miles,  and  there  loU it  i  wp*' 
We  send  our  Sour,  beef,  pork,  lard,  and  oiheipn^ 
around  to  Mobile,  Savannah,  and  Ghirleiton,  ^ 
ply  of  the  planters  there.    So  itnportintdidliew^ 
these  cotton  and  sugar  interests  to  be  to  hii 
that  he  bad  never  lost  an  opportunity 
sure  calculated  to  sustain  or  advance  ttiein-  ^^^^^C, 
in  the  session  of  1823-'24,  when  a  dii&^ii>ti«  f?^ 
man  Avm  Virginia  moved  a  reduction  of  ^"^"^i 
he  had  voted  against  it,  when  it  escaped  « ""Jfjlt 
majority  of  three  votes  only,  which,  periap*) 
been  its  niin.    Again,  in  182^  being  u&AtA, »tttf»J 
All  inquiry,  that  tiie  reduction  of  the  dui)'  w  'r^ 
wines  would  essentiaUy  enlai^je  the  <=°tt'"*™J^ 
markets  in  that  country,  he,  wiUi  one  rthtr  K™"jJ 
only  of  all  tbe  delegation  in  the  Western  caw^' 
for  that  law.    The  West  was  opposed  to  it,  '^^JZ^^ 
roneous  impression  that  it  would  diminish  tbe 
tioii  of  spirits  distilled  from  grain. 
had  had  a  happy  effect  upon  that  track, 
waa  then  anticipated.    Again,  in  1828,  on  « 
tation  of  Southern  gentlemen  that  their         ■^^ , 
fitted  to  the  production  of  indigo,  he  '»^!T-at»» 
heavy jlutv  upon  It.    In  that,  however,  thtj  ^ 
taken,  and  it  had  turned  out  to  be  a  lu 
country,  without  benefit  to  ">y  body  but 
manufacturer.    He  mentioned  these 
they  were  of  great  moment,  but  w  !*'"*'5!,u,Swil'' 
and  feelings  upon  which  lie  had  acted  '"'"'"'^({t  vi 
orn  industry.    He  had  at  all  times  voted  P'^a* 
encourage  It.    He  had  done,  and  he  *«^  *'^j6rti/ 
thing  for  Northern  canltal  and  induitiy.  1"    ,  yss 
every  clamor  he  would  "be  just  and  ■'".i^rtttof 
year  afleryear  he  had  listeiwd  to  excited  ffj^^ci 
the  oppresnve  influence  of  the  maoufactunit 
slave  labor.  He  had  anxiously  i'»<l"*''*°!^?J^i.iBJ<!' 
and  with  the  sincerest  desire  to  learn  "|* 
had  never  been  able  to  comprehend  M*     <^  • 
interest  auffered,  thoiigli  he  thought  be  ew"^ 
was  mdst  materially  benefited  in  the  ^^'^y^^rff 
portant  home  market  for  cotton.  It  "'■J**  -(4*'' 
than  a  quarter  of  a  century  aince 
grew  up  ,into  any  Importwiee  in  8o«» 
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inquiries  had  resulted  in  a  fixed  conviction  that  whether 
that  State  remained  in  or  went  out  of  the  Union,  that  an- 
other quarter  of  a  century  would  substantially  put  an  end 
to  the  busines.1  there.    The  causes  that  were  working  iis 
overthrow  in  CuroHna  were  beyond  the  control  of  your 
Ii-Rislation;  it  had  no  power  to  sare  it.    He  had  already 
adverted  to  the  powerful  competition  that  was  preparing* 
to  meet  it  in  the  world  abroad,  of  which  the  fiict  that  one 
hundred  thousand  slaves  had  been  imported  into  Brazil 
<turing:  the  Inst  year,  g^tve  an  appalling  admonition.  It 
had  a  still  more  formidable  rival  at  home.   The  valley  of 
the  Mississippi  could  produce  cotton  enougli  to  supply 
the  consumption  of  Europe  and  America.    One  liand  will 
i^row  as  much  cotton  in  Alabama  or  Louisiana,  as  two  in 
South  Carolina.    As  a  natural  consequence  of  this,  we  see 
tiic  capital  and  labor  of  all  the  Southern  States  hurrying* 
away  after  a  more  proBtable  Investment  as  fast  aa  the 
water  runs  down  the  Potomac;  and  it  allures  v/fny,  for 
the  moat  part,  precisely  that  description  of  labor  and  capi- 
tiil  which  are  the  most  productive,  and  the  loss  of  which 
is  ft'U  with  the  greatest  severity.    The  young,  healthy, 
fuid  athletic  slaves  go  away,  leaving  the  superannuated 
n  '1(1  unprofitable  behind,  who  are  oftentimes  a  burden  on 
tlic  ir  o'A-ners.    This  process  wiii  continue  to  go  on  till  the 
iMlc  of  profit  in  the  production  of  cotton  on  tlie  rich  lands 
of  those  fertile  regions  is  brought  down  to  the  common 
Iivel  of  the  profit  of  capital  devoted  to  other  pursuits, 
^^'hen  this  condition  of  things  coinea,  as  come  it  must,  the 
Smith  Carolina  planter,  upon  his  exhausted  and  compara- 
tively sterile  soil,  can  no  more  stand  the  competition  with 
his  Western  neighbors,  than  the  people  of  New  England 
could  compete  in  the  growing  of  wheat  with  Pennsylva- 
iii  i,  Ohio,  and  the  interior  of  Virginia;  and  that  too,  not 
for  liome  consumption,  but  to  be  sent  abroad  to  carry  on 
the  competition  in'the  markets  of  the  world.   That  the 
production  of  cotton  is  rapidly  coming  down  to  this  con- 
dition of  things  in  South  Carolina,  is  conclusively  shown  by 
the  fact  that  within  tlie  last  thirty'years  the  quantity  of 
cotton  produced  in  the  United  States  has  increased  almost 
tenfold,  and  has  nearly  trebled  since  1820,  while  the  po- 
pulation of  the  cottou-growing  States  baa  increased  in  a 
iar  less  ratio. 

The  struggle  of  South  Carolina  against  the  lavs  of 
riipital  and  labor  must  be  inefiectual.  Can  secession  from 
till;  Union  give  her  any  relief?  Will  it  not  plainly  accele- 
rate this  condition  of  things?  If  Carolina  were  separated 
from  the  Union,  immediately  the  duty  of  three  cents  per 
:^fiiind  upon  her  cotton  would  be  exacted  on  importation 
iito  our  markets.  Jn  other  words,  it  would  give  to  the 
ithcr  cotton-growing  States  the  exclusive  possession  of 
lie  liomc  market.  And  this,  in  its  turn,  would  give  a 
WW  and  powerful  impulse  to  the  emigration  of  capital 
Liul  labor.  Secure  in  the  enjoj'ment  of  the  home  market, 
Itcy  would  forthwith  go  abroad,  with  increased  activity 
kiitl  strength,  into  the  competition  for  the  markets  of  the 
vi'rid.  Is  it  not  apparent  that  Carolina  must,  in  the  end, 
ake  refuge  from  this  unequal  competition  in  manulae- 
u  res  and  the  mechanic  arts;  and  that  libe  will  be  obliged 
o  bring  into  use  the  almost  unrivalled  water  power  which 
>;  to  be  found  there,  and  in  all  the  Southern  States  above 
ide  water,  and  on  the  slopes  of  the  AUeghanies?  In  this, 
he  lias  a  latent  wealth  and  strength,  of  which  no  rivalry 
un  dispossess  her. 

Mr.  Chairman,  permit  me  to  advert  to  oite  topic  con- 
K^ctcd  with  this  subject,  which  has  been  constantly  pre- 
cnted  to  the  House  for  years  past;  the  comparative  pRw* 
lerity  of  the  Noith  and  the  South.  It  is  made  use  of  to 
.rove  every'thing.  If  you  ask  how,  and  on  what  articles 
,r  consumption,  the  South  pays  more  taxes  than  the 
k'orth,  instead  of  a  specific  answer,  you  are  told,  in  gene- 
.il  terms,  that  the  South  has  a  fairer  country  and  better 
limate  than  the  North;  that  the  latter  is  now  rich,  and 
lie  other  poor;  and  this  is  relied  on  as  conctuuve  evi-  i 
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dence  that  the  South  has  been  robbed  and  plundered  by 
your  legislation,  for  the  benefit  of  the  North.  In  the 
eagerness,  to  blame  the  tariff,  all  natural  causes,  all  ordi- 
nary circumsUnces,  and  especially  the  influence  of  the 
habits  of  Ufe,  are  wholly  overlooked.  He  would  put  a 
case,  which  might  not  be  exactly  in  point,  but  approxi- 
mated somewhat  towards  the  truth.  Let  it  be  granted 
that,  taking  a  whole  community  together,  the  labor  of 
one  person  is  competent  to  the  support  of  twoj  and  let  it 
also  be  admitted  that  slave  labor  is  as  persevering,  skil- 
ful, and  productive  as  free  labor.  Now  suppose  two 
communities  in  juxtapontioti,  each  having  a  million  of 
people;  in  one  the  halt,  and  in  the  other  the  whole  popu- 
lation shall  labor.  Upon  this  hypothesis,  one  would  just 
m^ke  the  two  ends  of  the  year  meet,  and  accumulate 
nothing;  while  the  residuum  of  the  product  of  the  other, 
after  supporting  itself,  would  be  precisely  equal  to  tiie 
support  of  a  million  of  people;  that  if  its  acchmulation. 
At  the  end  of  the  first  year,  the  contrast  in  the  condition 
of  the  two  might  not  be  very  striking;  but  this  operation 
is  repeated  from  year  to  year,  for  near  half  a  centuryi  in 
the  one,  every  thing  remaining  nearly  statiotury,  without 
any  new  employment  of  labor  or  capital;  in  Uie  other, 
the  accumulation  of  each  luccessive  year  is  carefully  in- 
vested, it  becomes  itself  an  active  principle,  it  multiplies 
employments,  divides  labor,  puts  machines  in  motion, 
more  powerful  and  productive  than  hundreds  of  men. 
And  now,  sir,  the  contrast  ouHtrips  imagination  itself. 

Let  me  put  a  case  a  little  nearer  the  ordinary  walks  of 
life.  Suppose  two  young  men,  each  inheriting  fine 
estates,  should  set  out  in  life  togetfier;  one  worked  hard, 
and  as  his  children  grew  up  they  labored  with  him,  and 
all  lived  economically;  his  farmwaswell  cultivated;  his 
fences  kept  in  good  order;  his  stock  of  cattle  and  horses 
increased,  and  every  jrear  a  little  mon^  was  put  out  at 
interest,  or  inveatea  in  the  purchase  of  addUtions  to  his 
farm,  until,  by  the  time  his  children  are  grown  up,  he  is 
independent  in  his  circumstances,  and  able  to  give  them  a 
good  setting  out  in  life.  As  for  the  other,  if  one-half  of 
the  family  worked,  the  other  was  at  play;  he  and  bis 
children  went  to  hurse  races,  wine  parties,  and  places  of 
amusement,  until,  by  the  time  his  children  were  grown 
up  and  ready  to  leave  him,  his  fiinn  was  exhausted  by 
bad  cultivation,  his  fences  gone  to  decay,  and  himself  in 
debt.  He  now  looks  over  into  the  fair  Gelds  of  his  nei|[h- 
bor,  and  takes  it  into  his  head  that  he  baa  robbed  him. 
Straightway  be  goes  to  him  and  says,  "How  is  tbts,nr^ 
Had  I  not,  when  we  set  out  together,  as  good  a  farm  as 
you?  You  are  now  rich,  and  I  am  poor;  it  is  plain  you 
have  robbed  me,  and  I  will  not  submit  to  it  any  longer; 
the  case  is  past  all  argument;  you  must  surrender  at  dis- 
cretion, and  with  becoming  spirit,  or  I  will  proceed  to 
'  nullify*  you."  Do  you  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  that 
man  would  listen  to  such  a  demand  with  much  compla- 
cency, or  disposition  to  obey  it? 

He  had  not  said,  and  should  not  say,  that  the  case  of 
South  Carolina  and  New  England  was  parallel  to  the  one 
he  hid  now  put 

But  was  it  true  that  the  South  was  gmng  to  decay  ^ 
What  are  the  evidences  of  It?  Hod  not  the  products  of 
her  industry  and  her  population  increased?  He  imagined 
the  decay  complained  of  was  to  be  found  in  the  altered 
condition  of  that  class  which  formerly  held  In  its  hands 
the  wealth  and  influence  of  the  counby,  rather  than  in  a 
diminution  of  that  wealth  in  the  ag^nte*  it  had  chang- 
ed owners,  and  the  number  of  owners  nad  been  muhipTi- 
ed.  He  had  often  heard  described,  in  glowing  colors,  on 
tiiis  floor,  and  in  private  circles,  the  wealth,  and  splen- 
dor, and  hospitality  of  those  colonial  mansiona  at  the 
South  which  are  now  in  ruins.  The  revolution  had, 
doubtless,  brought  about  this  change;  but  the  legislation 
of  Congrcts  had  had  no  agen^  in  produdng  it.  The 
spirit  of  the  age  required  that  the  CMuonial  bwi  of  prinio> 
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geniture  and  entailment  oF  estate*  Aoujbl  be  aboliihed. 
Their  repeal  had  now  broken  those  estates  into  frag- 
ments, and  forced  upon  that  class  a  reduction  in  the  scalti 
of  livinR.  We  were  now  entered  upon  the  second  g:eiie- 
ntion  since  their  repeal,  and  bad  arnved  precisely  at  that 
point  where  the  pressure  of  the  chan^  was  felt  with  the 
greatest  severity.  If  any  are  willing  to  sacrifice  the  pros- 
perity of  Uie  many  to  the  happiness  of  tbe  few,  the  States 
at  the  South  have  only  to  restore  those  tawi,  and  again 
tiiejr  will  see  the  brotu  manor;  the  stately  mansion  will 
nte  from  its  ruins,  and  become,  as  before,  the  srat  of 
elegance,  of  luxury,  and  of  refined  hospitality.  What- 
ever influence  the  legislation  of  Congress  may  have  had 
upon  the .  South,  tite  causes  to  which  he  had  adverted 
were,  in  his  opinion,  sufficient  to  account. for  iJl  the 
changes  there. 

But,  'he  said,  if  for  no  other  cause,  he  would  vote 
against  the  bill,  on  account  of  the  state  of  our  legislation 
on  the  subject  of  the  tariff*,  and  the  attitude  South  Caro- 
lina bad  assumed  in  respect  to  it.  At  the  last  session  we 
had  staid  here  at  the  public  expense  near  eight  months, 
to  adjust  this  question  on  a  permanent  basis.  We  had 
made  a  general  reduction  in  the  scale  of  duties,  and 
brought  oown  the  duties  on  those  articles  consumed  by 
lUvea,  and  were  said  to  oppress  slave  labor,  almost  to 
mHDimd  rates,  and  far  below  what  is  paid  by  the  free  la- 
borer on  most  of  the  anlclea  consumed  by  him.  We 
were  called  upon  to  allay  the  excitement  in  Carolins;  to 
act  in  the  spirit  of  conciliation,  and  by  concession  to  save 
the  Union.  Influenced  by  tliese  motives  and  conaidem- 
tions,  he  had  voted  for  the  bill  of  last  Bes»on,  against  his 
better  judgment;  and  when  he  found,  along  with  the 
Middle  and  Western  States,  the  votes  of  one-half  of  the 
South,  and  one-half  of  the  North  in  favor  of  the  bill,  he 
did  suppose  that  the  question  and  its  animosity  were  at 
an  end.  But  the  law  had  been  spumed  at,  resented  as  a 
new  insult  to  Carolina,  and  made  the  occasion  of  new 
demands  on  her  part.  That  State  had  proceeded,  under 
the  assumed  forms  of  law,  to  ordain  that  it  should  never 
be  carried  into  execution  in  her  territoryt  and  she  is  now 
openly  preparing  to  execute  her  determination  by  an  ap- 
peal to  the  sword.  The  convention  which  adapted  that 
ordinance  had  put  forth  an  address  to  the  people  of  the 
United  SUtes,  in  which  they  demand  a  repeal  of  the  ex- 
isting revenue  laws,  and  a  total  abandonment  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection,  as  the  only  condition  on  which  Soutli 
Carolina  mil  remain  in  the  Union.  But,  they  suy  they 
are  willing  to  make  a  large  offering  to  preserve  the  Uniuni 
and,  as  a  concession  on  their  part,  they  will  consent  to  a 
law  which  imposes  a  uniform  rate  of  duty  on  all  imported 
articles,  in  case  the  revenue  raised  by  the  law  shall  be 
limited  to  such  amount,  and  to  such  purposes,  as  South 
Carolina  (not  Congress)sha1Lthink  necessary  and  proper. 
In  tlus  plan  of  taxation,  they  **  are  willing  to  acquiesce  in 
a  spirft  of  liberal  concession,  provided  they  are  met  in 
due  time,  and  in  a  becoming  spirit." 

Now,  sir,  he  could  not  but  feel,  that  to  pass  a  law 
while  that  ordinance  and  address  were  unrecalled,  would 
be  to  disgrace  Congress,  and  dishonor  the  nation;  it 
would  plant  the  seeds  of  rebellion  in  every  State  in  the 
Vnion.  The  convention  had  not  deigned  to  tell  us  what 
is  meant  by  *■  a  becoming  spirit]"  and  he  knew  not  what 
it  was,  except,  indeed,  it  be,  in  the  spirit  of  submission, 
to  vote  the  repeal  on  our  bended  knees.  The  convention 
did  not,  and  could  not  expect  a  compliancet  its  language 
is  not  couched  even  in  terms  of  ordinary  civility;  it  is  the 
language  of  a  master  to  a  slave.  A  demand,  under  such 
fiircumitances,  and  in  such  form,  of  an  abandonment  of 
the  principle  of  protection,  and  the  abolition  of  discrimi- 
nating duties,  is^  in  effect,  to  demand,  in  a  form  unknown 
to  the  constitution,  an  amendment  to  that  Instrument,  of 
litil  moment  to  tbe  Uiuont  which,  if  yielded  to,  will  not 
only  ffupenede  hereafter  amen^nenu  and  redrcM  of 


grievances,  according  to  the  forms  of  lav,  but  mil  for- 
ever, and  effectually,  prostrate  the  power  of  Coogresi 
before  tbe  mandates  of  State  authority.  No  one  can 
avoid  the  conviction  that  the  convention  desired  no  ac- 
commodation; that  its  real  object  was  the  prostration  of 
the  authority  of  Congress:  since  the  ordinance  and  ad- 
dress, it  had  set  up  pretensions,  with  an  avowed  determi- 
nation never  to  yield  them,  which  it  must  have  knoa-n 
could  never  be  acceded  to.  What  nation,  Mr.  Churman, 
ever  was  there  on  earth,  which  had  a  custom-house,  or 
collected  a  dollar  on  imports,  tliat  had  not  had,  as  betwces 
different  articles,  its  discriminating  duties?  Can  any  gen- 
tleman imagine  for  a  moment  that,  if  such  a  pretcnson 
had  been  set  up  and  insisted  on  at  the  time  the  coostitu- 
tion  was  made,  that  instrument  would  ever  have  been 
adopted?  a  pretension  opposed  to  the  uniform  experi- 
ence and  settled  opinions  of  all  nations,  both  then  ud 
now.-  But  such,  sir,  is  the  concesMon  on  her  part,  and 
such  the  condition  on  which  atone  South  Carolina  will 
consent  to  obey  your  revenue  laws. 

He  had  nothing  to  say  upon  the  doctrines  and  theory 
of  nullification  and  secession,  which  the  gentleman  from 
Geoi^a,  [Mr.WiLBC,]  who  last  addressed  the  comnuttee, 
tells  ua  will  be  carried  into  execution,  if  we  attempt  to 
enforce  obedience  to  our  lawsT  They  who  choose  may 
elaborate  theories  of  Government,  and  embody  them  in 
the  form  of  resolves.  To  that  he  had  no  objection;  they 
had  an  undoubted  right  to  do  so.  But  this  much  he  would 
venture  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman,  that,  if  an  at- 
tempt to  carry  out  these  doctrines  and  put  them  into  prac- 
tice was  ever  made,  it  would  he  met  at  the  point  of  tbe 
sword.  Whoever  examines  the  geographical  structure 
of  the  country,  and  the  dependency  of  iuparti^  rauKt  be 
satiflied  of  the  truth  of  what  he  now  said.  Tbeae  doc- 
trines go  not  merely  to  subvert  the  Union  of  these  States^ 
but  to  reduce  the  great  interior  of  the  nation,  destined  to 
contain  a  vast  majority  of  its  population,  to  a  state  of  ab- 
solute vaasalage  to  its  Atlantic  exterior.  Let  Louiaana, 
for  example,  secede,  and  form  an  independent  Govern- 
ment—dnes  she  not  lay  tributary  to  her  the  whole  inte> 
rior,  from  the  summits  of  the  Allcghanics  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains?  Is  it  a  question  to  be  reasoned  about'  Nust 
not  we  on  the  Ohio,  and  they  on  the  Missouri,  for  com- 
mon preservation,  and  of  common  necessity,  draw  tbe 
sword,  and  cut  a  pas&age  into  the  Gulf  of  Mexico^ 

If  the  principle  be  established  any  where,  it  becomes 
the  law  of  all,  and  the  right  of  all  the  States  in  tbe  Cnioa. 
How  long,  sir,  might  it  not  be,  before  a  spirit  of  cup^di^ 
might  seize  upon  New  York,  and  she  be  induced  to  think 
that,  of  right,  she  ouglit  to  enjoy,  in  a  separate  Govern- 
ment, those  advantages  of  nature,  which  made  some  of 
her  keen-sighted  politicians  of  that  day  averse  to  tbe  re- 
straints of  tlie  present  constitution?  Cut  off,  on  tbe  right 
and  the  left,  from  access  to  the  ocean,  what  sliould  w«  be 
but  "hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water"  to  those 
who  laid  us  tributary^  And  that  is  not  all,  »r,  lo  far  as 
respects  the  State  from  which  )ie  came.  Under  the 
guaranty  in  the  conAitution,  <*that  the  citizens  of  each 
State  shall  he  entitled  to  all  the  privileges  and  immunitiea 
of  citizens  in  the  several  States,"  we  claim  the  riglit  to 
go  and  come  about  our  lawful  business,  when  and  where 
we  please,  within  the  limita  of  this  confederacy.  Trust- 
ing to  that  guaranty,  the  peovle  of  the  State  of  OUo  had, 
with  great  effort,  and  at  much  expense,  united  the  waters 
of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  with  those  of  the  Hudson  and  St. 
Lawrence.  And  in  the  completion  of  the  poblic  worka 
now  in  progress  in  Pennsylvania  and  on  the  Potoroar, 
they  look  forward  to  important  outlets  through  tbe  Dels- 
ware  and  Chesapeake.  Could  they  suffer  these  avenues 
to  their  country  to  be  seized  upon,  and  this  comtitiitional 
guaranty  wrested  from  them,  by  those  who  lurid  the  keys 
that  unlock  the  interictf  ?  Are  not  New  UarapiUK  and 
Termont  wholly  at  the  mercy  of  llaaubuaetta  nd  Mew 
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York?  To  the  whole  line  of  interior,  from  New  Hump 
shire  to  the  Rocky  Hountaina,  embracing  s  rreat  majority 
of  the  territory  of  the  Union,  uid  neariy  naif  of  its  po- 
puktion  at  this  time,  it  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a 
question  of  submission  and  stavery.  In  all  that  reffion, 
to  the  obligation  of  the  constitution  topreserve  the  Union 
nature  has  superadded  the  oblieation  of  necessity — a  ne- 
cessity that  will  exist,  undimiinihed  in  force,  while  the 
waters  of  the  Uississippi  shall  move  on  in  their  courses. 
ConsUtutional  obligations,  sir,  may  be  broken  duwnt  but 
the  laws  of  nature  cannot.  The  North  and  the  South 
may  find  an  interest  in  separationt  but  the  interior  never 
can.  And,  whether  the  attempt  be  made  in  New  England 
or  in  South  Carolina,  it  requires  no  spirit  of  prophecy  to 
foretell  that  the  whole  interior  will  draw  its  united  sword 
to  put  it  down.  Sir,  the  anchor  of  our  Union  hangs  upon 
the  great  interior.  Evei^'  year  will  imbed  it  deeper  and 
deeper,  and  give  it  increasing  strength  and  tenacity,  until, 
after  another  generation,  it  can  never  be  draped  up 
from  its  immovable  moorings.  He  had  no  fears  for  the 
Union j  because  nature  hadinvested  the  interior witli  au- 
thority, for  its  own  preservation,  to  command  the  public 
peace  here  on  the  Atlantic,  and  a  little  time  will  give  it 
power  to  tee  that  its  mandates  are  obeyed. 

The  gentleman  from  Georfpa  had  called  upon  all  the 
great  interests  in  the  country,  and  all  the  parties  in  this 
House,  to  aid  in  carrying  this  bill,  and  had  threatened  all 
wilii  disnnion,  as  the  consequence  of  refusal.    He  had 
thought  proper  to  invoke  the  friends  of  tlie  Vice  Presi- 
dent  elect  to  vote  fur  the  bill,  and  not  to  lose  the  present 
opportunity,  lest  the  friends  of  two  distinguished  Sena- 
ton  should  make  common  cause  in  favor  of  Carolina, 
against  what  he  was  pleased  to  denominate  "the  giant 
and  the  ma^pcian."    Respecting  the  plain  inference  from 
this  invitation,  that  the  Vice  Frewdent  and  his  friends 
here  are  capable  of  acting,  on  this  great  question,  from 
personal  motives,  he  had  nothing  to  say.    The  keeping 
of  the  honor  of  the  Vice  President,  or  that  of  his  friends 
in  this  House,  was  not  committed  to  his  hands;  they  might 
vindicate  his  and  their  own  honor  in  such  way  as  they 
thought  proper.    As  theftiend  of  one  of  the  Senators, 
he  felt  lie  had  a  right  to  speak.    He  spoke  for  himself 
only,  not  for  that  Senator,  or  for  others  of  his  friends. 
We  had  fallen,  it  is  tnie,  but,  ne\-ertheless,  we  stood  •*  by 
our  principles,  and  upon  our  principles."    Though  we 
had  fallen,  South  Carolina  must  expect  no  aid  or  counte- 
nance from  us.  The  gentleman  should  have  remembered 
that  protection  to  industry,  and  obedience  to  the  laws, 
were  inscribed  on  our  banner.    That  banner  is  yet  un- 
furled.   The  call  for  aid  comes  too  late.    If,  on  the  no- 
mination of  Mordecai  M.  Noah,  in  1830,  instead  of  giving, 
by  his  casting  vote,  the  seal  of  approbation  to  the  cor* 
rupt  and  proscriptive  doctrine  that  *'  to  the  victor  belong 
the  spoils  of  vicloiy,"  he  had  then  cried  from  the  watch 
tower  that  the  citadel  of  liberty  was  about  to  fall  by  sap 
and  by  mine,  and  had  then  come  to  the  aid  of  freedom  of 
opinion,  he  would  this  day  have  stood  forth  prominently 
before  the  American  people,  in  the  great  nwral  revolu- 
tion that  must  have  followed.    But  he  thought  proper  to 
throw  his  influence  into  the  contrary  scale. 

Since  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  thought  proper 
to  introduce  the  name  of  the  late  Vice  President  in  con- 
nexion witli  this  subject,  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  say 
that,  in  his  conscience,  he  believed  it  waa  the  disappointed 
anfl  repressed  ambition  of  that  individnal  thai  now  agitated 
South  Carolina.  Do  not  ^ou  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
if  that  individual  could  attain,  or  had«  prospect  of  attain 
ing,  the  object  of  his  desire,  the  gathering  tempest  would 
soon  disperse,  and,  in  place  of  the  loweringcloud  that  now 
hangs  over  the  horizon  in  Carolina,  the  sun  would  shine 
as  clear,  and  all  the  elements  there  become  as  calm  and 
foyous  as  in  a  lovely  lummer'a  day? 
The  gentleman,  ur,  hu  avowed  hla  determination  to. 


oppose  the  President,  the  man  of  his  own  choice,  in  the 
execution  of  the  laws.  From  what  he  said,  it  is  endent 
that  gentleman  had  supported  the  re-election  of  General 
Jackson  for  the  very  reason  that  he  [Mr.  V.]  had  oppoaed 
it.  He  [Mr.  V.]  had  long  foreseen  the  crisis  at  which  wa 
had  now  arrived.  He  had  looked  anxiously  on  upon  cer- 
tain transactions  in  this  country,  and  examined  critically 
the  tendency  and  consequences  of  certain  doctrines  which 
had  emanated  from  the  Chief  Magistrate,  and  he  must  say 
that  he  was  filled  with  fear  and  trembling  lest  the  laws 
should  go  unexecuted,  and  the  Government  be  suffered 
to  run  down  into  absolute  anarchy.  We  had  both  been 
disappointed,  and  at  the  point  where  the  gentleman  de- 
serts the  President,  to  oppose  the  laws,  he  pledged  him- 
self, for  one,  to  come  up  to  his  aid  to  enforce  their  execu- 
tion. The  gentleman,  in  that  part  of  his  speech,  demanded 
to  know  if  we  intended  to  keep  up  the  tariff'  to  provide 
the  means  of  carrying  on  war  against  South  Carolina.  E[e 
would  answer,  no.  We  hare  no  power,  under  the  coiv 
Htitution,  to  make  war  on  Carolina,  but  we  have  power  to 
suppress  insurrection  there,  and  he  trusted,  if  necessary, 
it  would  be  done.  He  had  also  emphatically  told  us,  that 
"  if  nullification  is  at  an  end,  revolution  has  begun." 
This,  sir,  is  a  case  in  which  the  name  will  be  determined 
by  the  result;  and,  until  succesa  be  attained,  the  gentle- 
man must  pemut  the  friends  of  the  constitution  to  call 
armed  resistance  there  by  the  less  grateful  name  of  rdiel- 
lion.  The  gentleman  made  an  attempt  to  throw  c^loquy 
on  the  idea  Uiat  liberty  was  to  be  maintained  by  force. 
He  seems  to  understand  liberty  to  be  the  right  of  every 
man  to  do  as  he  chooses  without  restraint.  Whether  the 
gentleman  got  hia  idea  of  liberty  from  a  certain  foreisn 
professor  in  South  Carolina,  or  imported  it  himaeir,  be 
knew  notf  but  he  did  know  that  it  was  not  of  American 
origin.  -  It  waa  but  another  name  for  anarchy,  and  he 
agreed  with  the  gentleman,  such  liberty  was  not  worth  the 
employment  of  force  in  its  cause.  American  liberty,  sir, 
is  a  regulated  ri^htt  it  is  the  riglit  of  every  man  to  do  as 
he  chooses,  subject  to  the  restraints  imposed  by  the  pub- 
lic will  for  the  public  good.  It  was  to  obtain  liberty,  in 
that  sense  of  the  term,  that  our  lathers  h*d  freely  poured 
out  their  blood,  and  to  preserve  which,  if  needs  must  be» 
he  trusted  it  would  again  be  as  freely  shed. 

And  last  of  all,  sir,  the  gentlemannaaventured  upon  the 
first  regular  beat  up  for  volunteers  to  rebellion  that  we  have 
had  on  this  floor.  He  calls  upon  the  Southern  States  to 
resist,  and  form  a  Soutiiern  confederacy.  He  has  assured 
us  they  will  resist,  and  will  succeed.  According  to  the 
fashion  of  the  day,  the  question  is  presented  as  though 
the  longer  continuance  of  the  South  in  the  Union  waa  a 
matter  of  favor,  not  of  interest.  Is  tiiis  true,  Mr.  Cbur- 
man?  Has  not  the  South  as  deep  a  stake  in  the  Uhion  as 
any  portion  of  our  wide-spread  empire.^  He  cheerfully 
admitted  that,  in  bravery,  in  intelligence,  and  in  firmness 
of  purpose,  the  people  of  the  South  were  not  inferior  to 
any  in  the  Union.  And  with  all  theae  qualities,  was  it  not 
true  that  the  tide  water  region,  below  the  Potomae,  was 
the  weakest  and  most  exposed  section  of  our  country.' 
The  formation  of  the  country,  and  the  existence  within 
its  bosom  of  a  lai^  mass  of  a  particular  description  of  po> 
pulation,  render  it  inherently  weak.  Are  not  the  people 
of  the  North  and  West,  to  some  extent,  the  natunl  pro- 
tectors of  that  country? 

The  gentleman  somewhat  vauntingly  assured  us  that 
Virginia  will  draw  the  sword  for  Carolina,  and  named  the 
Potomac  as  the  boundary  of  his  new  empiret  but  he  wise- 
ly left  its  western  limits  undefined.  He  clwmed  no  right 
to  speak  for  Virginia;  but  he  would  venture  to  predict 
the  gentleman  was  mistaken.  There  was  in  Virginia  too 
much  of  good  sense,  of  patriotism,  of  devotion  to  country, 
and  too  deep  a  stake  there  in  this  Union,  Ibr  her  to  com- 
mit such  an  act  of  political  suicide.  He  knew  Weatem 
Yii^nb  penonally,  and  he  knew  it  well.  There  wu  no- 
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where  more  devotion  to  the  Union,  more  contentment 
under  itt  lawtt  «nd  it  will  prove  a  vwn  illimion  to  ima^ne 
that  the  people  of  Western  Virginia  will  unite  themselves 
to  such  a  confederacy,  formed  on  such  principTes,  and 
thereby  forever  and  irrevocably  subject  themselves  to  the 
dominion  of  that  policy  which  they  never  cease  to  oppose 
and  protest  adjust.  Does  not  the  wide-spread  territory 
of  Virginia,  in  the  very  heart  and  centre  of  the  republic, 
give  to  her  a  power  attd  consequence  and  respect  amon]^ 
her  Mster  States  which  her  wealth,  her  population,  and 
her  resources,  could  not  command  for  her  if  she  were  si- 
tuated on  the  exterior  of  the  Union?  she  must  forever 
possess  greater  political  advantages,  from  her  geographi- 
cal portion,  than  any  other  State  in  the  Union.  What 
infttuation,  then,  can  ever  seize  upon  her  voluntarily  to 
throw  away  tiicse  advantages,  to  cast  down  the  standard 
that  her  own  Washington  bore  up,  and  array  herself  un- 
der the  palmetto,  the  growth  of  another  clime? 

By  thus  malciag  herself  an  exterior  State  of  the  new 
confederacy,  woidd  she  not  cast  all  these  advantages  into 
the  lap  of  South  Carolina?  And,  worse  than  that,  situat- 
ed on  the  frontier  of  a  confederacy  more  populous,  more 
abundant  in  resources,  and  possessed  of  apowerful  marine, 
she  must  be  ever  exposed,  by  her  open  waters,  and  long 
line  of  inland  boundary',  to  uie  ravages  of  unequal  war. 
Hu  she  not  every  thing  to  lose,  and  notlung  to  gwn,  by 
such  ui  alUance?  No,  nr!  Virginia  will  bold  fast  to  the 
Unkmi  and,  aside  from  all  cooMderations  of  patriotism 
and  love  of  country,  in  which  none  excel  her,  the  sleep- 
less sagacity  of  her  clear-sighted  statesmen,  and  the  intel 
ligenceofher  people,  will  never  betray  her  into  such  a 
step  of  political  folly  and  stupidity. 

There  was  one  other  lieresy,  which  had  been  so  often 
repeated  on  all  sides  of  the  House,  that  he  could  not  rc- 
frun  from  noticing  it.  It  was,  that  sooner  than  slied 
blood,  it  would  be  better  to  give  up  the  Union)  tiiat  when 
blood  should  be  shed,  the  Government  will  be  at  an  end. 
He  thought  this  was  setting  too  light  an  estimate  on  the 
value  of  the  Union,  and  on  its  power  to  preserve  itself. 
What  people,  air,  ever  existed,  who  have  not  had  seasons 
of  civil  commotion?  And  what  Government  is  there  on 
'  earth,  however  worthless,  that  has  not  defended  itself 
against  tbem?  Canwe  expect  that  which  lias  happened  to 
alt  other  nations  will  not  happen  to  us  in  the  progress  of  our 
hiatoiy?  And  is  this  Government  alone  without  the  power 
of  self-preservation?  The  causes  of  civil  commotion  every 
where  lie  deeper  than  the  foundations  of  Government. 
They  are  the  volcanoes  over  which  Government  is  built, 
and  the  most  it  can  do  is  to  suppress  their  irruption,  or 
ward  off  their  violei\cc . 

■  The  seeds  of  civil  commotion  are  sown  in  the  passions, 
prejudices,  ambition,  cupidity,  and  injustice  of  the  indi- 
viduals of  which  communities  are  composed.  And  when 
we  consider  the  great  variety  of  exciting  principles  in 
this  extended  country,  it  la  wonderful,  and  we  have  great 
cause  for  thankfulness  to  the  Supreme  Ruler  of  the  uni- 
verse, that  we  have  so  long  enjoyed  a  degree  of  tranquilli- 
ty, prosperity,  and  happiness,  such  as  has  never  fidlen  to 
the  lot  of  any  other  people.  But  we  cannot  reasonably 
hope  it  will  always  be  so.  We  must  expect  seasons  of 
triHl  and  peril  to  the  Union  will  comcj  but  he  had  an  un- 
shaken faith  that,  come  when  tliey  may,  it  will  prove  tri- 
umphant, and  go  down  to  a  glorious  immortality.  The 
fruits  of  this  our  Union  show  it  to  be  the  most  precious 
Oovemment  the  world  ever  saw.  And,  if  necessary,  we 
ought  to  sacrifice  more  of  treasure  and  of  life  for  its  pre- 
servation than  was  ever  ofierCd  up  for  any  other  cause. 
Sir,  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  is  the  consum- 
mation of  that  Itbrrry  and  union  which-  our  fathers  pur- 
chased with  blood,  with  suffering,  and  with  treasure.  It 
is  a  perpetual  covenant  between  them  and  us,  and  our 
posterity.  They  have  transmitted  the  precious  inherit- 
ance to  us,  and  we  are  bound,  at  every  cost,  to  hand  it 


down  to  those  who  shall  come  al\er  so.  And  ibr  o;,., 
horrible  as  tlie  alternative  may  be,  be  would  count  iix 
every  man  of  us  on  this  floor  should  be  mpi  iVif,  ik 
every  river  in  the  land  should  run  with  blood,  irlr.- 
half  of  this  fair  generation  ptrrisl)  by  tlie  »an!,  iii;..r 
than  one  word  or  sylUble  of  that  conititutioailiaj.s. 
obliterated  by  force.  That  constitution,  !lr,  !sni'V-' 
cious  than  blood.  And  if  there  sreanyinllilsllo^'^'i  'j 
do  not  feel  the  same  fixed  determiuation  towsu  .'y 
liberties  of  this  country,  he  was  sure  there  vcre  k-. 
out  of  it  who  did.  When  force  shall  ttiuaph  n-ri . 
constitution,  the  Government  is  at  an  end,  v-A  : 
the  hopes  of  freedom,  and  the  cause  of  Ucitj,  i- . 
where  are  extinct.  What  he  now  said  aunoUnN!;- 
ence  to  any  existing  excitement  or  disiffeciion,  bulii  '^ 
value  of  the  Union  in  the  abstract,  andoftittcji*;*!'  : 
Union,  let  any  movement  against  iteome  alKBcei;^-,. 
and  when  it  may. 

ilr.  v.  said  he  wished  to  advert  to  one  d1:,..t  l ;  i' 
one  only,  connected  with  this  bill,  before  he 
The  scale  of  duties  in  this  bill  is  framed  upgn  the  B-fi- 
sition  that  the  public  lands  will  continue  to  be  >  wtz;- 
nent  branch  of  the  revenue,  and  yield  t«o    >  ■ 
lions  per  annum.    The  fallacy  of  calcuUtirf  ' 
lands  as  a  branch  of  the  permanent  rerenue,  Sen 
peatedly  conyncnted  upon  during  the  dehirT 
of  the  very  gnat  probability  there  is  M  ftc  V"''''  f_ 
main  will  cease  to  be  a  source  of  rtvew,  e™'' V 
way  recommended  by  the  Presidenl,  or  in 
catedin  the -Senate's  bill,  which  passed  atlheUs-i-^^  ■ 
and  is  now  pending  in  that  boily  again.  »ilhmr,v 
pcct  of  being  sent  to  this  House.    He  dcilreiJlofi.:; -j 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  now  inadiSBit''_  , 
bill,  that  the  question  "whether  the  proceedmrvi 
should  be  retained  in  the  trcaau^,  or  div;dtd»^-V 
SUtes,  afler  the  payment  of  the  pablic  dtbi,  *^ 
question  of  political  expediency,  a*_g'fi.^l^'''-'l^'r._' 
think,  but  one  of  good  faith  and  obtigallw-  "nfJ  --.^ 
of  that  day  shows  that  the  great  object  of  ihe  k>^-  , 
the  public  domain  to  the  United  Stales 
of  the  national  debt.    At  that  Ume  tlie  debt 
pensesof  the  General  Government  were  pw™'''  ':; ' 
requisitions  on  the  several  Stales,  which  weij  '-f  -^^^ 
spective  quotas  in  their  own  way.   A*  the«  ^ 
ceded  in  Uiis  sUte  of  things  as  a  coromon  tarn  i-y^- 
States  respectively,  it  becimc  nccewao'  Wff^'"'  ,^ 
mon  agent  or  trustee,  to  act  for  all  in  convT^'t 
into  money.    Accordingly,  the  cc^'O"  "r^^^'i-,. 
example,  and  to  which  the  subsecjucnt  ceK*"*  ^j'.il 
ed,  was  made  to  the  confederation  for  itf  ^tl^^ 
States  respectively,  Viivinia  inclusive.  ',v^, 
of  the  deed  of  ceuAon  is  in  these  words:  "i^' 
territory  so  ceded  to  the  United  Stales  jhiD  '".^^  j  ■ 
ed  as  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  tlie  '"^'""ij.  ■ 
of  (he  United  States  as  liave  become  merobt"  "  . 
federation,  or  federol  alliance  of  lhe»»^ 
inclusive,  according  to  their  usual  •**P"'?'|jw  i."  • 
in  the  general  charge  and  expenditure,  aiifi  -\ 

fully  and  Hona  jSA  disposed  of  for  tlist  p»rp*'^'/'; 

no  other  use  or  purpose  whatsoever."  -. 

shows  that  the  confederation  took  the  title  tnj' 

tercsf  ill  the  ceded  ^territory ;  it  look  it  to  '^"^l";-^  . 

the  proceeds — that" it  was  a  cominoii  fiind-t''>' '.^ 

fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Sutw 

or  Individuillyj  in  other  words,  that  it  '.t- 

the  States,-  that  it  Wu  owned  by  them  in 

tionsi  the  words,  "  according  to  their  . 

proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  "P^I-'Jiit 

ing  used  in  the  grant  not  to  designate  the 

grant,  but  to-fix  a  rule  by  which  to  ascertain  . 

niterast  of  eacli  State.    As  the  Unds  "^"IffSI*-"  * 

the  public  debt,  and  sustain  public  ''^^S^.- 

were  (as  tu  good  faith  they  uiiglit  wbai« 
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pledged  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  common  debt  ofi 
ill.  When  the  Government  of  the  confederation  was 
broken  up,  the  agent  or  trustee  ceased  to  exist.  Ittherc-! 
fore  became  necessary  to  create  a  new  agent  to  dispose  of  i 
ihe  laiidn  according  to  the  objects  of  the  grant,  otherwise 
the  gr»nt  mtist  have  been  without  an  agent  to  execute  its| 
;)rovisioiis.  The  new  Giivernment  about  to  becretited: 
w;is  tlie  natural  agent  to  do  this.  Accordingly,  the  con- 
%l:tiiti')n,  in  the  third  section  of  the  fourth  article,  pro- 
v  .dL-s  for  this  specific  object  in  these  words:  "The  Con- 
^ie.is  ihall  liave  [jower  to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needful  j 
-uk-s  nnd  legulutiona  respecting  the  territories  or  other- 
pmperty  of  llie  United  Slates;  and  nothing  in  tilis  consti-| 
uuiuii  sli.iU  be  so  conttrucd  as  to  prejtullce  any  claims  of  i 
l!ie  United  Stales,  or  of  any  particulur  State."  The  qua- 
liiym^  cUuse  resencs  the  rights  of  the  States,  and  the 
:'..uist;  itst  if  gives  a  disposing  power  only  over,  not  an  in- 
k  i  cst  in,  the  property.    Nothing  can  be  plainer  than  that 

detieral  Government  holds  as  a  trustee^  and  never 
h.id  the  use  of  the  land  invested  it.  The  convention 
L-jLcrcldL-d  great  caution  on  the  subject  of  the  en|rage- 
ineiit^i  ofthe  confederation.  And  tliey  further  provided, 
in  lii.;  first  clause  ofthe  sixth  article,  "  that  all  debts  con- 
ir-icUil,  and  engagements  entered  into,  before  the  adnp- 
ti'iii  ol'  tin!)  conslitiition,  shall  be  as  rnhd  against  the  United 
Suites  under  this  constitution  as  under  the  confedera- 
tion." The  compact  of  cession  was  an  engagement  of 
ll)e  coiifcderationi  and  tite  public  domain  now  stands  on 
tlie  precise  footing  it  did  the  day  of  the  grant.  TfaeGeue- 
r:kl  tinvernment,  then,  holds  the  public  land  ceded  by 
\'irHin;u,  as  a  triislic  for  tlie  use  ofthe  States,  Virginia 
inthisive,  subject  to  the  payment  of  a  common  debt  oTall. 
Will' II  the  debt  is  p-iid,  the  residuum  belongs  to  the  States, 
in  the  proportion?  prescribed  by  the  deed  of  cession;  and 
the  trustee  cannot  appropriate  that  residuum  to  its  own 
ust>,  or  give  it  away  to  a  part  of  the  States,  without  a 
breach  of  good  faith,  and  Ttolating its  express  obligations. 
The  scale  of  duties,  then,  ought  to  be  adjusted  without 
rcg.ird  to  ttie  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  after  the  pay- 
ment of  tlie  public  debt.  And  that  will  alter  the  whole 
structure  of  tlie  bill.  He  was  aware  this  view  uf  the  duty 
of  Congress  did  not  apply  to  the  territory  cclcd  by 
France  and  Spain;  but  it  did  kpply  to  the  country  from 
wliich  the  great  mua  of  that  branch  of  the  revenue  was 
derived. 

[Tlic  speech  of  Mr.  V.  is  given  above  unbroken,  but, 
after  he  had  proceeded  a  cona-derablc  time,  be  gave  way 

fur  a  motion  oy 

Mr.  AKNOLD,  for  the  rising  of  the  committee. 
'I'lie  motion  prevailed:  Yeas  69,  nays  62. 
So  the  commiltee  rose.] 

In  the  House,  Mr.  SPEIGHT  moved  again  to  go  into 
co.iiniittee,  and  demanded  the  ^eas  and  nays. 

Mr.  IltVlN  moved  an  adjournment. 

Mr.  BPEIGIIT  demanded  the  yeas  and  nayi  on  this 
motion.  They  were  taken  accordingly,  and  stood  as  fol- 
lows; Yeas  75,  nays  78. 

Sij  the  House  refused  to  adjourn. 

[It  was  now  past  4  o'cloclc.] 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  renewed  bis  motion  to  go  into  commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  BURD  demanded  a  call  of  the  House. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  said  tliat,  if  the  gentleman  would  wilh> 
dr.iw  that  motion,  he  would  assent  to  a  recess  till  6 
o'cliiclc. 

.Ml-.  UURD  declining  to  do  so,  the  yeas  and  nays  were 
taken  on  calling  the  House,  and  resulted  as  follow^: 
Yeas  55,  nays  95. 

So  the  call  was  refused. 

Mr.  SUTHERL.ANU  now  moved  an  adjournment. 
!klr.  WILDE  di'manded  the  yeas  and  nays — being  ta- 
ken, tliey  were:  Yeas  76,  nays  86. 
So  the  House  refused  to  adjourn. 


The  question  recurring  on  Mr.  Sfkigrt's  motion  to 
go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union, 

Mr.  AllNOLD  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays— being 
taken,  they  were  as  follows:  Yeas  90,  nays  75. 

The  House  thereupon  went  again  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Watitb  in 
the  chair,  and  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  tarifT 
bill. 

Mr.  VINTON  resumed  the  course  of  his  remarks. 

At  about  6  o'clock  Mr.  EVEHETT  moved  for  the  ris- 
ing of  the  committee.  The  motion  was  negatived:  Yeai 
Sit  nays  63. 

Mr.  VINTON  then  resumed,  and  continued  to  occupy 
the  floor  until  near  7  o'clock. 

During  the  course  of  Mr.  V.'s  speech,  he  had  observed 
that  "  he  would  sooner  see  every  man  who  occupied  the 
seats  around  him  swept  away;  he  would  sooner  see  the 
rivers  of  tliis  land  run  with  blood,  and  one-lialf  of  the 
population  of  this  fair  republic  perish  by  the  sword,  than 
see  one  jot  or  one  tittle  of  that  sacred  constitution  wluch 
bad  been  bequeathed  to  us  by  our  fathers,  or  of  the  laws, 
obliterated  by  force:"  when  a  sudden  cry  was  heard  from 
Mr.  HcDcrnz,.  of  '*  Robespierre!'*  followed  by  some 
shght  hisses  from  different  quarters  of  the  hall.  The 
CHAIR  called  to  order. 

Mr.  CARSON  said  that  the  gentleman  had  a  right  to 
pve  utterance  to  his  indignant  feeling  at  such  a  senti- 
ment. 

Tlic  CHAIR  [Mr.  Wathx]  replied  that  he  was  not 
clothed  in  vain  with  power  to  preserve  order  in  the. 
House,  and  he  should  not  fail  to  exercise  it. 

Considerable  sensation  prevMlcd  for  a  moment,  but  It 
soon  subsided. 

When  Mr.  Vikton  had  concluded  his  speech, 

Mr.  CARSON  rose  to  explain.  U  had  not  been  he  (as 
seemed  to  be  supposed  by  many  gentlemen)  who  hod 
uttertd  the  expressive  word  **  Robespierre,*'  when  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  had  expressed  a  sentiment  so  mon- 
strous. That  word  had  been  uttered  by  a  gentleman  over 
the  way,  who  would  never  disavow  his  words.  Deeply  as 
Mr.  C.  felt,  he  should  liave  remained  silent;  but  when  be 
heard  the  hissing  which  arose,  he  could  not  but  express 
what  he  luid  done.  But,  my  G-d!  exclaimed  Mr.  C., 
wlut  have  we  beard!  beard  it  here!  on  the  floor  of  an 
American  Congress!  That  the  gentleman  would  see 
every  man  on  this  floor  swept  off  from  it — all  the  talent, 
all  the  patriotism,  all  the  noble  spirits  in  that  hall  swept 
off!  But  was  that  all'  No.  But  that  he  would  see  the 
rivers  of  this  whole  country  run  l)1ood,  and  half  the  po- 
pulation of  this  our  fair  inheritance  put  to  the  swurd, 
rather  than  that  constitution  should  be  violated,  which 
Mr.  C.  had  heard  the  gentleman  himself  declare  to  have 
been  already  violated,  and  which  men,  far  superior  both 
to  that  gentleman  and  to  himself,  believed  to  have  been 
repeatedly  violated — half  the  population!  by  which  the 
gentleman  meant  his  brethren — and  this,  after  a  sove- 
reign State  had  pronounced  the  law  in  question  to  be  un- 
constitutional! 

Mr.  VINTON  here  asked  leave  to  set  the  gentleman 
right  as  to  what  he  Iiad  said. 

The  CH.\IR.    Does  the  gentleman  jield  tbe  floor? 

Mr.  CARSON.  Xo;  if  the  gentkman  would  -but  put 
■himself  right  — 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  here  interposed,  and  callid  liis 
friend  from  Nortli  Carolina  to  order.  He  begged  his 
friend  to  suffer  him  to  interpose,  and  step  before  liim,  to 
save  him  from  himself,  before  any  thing  sliould  be  utter- 
ed which  might  be  cause  of  lasting  regret.  The  gentle- 
man fi-om  Ohio  had  not  said  what  the '  gentleman  was 
under  an  impression  that  be  had.  1'hc  gentleman  had 
been.)'emarking  on — 

Here  Ur.  WarxorcB  was  called  to  order  by  many 
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voices^  ftnd  the  CHAIR  ftdmoniilied  him  that  be  wm  de- 
parting from  rule- 
Mr.  CAKSON  said  he  would  take  the  admonition  of  his 
fKend,  although  he  believed  tliat  his  friend  bad  been 
even  more  out  of  order  than  himself.  It  had  been  with 
deep  regret  that  he  had  exprensed  his  emotions  at  what 
he  had  understood  the  gentleman  from  Oliio  to  have  aaid. 
The  gentleman  might  attempt  to  palliate  the  sentiment; 
but,  unless  he  wholly  retracted,  all  attempts  to  explain  it 
away  would  be  unavailing. 

Mr.  VINTON  now  explained.  He  had  made  no  use  of 
the  word  **  violated."  A  violation  of  the  constitution 
might  happen  through  mere  misapprehension  of  jtidg- 
ment.  What  he  had  said  was,  that  aooner  than  see  the 
eonstUution  ohiiterated  by  force,  be  would  see  the  alter- 
native be  liad  mentioned.  Because  be  considered  that  as 
a  total  anniliilation  of  the  constitution,  which  must  put  an 
end  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  Mcduffie  said  he  was  very  sorry  tbat  be  found 
bimselfunder  the  necessity,  from  what  bad  just  occurred, 
of  addressing  the  Chair  at  all.  It  had  been  his  6xed  pur- 
pose, and  still  was,  to  take  no  part  in  the  present  discus- 
sion: and  be  was  very  sorry  that  what  had  occurred  in 
the  House,  rendered  it  now  necessary  for  him  to  say  a 
wngle  word.  Wlien  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  had  utter- 
ed tbat  sentiment  which  the  House,  he  presumed,  had 
heard  with  a  portion  of  tliat  abhorrence  it  had  excited  in 
his  own  mind,  he  could  not  help  involuntarily  making  the 
cxcUmation  he  had  uttered.  He  admitted  that,  strictly 
considered,  it  could  not  be  said  to  be  perfectly  in  order, 
thougl)  it  was  no  more  than  what  often  happened  in  all 
parts  of  the  world.  As  be  had  been  out  of  order,  he 
owed  an-apology  totbe  House,  but  none  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio. 

Mr.  WATXQUGH  now  moved  for  the  rising  of  tlie 
committeet  but  the  motion  &iled:  Teas  68,  nays  73.  Mr. 
Yf.  proceeded  to  address  the  committee  in  opposition  to 
the  bill.  After  he  had  spoken  nearly  an  hour,  he  gave 
way  to  Mr.  DBNNY,  who  moved  the  committee  rise, 
which  was  negatived:  Yeas  60,  nays  71. 

Mr.  W.  proceeded,  and  concluded  his  speech.  The 
following  is  the  speech  of  Mr.  W.  entire: 

Mr.  WATMOUGH  said  that  be  had  certainly  cause  to 
regret  deeply  the  necessity  which  drove  him  or  any  other 
member  to  continue  a  discussion  so  important  in  all  its 
bearings  upon  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  at  an  hour  and 
under  circumstances  so  little  calculated  to  ensure  it  a  pa- 
tient bearing  or  a  just  issue.  But,  said  Iklr.  W.,  since  the 
committee  has  refused  to  rise,  however  loath  I  may  be, 
from  actual  phyncal  exhaustion,  or  unprepared,  from  any 
other  cause,  I  slull  not  flinch  from  the  performance  of  the 
duty  I  owe  my  country  and  my  constituents.  I  promise, 
however,  .Mr.  Chairman,  to  occupy  as  little  of  your  time 
as  possible,  and  shall  endeavor  to  be  as  concise  as  the  na- 
ture and  importance  of  my  subject  will  admit.  I  feel, 
sir,  in  common  with  my  friends  on  this  floor,  the  immense 
responsibility  of  our  position,  and  am  equally  aware  of  my 
own  incompetency  to  fulfil  the  paramount  duties  it  in- 
volves. I  am  sustained,  however,  by  the  consciousness 
of  an  honest  zeal,  elevated  above  every  consideration  of 
a  personal  character,  and  chenslied  and  animated  by  all 
those  moral  impulses  which  ought  to  govern  the  man  who 
loves  bis  co«intry  honestly  and  sincerely.  It  cannot  be 
denied*  sir,  but  tbat  we  have  reached  a'  fearful  crisis  in 
the  annals  of  our  country.  A  long  period  of  the  most 
brilliant  prosperity  is  either  about  to  be  closed  forever^ 
and  with  it  are  to  vanish  forever  all  the  brighest  and 
surest  hopes  of  the  patriot  and  jihilanthroplst,  or  the  con- 
sequences and  results  of  a  wise  and  temperate  system  of 
legislation  are  to  be  continued  and  perpetuated  to  the 
benefit  of  our  latest  posterity.  Never,  perhaps,  haa 
greater  responsibility  devolved  upon  any  set  of  legidators 


at  any  previous  period.  Never,  certunly,  ba  ur  Cv^ 
gress  sat  in  this  country  under  circuiiiit»ncetW'.(lff{ 
greater  fortitude,  more  abgleneis  of  purpott,9CEai> 
ture,  calm  deliberation  on  the  part  of  every  mti^ra- 
posing  it,  than  the  present.  What,  sir,  is  it  vt  in  oh 
upon  to  do'  The  abstract  proportion  npon  ildi: 
are  calletl  to  act,  is  sufficiently  simple  in  ilself,L-iijirr- 
ference  to  it  there  is  believed  to  be  no  dlfferenct  i  ^- 
nion  whatever.  "  To  reduce  the  revenue  to  sucUiM 
as  shall  be  consistent  with  the  simplici^ro^tnK«:(nla 
Government,  and  necessary  to  an  efficient  le- 
vice,*'  is  an  object  to  which  no  nun  cwldluTetbtki^- 
liood  to  refuse  his  support,  and  Uie  eiptdiewjrwdsKi 
policy  of  which  no  one  can  question.  The  grrtt  i»i  rai 
question  now  agitating  the  whole  counlrr,  b tk  urn 
by  which  this  is  to  be  effected  with  the  leist  poailti 
trimentto  existing  establishments.  ^ 

When  I  returned  to  my  owncoii5tituentiilti«cl« 
the  U.-it  session,  Mr.  Chairman,  1  conmtoUttd  '^^•^-^ 
my  country  that  that  great  object  had  been  e<r«  e^^  »■ 
idthou^  not  in  a  manner  to  secure  for  it  tnj  *o!f,  ri 
that,  by  an  overwhelming  vole  of  bott  Hous«oI  '> 
grcss,  the  revenue  liad  been  reduced  lo  the  c 
nearly  so,  of  the  Government,  the  moreimtnedaftawt 
of  complaint  existing  in  a  certain  qusrter  f ntirel; k^<^ 
ed,  while,  at  the  same  Ume,  the  vsst  inleresW  iithd 
they  themselves  were  more  immedistely  eonctwd,  J 
common  with  a  lai^  majority  of  the  people  of  ibdrff- 
States,  were  preserved  from  immedi»U  mm  aod  pr«> 
tion.    Though  little  satisfied  with  the  itiempt  iMi  ^ 


Thougl 
nade,  ot  ^ 

light  than  as  purely  political,  to  sap  the  "W"**  * 

nrr«nPi-itv.  .ml  HenrCrJ.t*  the  V»lue  of  ti«r  l^« 


been  made,  on  grounds  which  ^^I'^^^j^/^ 


Bcurity  for  the  ftiturc,  the?  set  uw'- 
work,  each  in  bis  several  vacation.  ««"»f^:^y 
creased  efTorts  of  economy,  to  make  up  „ 
lost  in  protection  from  their  country.  ''^I^/'  ij^ 
myself,  sir,  considered  the  bill  of  July,  '^f  "  Id 
compromise,  and  notwithstanding  ""^^T-Ccf 
clamor  against  the  tariff  raised  in  the  Soutn,  n 
a  material  nature  bad  been  presented  «» ' 
either  through  the  medium  of  this  Houje.«  Kt^^^ 
prints.    I  repeat  it,  air,  no  &cts  proving      "  ^^i  ^ 
amount  of  ruin  resulting  from  the  P"'" 
their  brethren  of  the  South  hade«r  ^""P^V^^tj 
tUeir  minda,  sufficient  to  satisfy  t''*'" .  T^i^sf'pi- 
a  rapid  and  ruinous  reduction.    Yet,  m  , '■'^ijife 
triotism,  and  of  a  just  and  honorable  wo™ 
laws  of  the  land,  they  acknowledged  thej*^^. 
gress;  and  hoped  that  the  policy  wbicn  ^fc,, 
ed  from  the  commencement  of  the 
which  so  much  prosperity,  both  ^^"'^^ai-T^' 
has  resulted,  was  at  length  fixed,  snd  cobw* 

petuated.  [•HIboI'P''^ 
What  then,  «r,  was  their  astonishment,  i  ^^^ 
of  my  own,  when,  at  the  opening  "f  w<  P.  ^» 
the  whole  subject  was  again  brougbt  °^^boi! 
views  presented— new  grounds  taken,  *^ 
whose  voice  had  been  so  Utely  «nd  »  "^^j,  » ii- 
known,  again  invoked  to  reverse  tlieir;i^^^||,((niE« 
verse  their  painful  and  laborious  diicu««»n^|^|^.jw5/j 
exclusion  of  all  other  matters,  e''"""  , 
cliaracteri  totally  unsettle  the  value  ot  •'^ni  "! 
millions  of  dollars,  and  disturb  the         penu'  ^'^ 
commercial  as  well  as  manufacturing  "i"^-^  in'»'' 
was  not  this  the  case,  air?  Assuredly  'V^TYnoinJ"'' 
do  we  ask  the  question,  to  what  P'i'"P'?:i„.!»cs,*'"'^ 
endeavor  to  find  out  the  defects    e^^^d^  ip, 
although  deemed  sufficient  some  "JL  beotfi''^*"! 
now  denounced,  without  even         ^  not 
—the  period  of  their  going  into  oper^^JVj^jccflf^' 
tually  arrived.    Is  there  any  fiiiroe»« 


Digitized  by  .Google 


1293 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1294 


xTi  24»  1833.]  2Se  Tiriff  BtB.  [H,  or  H. 


Kiblic  policy?  Is  it  just,  sir,  to  those  wlio,  upon  the 
trength  of  the  public  faith  u  pledged  by  the  lawB  of  the 
ind,  invest  their  labor  mid  capital  in  such  mode  and  maii- 
ler  as  these  very  laws  have  prescribed?  Is  it  consiutent? 
ibove  alt,  sir,  is  it  creditable  to  our  inititutions,  or  to  the 
ntelligence  of  these  Houses  of  Coni^st?  Rather  is  it 
lot  highly  injurioui  in  its  effects  upon  the  opinions  of  all 
ilasses  of  men  in  the  community  ? 

It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  if  the  worst  and  bitterest  ene- 
nies  of  our  country  were  deliberately  to  set  themselves 
o  work,  to>  bring  our  institutions  into  disrepute^  and  de- 
troy  the  affection  now  so  ardently  cherluied  towards 
heoi  by  our  countrymen,  they  could  devise  no  better 
iieaiis.  It  affects  equally  the  fanner  and  the  merchant. 
The  fanner,  whom  it  disappoints  of  the  only  market 
v'hich  foreign  avarice  and  rapacity  allow  to  his  produce. 
Jpun  the  merchant,  whose  arrangement  it  destroys,  and 
vhom  it  incapacitates  from  planning  voyages  of  any 
ength,  for  fear  that,  before  they  shall  hare  become  com- 
pleted, other  laws  and  other  enactments  may  tend  to  de- 
prive him  entirely  of  all  the  benefits  that  his  enterprises 
■-iid  assiduity  have  fairly  entitled  him  to.  Need  I  say 
vhat  becomes  of  the  manufacturer,  whose  very  bread 
Icpends  upon  the  fixrdnesa  of  our  legislation  and  the 
lound  maintenance  of  the  public  faith  solemnly  pledged 
o  him  by  fretjuent  con^cutive  enactments?  No,  sir; 
hat  is  too  plainly  told.  Your  tables  groan  under  the 
veight  of  petitions  and  memorials  sent  in  to  us  from  all 
}arts-  Meetings  more  numerously  attended  than  at  any 
brmer  period  of  our  Government,  and  headed  by  the 
)urcst,  soundest,  and  most  intelligent  men  of  all  parti  of 
he  country,  tell  but  too  plainly  the  fate  which  hangs 
iverthem,  and  remonstrate,  in  terms  not  to  be  misunder- 
itood,  against  the  im^pending  ruin.  Legislatures,  too, 
lave  sent  their  solemn  protests  agaiiut  th^  unieltled  and 
;'acil)atiiig  course  of  policy.  That  of  the  Slate  which  I 
lave  the  honor  in  part  to  represent,  with  that  good  sense, 
ntegrity,  and  firmness,  which  has  ever  disting^uished  it, 
ly  a  vote  of  the  two  Houses,  of  115  to  14,  nearly  unani- 
tiotislv,  has  resolved  that,  in  its  "opinion,  the  bill  now 
inder  consideration  in  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
he  United  States  ought  not  to  become  a  law;  and  that 
lo  reduction  of  duties  ought  to  be  made,  calculated  to 
fFect  the  successful  prosecution  of  our  domestic  manu- 
itctur«s,  or  in  'any  way  impair  the  faith  of  the  Govern- 
nent,  by  which  the  enterprise  of  our  own  citizens  would 
>e  checked,  and  successful  domestic  competition  re- 
iirded." 

This,  sir,  is  language  not  to  be  miannderstoocl.  It 
vould  be  sufficient  guide  for  me,  even  in  the  absence  of 
hat  unboundc:d  prosperity  which  is  apparent  throughout 
he  wide  extent  of  our  whcfle  country.  What  then  is  it, 
ir,  that  actuates  us?  what  madness  impels  us?  Let  it  be 
lo  longer  concealed.  There  is  no  doubt  there  are  other 
causes  than  the  simple  and  purely  patriotic  one  with 
vhich  we  have  set  nut,  that  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  a 
ust  scale  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  Government{  and 
here  is  certainly  as  little  doubt  on  my  mind  that  there 
hould  exist  no  mtentton  on  the  part  of  this,  or  any  Con- 
fre^  hastily  to  abandon  the  ground  so  lately  assumed,  at 
he  dictation,  orunder  the  pressure  ofthe  causes  to  which 
allude;  much  less  abrogate  any  of  the  great  principles 
if  llie  country  under  the  pressure  of  circumstances  which 
leny  to  it  the  exercise  of  a  calm,  deliberate,  dispassion- 
,tc  judgment. 

1  mean  not,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  add  to  the  existing  irri- 
ation,  already  sufficiently  great,  by  any  remarks  of  mine. 

feel  too  warm  an  admiration,  too  high  a  reg»^  for 
ome  of  the  distinguished  individuals  of  the  South  whose 
ecliiigs  have  become  too  deeply  and  sadly  implicated  in 
his  mutter,  and  whose  sound  and  excellent  judgments  liave 
tf  late  become  to  fatally  obscured.  I  seek  to  avoid  every 
Umg  that  may  wound  or  harasst  but,  in  so  dcnng,  I  dull 


take  good  caVe  to  be  unwavering  in  my  own  judgment, 
humble  as  it  is,  unflinching  in  my  duty  to  my  constituents, 
and  above  all,  most  faithful  to  the  blessed  constitution, 
wliich  is  and  must  continue  to  be  the  ever-during  cement 
of  our  glorious  Uiuon.  I  have  long  anticipated  the  ap- 
proaehingerisis;Ihave  lonp  known  that  the  gratifying  pe- 
riod at  which  this  great  nation  ahould  afford  the  novel  and 
truly  sublime  aspect  of  a  nation  disenthralled,  disencum- 
bered from  public  debt,  could  not  arrive  without  bring- 
ing with  it  evils  and  developing  spring  ofpolitical  action 
which  might  shake  her  to  her  very  foundation}  it  was  to 
be  expected,  but,  being  expected,  it  is  to  be  met  in  « 
manner  becoming  the  momentous  exigency.  The  doe- 
trine  of  - State  rights,  sir,  is  the  one  which,  if  carried  to 
the  extreme  we  have  lived  to  witness,  predestined  to 
threaten  the  total  subversion- of  our  happy  Union.  It  is 
true  that,  in  a  form  much  modified,  it  lias  always  consti- 
tuted the  basis  of  the  great  democratic  party.  In  my  own 
State  I  know  this  to  be  the  case:  there,  it  has  always  been 
sufficient,  in  our  political  canvasses,  to  overwhelm  a  can- 
didate by  succeeoing  to  attach  to  him  the  name  even  ^ 
federalist;  but  »r,  in  those  cases  the  people  looked  not 
to  remote  ultimate  consequences:  satisfied  with  their  suc- 
cess, and  temperate  in  its  indulgence,  they  never  dream- 
ed of  setting  up  a  power  or  a  principle  antagonist  to  the 
paramount  principle  contained  in  the  constitution  of  the 
United  Slates,  and  upon  which  the  soul,  the  immort^ 
part  of  that  constitution,  the  Union,  depends.  No,  sir, 
their  affection  for  this  Union  is  an  all-engrossing  senti- 
ment of  their  hearts.  They  will  do  nothing  to  impair  it; 
they  will  denounce  the  public  servant  whose  word  or 
deed  may  tend  to  weaken  its  consistency;  and  when  the 
two  great  principles  ofunionfand  liberty,  now  and  forever, 
one  and  inseparable,  and  that  of  State  rights  with  anarchy 
and  conflicting  interests,  shall  be  fairly  aid  before  )hem, 
which  to  choose,  they  will  not  fw  a  moment  hesitate;  they 
#iU  ding  to  the  Union  as  to  the  rock  of  their  palitieu 
safety,  and  repudiate  at  Once  pretentions  fraught  with 
nothing  but  eventual  niin. 

And  this,  Mr.  Chairman,  brings  me  to  what  I  consider 
the  true  question  now  before  us.  It  is  not  the  bill  on 
your  table.  It  is  not,  in  truth,  whether  the  revenue  shall 
be  twelve  or  fifteen  millions  of  dollars.  It  is  rather,  and 
every  thing  proves  it,  whether  the  States  or  the  consti? 
tution  shall  be  paramount — whether  the  just  and  hitherto 
acknowledged  powers  of  the  one  shall  be  annihilated, 
that  the  pretensions  ofthe  other  may  predominate.  1  beg 
gentlemen  to  come  out  boldly  at  once,  and  avow  their  pur- 
pose. I  implore  them  not  to  heap  the  odium  which  in  their 
minds  wholly  attaches  itself  to  the  proclamation,  a  noble 
and  distinguished  State  paper,  and  one  that  in  aftertimes 
will  go  far  to  relieve  this  administration  from  many  a  foul 
stain — not,  I  say,  heap  all  the  odium  of  that  document 
upon  the  tariff  and  on  the  protective  system.  It  is  not 
candid,  it  is  not  worthy  of  them.  It  is  a  course  unbe- 
coming their  hitherto  high  chivalric  bearing. '  In  my 
humble  opinion,  the  bill  before  us  should  at  once  be  laid 
on  the  table,  and  the  question  substituted,  shall  the  con- 
stitution live  or  dief  The  issue,  then,  could  not  be  doubt- 
ful; and  having  decided  as  we  should  be  bound  to  decide 
by  our  oaths,  by  the  solemn  obligations  we  owe  our  God, 
and  our  country,  and  the  sacred  duty  we  feel  to  the  mil- 
lions who  are  to  come  after  us,  we  might  then  take  time 
to  ascertain  tlie  unequal  bearing  of  existing  laws,  and  re- 
lieve from  pressure  the  parts  found  to  beunjuatly  affected. 

But,  sir,  no  such  opportunity  is  presented  to  us.  We 
are  pushed  hard.  Slate  right  nullification  in  the  South, 
and  practical  nullification  here,  drive  steadily  onward-^to 
their  purpose;  and  between  the  two,  God  save  the  mark! 
Already,  under  the  influence  of  the  latter,  one  great  prin- 
ciple after  another  vanishes,  and  is  erased  from  your 
statute  book.  The  system  of  internal  improvemetit  is 
dead;  the  great  system  of  our  public  lant^  threatened 
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vllh  ann'ihilBtion;  a  deadly  blow  tiimed  at  our  mostim- 

Eorlant  national  inatitulion,  the  llaiiki  while,  by  the  bill 
efope  ynu,  which  comei  directly  from  the  Executive 
Departments,  as  it  were,  llie  whole  protective  system  is 
levelled  with  the  dust.  Not  even  hu  the  judiciary  es- 
caped. What,  .then,  is  left  for  us  to  dof  NothinfT,  Mr. 
Chairman,  but  fimly  and  manfully  to  iidhere  to  the  con- 
stitution as  we  believe  in  it,  and  to  fearlessly  expose  the 
ruin  which  on  all  sides  ttireatens.  And  this,  sir,  brinfj^ 
me  more  immediately  to  the  bill  now  before  you.  I  shall 
not  detain  the  committee  much  longer,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
am  aware  of  the  futigiie  which  every  member  must  feel 
after  a  session  so  protracted  as  the  one  we  have  had  to-day. 
1  feel  it  myself  sufficiently.  I  shall  endeavor  to  come 
speedily  to  a  close. 

I  have  not  been  able  to  discover  one  feature  of  the  bill 
from  the  Committee  of  AVays  and  Means,  to  which  I  can 
give  my  sanction.  Approving  of  its  object,  of  reducing 
the  revenue  to  meet  the  existing  state  of  afiairs  in  the 
country,  I  disapprovealtogether  of  the  means  proposed  to 
efTect  iti  nor  do  I  stand  alone  in  this — norone  sinjgle  voice 
of  approval  has  reached  us  from  any  quarter  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  it  is  universally  considered,  as  I  am  sure  it 
will  prove,  entirely  destructive  of  all  the  best  interests 
of  the  country.  It  does  not  even  possess  the  recommen- 
dation of  being  satisfactory  to  the  South.  It  ruins  nine- 
teen-twentietbs,  and  is  unpalatable  to  the  residue.  It 
appears  to  have  been  hurried  through  the  committee  with 
as  much  haste  as  it  was  attempted  to  be  puslied  thro\igh 
this  House,  and  with  as  little  consideration  too.  It  strikes 
a  fatal  blow  at  the  whole  system,  and  althou|^  it  faintly 
acknowledges  the  principle  of  protection,  it  leaves  not 
one  particle.of  protection  to  any  one  interest.  My  hon- 
orable friends  who  have  preceded  tne  have  sufficiently 
proved  this.  I  shall  endeavor  not  to  repeat  their  argu- 
ments. 'I'o  commence  with  the  cottons:  Sir,  How  will 
they  stand?  It  is,  indeed,  ur,  fearful  to  think,  to  use  the 
words  of  my  enli^tened  and  honorable  friend  trom  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Applstox]  how  great  interests  are  sport- 
ed with  in  this  enlightened  Government!  Why,  sir,  by 
this  bill,  which  is  advocated  witli  a  zeal  almost  amounting 
to  indiscretion,  by  an  honorable  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  who,  be  it  remembered,  tsatso, 
perhaps,  the  most  ardent  and  zealous  supporter  of  the 
administration  on  this  floor,  this  vast  Interest,  which  has 
reached  a  degree  of  perfection  not  surpassed  in  the  oldest 
manufacturing  country,  will  be  entirely  prostrated. 

It  has  been  too  often  done  to  make  it  necessary  for  me 
now  to  go  into  all  the  details  on  this  point.  It  is  sufficient- 
ly evident  to  every  one  that,  without  a  proper  protection 
against  the  excessive  capital  of  Great  Britain,  and  the 
Dvershipments  made  under  combinations  such  as  are 
known  to  exist  there,  and  at  a  great  sacrifice  of  money, 
perfect  as  our  establishments  have  become,  they  cannot 
stand.  I  will  instance  a  case  which  is  known  to  nave  oc- 
curred in  1826.  At  that  time,  sir,  the  manufacturers  of 
Manchester  thought  the  price  of  cotton  too  high.  They 
determined,  therefore,  to.lower  it,  and  for  ibis  purpose 
called  a  meeting,  at  which  two  hundred  firms  were  re- 
presented, none  of  which  were  worth  lesatban  200,000 
pounds  sterling  nch.  With  the  view  to  force  the  cotton 
holders  to  lower  their  price,  they  resolved  not  to  work 
over  half  time,  and,  if  necessary,  only  one-fourth  time, 
and  effectually  carried  their  point. 

Now,  sir,  what  is  to  prevent  similar  combination  from 
being  made  to  eflect  tlie  ruin  of  all  our  spinning  establish- 
ments instantly?  Place  them  on  the  footing  of  this  bill, 
and  it  will  be  done.  The  above  named  200  gentry,  with 
their  50,000,000  sterling  of  capital,  need  only  ship  to 
this  country,  say  6,000,000  atcrling  of  cotton  yarns,  at  a 
loss  of  fifteen  per  cent.,  which  would  not  amount  to  two 
per  cent,  on  their  capital,  and  their  end  is  instantly 
cfTectcd.    Rnin,  far  and  wide,  would  ensue.    And,  Mr. 


Cliairman,  I  wilt  add  here,  that  even  our  Soutbeni  p!aor- 
er  might  in  the  end  deeply  deplore  vhat  he  nn  so 
much  seeks.  Displace  the  78,000,000  pounds  of  n«  cU- 
ton,  equal  to  220,000  bales,  of  360  piKinds  each,  kv 
consumed  here  by  our  own  factories,  wbaterer  arguaest 
may  be  brouglk  to  the  contrary,  that  would  b«  iecph 
felt.  But,  further,  this  wou!d  befullowed  by  tbeinxr- 
tation  of  goods  made  from  an  equal  amount  of  csKoa 
from  Surat,  Cutch,  and  thereabouts,  the  most  infenct  cC 
all  cottons,  inevitably  unless,  by  way  of  countenction.  1m 
price  ofcottonisbrouglitdown  to  five  or  six  centsj  vb!ck 
I  think,  wr,  can  be  but  illy  afforded.  I  would  ask 
hononble  members  from  South  Carolina  to  coiwder  tb'i 
matter  maturely,  and  then  say  if  they  are  prepared  to  lid 
in  breakingup  all  our  cotton  Ewtories,  which  now  fimiih 
BO  sure  a  market  for  their  cottons,  in  preference  (o 
coarse  cottons  of  India.  Besides,  sir,  was  it  not  clea.Hr 
proved  to  us  last  Session  by  my  honorable  frieiid  frons  Loo>- 
siana,  [Mr.  BPLx-ian,]  that  they  could  raise  there  at  \nsi 
two  pounds  to  one  raised  in  Carolina?  And  does  not  tlw 
bill  go  to' reduce  the  duty  on  sugar,  another  capital  a- 
tereat'attacked  by  it(  and  does  not  this  of  neeessity  dHf? 
the  sugar  planter  to  the  cultivation  of  cotton?  I  ask  tie 
Southern  gentlemen  to  look  well  to  this;  to  reflect  ota> 
on  this  subject,  and  pause  before  it  be  too  Ute. 

An  examination  into  the  operation  of  this  bill  igsirs: 
the  woollen  interests,  would  result,  Mr.  Chaorntaa,  is* 
much  more  fearflil  exponire  of  its  ruinoa*  tendeocy. 
This,  sir,  as  is  well  known,  is  the  interest  in  »lucb«cr 
Eastern  brethren  are  so  deeply  engaged,  a«d  one^  the 
destruction  of  which  involves  consequences  BBDch  oen 
widely  to  be  felt  than  almost  any  other.  la  aasuSf^  i, 
you  attack  the  household  goods  of  the  farmer,  sad  wither 
the  grass  on  many  a  green  hill.  You  aflect  wcrioaJy 
a  capital  of  at  least  one  hundred  and  sixty  nA&oni  cf 
dollars,  and  destroy  a  profitable  means  o£  sdbnsteve 
now  afforded  to  at  least  one  hundred  and  fifytbousaad 
of  your  fetlow-dtizens.  Bnt,  sir,  tUis  is  not  sB.  It  is 
not  only  him  who  ploughs  your  soil  whose  indostrt  is 
palsied  by  this  your  heedless,  headlong,  if  not  wicked 
action.  The  sailor,  the  weather-beaten  manner,  he  aiio 
carries  your  flag  bravely  over  every  sea,  and  diipbn 
it  with  honor  in  every  clime— even  he,  who  has  Kkkd 
to  your  chaplet  your  brightest  wreath  of  renon,  ma^ 
partake  oftlie  general  do«n.  Independent  of  the  istiinle 
connexion  between  the  full  development  of  all  your  la- 
ternal  resources  end  your  coasting*  trade,  this  wooUea 
interest  affords  a  main  support  to  your  whale  fisheries, 
and  produces  to  your  navigation  in  freight,  on  the  lum.- 
facture  of  every  100,000  pounds  of  wool,  a  aam  tqatl  to 
several  hundred  dollara. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  I  must  ask  leave  to  fobmit  a 
few  facts  of  a  highly  important  nature  in  rcfovseeto  aa 
article  of  the  woollen  manu&cture  bnt  lately  estsUEsbed, 
at  great  cost,  on  the  faith  of  your  own  enacta)eTA.St  v.i. 
which,  under  an  ad  valorem  duty,  onless  a  very  hi^t 
one,  mu&t  go  down.  I  allude  to  the  manubcture  of  or- 
petings. 

It  is  believed  that  the  amount  of  capital  invested  ta  thV» 
manu&cture,  in  the  United  Stately  already  exceeds  ose 
million  of  dollars,  and  the  value  of  the  goods  annui'h 
manufactured  probably  exceeds  that  amJSht  by  foi£T 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  * 

The  number  of  carpet  looms  now  in  actual  sposlion  \n 
the  United  Sutea  is  about  nx  hundred  and  fifty,  and  ^ 
number  of  operatives  employed  in  the  businesaidbouttb-r- 
teen  hundred.  Their  wages  amount  to  iron  two  hue- 
dred  and  fifty  thbtisand  to  three  hundred  thtniaaad  dUlc^ 
annually. 

It  has  bten  further  ascertained  that  the  c«r|iet  imne 
facturers  in  the  United  States  annually  worked  up  u;^ 
wards  of  two  millions  of  pounds  of  wool  ror  woof  alone.  i.>^ 
about  five  hundred  thousand  pounds  wtoatedjVBjiBr  wr- 
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Such  already  ia  the  efTect  of  competition  in  this  articlei 
that  it  is  m  welt  known  fset,  the  prices  in  the  United 
SUtes  h«ve  been  uniformly  lower  Bmce  1828,  than  at  any 
former  period — a  result  which  has,  in  erery  case,  been 
produced  by  high  duties,  as  the  prices  on  boUi  iron,  su 
gmp,  and  salt,  fully  manifest.  I  cannot,  therefore,  con 
sent,  Mr.  Churman,  that  this  vast  interest  should  be 
■ported  with,  even  though,  by  iu  sacrifice,  1  am  ofTered  pro- 
tection for  another,  no  doubt,  of  equal  importance.  And 
here  f  must  be  allowed  to  say,  that  if  there  be  any  one 
part  of  this  bill  more  offensive  to  me  than  another,  it  is 
the  exemption  from  ruin  made  in  favor  of  the  interest  to 
which  [  allude,  in  which  Pennsylvania  is  supposed  to  be 
more  particularly- interested:  I  mean  iaon.  I  can  hardly 
Mjppose  it  could  hare  been  imagined  that  so  indigestible 
a  bait  as  this  would  have  been  swallowed  by  the  liigh- 
niin<led  freemen  of  that  State,  If  I  know  my  honorable 
coUeaguea,  they  will  reject  it  with  the  indignation  it  me- 
rits; for  myself  sir,  I  turn  my  back  upon  ttj  and  I  am 
proud  to  state  here,  in  my  place,  and  to  the  world,  that  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
iron  niastersof  Pennsylvania,  agentleman  of  the  nighest 
■tan^iig  for  integrity  and  honor,  and  universally  beloved 
for  the  manly  frankness  of  his  character,  interested  to  a 
large  amount  in  this  business,  in  which  he  disclaims,  to- 
tally, all  exceptions  in  their  favor,  and  asks,  with  an 
honorable  patriotism,  no  other  fate  than  such  as  was  to 
be  meted  out  to  the  whole  body  of  the  manufacturers.  I 
could  have  wished,  sir,  that  my  venerable  colleague  on 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  had  acted  on  the 
same  principle:  I  could  have  wished  that  he  had  spared 
his  colleagues  the  pain  they  must  feel  from  an  exemption 
fVom  the  common  lot,  by  an  exception  in  their  favor  of  so 
questionable  a  character, 

Mr-^Chwrman;  lean  assure  the  committee  their  pa- 
tience is  not  more  exhausted  than  my  own  strength:  the 
lateneas  of  the  hour  forbids  my  going  as  fully  as  [  could 
wish  into  the  several  mors  important  items  of  this  bill. 
The  people  are  sufficiently  awake  to  the  whole  subject. 
Every  mechanic  art,  the  fitrmer,  the  merchant,  the  ship- 
builder, ay,  sir,  the  shipbuilder,  although  under  an 
honest  but  mistaken  view,  this  highly  intelligent  and  tal- 
ented  class  of  men,  impute  to  the  tariff  a  decline  in  their 
business,  which,  if  it  exists,  springs  from  altogether  dif- 
ferent cauaeai  the  whole  body  of  respectable  freemen 
whose  labor  constitutes  their  chief  capital,  and  forms  so 
important  an  item  in  the  general  wealth,  all,  all  are  equut- 
ly  and  deeply  interested  in  the  preservation  of  this  system. 
All,  all,  sir,  are  equally  interested  in  the  preservation  of 
a  sound,  just,  and  esUblished  ^stem  of  legislation.  All 
are  or  ought  to  be  anxious  to  be  preserved  from  sudden 
and  nolent  reactions,  produced  from  no  matter  what 
caufe.  Hy  own  district,  as  well  as  my  Bute.  Hr.  Chaii^ 
man,  is  essentially  tariff.  1  know  not  exactly  the  amount 
of  eaptui  invested  in  roanubcturing  esUblishmenU  in  the 
district  I  am  proud  to  represent!  but,  sir,  it  is  vastly  beyond 
what  any  one  would  believe,  unless,  like  myself,  he  had 
examined  and  witnessed  it.  It'is  particularly  incumbent, 
ther^re,  u^on  me  to  be  circumspect  in  approaching  this 
delicate  and  intricate  question.  1  cannot  allow  myself  to 
be  driven  into  a  hasty  and  precipitate  conelunon.  The 
friends  of  the  administration  who  are  the  zealous  advo- 
cates of  this  bill,  must  excuse  me  when  I  refuse  to  effect 
political  ends  by  the  wanton  sacrifice  of  all  I  consider  dear 
to  my  constituents  and  my  country.  And  yet,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, wrong  as  I  think  it  would  be  to  act  at  all  at  present, 
•till,  sir,  if  it  had  been  deemed  worth  tiia  while,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  such  a  bill  might  have  been  submitted  to 
this  House,  as  would  have  met  at  least  m^  approval,  and 
would  not  have  been  injurious  to  the  manufacturer. 

I  have  ito  doubt,  «r,  that  a  reduction  down  to  a  uniform 
rate,  with  a  view  to  satisfy  the  South,  would  have  been 
readily  submitted  to,  if  it  had  been  accompanied  by  cer- 
Voi.  IX.— 83 


tain  proviuons  which  would  have  praved  a  protection  bodi 
^;unst  foreign  capital  and  overshipments.  Such  protec- 
tion would  mvc  been  found  in  the  establishment  of  the 
w:irehouse  system;  in  limiting  the  period  of  depostte  in 
the  public  stores  to  six  months,  at  tne  end  of  which  time 
the  goods  should  either  be  re-exported  or  entered  at  once 
for  home  consumption;  in  the  payment  of  cash  duties, 
with  interest  from  the  arrival  of  the  vesseli  in  the  noiMd- 
lowance  of  drawbacks  if  reshipped  after  the  payment  of 
the  duty.  Fix  the  duties  at  35  per  cent,  on  cost  at  the 
place  of  exportation,  on  all  articles  manufactured,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  from  any  metal  or  metals,  wool,  cotton, 
flax,  hemp,  furs,  leather,  glass,  earths,  salts,  or  juice  of 
the  cane.  All  other  articles  free,  except  spirits,  which 
ought  to  be  specific  and  hi^.  With  theao  proviaioni,  I 
am  even  inclined  to  think  the  30  per  cent,  now  aought  to 
be  established  would  perhaps  be  preferred  to  the  dutiea 
imposed  by  the  act  or  July,  1833.  Such,  however,  air,  it 
not  the  case;  nor  has  any  thing  like  the  above  been  at- 
tempted. Widely,  therefore,  must  any  bill  differ  from 
the  present,  before  it  can  receive  my  sanction.  Greatly 
must  the  present  one  be  amended,  before  1  can  be  brought 
to  view  It  even  with  common  complacency. 

It  may  not,  Mr.  Chairman,  be  deemed  irrelevant  for 
me,  before  I  take  my  seat,  to  say  something  in  reference 
to  the  amendment  now  under  dlscuswon,  proposed  hy  my 
honorable  friend  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  HuirriiroToir.] 
I  confess,  sir,  1  looked  upon  it  as  a  strange  anomaly,  in 
a  bill  to  reduce  the  revenue,  to  notice  a  clause  reinttatiiu; 
the  duties  which  had  been  so  lately  taken  off  from  boni 
the  articles  named,  tea  and  coffee.  Singular  Inconris- 
tency!  It  strikes  me  as  somewhat  remarkable  that  the 
'*  motive"  of  this  "  financiere  prudence*'  should  have 
been  created.  Why,  ur,  was  the  committee  aware  of  the 
amount  of  probable  increase  these  two  clauses  would 
have  brought  to  the  treasury?  I  think  not,  sir.  Indeed, 
't  is  certain  they  were  not,  as  they  have  now  themselvea 
proposed  to  reduce  it  one-half.  By  a  reference  to  the 
public  documents,  and  to  the  best  sources  of  information 
I  can  attain,  it  is  pruba'ble  that  not  less  than  fourteen  mil- 
lions of  pounds  of  tea  will  be  imported  in  the  course  of  tiie 
present  year;  this,  rated  at  an  average  of  eight  cents  du- 
tiea per  pound,  will  yield  to  the  treasury  one  million  one 
honored  and  twenty  thousand  dollars.  In  the  year  1830, 
the  imports  of  coffee  were  nearly  fifty  millions  of  pounds, 
of  which  tbirtfeen  millions  were  exported,  leaving  a  bal- 
ance over  of  thirty-seven  millions  of  pounds.  Assuming 
this  as  the  probable  amount,  during  the  present  year,  of 
imports  over  exports,  at  a  duty  of  one  cent  per  pound,  it 
will  yield  to  the  treasury  three  hundred  and  seventy 
thousand  dollars,  which,  added  to  the  amount  of  duty 
likely  to  accrue  on  teas,  makes  on  the  whole  the  large 
amount  of  one'  million  fbur  hundred  and  ninety  thousand 
dollars,  over  and  above  the  revenue  likely  to  arise  on  the 
bill  of  1832,  which  this  bill  for  reducing  the  revenue  li 
intended  to  supplant.  A  neat  little  sum,  it  must  be  con- 
fessed, Hr.  Chairman,  to  extract  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  on  articles  of  absolute  neceswty,  by  way  of  precau- 
tion to  cover  any  little  financial  errors  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Sir,  I  have  done.  I  regret  the  neeeastty  which  has  im< 
pelled  me  to  detain  the  committee  so  longt  but,  nr,  the 
paramount  obligations  which  my  duty  to  my  country  im- 
poses on  me  at  this  time^bave  outweighed  all  other  con- 
siderations. Whatever  maybe  the  fate  of  the  great  prin- 
ciples involved  in  the  discussion  before  us,  1  shall  be  con- 
soled with  the  idea  that  I  have  Eumbly,  but  I  trust  firmly, 
fulfilled  my  own  duty.  I  shall  vote,  sir,  in  Ikrat  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  my  honorable  fKend  from  Connec- 
ticut. 

When  Mr.  W.  had  concluded,  Mr.  SLADE  moved 
that  the  committee  rite.  Negatived:  YeaaGS,  nayt  71; 
when 
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Hr.  MUHLENBERG,  of  PennsylvanU,  roae.  I  hkre 
no^  Bftid  he,  bten  in  the  habit  of  trespassing  upon  the 

rttience  of  the  House*  or  claiming  its  indul^nce  often. ' 
hope  I  shall  never  do  so*  unlets  what  is  deemed  duty  to 
my  country,  to  my  constituents,  to  myself,  shall  seem 
imperiously  to  demand  it.  1  will  not  say  that  I  despise, 
but,  sir,  I  (Uslike,  extremely,  exhibitions  of  this  kind, 
when  circulated,  as  (hey  too  generally  are,  more  for  ef- 
fect elsewhere — abroad,  at  home,  than  here,  where  they 
diould  principally  produce  it  The  assurance  is*  there- 
foee,  cheerfully  given  that  nrither  you,  Hr.  Ch^rmati, 
nor  the  committee  over  whose  defiberationB  yon  have 
heen  called  to  preside,  shall  be  detuned  for  any  length 
of  time  upon  the  subject  now  before  it  under  considera< 
tion.  The  observations  I  intended  to  make,  and  which 
might  have  been  extended  to  some  length  had  1  been  so 
fortunate  as  to  f^n  the  floor  at  a  seasonable  hour  of  the 
day*  shall*  at  thu  late  hour  of  the  evening*  be  condensed 
into  the  smallest  possible  compass — be  made  so  brief  that 
there  shall  he  no  complaint  of  unnecessarily  consuming 
the  time. 

The  constitutionality  of  the  measure  under  considera- 
tion, its  expediency,  and  even  the  quantum  of  protection 
or  reduction  deemed  necessary*  have  been  so  amply  and 
ably  discussed*  but  a  few  months  since,  by  the  first  men 
of  the  nati(Hi*  that  it  would  be  great  presumption  in  me 
to  expect  to  throw  any  new  light  upon  the  subject,  or  to 
give  it  such  an  aspect  as  to  eluinge  even  the  vote  of  one 
single  reflecting  individual  of  this  body,  and  I  should 
wish  to  change  atnw.  else.  We  have,  indeed,  had  so  much 
of  this  subject  O'^r  last  session*  that  a  hope  was  justly 
cherished  that  it  would  not  again  be  intruded  upon  us  at 
thist  yet  it  has  come  agun.  Some  of  us,  it  ia  tme*  ex> 
ctumed*  in  terror,  **  Sbat*  shut  the  door,  good  Johni  tie 
up  the  knockert  say  I  am  nek,  I  am  dead;"  but  it  was  in 
vain — ^to  no  purpose.  The  gates  have  been  thrown  wide 
openi  here  it  is,  with  all  its  usual  accompaniments,  and 
must  be  met,  **nokru  twtois*"  whatever  our  feelings 
upon  the  occanon  may  be. 

With  these  feelings  and  sentiments*  Hr.  Churman*  it  is 
scarcely  necessary  to  sa^  that  I  have  not  risen  to  discuss 
the  subject  before  yout  its  (Uscussion  is  not  necessairt  it 
would  be  superfluous;  no  possible  good  could  result  m>m 
it  I  have  risen  merely  to  justify  the  course  I  have  here- 
tofore taken  in  this  respect,  and  shall  hereafter  take,  and 
the  vote  I  shall  probably  be  called  upon  to  place  on  re- 
cord on  the  bin  now  under  consideration. 

The  bill,  I  believe,  is  called  a  btU  to  reduce  the  reve- 
nue, and  to  modify  the  duty  on  imports:  I;  do  not  ex- 
actly recollect  the  words  used  in  the  title;  such,  however, 
is  its  import.  Well,  sir,  I  am  in  fiivor  of  reducing  the 
revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  to  give  it  an 
income  only  sufficient  to  meet  its  wants,  calculated  upon 
a  ftir  arid  Jiberal  scale.  I  am  in  favor  of  modifying  the 
tariff*  belieriog  it  not  only  called  for  by  public  opinion, 
but  necesaaiy*  just*  and  expedient.  I  trust,  also,  that  it 
can  be  so  modmed  as  to  satisfy  the  reasonable  portion  of 
our  Southern  brethrent  I  say  the  reasonable  portion,  fer 
I  find  there  are  unreasonable  men  there  as  well  as  in  the 
eastern  and  middle  sections  of  the  Union.  If  f  had  wanted 
proof,  I  should  find  it  in  the  explicit  declaration  made  by 
the  poetic,  learned,  and  eloquent  ^ntleman  from  Oeor- 
gia  [Hr.  VViiot]  last  evening*  that  iftbe  provision  raising 
the  duty  upon  tea  and  coffee,  contained  in  the  bill,  were 
stricken  out*  he  should  vote  ag^nst  it.  The  tariff,  I  re- 
peat it,  may,  in  my  humble  judgment,  be  so  modified  as 
to  satisfy  the  reasonable  portion  of  the  South,  without 
bringing  ruin  and  utter  desolation  on  the  eastern  and  mid- 
dle sections  of  the  Union;  nay,  I  sincerely  believe,  with- 
out very  essentially  injuringthem. 

On  these  points,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  little  difficulty 
in  my  own  mind*  and*  if  I  mistake  not  greatly*  a  decided 
majm-ity  of  tlie  people  of  the  State  I  have  the  honor  to 


represent,  in  part,  upon  this  floor,  will,  at  a  pnper  pe- 
riod, when  they  have  had  time  for  reflection  BMeaBtai- 
tion*  when  an  opportunity  shall  have  bern  given  thcetD 
express  a  deliberate  opinion,  be  found  the  tune  wid, 
to  accord  with  me  in  sentiment.  I  may  posub];  be  in 
error,  I  may  possibly  not  know  the  feelingt  and  Mni 
ments  of  thoscamong  whom  I  have  been  bom  snd  brtd, 
and  with  whom  I  have  heen  all  my  life  in  bi^iti  of  am- 
strained  intercourse;  but  if  in  error,  I  h%K  u  fa 
neither  seen  nor  beard  aiiy  thing  to  ceovince  dm  of  it; 
hut  on  these  points  1  have  little  or  no  diSoil^  in  nj'  ovi 
mind.  There  are*  however*  Hr.  Chairman,  othrr  dE- 
culties  ill  the  way,  which  may  net  so  easily  be  got  oier, 
Is  this  the  proper  time  when  the  change  should  bemdt' 
Does  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Wijfs  ind 
Means*  now  on  your  table*  suggest  the  best  mode  of  ef- 
fecting this  change?  Upon  Uwse  points,  sir,  I  hiTc  pon- 
dered often  and  often,  in  the  calm  of  the  mmninK,  iid  in 
the  silent  hour  of  ihe  night.  They  have  been  vicstd 
from  every  side*  in  all  their  different  po>tibk  beuii^ 
and  my  mind  has  never  been  able  to  come  to  usj  otbu 
conclusion  than  that  this  is  neither  the  proper  time  bt 
making  the  change*  .nor  the  mode  proposea  bj  the  bill 
before  us  the  best  for  effecting  it. 

Permit  me,  sir,  to  aay  a  few  words  upon  tksrpoinl^ 
and  I  shall  have  performed  my  duty,  nut  a  rerj  igrte*- 
hie,  but  a  necessary  one.  Gentlemen  sre  conti«ull]r  tell- 
ing us*  it  is  every  where  sounding  in  our  tut,  "Nov  a 
the  day,  and  now  is  the  hour;"  but,  sir,  I  doaotbeDert 
it.  The  aspect  of  the  stars  is  not  favorable;  tbcjiltdn 
the  day  as  unfortunate,  and  the  hour  as  an  nHiM,ai 
I  therefore  say.  Beware!  beware!  Touch  iKtDOv:liis- 
dlenotnov.  And  why  not?  Why*  nr,  everrtiBtlre 
fleet  upon  the  subject,  a  hundred,  nay,  a  Umsssd  its- 
sons  strike  me.  it  is  not  necessary  to  detail  tben  bete 
at  length;  they  are  so  evident  that  he  who  mm  my 
must  read  them.  How  many  months  have  eh|»«i"M' 
we  passed  a  bill  upon  this  very  subject?  It  w  sff™™ 
on  the  14th  of  July  last,  1  believe.  How  lonj  vat  « 
engs«ed  in  maturing  that  bill?  Some  fourorfife  nnius, 
if  1  mistake  not.  Has  it  as  yet  gone  into  oftn^- 
we  posilively^say  how  it  will  operate;  what  ibefiecUD^ 
be?  Have  we  had  any  new  light  upon  theaibjeetaiw 

None  of  any  material  consequence*  I  venture  to  uk"; 
none  but  whatsliould  induce  us,  at  least,  to  give'" 
And  now,  sir*  what  are  we  doing?  Whs:  are  we  ibout  lo 
do?  Shall  we  act  Hke  children  who  build  up.c*"-'^ 
mer 
over 


ely  that  they  may  have  the  pleasure  of  blovmftiiee 
_  r  with  the  breath  of  tbdr  nostrils?  Sh-,  I  bi^  "*  ' 
trust  we  shall  have  more  respect  for  ooiseWes-*'?'*' 
spect  for  our  constituents. 

How  could  we  justify  such  conduct  before 
Btituenis?   Have  they  requested  us  to  set  upo" 
ject?  Did  they  expect  that  we  would  venture  to  *  «» 
the  present  session?   Did  they  imagine,  ^'""''rl 
them,  that  we  would  venture  to  undo  »li»|  "rj 
scarcely  completed — what  had  not  yet  had  a  Vw,  "^  , 
the  effects  of  which  we  could  say  nothing  P***^ 
think  not,  ur.    1  am  positive  that  they  did  ""^"^ 
regards  my  own  constituents  at  least*  Have 
expressed  an  opinion  upon  the  subject'  'fnot, 
us  any  instructions  as  regards  this  point? 
sir.  Here  and  there  only  a  solitsry  voice  has  beeo 
A  few,  rvery  few  memorisis  only,  from  my 
SUte,  have  been  presented,  and  it  slrikei  ca*^!  ^ 
came  in  rather  a  questionable  ^ape.  '^°*"'"^**^L^Td 
great  respectability  of  the  ugnatures,  and  the  ''~|^|. 
liigli  standing  of  my  friend  who  presented  "kJ, 
lining  source  from  which  they  appear  to  ''•'^."tI^ 
and  which  probably  set  them  in  motion,  ''''y,^"^jio 
to  be  regarded  with  some  suspicion  iL^ai'' 
the  motives  by  which  they  were  ^^*"**iiT'*|ritifr 
may,  I  must  strongly  question  their  ipcHaiV  ^ 
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ment  of  the  State,  ts  the  Legislature,  cotiTened  for  a  dif- 
ferent purpose,  it  is  true,  by  its  resolutiont,  paised  almost 
tinomimouBiy,  has  spoken  in  a  direct  contrary  language. 
Here  then,  nr,  if  these  things  are  to  bare  weight  with  iis, 
here  ti  a  voice  from  Penn^Tvaniat  a  TOtce  not  entitled  to 
inttntet— I  admit  T  am  rather  jealous  upon  that  point — 
a  vmce,  however,  which  should  be  hem  mtb  great  de- 
ference, because  the  same  number  of  people  that  send 
one  member  to  this  House,  send  five  members  to  the  State 
Legislature. 

But  nntlemen  will  tell  us  the  sitttation  of  things  has 
changed  since  members  of  Congress  have  left  their  homes. 
The  Union  is  in  dangert  blood  will  be  shed(  the  Union 
will  be  destroyed  unless  we  act,  and  act  promptly.  And 
what  is  this  change  (hat  is  to  produce  such  i£reful  cod  se- 
quences' I  know  of  none,  sir,  but  the  attitude  which 
South  Carolina  has  lately  assumed.  What  effect  this  raa^ 
have  upon  lome  gentlemen,  I  cannot  tell.  Why  it  is 
brouglit  into  view  at  all,  1  know  not.  Perhaps  Southern 
gentlemen  may  expect  to  gain  from  the  fears  of  some 
what  they  could  not  well  hope  from  their  free*  unbiassed 
judgment.  Perhaps  the  same  calculation  is  made  upon 
"Northern  dough  faces,"  to  be  moulded  as  orcum- 
staneesmay  require.  1  trust  such  is  not  the  casei  I  sin- 
cerely hope  it  is  not.  Should  such,  however,  be  the  case, 
let  me  assure  gentlemen  that  they  have  mistaken  their 
men— yes,  sir,  they  have  mistaken  their  men.  If  those 
days  ever  did  exist,  and  I  do  not  believe  it,  it  was  an  un- 
merited aspersion  I  but  if  they  did  £ver  exist,  they  have 
passed  away,  never,  never  mort  to  retarn.  I  trust,  rir, 
we  shall  ever  fear  to  do  wrong,  always  fear  to  be  unjust, 
always  fear  to  injure  and  oppress  our  brethren,  even  if 
we  bad  the  power)  but  never,  never  fear  to  do  what  our 
judgment  and  conscience  tells  us  is  right,  and  our  duty 
to  do,  be  the  consequences  what  they  may. 

What,  ur!  shall  a  handful  of  unruly  spirits — I  say  it  not 
in  anger  but  in  sorrow;  I  had  almost  said,  of  conspirators 
against  the  peace  and  dignity  of  the  Umont  but  if  I  had, 
I  should  have  been  pardoned  for  using  the  phrase  in  the 
warmth  of  debate,  as  those  who  know  me  heist,  know  Uut 
I  have  none  but  the  kindest  feelings  towards  the  South, 
and  have  ever  acted  in  accordance  with  those  feelings, 
when  imperious  duty  did  not  demand  a  different  course — 
but,  nr,  shall  •  handful  of  unruly  spirits  compel  a  large 
majority  of  the  ^tates  to  give  up  a  system  upon  which 
they  have  heretofore  believed  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  depended?  For  nothing  short  of  a  total  abolition 
of  the  protective  system  would  seem  to  satisfy  them. 
Shall  a  handful  of  unruly  spirits  compel  a.decided  ma- 
jority of  the  representatives  of  this  great  and  free  people 
to  destroy  this  system  without  even  taking  time  to  con- 
sult their  maaters,  the  people,  upon  the  sobjectf  I  would 
advise  gentlemen  to  take  counsel  of  their  fear*  in  this 
respect — to  fear  doing  wrong  in  acting  contrary  to  the 
well-known  and  expressed  wishes  of  their  constituentst 
of  those  constituents  whose  known  will,  I  hold,  they  are 
bound  to  obey,  or  resign  their  situation  as  representa- 
tives. 

Sir,  let  South  Carolina  gain  her  point,  and  what  will 
be  the  conaequenec?  Why,  sir,  those  who,  if  I  under- 
stand these  proceedin|p  correctly,  have  become  nearty 
traitors  to  the  Union,  mstead  of  being  punished,  not  by 
steel  or  hemp,  1  desire  no  such  means,  but  by  the  merit- 
ed contempt  of  all  patties,  will  be  rewarded,  and  all  their 
ambitious  schemes  will  be  m  a  &ir  way  of  being  accom- 
plished. Let  South  Carolina  gain  her  point,  and  you  es- 
cape one  danger  merely  to  fall  into  another  and  a  greater. 
In  steering  clear  of  Cnarybdis,  you  strike  upon  Scylla. 
Resistance  to  the  laws  of  the  Union  will  become  a  com- 
mon thing,  an  every  day  occurrence.  But  a  few  years 
will  elapse,  and.  encouraged  by  the  success  of  South 
Carolina,  we  shall  find  nearly  every  State  in  the  Union, 
even  Delaware  and  Rhode  bhmd,  nullifying)  and,  in  order 
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to  act  consistently,  at  evety  sesaion  of  Congress  yod  will 
be  obliged  to  change  or  repeal  the  acta  of  the  preceding 
one.  What  would  our  Union  be  worth  under  such  cir- 
cumstances? What  would  the  passage  of  any  law  avul? 
Of  what  service  would  me^ngs  of  the  representatives  of 
the  people  be  to  conmlt  upon  the  public  wel&rc?  I  say, 
then,  meet  the  ctiiis  at  once;  meet  it  manfully  and  fear- 
lessly. Put  down  oppoution  to  the  laws  of  the  Union. 
Show  only  tliat  you  are  determined  to  do  so,  and  you  will 
need  neither  sword,  nor  spear,  nor  buckler,  nor  musket, 
nor  miliury  array.  The  good  sense  of  the  people,  the 
virtue  and  patriotism  of  the  great  mass  of  our  Southern 
brethren,  will  effect  all  that  can  be  denred.  Why  should 
we  doubt  it?  Is  not  their  own  welfare  and  happinessi  ii 
not  the  welbre  and  happioess  of  their  children  and  pos- 
terity, down  to  the  latest  agesf  is  not  the  liberty  and  hap- 
piness of  the  whole  human  fionfly  in  the  Western  vaA 
Eastern  henuspbere  at  stake? 

But,  sir,  the  time  proposed  for  maUng  an  entire  change 
in  our  impost  ^stem,  not  only  appeara  to  be  an  improper 
one;  the  mode  angi^eited  by  the  Comnuttee  6!  Ways  and 
Means,  fur  a  reduction  of  the  revenues  by  the  bill  now  on 
yoiir  table,  appears,  in  my  humble  judgment,  equally  so. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  enter  into  an  examination  of  the  de- 
tails of  this  bill*  It  muit  at  least  assume  a  different  shape 
before  it  can  meet  the  approbation  of  my  constituents. 
What  this  particular  riiape  should  be,  is  equally  unneces- 
sary todescribe  at  this  particular  period.  To  mature  it 
roperly  would  seem  to  require  much  more  time  than  can 
e  given  to  it  at  the  present  short  sesuon  of  Congress, 
which  must  necessarily  terminate  on  the  3d  of  Haroh.  Or 
is  this  law  also  to  be  changed  or  repealed  wain  at  the  next 
session?  Are  we  to  build  up  another  card  castle,  meroly 
to  blow  it  over  again,  when  erected,  for  our  own  amuse- 
ment? 

While  I  am  up,  sir,  and  on  diis  stibject,  I  will  however 
suggest  an  idea  or  two  bearing  on  it.  The  amount  of  re- 
venue calculated  upon  as  arising  from  the  public  laiid% 
say  from  two  to  three  millions,  evident^  cannot  he  calcu- 
lated upon  as  a  permanent  source  of  revenue.  Why  not 
strike  it  off  then  at  once,  as,  if  we  are  to  aubmit  to  reduc- 
tions, and  very  material  reductions,  we  should  at  least  be 
entitled  to  auc  for  and  rec«ve  aometlung  permanent  in 
return,  llus,  mr,  permanem^  inaqrstem,  I  conader  as 
of  more  imp(»tance  than  the  mere  aoMunt  of  proteetioa 
granted.  Instead  of  nuring  the  du^,  as  proposed  in  the 
bill,  on  tea,  coffee,  winea.  nlk,  and  other  articles  which 
we  neither  grow  nor  manu&cture,  and  many  of  which 
have  become  absolute  necessariea  of  life  to  all  clasaes  of 
society,  to  the  poor  as  well  aa  to  the  rich,  let  them,  if  it 
be  found  necessary,  be  made  entirely  fVee^  or  adndtted 
upon  paying  a  mere  nominal  dnt^.  Then  ruse  such  a 
revenue  by  imposts  as  may  he  necessary  to  ■iq>ply  the 
wants  of  the  Government  upon  such  articles  as  require 
protection,  and  the  protection  of  which  will  encourage 
our  agricultural  pursuits  and  our  domestic  industry  gene- 
rally. In  the  agriculture,  in  the  labor,  in  the  industry  of 
any  nation,  its  real  wealth  must  always  be  sought.  There- 
in it  will  and  must  connst.  Gradate,  if  you  please,  tiiis 
protection,  as  the  articles  nuy  be  more  or  less  necessary 
to  our  perfect  independence  in  time  of  war,  and  I  can 
imagine  no  real,  no  reasonable  cause  of  complaint,  either 
&om  the  North  or  the  South,  tbe  East  or  the  West. 

At  a  proper  time,  nr,  I  ahall  be  in-  favor  of  a  prcmer 
and  judidoua  modification  of  the  tariff)  such  a  modifica- 
tion aa  shidl  completely  reduce  tbe  revenue  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  calculated  upon  a  fiur  and  liberal 
scale,  auch  a  scale  as  ti  becoming  a  great  and  free  people. 
At  a  proper  time,  I  shall  be  found  willing,  and,  I  doubt 
not,  a  majori^  of  the  people  I  have  the  honor  to  repre- 
sent, in  |mrt,  upon  this  floor,  to  |^ve  up  somethingt  nay,  I 
will  not  say  something,  every  tim^,  save  our  very  exist- 
ence, to  satisfy  our  Southm  brettiren,  to  ^restore  fair- 
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Bony,  and  preserre  the  Union.  The  Union  is  the  first 
and  greatest  of  all  our  national  bleanngs,  and  to  preserve 
it  nothinr  can  or  ought  to  be  esteemed  too  precious.  1 
go  foe  uie  Union,  sir,  the  Union,  the  whole  Union,  and 
nothing  but  the  Union.  It  mivt  be  preaerred,  peaceably 
if  we  can,  forcibly  if  we  must.  To  its  preservation,  fiRn- 
nets  it  however  necessair  in  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  aa  moderation  and  forbearance.  Ifwe  permitour. 
selves  to  be  terrified  by  any  clamor  which  is  raised  against 
itabws,  it  is  gone,  the  Union  is  disaolved.  L.et  us  be 
just)  never  lax  the  people  unnecessarily,  equalise  Burdens 
and  benefits  aa  much  as  may  be  possible;  let  us.  In  this 
■eme,  be  just  and  fear  not,  and  all  will  be  well. 

i  had  intended,  Ur.  Chairman,  to  conclude  with  a  Latin 

auotation.  My  mind  has  changed.  I  will  leave  that  to 
lose  who  delight  in  such  things  more  than  myself;  I  had 
almost  said  to  the  schoolmaster  and  schoolboys.  Yet 
I  might  be  ccunndered  aa  out  of  order,  judgtnfr  from  the 
practice  of  a  learned  and  eloquent  gentleman,  if  I  did  not 
•ay  something  In  an  unknown  tongue.  I  will  therefore 
give  you  aomething  of  that  kind.  It  shall  not  be  in  Latin 
or  Flinch,  not  in  Greek  or  Hebrew,  not  in  Arabic,  Syriac, 
or  Chaldeant  it  shall  not  be  in  the  language  of  Uie  Dane, 
or  the  Norman,  of  the  Goth  or  the  Yirigoth,  of  the  Htjn 
or  the  Finn,  but  in  the  language  of  the  Allemanni,  of  the 
children  of  Herman.  I  am,  sir,  a  descendant  of  Ger- 
mans, and  I  pride  myself  in  having  descended  from  that 
high-minded,  generous,  open-hearted,  honest,  intelligent, 
brave,  unwavering,  inflexible  people,  and  will  conclude 
with  one  of  their  sayings,  taught  me  in  early  youth,  and 
which  has  been,  heretofore,  as  I  trust  it  may  ever  continue, 
my  guide  and  rule  of  conduct.  The  saying  is,  "  Thue 
recht,  fiiercbte  Gott,  und  scheu  selbstden  Teufel  nicht." 
1  mi^t,  Mr.  Churman,  not  be  perfectly  in  order,  judg- 
ing from  the  example  aetmr,  if  Ididnottranslatewhathka 
been  add  in  the  unknown  tongue.  Be  it  so;  I  will  give 
jou  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit.  Literally  it  la,  "do 
what  is  Hf^t,  trust  in  God,  and  fear  not  even  the  Devil." 
In  spirit,  it  is  the  "  he  juat  and  fear  not'*  of  our  own  peo- 
ple, expressed  only  jn  a  more  powerful  and  energetic 
language.  I  shall  no  longer  trespass  upon  the  indulgence 
of  Uie  committee,  and  am  under  many  obligations  for  the 
marked  and  distinguished  attention  with  which  I  have 
been  heard. 

Mr.  ARNOLD,  of  Tennes<iee,  followed,  and  spoke  till 
nine  o'clock,  when  he  yielded  to  a  motion  that  the  com- 
mittee rise.  The  .motion  prevailed,  and  the  House  ad- 
journed. The  folbwingare  the  remarksof  Mr.  A.  entire: 

Mr.  ARNOLD  said  he  thought  they  were  nnt  quite 
ready  to  take  the  question  yet.  Me  said,  if  he  had  no 
other  reason  for  not  wishing  the  question  to  be  then 
taken,  the  temper  which  the  committee  had  displayed  to- 
ni^t,  was,  with  him,  a  flufficient  one.  Sir,  aaid  Mr.  A., 
what  have  we  witnessed  here?  Why,  sir,  an  excitement 
which  has  worked  us  up  almost  into  a  riotous  mob.  Un- 
der such  feelings,  was  it  proper  for  them  to  pass  judg- 
ment upon  any  subject,  much  lesa  upon  the  all-absorbing 
one  then  beforethe  committee;  one  upon  the  decision  of 
which  ho  verily  bt-liered  the  fate  ofthft  republic  depend- 
ed.' He  called  upon  gentlemen  to  pause  before  they 
mkde  this  rash  and  disastrous  plunge  which  they  seemed 
so  denrous  to  make.  From  the  deportment  of  gentlemen 
upon  this  floor  to-night,  they  certainly  hftve  forgotten 
what  ia  due  to  themselves  and  to  the  American  people,  if 
not  to  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  present  measure. 
Sir,  I  take  the  liber^  to  remind  gentlemen  that  they  are 
the  representatives  ot  freemen,  and  that  they  have  been 
■elected  for  tlie  purpose  of  discharging  many  weighty 
and  difficult  questions  here,  that  require  wisdom,  fidelity, 
and  unlirmg  patience.  Have  they  displayed  these  essen- 
ttal  attribute*  to-night?  I  regret,  air,  that  I  am  constrain- 
ed to  sav  they  have  not.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  they 
bare  ezUbited  thcmselvea  on  the  veiy  reverse  ride  of  (bis 


aspect.  They  seem  diaposed  to  ruih  upon  tbts  qoestkiB 
aa  the  tiger  springs  upon  his  prey.  If  grntlemca  bare 
no  respect  for  others,  they  riiould  have  some  fur  iWm- 
selves  and  for  the  station  which  they  fill.  Whether  it  St 
so  or  not,  the  presumption  is  thai  this  House  is  coBpcsei 
of  men  of  talenta,  of  integrity,  and  btHior.  Afw-  Ae 
picture,  Mr.  Chairman,  which  I  have  here  drawn,  loJ 
which  you  and  every  member  upon  this  Boor  must  km 
and  feel  falls  short  of  tlie  reality;  after  what  wc  km 
witnessed  here  to-night,>it  would  aeem  Uke  »  keaitiesi 
task  to  set  about  gravely  dTscussing  one  of  the  grwie* 
questions  which  can  here  be  agitated.  Sir»  there  b  h 
mln  who  feels  more  forcibly  the  difficultj  which  Cet  ia 
his  way  than  1  dof  yet  I  will,  even  now,  ot  this  late  hgar, 
and  in  the  midst  of  this  turmoil  and  confusion,  make  tdS 
attempt  to  discharge  that  duty  which  I  feel  I  owe  to  mr 
constituents  and  to  my  country;  in  one  word,  I  am  deter- 
mined, let  othera  act  as  thry  may,  to  do  my  duty,  sad 
then  trust  to  my  God. 

If  any  gentleman  upon  this  floor  cnn  approaeb  thii 
question  with  clean  hands,  unconUminMed  nabdy 
ambition,  or  by  the  prospect  of  individiinl  gani  or  local 
advantage,  1  think  1  may  safely  say  1  e»n.    Altbott^  ibj 
constituenU  believe  that  they  have  a  deep  stake  ia  the 
question,  yet  they  feel  that  its  immediate  and  direct  effect 
upon  them  is  as  little  as  it  will  be  upon  aay  otfcer  pottion 
of  their  brethren  in  the  United  States.   But,  «r,  ny 
constituents  do  not  limit  thdr  views  of  poTrtical  ecoBoofr 
to  the  termin'ation  of  that  horizon  which  is  tne  extent  of 
natural  vision;  they  have  a  political  eye  which  Borr«i 
this  mighty  republic  from  one  end  to  the  other;  and  Uiey 
have  taught  me  to  use  this  eye  when  I  am  called  to  act  m 
this  hall.    They  liave  been  accustomed  to  look  at  ibi^ 
upon  a  large  scale.    Sir,  the  very  acenery  by  wkkk  ther 
are  every  where  surrounded,  imparta  to  tb«n  expsnnoa 
of  intellect,  and  an  unaubdued  feelinff  of  clenlcd  sad 
extended  patriotism,  which  grasps  their  vhole  ceuptiy. 
They  are  familiar  with  the  mountain  that  rises  svcffiag 
into  the  clouds;  with  the  majestic  river  which  rolb  .ts 
ample  flood  to  the  ocean;  with  wide-^re>diBg  and  hixc- 
riant  valleys  which  teem  with  rich  rewnrds  to  bin  «ha 
ploughs  them.    Thus  situated,  my  conatitueota  are  cor- 
tented,  and,  I  venly  believe,  as  happy  as  it  ftUs  to  the  lot 
of  mortals  to  be.    They  are  devoted  to  their  couotiT, 
and  to  its  constitution  and  laws.   They  hold  Ibcm  sacred 
as  they  do  the  apple  of  their  eye.   Nothing  caa  aroue 
them  more  quickly  than  to  hear  of  a  meditated  asntJl 
upon  the  institutions  of  their  coimtry,  which  were  h*hX 
up  by  the  fathera  of  the  revolution,  aiid  under  shick 
(hey  have  grown  and  flourished  so  happily.    They  he*." 
all  the  burclens  of  Government  most  cliectfiillf.  Tbef 
pay  their  taxes;  and,  when  a  foreign  fee  invidrt  tbe^ 
soil,  they  buckle  on  the  habilimenU  of  war,  ndl  fly  to 
the  standard  of  their  country,  to  repel  him,  or  die  i>  the 
attempt.    They  hold  their  livea  as  duat  in  (he  VMhan. 
when  weighed  against  their  liberty  and  tbdr  ooantri** 
honor.   Representing  such  constituenli^  labooU  feel  tbM 
I  was  false  to  them,  and  unwm-thy  of  them,  if  1  did  net 
make  known  the  sentiments  and  views  which,  if  they 
were  present,  would  be  proclaimed  in  a  vmce  of tbuader- 
I  shall,  therefore,  proceed  to  discun  thia  qocstwsi  aa 
though  it  were  noon,  and  as  though  gentlemen  were  per- 
fectly patient  and  desirous  to  hear  me.    Their  vmnt  of 
patience  is  one  grand  reason  with  me  why  I  efaanse  lo  tax 
it  on  thia  occasion-    I  think  speeches  lo^ug^  bowercr 
wide  of  the  mark,  are  preferable  to  voles. 

What  then,  sir,  does  the  bill  now  under  umiwIiTriiai 
propose  to  do}  Why,  Mr,  It  is  a  very  modest  liltfe  pro- 
position, which  proposes  to  do  nothing  more  thas  lo  (^.V 
vert  and  destroy  that  system  of  protection  to  Ameriw 
industry  which  is  coeval  with  the  Government  itself— a 
system  for  which  our  fatlien  expended  thrir  tmtw 
and  shed  their  blood;  a  system   without  vhich 
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pendence  n  but  a  iwrae — full  of  sound,  but  meaning 

My  nrst  inquiry  shall  br,  was  this  aystem  established  in 
wisdom  at  the  beginning^  Preliminary,  however,  to  an- 
swering this  question-,  I  will  state  a  fact  which  is  matter 
of  well  authenticated  hiatoiy,  and  will  not  be  disputed  by 
any  boc^.  It  is  this:  There  is  no  nation  which  has  reach- 
ed any  degree  of  eminence,  in  either  agriculture,  com- 
merce, or  manufactures,  but  has  had  the  protective  sys- 
tem incorporated  into  their  laws.  England,  as  I  will  show 
in  the  sequel,  protects  her  home  industry  by  a  duty  upon 
ail  our  principal  staples,  which  excludes  tbem  almost  en- 
ti^ljr  from  her  markets.  But  more  of  this  after  a  while. 
The  question  now  is,  was  the  system  of  protecting  our 
own  farmers  and  mechanics  a  viae  one  at  the  beginning? 
I  think  I  need  state  buta  fiew  of  the  names  and  opinions 
of  those  who  founded  it,  to  ensure  the  ready 'assent  to  the 
affirmative  of  this  proposition  fay  every  true  American. 
At  the  head  of  my  list  stands  proudly  pre-eminent  the 
lather  of  his  country. 

As  early  as  December,  1796,  General  Washington  used 
the  following  short  and  pitlij  interrogatory,  by  way  of 
asserting  a  proposition: 

**  Ought  our  country  to  remain  dependent  on  foreign 
aupplyj  precarious,  because  liable  to  be  interrupted?" 

Even  at  tills  early  period  of  our  history.  General  Wash- 
ington saw  and  felt  the  importance  of  being  independent 
of  foreign  Powers  for-  every  thing  that  was  essential  to 
our  comfort  or  prosperity.  He  law  tlmt,  when  we  pur- 
sued nothing  but  apiculture  and  commerce,  it  was  liable 
to  be  interrupted  in  a  thousand  wayst  war,  for  instance, 
or  an^  other  whim  of  the  monarcha  with  whom  we  were 
carrynig  on  commerce,  would  piit  an  end  to  it,  and  we 
should  be  thrown  back  upon  our  own  resources,  wholly 
unprepared  for  the  shock.  He  saw,  under  this  ^stem  of 
free  trade,-as  it  is  now  called,  that,  for  months,  and  for 
years  at  a  time,  our  vessels  would  be  compelled  to  lay  at 
anchor,  and  our  agricultural  products  to  rot  in  our  bams. 
How  was  this  distressing  state  of  things  to  be  avoided^ 
Why,  by  establishing  the  "American  system,"  of  making 
every  thing  within  ourselves,  and  alwM-s  taking  care  to 
sell  more  than  we  bought)  by  diversifying  employmentj 
by  withdrawing  a  part  of  our  capital  and  labor  nvm  com- 
merce and  agriculture,  and  devoting  it  to  home  manuEic-, 
tures;  thereby  furnishing  ourselves  with  the  necesnriea  of 
life,  and  at  the  same  time  creating  a  steady  lu>me  market 
for  a  vast  amount  of  agricultural  prodiiets.  Thus  we 
should  be  wholly  independent  of  all  foreign  Powers;  and 
unless  we  could  carry  on  commerce  with  fliem  upon  prin- 
ciples of  equality,  we  would  not  carry  it  on  at  all.  Their 
wars  and  revolutions  mi^t  rage  with  Uie  utmost  fury, 
we  could  still  cany  on  our  systemt  but,  upon  the  other 
principle,  every  little  disturbance  in  Europe  produced 
distrcita  and  ruin  here.    Mr.  Jeffemon  said,  in  1BU8: 

'*  The  suspension  of  our  commerce,  pust  as  General 
Washington  had  said  it  would  be,]  produced  by  the  in- 

i'ustlce  of  the  belligerent  Powers,  and  the  consequent 
oBses  and  sacrifices  of  our  citizens,  are  subjects  or  just 
eoneern.  The  situation  into  which  we  have  been  forced, 
has  compelled  us  to  employ  a  portion  of  eur  industnr  and 
capital  to  internal  manufacturing  improvements)  and  little 
doubt  remains,  that  the  establishments  formed,  and  form- 
ing, will,  under  the  auspices  of  cheaper  materials  and 
Bubsistpnce,  the  freedom  of  labor  from  taxation  with  us, 
and  of  protecting  duties  and  prohibitions,  become  per- 
manent." 
In  1816,  he  wrote  to  a  friend  thus: 
"  That,  to  be  independent  for  the  eomforta  of  life,  we 
must  ftbricate  tiiem  ourselves.  We  must  now  place  the 
manufacturer  by  the  side  of  the  agriculturist.  The  grand 
inquiry  now  is,  shall  we  make  our  own  comforts,  or  go 
withimt  them,  at  the  will  of  a  foreign  nation?  He.  there- 
fore^ who  is  now  against  domestic  maiiuAictures,  must  be 


for  reducing  us  either  to  a  dependence  on  that  nation, 
or  be  clotiied  in  skins,  and  live  like  wild  beasts  in 
dens  and  caverns.   I  am  proud  to  ssy  1  am  not  one  of 

them." 

Thiis,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  see  Mr.  Jefferson,  the  great 
founder  of  republicanism,  was  decidedly  in  favor,  not 
only  of  protecting  duties,  but  even  of  prohibition.  I 
hope  his  professea  followers  here,  (and  gentlemen  must 
excuse  me  for  quali^ing  the  term,  for  I  do  not  believe 
any  gentleman,  who  is  opposed  to  protecting  American 
industiy,  is  a  true  disciple  of  Thomas  Jefferson,)  1  say,  I 
hope  his  professed  followers  here  will  note  this  fact,  that  • 
Thomas  JefTerson,  from  whom  they  all  pretend  to  have 
imbibed  their  political  creed,  was  himself  a  high,  yea,  an 
ultra  protectionist.  He  felt  andexpressed  himself  aaeverj 
American  should. 

Mr.  Madison,  in  1809,  held  this  language: 

"That  it  is  not  unworthy  of  reflection,  that  the  arbi* 
trary  edicts  of  contending  nations  to  obstruct  our  trade 
with  them,  have,  so  far,  abridged  our  means  of  procuring 
the  productiona  and  manufactures  of  which  our  own  i* 
now  taking  their  place.** 

In  his  roess^  of  1815  he  said: 

"There  is  no  subject  which  can  enter  with  greater 
force  into  the  deliberations  of  Congress,  than  a  consider- 
ation of  the  means  to  preserve  and  promote  the  manu- 
factures which  have  sprung  into  enstence  in  the  Viuted 
States  during  the  European  wars." 

So  you  see,  sir,  Mr.  Madiaon  UioUght  that  no  subject 
could  enter  with  greater  force  into  the  deliberations  of 
Congress.  What  higher  commendation  could  he  bestow 
upon  the  "  American  aystem,"  than  this?  None.  He 
had  seen  our  commerce  driven  from  the  ocean.  He  bad 
seen  our  ships  rotting  in  our  docks,  and  our  com  and 
wheat  rotting  in  our  granaries.  He  saw  us  destitute  of 
many  of  the  necesiariea  of  life.  He  had  seen  our  soldiers 
in  the  late  war  fVeexii^  for  the  wafitM>f  blankets  and 
other  necessary  clothing.  These  were  lessons  of  expe* 
rience  which  he  has  never  forgot. 

In  1831  Mr.  Monroe  recommended  the  ■object  to 
Congrent  and  in  his  message  to  this  body,  in  1893,  fae 
said: 

"I  recommend  a  review  of  the  tariff,  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  such  additional  protection  to  those  articles 
which  we  are  prepared  to  manufacture,  or  which  are 
more  Immediately  connected  with  the  defence  and  inde- 
pendence of  our  country." 

Now,  sir,  I  have  given  you  the  opinions  of  four  of  the 
most  illustrious  citizens  that  this  or  any  other  country 
has  ever  produced.  And  what  is  remarkable,  Ibey  were 
all  born  south  of  the  Potomaci  were  all  raised,  and  lived, 
and  died,  aouth  of  the  Potomae.  After  this,  sir,  that 
tlie  "  American  system"  sliould  meet  with  oppontion 
south  of  the  Potomae,  and,  especially,  that  it  should 
meet  witli  opposition  in  old  Virginia,  to  me  is  matter  of 
profound  astonishment,  and,  unaffectedly,  I  say,  of  deep 
regret. 

I  have  shown  the  committee  now  what  the  opinions  of 
these  distingui^ed  citizens  were  from  time  to  time.  I 
will  now  show  you  what  was  Virg'nia  sentiment  maog 
the  bulk  of  the  people  at  home. 

[Fnm  iit  FirgimaJrgug.] 

"  fls:f  Bico,  Juae  35,  1S08. 

<  1  shall  be  troublesome  to  you,  I  fear,  if  I  were  to 
write  half  what  1  think  ought  to  be  said  on  the  subject  t>S 
'American  manufactures.' 

'  At  present  1  will  only  say,  that  if  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  the  heads  of  the  departments,  the 
Governor,  councillors  of  the  State,  judges  and  lawyers, 
the  members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  and  of  the 
State  Legislature,  would  publicly  wear  clothes  of '  Ame- 
rican manu&eturr,*  their  example  would  be  followed  by 
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erery  citizen  wlio  ia  not  &  hardened  torv,  and  who  would 
veil  deterre  a  full  suit  ofBritiih  broadcloth,  well  'tarred 
and  feathered-* 

*'AN  ASSOCIATOR  OF  YA." 
I  will  read  you  now,  dr,  an  extract  of  an  addren  of 
Clurlei  Magpll,  L.  A.  Washington,  and  other*,  to  the  &r- 

mers  of  Frederick  county: 

"Farmers:  We  propose  to  have  a  meeting  on  the  4th 
of  July,  at  ten  o'cloclc,  at  Mr.  Baldwin's  wool  factory, 
near  Perkins's  mills,  in  this  county,  for  the  purpose  of 
fiHining  some  plan  for  improving  tlie  breea  of  sheep. 
The  golden  opportanity  of  taking  ttus  first  step  towards 
tbe  eocouitgement  of  domestic  maiiufiictarei,  ot^t  cer- 
tunly  to  be  embraced  by  all  those  Americans  who  value 
tibe  independence  of  their  country." 

I  will  now  read  an  extract  or  two  from  a  fourth  of  July 
celebration  in  Goochland  county. 

The  company  were  generally  dressed  in  Virginia  cloth. 
Among  the  regular  toasts  was  the  following: 

**  Domestic  Kanuheturea. — They  well  co-operate  with 
our  republican  system  to  perpetuate  the  blessings  of  in- 
dependence." 

This,  sir,  was  a  regular  toast)  and  the  undentanding  is, 
on  auch  occasions,  that  a  regular  toast  expresses  the 
sentiment  of  the  whole  company. 

The  next  extract  which  I  shall  read,  is  a  very  high  and 
very  just  compliment  paid  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Haasachusetti,  ■trm  sits  before  me.  I  make  this 
extract  not  in  the  spirit  of  a  parasite  to  flatter  my  friend, 
but  I  do  it  to  show  that,  in  those  days  of  true  American 
feeling  in  Virginia,  ahe  could  admire  and  bear  witness  to 
talent  and  virtue  wherever  found,  even  on  the  north  of 
the  Potomac.  They,  on  the  occanon  referred  to,  usher 
in  the  name  of  my  bononble  friend  with  this  senti- 
ment: 

**  John  Quiney  Adams. — So  long  as  the  Temple  of  Li- 
b»ty  is  worshipped  in  Amoiea,  may  the  part  he  acted 
while  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  be  huled  with 
rapture  and  delight." 

The  following  toast  is  taken  from  the  fourth  of  July 
cetebtation  in  Mecklenburg: 

**  The  manobetoring  genius  of  our  coontrymen.  The 
wrongs  of  Britain  first  roused  tti  the  agwresnons  of 
France  win  continue  it;  and  the  patriotism  of  oar  citizens 
wUI  rewatd  it." 

We  are  now  about  to  "reward  it,"  by  prostrating  it 
and  them  at  the  feet  of  British  power,  and  by  sending 
th«r  wives  and  children  beg^rs  upon  a  cold  and  uncha- 
ritable world.  Yes,  sir,  I  feel  authorized  to  say,  that,  if 
this  bill  pass,  it  will  work  the  complete  overthrow  and 
win  of  the  whole  system,  which  has  been  gradually  bi^ld- 
tng  up  ever  since  the  foundation  of  the  republic. 

At  the  celebration  in  Amelia,  I  find  the  following  moat 
excellent  sentiment  among  the  general  toasts: 

*n}omestic  Manufactures.— Without  them  no  nation  can 
be  truly  independent." 

The  next  toast  which  I  will  read  pays  to  my  friend 
another,  and,  if  any  thing,  a  Ugher  compliment  than  that 
which  I  have  previously  read-  It  ascribes  to  him  (and  1 
verily  beUeve  most  justly)  a  cardinal  virtue  in  a  politician 
and  wbteh  I  regret  much  to  say,  rir,  so  few  possess  ii 
these  times: 

"  John  Quincy  Adams.— The  patriot  who  preferred  his 
country  to  his  party:  the  passing  cloud  will  make  his 
brightnesB  more  conspicuous  and  valued." 

1  have  no  doubt  but  this  will  be  the  judgment  of  pos- 
rity— the  high  culogium  which  they  will  pass  upon  his 
liole  political  life—"  He  preferred  his  eountrv  to  his 


terit 
whol 
party 

The  next  and  only  extract  which  I  will  read  is  from  the 
Richmond  Enquirer  of  July  5,  1808: 

"  Yesterday  was  celebrated  in  this  city  with  its  custo- 
mary honors.  One  of  thctmost  striking  parts  of  the  spec- 


tacle of  this  day  was  the  lar^  number  of  Virgiiua  cJotk 
suits  which  adorned  [mark,  sip,  they  adorned]  tbc  person 
of  fnir  citizens.  It  was  a  badge  m  the  consolstim  and 
cncour^iement  of  the  belligerent  Powers  of  Euro^. 
Upon  this  homespun,  enthusustn  and  the  ^urit  of  'mAt- 
pendence  have  stamped  all  the  value,  all  the  pride  of  or- 
nament. Many  of  their  manufactures,  although  obtained 
at  a  very  short  notice,  were  handsome  apecimens  of  whc 
our  skill  is  competent  to  accomplish.  When  tbc  use  of 
our  own  cloUi  shall  become  the  &shion  of  the  State,  u 
it  is  rapidly  becoming,  the  wheels  and  looms  of  YirgisB 
will  not  be  deficient  m  the  finenesa  and  d^pnce  of  Ea- 
ropean  bbrics.** 

Now,  sir,  after  all  this,  who  can  doubt  the  patenuty  of 
the  "American  system?"  Is  it  not  old  Virgnua's  krc- 
mate  ofTspting^  If  she  lus  a  descendant  upon  the  6a 
of  the  eutb,  this  is  one.  She  concnved  H — htvaf^ 
it  forth. 

Now,  if  Washington  had  wisdora  and  lore  of  coaatn. 
then  this  system  was  founded  in  wisdom  and  lore  of  eo«i>> 
try.  If  Jefferson  had  wisdom  and  lore  of  oeontiy,  thee 
this  system  was  built  up,  and  carried  to  its  pmnr 
height,  by  wisdom  and  love  of  countiy.  In  abort,  if  Hs- 
dison,  if  Monroe,  if  the  whole  shining  constcUstipn  of 
Virginia  statesmen,  who  gave  her  the  elevated  Mandinf 
whicli  she  once  had,  -were  endowed  with  visdoin  and  vir- 
tue, then  this  system  was  founded  in  wSadom  and  virtoe 

But,  ur,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  I  wiU  suppose  ibac 
it  was  originally  fininded  in  error,  and  that  it  has  beet 
left  to  us,  in  1833,  to  find  it  out.  What  riiaD  now  be 
done?  Will  it  be  either  wise  or  honest  in  us  toabofish  it, 
and  to  abolish  it  without  premeditation  or  eocHohati«e 
with  our  constituents?  For,  nr,  I  have  met  witt  no  naa 
who  has  bad  the  hardihood  to  aay  that,  wbra  be  (cA 
home,  his  constituents  expected  that  this  qDestim  would 
be  agitated  at  this  sesrion.  Eren  auppodn^  far  argu- 
ment's sake,  that  the  system  had  been  conceived  in  env, 
I  say  it  would  be  unwise  and  didionest  in  as  maw  to 
abolish  it  In  order  to  ensure  a  luuveraal  caBcnrtcace 
in  this  position,  I  think  I  need  but  slate  a  few  kidisf 
facts. 

The  laws  which  have  been  passed  by  Congraw  wee 
intended  to  invite  men  of  capiul  and  of  afcill  to  embrit 
in  tUs  business.  I  say  the  lawa  were  intended  to  invite 
themi  and  at  every  consecutive  step  which  we  have  ma^, 
the  fiiith  of  the  nation  was  most  solemnly  pledged  tksi  N 
they  should  be  protected  against  foreign  coropetitioti. 

Under  these  oft  repeated  pledges,  the  capital,  tiie 
skill,  and  labor  of  our  most  patriotic  aiid  wort^  citiscBs 
have  been  embarked- to  a  very  large  amount. 

The  aggregate  capital  which  is  now  voted  ia  dane*- 
tio  manonctures  is,  at  least,  two  hundred  sml  tffy  aS- 
lions.    To  destroy  this  capital  alone,  witboat  eawMtiag 
any  of  its  attfen^nt  evils,  would  produce  a  dmck.  v^oa 
society  that  would  be  felt— convulsively  feSt — born  oae 
extremity  of  this  Union  to  the  other-    But  I  will  proceed 
with  some  additional  facts.    And  I  will  take  tbb  occssoa 
to  say,  that  my  most  material  &ets  are  derived  fnMi  tbe 
reports  of  the  New  York  convention.    These  fiuts  hav*. 
for  some  tim^  been  before  the  public.    They  are  the  re- 
sult of  patient  examination  made  by  our  own  otiseii^  b31 
foreigners,  whose  opinions  I  have  heard  read  upon  chit 
floor  to  teach  us  political  economy.    No^  net  2  wOl  not 
get  oitr  rivals  in  England  to  give  me  advice.   Ickwae  to 
take  it  from  our  own  citizens,  who  are  pexfiectly  fottulf 
with  the  whole  business.    The  bets  whicli  these  intefl* 
gent  and  responsible  American  cstiaena  hnve  Mt  forth, 
and  signed  with  their  own  names,  hare  never*  tut  I  hare 
seen  or  heard,  been  controverted  in  one  jot  or  tictfe.  1^ 
they  are  not  true,  and  can  he  controverted,  I  dbould  V: 
much  pleased  to  hear  some  gentleman  do  M>  open  tk« 
floor. 

The  first  branch  of  American  indiialiy  to  vhkh  I  «  J> 
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call  the  attention  of  the  committee,  i>  that  of  iron.  My 
first  businewunder  this  head  viU  be  to  show  that  the  duty 
on  foreigri  iron  has  not  nuied  the  price  to  the  conBumer* 
but  that  it  has  caused  a  very  considerable  reduction. 

Statbk UT  C» 

Shoeing  Me  effeeU  of  a  tariff  of  pnAetUan  on  the  article 
of  inn  at  FiiUburg  ana  Cin^miati. 

Tn  the  years  1818,  *I9  and  *30,  bar  iron  in  Pittabut^ 
sold  at  Trom  190  to  200  doUari  per  ton.  Nov  the  price  is 
100  dollars  per  ton. 

In  the  BBine  years,  boiler  iron  was  350  dollars  per  ton. 
Now  at  140  dollars  per  ton. 

Sheet  iron  was  but  little  made  in  those  years,  and  sold 
for  18  dollars  per  cwt.  Now  made  in  ^dmodance,  and 
sold  at  6}  dollars  per  cwt> 

Hoop  iron,  under  same  circumstaiwes,  was  then  350 
dollars,  and  is  now  130  dollars. 

Axes  were  then  34  dolbn  per  dozeo,  and  are  now  13 
dollars. 

Scythes  are  now  50  per  cent,  lower  than  they  were 
then — as  are  spades  and  shorels. 

Ironhoeawerein  those  years9dollar8perdozen.  Now 
a  very  superior  article  of  steel  hoes  at  4  to  4^  dollars. 

Socket  shovels  are  made  at  4^  doUars  by  the  same  in- 
dividual who,  a  few  years  ago,  told  them  at  13  dollars  per 
dozen. 

Slater's  patent  stovea,  imported  from  England,  sold  in 
Pittsburg  St  350  to  400  dollan.  A  much  superior  arti- 
cle is  now  made  there,  and  sold  for  135  to  150  dolhue. 

English  vices  then  sold  for  30  to  33}  cento  per  lb.  Now 
a  superior  article  is  sold  at  10  to  lOJ. 

Braziers'  rods  in  1834  were  imported,  and  cost  14  cents 
per  lb.  or  f313  60  per  ton.  Now  supplied  to  any  amount 
of  I'  to  I  diameter,  at  130  dollars  per  ton. 

Steam  engines  have  fallen  inpnce  since  1823  one-half, 
and  they  have  one^alf  more  work  on  them. 

The  enpneat  the  Union  ndling  mill,  (PitUburr,)  in 
1819,  cost  11,000  dollars.  A  much  superior  one,  oT  130 
borse  power,  for  Sligo  mill,  cost,  tn  1826,  3,000. 

In  1830,  there  were  made  in  PilUburg  one  hundred 
iteam  engines. 

In  1831,  one  hundred  and  fifty  will  be  made,  averaging 
2,000  dollars;  or  300,000  in  that  article  alone. 

A  two  horse  power  en^ne  costs  250  dollars;  mx  borse, 
;00  dollarst  eight  to  nine  horse,  700  dollars.  These  last 
.re  the  prices,  delivered  and  put  up. 

At  least  600  tons  of  iron  made  in  Pittsburg  are  manu- 
actured  into  other  articles  before  it  leaves  the  city,  from 
team  engines  of  the  lai|^st  size,  down  to  a  threepenny  nul. 

Eight  rolling  and  slitting  milb,  of  the  largest  power, 
re  in  the  raty  Pittsburg,  five  of  which  have  been 
rected  «nce  1828. 

I'hirty-eight  new  fiimaces  have  been  erected  mnce 
824  in  the  western  i»ru  of  Pennqrlvania,  and  tiiat  part 
f  Kentucky  bordering  on  the  Ohio  river*  most  of  tbem 
nee  1828. 

The  quantity  of  iron  rolled  at  Pittsburg  was— 
In  1828,  tons,  3,291  19  0  0 

1839.        "  6,2ir  ir  0  0 

1830,  "  9,283   3  0  0 

elng  Jin  increase  of  nearly  300  per  cent,  in  two  years. 
The  above  facts  were  fumidied  by  members  of  the 
>mniittee  residing  at  Pittsburg,  who  vouch  for  their  ac- 
iracy. 

One  fact  there  slated  su^ests  the  following  remarks  to 
e  committee: 

To  the  report  of  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  of 
e  United  States,  on  the  subject  of  iron,  is  appended, 
ion|f  other  papers,  one  in  Which  it  is  stated  dut  '*it  is 
w  ascertained  that  the  superiority  of  England  over 
ance  is  entirely  due  to  the  cheapness  of  iron:  a  six 
rse  steam  engine,  for  instance,  in  France,  coats,  on  the 


average,  at  least  500  dollars  more  than  in  England,  ow- 
ing to  the  cheapness  of  iron  in  Great  Britain.  It  is  still 
dearer  in  the  United  States  than  in  France. 

Here  it  is  asserted  that  a  six  horse  power  steam  engine 
costs  500  dollars  more  in  France  than  it  does  in  England, 
and  that  it  is  still  dearer  in  the  United  States  than  in 
France.   Now  it  so  happens,  tliat  in  the  United  Stately 
at  PittsbuTV,  a  steam  engine,  of  that  power,  can  be  put 
up,  ready  for  action,  for  the  identical  sum  of  500  dollars. 
Prieet  of  Iron  al  CineSmnati. 
1814  to  1818,  bar  iron  200  to  230  dollars  per  ton— now 
100,  105, 110.  The  fall  in  prices  has  been  nearly  asfidlows: 
1836,  bar  iron  assorted,  125    to  135  dollars 
1827,  do  120   to  130  do. 

1827,  do  115   to  125  do. 

1829,  do  113|  to  133}  do. 

1830,  do  100   to  110  do. 

1831,  do  100   to  110  do. 
Castings,  including  hollow  ware,  1814  to  1818,  130  to 

130  dollars  per  ton:  present  price,  60  to  65,  and  the 
quality  much  improved. 

Statueht  D. 

The  duties  on  iron  imported  into  the  United  States 
were,  in  1804  to  1812,  15  per  cent.;  double  war  duties 
from  1812  to  1816.  In  1816,  duties,  rolled  iron,  30  dol- 
lars per  ton:  hammered,  nine  dollars.  The  law  of  1816, 
fixing  the  duties  at  these  rates,  ruined  many  of  the  manu- 
bcturers,  and  compelled  them  to  abandon  their  worin. 
By  the  act  oi  ApiU  30,  1818,  the  duty  on  hammered  iron 
was  ruted  to  15  dollars.  This,  in  some  measure,  revived 
the  manu&cture,  and  many  who  had  abandoned,  resumed 
their  operations.  The  fore^  manu&cturerer,  to  keep 
possession  of  the  market,  offered  his  iron  at  a  less  price; 
so  that  there  was  an  actual  decline  here.  In  1834^  the 
duty  on  hammered  iron  was  raised  to  18  dollars,  and  in 
1828  to  $22  40.  These  additions  to  the  duty  had  no  per. 
mapent  effect  in  rwfling  the  price.  The  foreign  manufac- 
turer could  not  advance  his  prices  beyond  those  of  1824, 
because  the  American  iron  maker  supplied  the  market 
at  those  rates;  and  iron  at  a  duty  of  (33  40,  sells  at  less 
than  it  did  at  one  of  nine  dollars.  The  foreign  manu&cturer 
has  been  compelled  to  take  the  additionu  duties  from  tui 
profits,  and  these  deductions  from  his  profits  hare  been 
paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  Stafes,  without  ad- 
ding to  the  price  paid  by  the  American  consumer. 

The  following  table  shows  the  operation  of  the  addi- 
tional duty  levied  since  1818  on  hammered  iron  alone. 


7b/u.  Dutiei. 

1818,  imported  of  hammered  iron    13,931  9308,950 

1819,  '  <*                            16,160  343,394 

1820,  "                  '*         19,531  373,837 

1821,  "                  "          15,374  230,413 

1822,  "         26,373  378,641 

1823,  "                  "         29,014  435,210 

1824,  "                  "          21,298  383,364 

1825,  "  "  23,085  438,490 
1836,         "                  "          33.837  437,066 

1827,  "                  "         31,718  890,924 

1828,  "                  *•         33,155  663,100 

1829,  "                    "           29,202  654,141 

1830,  "             estimated*  29,202  654,141 

301^=5,369,711 

Duties  at  $9,  the  rate  per  law  of  1816,  3,716,930 

Gain  in  the  Treasury,  at  the  expense  of  the 
foreign  manubcturer. 


93,653,791 


■SitiN  Meenained  30,973  Mni,  ofwhwh  onlr  439  loni  were  Brilith. 
't  he  amall  amoaiit  of  lh«  latter  impprtatlon  i*  .tlir  Ixnt  poMibla  eri- 
dcnceur  1  be  bad  qumltiy  ur  Enrluti  iron,  udnied  iu  the  nibMqiMItt 
p»gn,  and  nf'u*  unfitncM  Ibr  ine  uiiiaTpurpuM:*  to  whista  baianrral 
■run  i«  applitd.  Alt  lucli  iron  pay*  titiaK  duty.— PmnMmitCfltn- 
■niltec. 
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Statkmkxt  E. 
The  following  ctlculatioiis  were  made  by  H«rdman 
Phillips  xnd  George  Valentine,  and  are  derived  from  the 
average  returns  submitted  to  tlic  committee  from  two 
counties,  those  most  extensively  engaged  in  tbe  manufac- 
ture of  iron  in  Pennsylvania,  namely  Centre  and  Hun- 
tingdon, and  have  been  carefully  verined  by  a  comparison 
witli  returns  from  73  furnaces  and  132  forges. 

For  each  ton  of  bar  iron  and  castings  made,  the  fol- 
lowing agricultural  produce  is  found  to  be  consumed: 
30  bushels  wheat  and  rye,  average,  at   75  cents  $15  00 
57  lbs.  pork         -         -         -         5    "       2  85 
43  lbs.  beef  -         -         -         4   <«       1  72 

10  lbs.  butler  -  -  -  ISJ  "  1  25 
3  bushels  potatoes  -         •       30   *'  60 

J  ton  hay  .  .  .        $7  3  50 

f'or  every  ten  tons  of  bar  iron,  one  horse  is  em- 
ployed one  whole  year,  worth  100  dollars, 
una  experience  shows  that  the  mortality 
among  horses  so  employed  is,  per  annum,  one 
in  seven,  and  constitutes  ft  chat^e  per  ton  of  1  43 
Foi'  fruit  and  vegetables,  of  which  no  return  has 
been  made,  we  feci  justified  in  putting  down      1  00 

"27  35 

Whicht  multiplied  by  tbe  quantity  of  bariron  and  castings, 
will  give  the  sum  of  3,415,850  dollars,  paid  by  the  iron 
manufacturers,  and  those  employed  by  them,  to  the  far- 
iners. 

The  same  returns  enable  them  to  state  that  every  five 
tons  of  iron,  as  above  made,  requires  one  able-bodied  man 
throughout  the  year,  or,  in  the  whole,  34,979;  and,  as 
it  appears  that,  upon  an  averaee,  each  one  of  these  has 
four  dependent  upon  him,  it  follows  that  124,895  persons 
are  supported  by  this  branch  of  industry,  ia  its  first  stu;e&; 
and  the  average  of  the  wages  of  the  workmen  being  fully 
one  dollar  per  day,  or  say  300  per  annum,  they  receive 
fur  wages,  in  the  whole,  the  Urge  sum  of 7,493,7(}0  dollars 
for  the  labor  of  one  year. 

The  expense  of  transporting  this  iron  to  the  different 
markets,  by  land  and  water,  may  be  estimated  at  an  ave 
rage  of  ten  dollars  per  ton,  amuuntlngto  1,348,940  dollars) 
the  whole  of  Which  is  distributed  among  those  engaged 
in  the  transportation  and  coasting  trade  of  the  country, 
and  subdivided  among  those  who  furnish  subsistence  to 
the  many  persons  employed,  and  in  furnishing  means  for 
this  branch  of  tlie  business. 

These  facta  show  ctHiclusively  that  the  consumer  gets 
abetter  artide,  and  at  a  lower  price,  than  he  did  before 
protection  waa  extended  to  this  branch  of  industry. 

Jggr^attcf  ironmadein  the  VhiUdSata. 
Bariron,  tons       ....  113,866 
Pig  iron  ....  191,536 

Value  in  dollars  ....  13,539,760 
Number  of  men  employed  -         -  39,354 

Persons  subsisted  -  -  -  •  146,273 
Annual  w  ages  ....  8,776,420 
Paid  for  food  furni^ed  by  farmers  4,000,490 
This,  sir,  I  feel  warranted  in  saying,  fulls  very  far  short 
of  the  full  a  iiount  of  this  business.  I'here  are  several 
furnaces  and  forges,  within  my  knowledge,  which  do  a 
very  considerable  business,  and  which  are  not  here  enu- 
merated . 

Out,  sir,  take  the  iron  business  as  here  stated,  and  abol 
ish  it,  and  what  will  be  the  effect  upon  society.'  You  de 
stroy  one  hundred  andtwelve  tliousand  eight  hundred  and 
tixty-sixtons  of  bar  iron,  and  one  hundrad  and  nmety.ane 
thousand  and  thrty-six  tons  of  pig  iron.  Do  you  think 
this  would  not  be  likely  to  raise  the  price  of  iron  to  the 
consumer'  1  will  not  answer  this  question,  but  will  leave 
it  with  the  American  fiirmera  and  mechanics  to  judge. 


But  tills  aspect  of  the  case  is  not  the  beginninf  rftbe  at 
which  the  community  are  doomed  to  sufier  from  to  ruh, 
precipitous,  and  blind  IcgtsUtion.  The  snniulprok'.of 
iron  in  tlie  United  States  is  estimated  to  be  wortb  ihman 
million  three  hundred  and  twenty-nine  ihousuid  sera 
hundred  and  Mxty  dollars,  which,  if  the  buBtiKa  Tills  S 
stricken  out  of  existence,  and  is  so  much  clev  lou 
year  to  the  wealth  of  the  nation.  You  deprive,  mwOTtr, 
twenty-nine  thousand  two  hundred  and  nftyAor  Wkkib 
and  mechanics  of  the  employment  by  which  tberto 
their  daily  bread  for  themselves  and  ftnuCM!  Yon  it- 
prive  one  hundred  and  forty-six  thouisnd  IvohunW 
and  seventy-three  souls  of  subsistence,  until  tlioK  on  ■b» 
they  depend  can  seek  a  new  channel  for  their  hb«.  Is 
the  mean  time  there  must  be  greatsnd  univeml  wffen^. 
You  throw  out  of  circulation  eight  milKon  seven  tanitJ 
and  seventy-six  thousand  four  hundred  and  twenty  doki 
in  wages  paid  to  the  laborers.  Is  this  all'  No,  w.  iw 
take  from  the  farmers  four  million  four  hundredirKl  m- 
ty  dollars,  which  they  receive  annually  from  the  iron » 
nufacturera  for  agricultural  producto!!  ■ , 

Now.  how  will  these  arrangemenU  Tork?  WMsw 
become  of  the  twenty  thousand  Uboren  who  »re  '0 » 
thrown  out  of  the  iron  employment?  At  leutrnwieen- 
twentieths  of  them  will  be  driven  into  «r«»J!"\ll"^ 
is  already  able  to  overstock  the  markeL  TteWiK» 
will  be  deprived  ofa  market  where  they  hs«bw^ 
to  send  upwards  of  four  millions  worthrfpwW"-  w 
will  this  ruinous  policy  cut  upon  the  BnKTlMiwBj 
edged  sword.  T&e  supply  of  agncultuiil  ?rodo*J» 
be  greatly  increased,  the  demand  forthfim^^ 
to  in  amount  of  at  least  four  mfio-"-  8";'^!?!^^ 
ous  state  of  things  could  be  devised  for  the  &m«V  IJJ 
dora,  the  goddess  .f  evil,  must  do  it.  And  wb/«w 
establishments  to  be  broken  down?  **''y*"T,i„y 
to  be  thrown  out  of  employment?  Why  •7"" 
low  at  the  feet  of  Brilisli  power'  h  .t  tl»»  ""J^C 
iron  cheaper?  No!  For  we  get  it  cheai)en«*l'«^^ 
ever  have  before .  Are  we  to  get  bej^r  ^—"^^ 
get  better  iron  now  than  we  ever  did  beiore.  ^ 
sir,  in  tlie  name  of  Heaven,  is  thb  sweep«>gde»l«™™ 
be  brought  upon  the  country?  ™.nf»i:tsii* 

The  »me  Remarks  will  apply  to  a^ljwr 2^ 
establishments.   Iron  is  left  in  a  b«tur  e^^^ 
any  of  them,  and  those  who  ^f*^"^^,!!™^^ 
that  subject  say  it  cannot  stand  if  the  pr«w  ^ 
If  iron  cannot  stand,  then,  what  is  »«^.„„br 
lens  and  other  interests  *hich  have  aVo^u^^ 
below  that  of  iron?   Why,  as  a 
must  be  prostrated  immediately,  ""r  "^I^ 
therefore,  attempt  to  show  the  committeeiw 
capital  in  a  few  other  blanches  of  A"!f!*!Lni(iio 
and  which,  ifthisbin  paa^ 
the  ocean.    I  will  al»  ahow  the  "'Z^'' 
ployed,  and  the  number  dependent  upw  jjj^  j^^j^ 

tlons  for  the  bread  they  eat  ,  fc»  i*a 

power  to  review  every  branch,  I  ^"jL,  ,„ry 
will  bring  the  question  tome  direcuj  w 
bosom  and  ifireside.  .  ^       .  n«,u6ct«K" 

But  before  I  leave  this  »u'»J«*' Jl^?^  DTodi^ 
are  charged  with  making  most  enomww  y 
look  a  little  into  the  accusation-  Moafteii"^  " 

The  aggregate  value  of  a»  the  iron  ^^^,T6■ 
one  year  in  the  United  States  i»  ■ 

Deduct  from  this  the  pay  to  the  wornw'  ^^^io 
ami  laborers         -   ■ — ^ 

Deduct  amount  paid  to  farmerti  I**  *,0<».*^ 
cultural  products   -         -        "  "^I'jji 


Leaves  this  balance  -  'xA.,n 
subject  to  th«  wear  and  tear  of  va»twa"l' 
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American  State  Papen,  «  propoiitioii  for  extending  the 
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.    b)U  pamd,  486. 

District  Code  of  Law^  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  re- 
cess of  Congreo,  786. 

Docoments  in  the  State  Department,  a  resolution  for  em- 
ploying temporary  clerks  for  copyingdocuments' 
in  relation  to  the  French  treaty  of  indemnity,  79t 
taken  up,  133{  agreed  to,  133. 

Duties  on  impoits,  a  bill  further  to  provide  for  the  col- 
lection of  imposts,  150{  taken  up,  380,  and  or- 
dered to  be  engnMKd;  bill  passed,  688. 

Endless  life,  a  petition  for  knd  from  persons  who  pro- 
fessed to  have  discovered  endfen  life,  referred, 
98. 

Explanation  by  Mr.  Chy,  in  rekUion  to  a  misunderstand, 
ing  between  Ur.  Pinndexter  and  Mr.  Webster, 
810. 

Force  bill.   (See  DaiUt.') 

Frauds  on  the  revenue,  a  resolution  for  inquirii^  into 
the  expediency  of  making  further  proviuon  for 
the  protection  of  the  revenue,  11,  agreed  tot 
bill  taken  up,  244;  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
601 1  passed,  688. 

French  foliations,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  satis&ction  of 
claims  due  to  certain  American  citizens,  5)  re- 
ferred) reported  with  an  amendment,  13t  a  bill 
reported  and  Uken  up,  9B{  agreed  to,  99. 

Government,  on  the  nature  and  powers  of,  (see  Mr.  Cal- 
houn*$  rtaobtfion,)  191.  750. 

fnterest  to  States,  a  bill  providing  for  the  final  leUlement 
of  the  claims  of  States,  6. 

I^nds,  public,  notice  given  by  Mr.  Clay  of  bis  intention 
of  again  briimnr  forward  his  bill  for  ^posing 
of  the  public  hnd,  5{  bill  introduced,  6,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands;  bill 
reported  witii  a  proposed  amendmentt  taken  up, 
61 1  ordered  to  a  third  reacting,  331;  bill  passed, 

the  amendmento  of  the  House  to  the  bill  were  Uken 
UD,  809.  and  agreed  to. 

n  bill  granting  a  township  to  Indiana,  Illinois,  Hts. 
■oun,  and  Alabama,  m  tovnslup  each,  fiu-  the  pro- 
motion of  female  edocation,  83|  State  of  Ohio 
added)  laid  on  tba  table. 

patentib  a  biU  deaeribiw  the  mode  by  which  land 
patents  may  be  signed,  150t  bill  pMMd,  150. 
Vm.  IX.-< 


Light.houtes,  a  bill  was  received  from  the  Hotise  on  the 
last  evening  of  the  session,  and  read  a  (irtt  time; 
but  Mr.  Grundy  objecting  to  its  being  read  a  se- 
cond time,  and  as  it  coold  not  be  so  read  at  that 
time  but  with  unanimous  miaent,  the  bill  wu, 
of  course,  rejected,  813. 

Louisville  and  Portland  canal,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  par- 
chase  of  the  private  stock  in,  359|  bud  on  the 
table.  360. 

Members,  a  list  of  the,  1. 

Military  orders,  a  resolution  calling  upon  the  President 
for  copies  of  the  military  orders  given  to  the 
forces  in  South  Carolina,  377;  poatpmied,  378( 
resumed,  405{  agreed  to,  433. 

Mnouri  canal,  a  bill  granting  land  to  enable  the  State  to 
open  a  canal  in  the  Big  Swamp,  13. 

Order,  points  of,  300,  480. 

Pennon  agency  at  Decatur,  a  bill  for  the  establiriiment  of, 

809;  laid  on  the  table,  810. 
Postage,  a  proposition  for  introdocii^  a  bUl  to  reduce 

the  rateiof  postage,  37|  ^seusstdi  sfreed  to^ 

40. 

Powers  of  the  Government,  three  resoktiona  defining 
these  powers,  191,  750;  Uid  on  the  tables  785. 
six  resolutions  dfered  as  substitute^  193. 

President  pro  taimort  balloted  for*  Ur.  White,  of  Ten- 
nessee, elected,  3. 
hti  acknowledgments  to  the  Senate,  3. 

President's  message  received,  3.  (See  the  ^ptn^  fbr 
acopy  Mit.^ 
veto  on  the  bill  of  last  season,  provi^ng  the 
final  settlement  of  the  ctaima  of  States  Ibr  into* 
rest  on  advances  to  the  United  States  dmingthe 
late  war,  3;  laid  on  the  table,  4. 

Presidenttol  election,  a  day  fixed  for  counting  the  electo- 
ral votes,  359;  the  votes  counted,  and  Andrev 
Jsckson  was  declared  to  be  elected  PtcridenU 
and  Martin  Van  Buren  Vice  Prerident,  487. 

Printer  to  Congress,  the  resolutioo  fbr  his  election  taken 
\ip,  SS7. 

Proclamation,  a  com  of  the  President's,  in  relation  to 
Soutii  Carolina,  called  for,  99;  proposition  Ud 
on  the  table.  tOO;  agreed  to.  104. 

Revenue.  (See  Ihmdt  on,  and  Dutia.) 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  called  upon  for  a  deteiled  state- 
ment of  articles  of  foreign  growth  m  nsnu- 
faeture  on  whieb,  in  his  opudon*  the  duties  ought 
to  be  reduMd,  Sec,  8;  sgreed  to,  27. 

Senate  called  to  order  by  the  Secretary,  3. 

Sheathing  copper,  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  amend  the 
several  acts  impoKng  duties  on  imports^  ordered 
to  be  engrossed,  661 . 

South  Carolina  resolutions,  in  reply  to  the  FnaidcBt*s 

E-oclaroation,  80. 
im^  a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  to  inquire  into  the  expedient 
of  obtsintng  endenee  deponted  tn  the  State  De< 
partment,  38;  agreed  to. 
SpQcialorder,  a  resolution  for  changing  the  hour  of  taking 

it  up,  agreed  tc^  359. 
Standi!^  committees  appointed,  4. 
l^ff,  m  rMcdotton  hitrodooed  calBng  on  the  Seeretanr 
of  the  Treasury  to  fbmisb  Vat  pnyect  of  a  bill 
fbr  redodng  the  dnties  on  imports,  in  conformi- 
ty with  the  suggestions  in  his  report,  6. 
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Ttriff,  K  h'Al  to  iDo^fy  the  varioui  acts  impodng*  duties 
OD  importi,  45S;  the  bill  reported  vith  amend- 
inents,  601;  the  bill  txken  up  wnd  dlsctiued, 
690t  laid  on  the  table,  785. 
remlutions,  offered  by  iir.  Webster,  483;  laid  on 
the  table,  493.  , 
»tbe  bill  from  the  House  to  modify  the  existing  ta- 
riflT,  was  receired,  and  both  bills  wwe  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table*  785t  the  bill  from  the 
House  taken  up,  TSiS;  conaideratton  resumed, 
rST;  bill  passeJ,  809. 

Treasurer's  annual  report  of  the  state  of  the  finances,  3. 

Votes  of  absentees,  an  unsucceuful  motion  to  permit 
^ir  names  to  be  recorded,  688. 

Teai  and  nays,  on  eooridetn^  the  roolution  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  duties,  '16. 
resolution  for  the  reduction  of  the  rates  of  post- 
age, 49. 

on  amendment  to  the  reaohition  calUng  on  the 
Secretary  of  the  Trcaiury  for  a  statement  of  fb* 


re'itm  articles  on  which  the  duty  may  be  reduc- 
ed, 50,  59,  60. 

on  poitponin;  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  81,  133. 

on  postponing  the  force  bill,  187. 

on  the  Und  bill,  329.  2S0,  231,  333.  235. 

postponing  the  revenue  collection  bill,  346,  404. 

striking  out  the  Sd  section    the  revenue  bill,  483. 

referencei  of  the  bill  to  modify  the  tarifl*,  486. 

on  the  passage  of  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  486- 

on  amendments  to  the  rerenue  cdlection  bill,  518, 
519,  595,  601. 

on  a  question  touching  the  election  (^priater,  588- 

engrossing  the  revenue  collectton  bilC  601. 

ou  the  passage  of  do.,  688. 

on  strilung-  out  the  3d  section  of  the  bill  ta  mo- 
dif^  the  tariff,  734. 

on  id&ag  a  9th  section  to  the  bill,  734- 

on  striking  out  the  3d  and  6th  seciioot  oTdo.,  734. 

on  wddiag  a  new  section  to  do.»  735. 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill,  809. 
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Bell,  Mr.,  from  New  Hanpshlre,  on  modifying  ttie  Uriff, 
485.  718, 743. 

Benton,  Mr.,  from  Missouri,  on  the  reductim  of  postage, 

31. 

Cumberland  road,  51,  119. 
Und  bill,  308.  330. 

modification  of  the  tariflT,  485,  713,  730. 
electing  a  printer  to  Congress,  5B7i  588. 
Bibb,  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  printingcommcretal  state- 
ments, 10. 
a  reduction  of  certain  duties,  36. 
reduction  of  postage  37,  46. 
public  lands,  79. 
the  force  bill,  174.  178. 

revenue  collection  bill,  364^  380,  413,  413,  487, 

488,  489,  600. 
bill  motUfying  the  tariff,  701,  720,  807. 
BUek,  Mr.,  from  Missiasippi,  on  public  lands,  10^  399. 

on  the  bill  modifying  the  tariff,  703. 
Brown,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  a  proposition  for 
a  reduction  of  duties,  17,  30,  35,  51. 
force  bill,  183. 

reve'ride  collection  bill,  333,  413. 
calling  forcopies  of  military  orders,  409. 
Backner,  Mr.,  from  Missouri,  on  areduction  of  dotie^  37. 
on  reducing;  the  rates  of  posti^,  31,  43. 

public  lands,  81,  83,  113,  133. 
French  spoliations,  98. 
Cumberland  road,  119,  131. 
modification  of  the  tariff,  *479,  485,  711,  713, 
719. 

Calhoun,  Mr.,  from  South  Caroiina,'  o|i  jcali  for  a  copy  of 
the  prodnmation,  100. 
force  bill,  184, 

the  powers  offhe  Government,  187, 193,  337,338, 

239,  340,  341,  343,  750,  785. 
laniTbili,  ^4.  ■  ■ 

the  revenue  coHeetion  bill,  249.  353,  351,  354, 
355,  315,  403,  404,  500,  519,  589,590,  591, 
687. 

on  calling  for  copies  of  military  n^ers,  408,  i09. 
modifying  the  tariff,  477. 485,  697,  699,  702,  715, 
719,  791. 

ChamberB^  Hr. ,  from  Maryland,  on  Frenfch  spoliations,  98.  i 
Cumberland  road,  131.  i 
modifying  the  tariff,  480,  693,  718.  719.  ' 


Chambers,  Mr.,  on  eketiiw  pabEc  printer,  587,  S8B- 
revenue  collection  oilr,  590. 
resolution  for  extending  the  suliacriptkm  to  Amoi- 
can  State  Papers,  786. 
Clay,  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  the  reduction  of  duty  on 
foreign  goods.  50,  51.  • 
public  Unds.  67.  81,  ll9.  :33,  333,  335.  237. 
French  apoliations  9S,  99. 
force  bill.  174,  178. 

on  his  bill  for  modifying  the  tariff,  463,  476,  480, 
484,  690.-  693,  694,  695,  696,  699,  701,  TlQ, 
711,  713,  716,  718,  722,  726.729,749.  785, 
786,  807. 

Clayton,  Mr.,  from  Delaware,  on  the  redaction  of  post- 
age, 29,  30. 
Hr.  Calhoun's  resolutions,  337. 
revenue  collection  bill,  378,  518. 
biU  to  modify  the  tariff,  693.  607,  698,  TOO,  709, 
716,  717,  733,  736,  786,  800^  803. 
Dalbs,  Mr.,  from  rennsylratris,  on  the  revenue coDectiea 
bill,  414. 

modifying  the  tariff,  486,  698,  736,  793. 
Diclcerson,  Mr., -from  New  Jersey,  on  reduction  of  datka 
on  foreign  goods,  60. 

on  modifying-the  tariff.  478.  484,  692,  69%  6M, 

713,  720,  745,  749,  785. 
Ewing,  Mr.,  from  Oh'io,  on  the  reduction  of  postagr,  39. 
on  the  land  bill,  159. 
revenue  collection  bill,  518,  676. 
electing  public  printer,  588. 
modifying  the  tariff,  795. 
Foot,  Mr.,  from  Connecticut,  on  printing  commercial 

statements,  10. 
on  a  reduction  ofpo-itage,  51,  35,  49. 

ditto        of  duties  on  foreign  goods,  51,  60. 
Mr.  Calhoun's  resolutions,  3J7. 
calling  forcopies  of  militanr  orders  409. 
modifying  the  tariff,  480,  708,  717,  7lB. 
revenue  collection  bill,  517. 
electing  public  printer,  588. 
Forsyth,  Mr.,  from  Georgia,  on  copying  doeomeots  in 

State  Department,  79,  SO,  123. 
call  for  a  copy  of  the  Soutli  Carolina  pioeliwtinn, 

103. 

on  the  land  bill,  233,  233. 

Mr.  Cnlhoun'a  resolutions  243, 784. 
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Foiwlbj  Mr.,  from  Geoi^ii,  on  rerenue  collection  bill, 
403,  460,  589,  590,  593.  600. 
inodirying  the  Uriff  acts,  474,  476,  479,  480,  692, 
693,  695,  699,  702.  717,  718,  724,  7^6,  802. 
Prelinghuysen,  Mr.,  from  New  Jetiejr,  on  a  reduction  of 
dutiea,  19. 
ft  reduction  oF  post«Ew,  43. 
force  bill,  182. 

rerenue  collection  bill,  312,  347. 
modirying  the  tarifT,  720,  792,  802. 
Grundy,  Mr.,  trom  Tennessee,  on  a  reduction  of  post- 

ue,  sr.  39,  30,  34,  37,  45. 
calllbr  a  copy  of  South  Carolina  proclumtion,  100, 

104. 

land  bill,  112,  174. 
force  bill,  174. 

Mr.  Calhoun's  resolutions,  192,  240,  785. 
revenue  colIecUon  bill,  263,  403,  462,  488,  591, 
661. 

calling  for  conies  of  military  orders,  405,  406,  408, 

409,  430,  433. 
modifying  the  tariff,  484,  485. 
Hendricks,  Mr.,  from  Indians,  on  reduction  of  duties  on 

foreign  goods,  60. 
Hill,  Mr.,  from  New  Hampshire,  on  public  lands,  193. 

the  bill  for  modifying  the  tariff,  703. 
Holmes,  Mr.,  from  Maine,  on  printing  commerdal  state- 
ments, 7,  8,  9. 
on  ft  reduction  of  duties,  15,  19,  51,  52. 
ft  reduction  of  postage,  30,  36,  49. 
Spanish  claims,  38. 

copying  documents  in  State  Department,  80. 
revenue  collection  bill,  348,  367,  413. 
moiling  the  tariff,  474,  479,  483. 
electing  public  printer,  588. 
the  biH  m.-xlifying  the  tsjiff,  697,  703,  708,  709. 
713,  718,  749,805. 
Kane,  Mr.,  from  Illinois,  on  areduetion  of  poatagr,  41. 
on  public  bndfl,  61. 

copying  documents  in  State  Department,  133. 
modifymgthe  tariff,  479,  699,  734. 
revenue  collection  bill,  590. 
King,  Mr.,  from  Alabama,  on  a  reduction  of  duties,  13,  ' 
16,  59. 

on  a  call  for  the  proclamation  respecting  South  Ca- 
rolina, 99. 
on  the  land  bill,  122. 
tiie  force  bill,  186. 

revenue  collection  bill,  403,  404,  488. 
calling  for  copies  of  military  orders,  408,  409. 
modifying  the  tariff.  460,  485. 
Knight,  Mr.,  from  Rhode  Island,  on  the  bill  relating  to 

sheathing  capper,  661. 
MangttiD,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  calling  upon  the 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  a  project  of  a 

tariff  bill,  8. 
on  a  reduction  of  dutiea,  21,  60. 
force  bill,  174,183. 

Mr.  Calhoun's  resolutions,  102,  336,  237,  343. 
revenue  collection  bill,  34^  403,  404,  590. 
modifying  the  tariff,  799. 
Miller,  klr.,  fh>m  South  Carolina,  on  reduction  of  post* 
age,  49. 
the  force  bill,  175,  185. 

revenue  collection  bill,  251,  360,  430,  433,  595.  ' 
Moore,  Mr.,  from  AUbama,  on  the  land  bill,  122,  304. 
on  the  revenue  collection  bill,  466,  489. 


,   Hoore,  Mr.,  on  modifying  the  tariff,  702. 

Poindezter,  Mr.,  from  HtSBbnppi,  on  calling  on  tha  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  nr  the  prefect  of  a  tariff 
bill,  7. 

on  printing  commercial  statements,  9, 10. 

redaction  of  duties,  13,  13, 14, 15, 17,  S7,  49,  50, 

51,  59,  60,  61. 
reduction  of  postage,  45. 

certain  amendments  proposed  to  the  land  bill,  104. 
bind  bill,  112,  110,  123,  123,  150. 
bill  providing  for  the  signing  of  land  patents,  ISO- 
force  biU.  179. 

on  calling  for  copies  of  military  orders,  377,  405* 

407,  409,  432. 
revenue  collection  bill,  404,  519,  589,  591,  603. 
modih-ing  the  tariff,  474^  701. 
Hives,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  the  revenue  collection  bill, 
492. 

Bobbins,  Mr.,  from  Rhode  bhnd,  on  mocUfying  the  tariff, 

715,  786,  787. 

Sibbee,  Mr.,  from  Maasachusetti,  on  copying  documents 
in  the  State  Department,  123. 
the  bill  for  modifying  the  tariff,  699,  719,  736, 
742,  803. 

Smith,  Mr.,  from  Maryland,  on  printing  commercial  state- 
ments, 7,  9, 10. 
on  reduction  of  duties,  13,  15,  18, 50,  59. 
Cumberiaod  road,  119, 131. 
fbreebill,  178. 

calling  for  copies  of  milita^  orders,  409. 
revenue  collection  bill,  517, 589,  593. 
sheathing  copper  bill,  661. 

tiie  bill  moditying  the  tariff,  693,  694,  695,  696^ 
699.  704,  710,  716,  717,  719,  720,  724^  743, 
786. 

Sprague,  Mr.,  from  Ibine,  on  a  reduction  of  duties,  18. 
reduction  of  postage,  38,  33,  46. 
Spanish  claims,  38. 

copying  documents  in  Department  of  State,  133. 
revenue  collection  bill,  405. 
modifying  the  tariff,  474,  713,  745,  805. 
electing  public  printer,  588. 
Tyler,  Mr.,  ftom  Virginia,  on  calling  upon  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treuurr  for  the  nnject  of  atariff  bill, 
8,  11. 

on  a  reduction  of  duties,  30,  34. 
French  qioliations,  99. 
revenue  collection  bill,  360,  401,  403,  405. 
modifying  the  tariff,  701,  716. 
Webster,  Mr.,  from  Maasachusetti,  on  Spanish  claims,  38. 
on  French  tpdiatioos,  96,  99. 
land  bill,  133. 

Mr.  Calhoun's  resolutions,  337,  340,  774,  785. 
revenue  collection  biH,  404^  405,  409,  413,  413, 

461,  518,  553.  590. 
modifying  the  tariff,  478^  693,  709, 73%  733,  736^ 
737,  801. 

Wilkins,  Mr.,  fran  PennsvlTaiUa,  on  the  force  bill,  IBS, 
184. 

on  Mr.  Calhoun's  rewlatioii%  343. 
the  revenue  collection  bill,  346, 403,  413,460,461, 

468,  590,  593,  687. 
calling  for  copies  of  milttaiy  orders,  409. 
on  modifying  the  tariff,  693,  694,  713,  730. 
Wright,  Hr.,fW)m  New  York,  on  modifying  the  tariff, 

708, 717,  n9»  736,  m. 
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Amendment  of  the  conititution,  providing  th&t  no  mem- 
ber of  Conmss,  during-  the  time  for  which  he 
wai  electci^  be  appointed  to  uiy  civil  office  of 
trust  or  profit  under  the  United  Slmte^  893| 
poMpofMO  bill  to  Monday  nest,  894. 
»  resolutiw,  offered  ftt  the  list  seauon  by  Mr.  Rootj 
for  uiendinff  the  cotutitution.  was  called  up* 
940. 

Appourtmenta  to  office  of  members  of  Coneress,  a  resolu- 
tion calling;  on  the  Prendent  to  lay  before  the 
House  a  list  of  all  the  appointments  of  members 
since  the  13th  of  ApriL  1836,  901}  agreed  to, 
911. 

Appropriations  for  the  nary.    (See  Naval aeviee.'^ 
Ai^ropriation  bill  (general)  for  the  year  1833,  taken  up, 

I931i  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  1936. 
Artcaal  at  WatervUet.    (Bee  fVaUroliet.) 
Asylums  for  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind,  a  bill  granting  a  town- 
ahtp  of  land  to  the  New  England  asylum,  690{ 
bill  rejected,  916. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  on,  838. 
s  reiolutioii  calling  for  a  copy  of  the  correapond- 
'  ence,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  839. 
a  bill  authorising  the  sale  of  the  Bank  stock  of  the 
United  SUtes,  reported,  1707;  bill  rejected, 
1723. 

report  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
1898t  taken  up,  1933;  umdto,  1936. 

report  from  the  minority  of  tbe  committee,  1902. 
Buenos  Ayrea,  resolution  calling  on  the  President  to  com- 
Buoicate  tbe  correspondence  between  this  Go- 
vernment and  the  Republic  of  Buenos  Ayres, 
900;  a^ed  to,  901. 

tlie  President  declines  to  communicate  the  copy  of 
the  correspondenee  ukcd  for,  926. 
Cbickanw  treaty,  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Clerk  of  the 
llouse  to  commuracate  to  the  S'eiute  a  copy  of 
the  report  and  documents  made  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Lands,  on  the  subject  of  the  Chic 
kftsaw  treaty;  motion  negatived,  854. 

subject  reconndered,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  ta 
ble,  879. 

Coin  and  bullion,  a  resolution  calling  on  Uie  Director  of 
the  Mint  to  report  to  the  House  the  relative  va- 
lue of  gold  and  silver  bullion,  agreed  to,  864. 

Ctdlection  of  revenue.   (See  Bevenue  CM'ettfum  iitL) 

Columbia  afiurs.    (See  JXttriet  of  Columbia.) 

District  of  Columbia,  affiurs  of,  1813. 

Doddridge,  Ur.,  from  Virnnia,  his  death  announced,  818. 

DoubtAil  powers,  a  verbal  report  tbcreon  by  Mr.  DauI«I, 
1903. 

Duties,  a  bill  to  exempt  certain  articles  of  merchandise 
from  duty,  944. 

buties  on  hardware.    (See  ffardware.) 

Enforcement  bill,  motion  to  print  additional  copies  of  tbe 
report,  1675|  agreed  to,  1685. 

Vederal  courts,  a  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  what  regulation  is  necessary  to 
reduce  tbe  annual  expense  of  holding  said  courts, 
agreed  to,  870. 

Tlorida  claims,'a  bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  Inhabitants 
of  East  Florida,  998;  the  first  section  struck  out, 
1009. 

the  bill  again  brought  up,  1685;  bill  recommitted, 
1688. 

Frontiers,  a  bill  for  the  defence  of,  was  Uken  up,  1737, 
and  agreed  to. 

Geologicil  sarreys,  a  reiolution  proporing  to  inquire  into 
tbe  expediency  of  autltorixing  me  Proident  ot 
the  United  Statei  to  empkigr  a  suitable  person  to 


aid  tbe  Topf^rapbical  Bureau  in  maluagaBiDC- 
ralo^cal  and  geuogical  m^i  of  ihe  United  Slalca, 
1733;  agreed  to,  1735. 
Harbor  bilif  a  Ufi  making  appropriations  for  cairing  en 
certain  worka  neretofore  commenced,  for  the 
improvement  of  harbors  and  riven^  he,  193ti 
passed. 

Hardware,  a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  of  Waji 
and  Means  to  inquire  into  tbe  expediency  of  re- 
pealing certain  duties  thereon,  1747,  1748. 

Lands,  public,  resolutions  proponng  to  reduce  the  prtee 
of,  &c.  837;  subject  considered,  873;  Ud  on  tbe 
table,  893. 

settlers  on,  a  bill  to  extend  the  proraunu  of  tbe 

act  of  1807,  to  prevent  settlements,  fcc.,  report- 
ed 1743;  committed,  1747. 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  fix  tbe  miniminn  price  of 
the  public  lands,  1904;  bill  passed,  193a 

Land  claims,  a  bill  to  prevent  the  confirmation  of  fiaodu- 
lent  land  danns  was  referred  to  tbe  Jndinary 
Committee,  873. 

Land  offices,  a  bill  to  change  the  location  of  certain  hod 
offices,  976;  ordered  to  be  engroued- 

Land  reports,  a  resolution  directing  tbe  Clerk  of  tbe  Home 
to  cause  to  be  collected,  arranged,  and  jHuUcd 
for  the  use  of  the  House,  such  of  tbe  rcportt  of 
the  several  boards  of  commissioners,  &c.,  for  tbe 
adjudication  of  landclaioM,  in  thescveM  States 
and  Territories,  which  were  adverse  to  cUb- 
ants,  which  have  not  heretofore  been  printed, 
with  a  suitable  index,  1737;  rejected,  1731. 

Lent,  James,  jr.,  a  member  from  New  York,  his  death  an. 
nounced,  and  resolutions  entered  into  for  bb  fu- 
neral, 1762. 

Lien  Uws,  a  bill  giving  to  tlie  workmen  in  Ihe  District  of 
Columbia  a  lien  upon  bouaea  wlucb  tbey  build, 
B70;  ordered  to  be  engrosaed,  873. 

Lyon,  Matthew's,  fine,  a  bill  to  refund  it  to  his  1ml  re- 
presenUtive^  1010;  bill  taken  up  Ibr  coQSwIeia- 
tion,  1654. 

Macomb,  General,  a  bill  for  his  relief ;  tbe  bill  taken  up 
for  its  third  reading,  917;  postponed  for  a  week, 
918;  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Cb^as,  998. 

Massachusetts  resolutions  on  the  tariff.     (See  T^Ji) 

Members,  a  list  of,  81B. 

Ministers  to  Ecanoe,  the  President  requested  tocoBmnw- 
cate  the  instructions  given  to  theoi,  831:aiTCcd 

to,  837. 

Naval  service,  a  bill  makinc  apprapriationa  for  the,  con- 
sidered, 1665;  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1675. 

Ohio,  falls  of,  petitions  for  the  improvement  835. 

Ordtr,  poinU  of,  discussed,  950,  1325,  1270,  137^, 
1290, 1515, 1531, 1567, 1634,  1661.  1663, 1699, 
1701, 1729, 1737,  1759, 1760, 1832, 1823,  1834, 
1930,  1923. 

Postage,  a  resolution  instructing  the  Comndltce  on  tbe 
Post  Office  to  inquire  into  the  expe^ency  of  re- 
ducing the  rates  of  posUge,  937. 
President  of  the  United  Stater,  his  message  atlbe  opening 
of  Congress.    (See  Jppm^m,} 
veto  of  the  harbor  bill,  819. 
message  dissected  and  referred,  832f  lobject  re- 
sumed, 864. 

Presidential  election,  the  electoral  votes  counted,  1733. 
Public  printer,  election  of,  1736. 

Revenue  laws,  a  memorial  praying  fw  relief  noAa  theiB, 
834. 

Uevenue  collection  bin,  reported,  1653;  token  up.  181  li 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  1897;  puied,  IMG- 
See  also  1939. 

Hocliambcwi,  Marshal  Count,  n  letter  from  Gcnenl  La- 
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faveUe,  with  x  petition  Trotn  the  gnnddaughten 
of  the  Mantial,  praying  for  eotnperMtion  for 
Mrvicei  perfonned  by  tlietr  mnoAther  to  the 
United  Stales,  1763. 

Salt  duty,  R  memornl  on  tbe  sulyect  of  rock  vlt  manu- 
factured in  IfMiiCt  ]15o{  referred,  115r< 

Sergeuit-at-arms,  Thomas  B.  Bandolph,  of  Virginit,  ap- 
pointed,  833. 

Settlen  on  public  landi.     (See  Landt.) 

Silk  culture,  a  resolution  for  procuring  copies  of  the  man- 
ual on  ailk,  introduced,  1762)  agreed  to,  1763. 

Skvery  in  the  Diatrict  of  Columbia,  a  memorial  from 
Penn^lvania  for  its  aboliahinent  therein,  1384; 
referred,  1585. 

3ouUi  Carolina  convention,  a  resolution  calling  on  tbe 
Presdent  for  a  copy  of  his  proclamation,  and  of 
the  ordinance  of  South  Carolina,  to  wUch  it  re- 
fers, 916i  rejected,  917. 
message  from  the  Preuden^  communicating  the 

nullifying  ordinance.  Sec,  1083. 
reaolution  requesting  the  President  to  communicate 
what  evidence  he  may  have  to  authorize  tbe  be- 
lief that  the  Government  and  people  of  Soutii 
Cardina  meditated  the  taking  possession  of  Uie 
forts  of  the  United  States,  1763 1  laid  on  tbe 
table,  1764. 

Southern  assay  offices,  a  bill  to  establish  assay  offices  in 
ttie  gold  region,  886;  bill  hid  aiidr,  890. 

Stan^ng  coramittaea  appointed,  831. 

Surplus  revenue,  a  resolution  proposing  to  distribute  the 
surplus  revenue  amongst  the  aeveral  SUte^  1054; 
tbe  House  refiiaed  to  conwder  the  fMporition. 

TaiifT,  a  report  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
on  reducing  and  altering  certain  duties,  926.  ' 
report  of  tbe  minori^  or  Uie  oomndttee  ordered 

tobe  printed,  1903. 
a  bill  to  reduce  and  otherwise  alter  the  duties  on 
imports,  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  95S;  tariff  bill  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  with  instructions  torepml 
Mr.  Clay's  bill  from  the  Senate  in  its  stead,  1773. 


Tariff,  a  reaolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury for  a  list  of  articles  on  which,  tbe  reduction 
of  six  millions  of  duty  may  be  made,  lQ99i 
agreed  to,  1373. 
memorial  and  resoluti6ns  from  Massachusetts  on  the 
tariff,  1478t  discussed,  1533;  motion  to  reconsi- 
der, 1564i  motion  withdrawn,  1578. 

Taxation  and  tbe  tariff,  Hr.  Burgea  moved  a  preamble 
and  resolutions  on  these  subject^  955;  ordered 
to  lie  on  tbe  table,  and  be  printed,  957. 

Treasury,  Secretary  of,  bisannual  report,  830. 

Tribunal  for  claims^  a  readatim  for  inatruetii^  tbe  Judi- 
ciary Comn^ttee  to  report  on  tbe  expedient  of 
establishing  such  a  tribunal,  957t  agreed  to, 
958. 

Veto  of  the  harbor  bill,  819. 

Watenrliet  arsenal,  th6  propoied  appronriation  for  it, 
1764. 

Wick1iffe*s,  Ur.,  addreu  to  the  editors  oTthis  work  on  the 
deddm  of  the  Speaker  on  a  point  of  order, 
1833. 

Yeas  and  nays,  on  resolution  touching  the  Cbtekaiav 
treaty,  854,  878. 

on  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  calling  for  a  fist 
of  members  appointed  to  Congress,  910. 

on  the  resdution  as  proposed,  911. 

on  a  call  for  a  copy  of  the  Prendent's  proclama- 
tion, &c.,  in  relation  to  Sotith  Carolina,  917. 

on  considering  a  proposition  fo  ^stribute  the 
surplus  revenue  amongst  the  several  States, 
1054. 

on  a  resfdution  calUi^  for  information  from  the 
Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  on  the  tariff  qiteattoik 

1373. 

onqoestiona  on  the  tariff  bill,  1664.  1730,  1753, 

1754, 1755.  1779, 1810. 
on  the  bill  for  selling  the  stock  of  the  United  Statea 

Bank,  1732. 
on  the  revenue  collection  bill,  1896,  1897. 
passage  of  the  land  bill,  1920. 
report  of  Uie  Bank  committee,  1936. 
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OF  THE  SPEAKERS  IN  THE  DEBATES  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  ALPHABETICALLY 

ARRANGED. 


Adams,  Mr.,  from  Massachiuetts,  on  our  relations  with 
Buenos  Ayrea,  900. 
on  appointment  ^metobert  of  Congreas,  906,  007- 
resiHutionscallingonthe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
for  tariff  information,  1690,  1117,  1133,  1175, 
1228, 1478,  1527,  1564,  1572,  1577. 
on  abolishing  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
1585. 

on  the  tariff  bill,  1609, 1616,  1640, 1810, 1817. 

on  making  naval  appropriations,  1673. 

East  Florida  chim%  1686. 

revenue  eollectjon  bill,  1818. 

tbe  report  of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  on 
Munufactur^  1865. 

on  ordering  the  printing  of  do.,  1902. 
Alexander,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  the  Massachusetts  re- 
solutions touching  tlie  tariff,  1568,  1640. 

bill  for  the  relief  oif  the  heirs  of  Hatthew  Lyon, 
1654. 

AmleiBon,  Mr.,  from  Maine,  on  making  appropriations  for 

the  navy,  1665,  1666. 
Anffcl,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  Matthew  Lyon's  fine, 

1012. 

Appleton,  Mr.,  from  Massachusetts,  on  tbe  tariff,  1194, 
1431,  14S3,  14H  iS79,  1580,  1634. 


Archer,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  eatabEahing  Southern  as- 
tay  offices,  888. 
on  our  relations  with  Buenn  Asrret^  901, 
the  nullifying  ordinance,  1083,  1086^  1087. 
East  Flonda  clainu^  1687. 
tariff,  1729. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1761. 
Arnold,  Hr.,  from  Tennessee,  on  the  nullifying  ordinance, 
1083  1089 
tariff,  1303,  1696,  1699, 1700. 
enfiffcement  bill,  1676. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1737,  1759,  1767, 1811. 

Uie  culture  of  silk,  1762. 
Ashley,  Mr.,  from  Missouri,  on  the  tariff  bill,  1635. 
Banks,  Mr.,  from  Pennsj-lvsnia,  on  the  tariff,  1529. 
^bour,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  District  of  Columbia  af- 
fairs, 1815. 

Barringer,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  appointment  of 

membera  of  Congress,  910. 
on  Matthew  Lyon's  fine,  l'>18,  1020, 1033. 
on  the  tariff.  1616, 1637.  1734,  1750. 
on  tlie  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Ualthew 

Lyon,  1654. 

Bates,  Mr  .,  from  Vlassachusetts,  on  Uie  tariff,  1478, 1655, 
1664,  1762,  1809. 
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BMeib  Mr.,  from  Hiine^onlbe  Buikof  thQUaitedStites, 

840. 

aiyUnnrordeftfatid  dumb,  899. 
the  tariff;  16S9,  1655,  1808- 
the  revenue  collection  bil),  1771. 
Beardsley,  Mr.,  from  New  York»  on  the  tariflT,  1574. 1654, 
1636.  1655. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1653,  1771,  1819, 1821, 
1898. 

Bell,  Mr.,  from  Tenaessee.  on  uylum  for  dearud  dumb, 
896,  897. 
OH  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1088. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1653,  1755,  1756,  1761 

1769, 1812, 1817,  1885,  1897. 
enforcement  bill,  1676,  1680. 
the  turifF  bill,  1699, 
trsenal  at  Watervliet,  17C5. 
Blair,  Mr.,  Trom  South  Carolina,  on  Southern  amy  of- 
fices, 930. 
the  tarHT,  1738,  1748. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1771,  177%  1819,  1855, 
1887. 

Boon,  Mr.,  from  Indiini,  on  loweriiq;  the  price  of  pub- 
lic lands,  873. 
the  revenue  collection  bill,  1766. 
Bouldin,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  eaUbOalung  Southern  u- 
aay  ofBcea,  868. 
the  tariff;  1580, 1695.  1739. 
on  the  enfbrcement  bill,  1675. 
on  the  reveaue  celleation  bill,  1898. 
Branch,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  appointment  uf 
members  of  Congress,  908. 
malting  naval  appropriationi,  1667,  1668,  1675. 
Brim,  Mr.,  from  Masaachutetts,  on  the  tariff,  1034. 
Bun^  Mr.,  from  Penna>-lvanta,  on  changing  location  of 
land  offices.  1055. 
Diitfietof  Cdumbiaafikin,  1813. 
on  the  tariff,  1739,  1743. 
Burgei^  Ur.,  from  Rhode  Island,  on  Bank  of  the  United 
SUtes,  833. 
appointment  of  members  of  Congress  905. 
remission  of  duties,  953. 
I>latthew  Lyon's  fine.  lOll. 
the  larlfT,  1056,  1335,  1358,  1574^  15B0,  1616, 

1780,  1793. 
nullifying  ordinance,  1086. 
rcrenue  collection  Mil,  1331.  ' 
CnnbNlcng,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  Bank  of  United 
Sbites,  830,  8S9,  840,  851,  853,  855,  858,  861, 
863. 

establishing  Southern  assay  offices,  887. 
asylum  for  the  deaf  and  dumb,  890,  893. 
the  reduction  of  pottage,  939,  943. 
nullifying  ordinance,  1083. 

tariff;  1339,  1434,  1574,  1579,  1581,  1635,  1638, 

1693,  1696, 1701,  1733,  1751. 
makinv  naval  appropriations,  1668. 
the  enforcement  bill,  1680,  1681. 
tlie  printing  of  land  reports,  1728. 
District  of  Columbia  amirs,  1815. 
repealing  certain  duties  on  hardware,  1748. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1760.  1817. 
Carr,  Mr.,  from  Indiana,  on  improving  the  falls  of  the 
Ohio,  8o5. 

Carson,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  establishing  South- 
em  assay  offices,  886,  887,  888,  919. 

on  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1084. 

on  the  Uriff,  1^90,  1291,  1699,  1700. 

making  naval  ippropriatiDns,  1671. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1766,  1813,  1831,  1833, 
1833,  1824,  1835,  1885,  1897,  1898. 

District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813,  1816. 

tbetiiriff,  18C8. 


Chandler,  Mr.,  from  New  HampAire,  on  the  Uriff,  ]7JI. 
Cboate,  Mr.,  from  Massachoaetta,  on  the  tariff;  lOM. 
Clay,  Mr.,  from  Alabama*  on  reducing  pripe  of  public 
Unils.  837,  874. 
asylum  for  deaf  and  dumb,  898,  899,  900. 
the  Uriff,  1433,  1701.  1751. 
the  culture  of  Mlk.  1763. 
land  bill.  1904. 
CbytOD.  Mr.,  from  Geoi^,  on  csUbliabing  Soathem  as- 
say offices,  887.  888,  933. 
appcnntment  of  member*  of  Coi^reas,  903. 
the  MassachuaetU  reaolntions  toudung  the  tuiff. 
1569. 

the  Uriff  b'dl,  1583,  1583. 

f«Tenueconectionbill.l761,1767,IS30.I839.1896. 
Coke,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  est^lishing  Southern  aasy 
offices,  890. 
the  revenue  collecfion  bill,  1823, 1834,  1898. 
Connor,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  reducing  Ibe  rates 
ofpoat^e,  939. 
District  ofXoIumbia  affairs,  1813. 
Coulter,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  the  nullifying  onfi- 
nance,  1084,  1088. 
the  enforcement  bill.  1678. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1771,  1897. 
Craig.  Mr.,  from  Virj^nia,  on  reduction     paatage,  933. 
on  Matthew  Lyon's  fine,  1012. 
on  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1087. 
on  aboli^ng  slavery  in  the  District  of  Cohunbia. 
1585. 

on  the  tariff,  1655,  1693,  1763. 
on  the  enforcement  bill,  1685. 
District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813.  1814. 
revenue  collection  bill,  175^  189^  1898. 
Cnwfwd,  Mr. ,  from  Fennqrlvania,  on  the  tariff  bill  990^ 
1739. 

Daniel.  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  Bank  oi  United  Stakta, 
848,863. 

referring  a  portion  of  President's  mcMtge,  865, 

868.  869. 
Matthew  Lyon's  chiim,  1030.  1033. 
the  enforcement  bill,  1676,  1684. 
revenue  collection  bill.  1758,  1759,  1767,  1811, 

1813,  1833,  1835.  1876. 
the  Uriff,  1793. 
Davi^  Mr.,  from  South  CarDlioa,  on  MaUhew  Ljen^  fine, 
1013. 

resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  the  evidence 
which  led  him  to  believe  that  South  Cara&na  in- 
tended Uking  possession  of  United  States  lbrt% 

1763. 

revenue  collection  hill.  1768,  1897. 
Darb^  Hr^  from  Massachusetts,  on  a  resolution  tmhinr 
the  tariff,  1533,  1573,  1574^  1576,  1381. 
on  the  Uriff  bill,  1638.  1660,  1688^  1603,  1707. 

1740,  174J.  1773. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1773. 
Dayan.  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  Uriff,  1655. 
Dearborn,  Mr.,  from  Massachusetts,  on  the  Bank  the 
United  SUtes,  847. 
esUblishing  Southern  assay  offices,  8W. 
reduction  of  postage,  939. 
remls^on  of  outies.  944. 
Matthew  Lyon's  fine,  1011. 
the  tariff,  1044,  1681. 
the  nullifying  ordinance.  1084. 
making  naval  appropriations,  1665,  1668,  1669. 
revenue  collection  bill.  1813. 
District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1814. 
repealing  certain  duties  on  hardware,  1748. 
arsenal  at  Watervliet,  1765. 
Denny,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  the  tariff.  1143, 1634. 
1635,  1636,  1793. 
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Dickson,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  tarHT,  1739,  1779. 

revenue  coUection  bill.  1760,  1761. 
Dniyton,  Mr.,rroinSoudiCiraliu,onremuBioDordiitiei, 

954. 

on  Matthew  Lyoii^ifine,  1010. 
the  nu)ltryin]F  ordhttnce,  1085,  1089. 
on  the  tarWr  bill,  1609,  1616,  1681,  1693. 
the  enforcement  bill,  1681. 
Duncan,  Mr.,  from  Illinois,  on  the  defence  of  ttie  fron- 
tier*, 1727. 
on  public  Unds,  1743,  1904. 
EUsworth,  Mr.,  from  Connecticut,  on  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  847,  863. 
on  establishing  Southern  assay  ofKcn,  889,  919. 
the  tariff,  lOS,  1638. 
the  nullifying  ordinance,  1084. 
the  rerenue  collection  bill,  1653, 1759,  1760. 
the  enforcement  bill,  1677. 
Evani,  Mr.,  from  Ibine,  on  the  tariff,  1635,  1640. 
Ererett,  Mr.,  from  Haasaehiisetts,  oa  aqrlnm  for  deaf 
and  dumb,  893,  696,  898,  899. 
on  reducinp^  the  rate  of  postage,  9Z7, 934,  943. 
on  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1084. 
ontheUriff,  1326,1380,  1635,  1636,  1705,  1735. 
on  a  resolution  relatire  to  do.,  1524. 
Everett,  Mr.,  from  Vermont,  on  the  tariff,  1338,  1574, 

1637,  1654,  1655,  1731,  1750,  1778. 
Foster,  Mr.,  from  Georgia,  on  referring  a  portion  of  the 
President's  mesaige,  866. 
establishing  Southern  assay  offices,  888,  889,  890, 
918.  919. 

appointment  of  members  ofCongreu. 901,903,908. 
on  the  contingent  expenfes  of  the  Senate,  943. 
rerenue  collection  bill,  165S,  1759,  1767,  1865, 

1897, 1898. 
the  enforcement,  bill,  1676,  1689. 
the  tariff,  1772,  1791. 
Gilmore,  Mr.,  from  Penn^'lrania,  on  the  tariff,  1078. 
Gordon,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  the  rerenue  collection 

bill,  1653,1767,  1897. 
Grennell,  kir.,  from  Massacbuietts,  on  making  naval  ap' 

propriations,  1673. 
Hall,  Mr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  the  tariff,  1738. 
HawH,  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  tbe  revenue  collection 
bUI,  1833. 

Hiester,  Hr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  abolishing  slavery  in 

the  District  of  Columbia,  1)84. 
tloffnun,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  Bank  ofUnited  States, 

831. 

appcHntroent  of  members  of  Congresi^  906. 

reducing  rates  of  postage,  931,  937. 

remission  of  duties,  944,  945. 

the  nullifying  ordinance,  1086. 

resolution  calling  for  information  on  tariff,  1091, 

1116,  1326.  1264. 
on  the  tariff  bill,  1574,  1638,  1692.  1817. 
making  naval  appropriations,  1665, 1666,  1675. 
annoimced  the  death  of  his  colleague,  James 

Lent,  jr.,  1762. 
report  or  the  minority  of  the  Committee  cm  Manu- 
factures, 1865. 
Horn,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  the  tariff,  1636. 

repealing  duties  on  hardware,  1747. 
Howard,  Mr.,  from  Maryland,  on  establishing  Southern 
assar  offices,  889,  890. 
on  the' tariff,  1424,  1564, 1634,  1637,  1730. 
,  making  naval  appropriations,  1674. 
District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1816. 
Hubbftrd,  Mr.,  from  New  Hampshire,  on  making  naval 
appropriations,  1672. 
on  the  tariff,  1704. 
Huntington,  Mr.,  from  Connecticut,  on  Southern  assay 
ofRcei,  935. 


Huntington.  Mr.,  on  tbe  tariff  bill,  96^  1636, 1706, 1761, 
1780,  1809. 

repealing  certain  duties  on  hardware,  1748. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1755. 
Ihrie,  Mr.,  from  Pennaylraiua,  on  the  tariff  bill,  1635. 
IngeraotI,  Mr.,  from  Connecticut,  on  nle  of  Goremment 
stock,  833.  1714. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  853. 

remission  of  duties,  947. 

the  tariff  ^ill,  977,  1574,  1637. 

the  niillifymg  ordinance,  1086. 

revenue  collection  biU,  1833. 

Bank  report,  1926. 
Irvin,  Mr-,  from  Ohio,  on  reducing  price     pubUc  land% 
838. 

fraudulent  land  ehims,  873. 

asylum  for  the  deaf  and  dunA,  893,  898. 

changing  location  of  land  offices,  1055. 

the  nullifying  ordinance,  1088. 

the  tariff,  1681.  1696,  1700. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1757,  1758.  1811. 
Isacks,  Mr.,  from  Tennessee,  on  appointment  of  members 
of  Congress,  905,  909. 

on  the  tariff,  1704,  1731. 

the  printing  of  land  reports,  1728. 

the  revenue  collection  bill,  1761,  1851. 
Jarvis,  Mr.,  from  Maine,  on  the  tariff,  1558,  1635,  1640^ 
1730. 

District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813, 1814^  1816. 
Jenifer,  Mr.,  from  Marj'tand,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United 
.  States,  843. 

asylum  fer  deaf  and  dumb,  900. 

Matthew  Lyon's  Bne,  I0I5. 

the  tariff,  1135,  1616,  1634,  1791. 

abolishing  slavery  in  the  District  <rf' Columbia, 1 535. 
Jewett,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  tariff  bill,  1634. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  Matthew  Lyon's  fine, 
1013,  1020. 

on  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1087. 
Kennon,  Mr.,  from  Otiio,  on  appointment  of  anembers  of 
Congress,  906,  908. 

the  tariff,  1056,  1092. 

on  resolution  calling  for  information  on  the  t«< 
riff  question,  1369. 
Leavitt,  Mr.,  from  Ohio,  on  the  tariff,  1600. 
Letcher.  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  the  tariff  bill,  1773. 

on  revenue  collection  bill,  1897. 
McDuffic,  Mr.,  from  South  Carolina,  on  referring  a  por» 
tion  of  President's  message,  870. 
on  tbe  nullifying  ordinance,  1085. 
on  the  tariff,  1391,  1731,  1809. 
on  the  enforcement  bill,  1685. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1771,  1811,  1813,  183^ 
1903. 

District  of  Columbia  Affairs,  1815. 

Bank  report,  1932. 
McKennan,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  asylum  for  deaf  and 
dumb,  900. 

ontheUriff,  1655. 
Mardia,  Mr.,  from  Alabama,  on  public  lands,  838.  1919. 

East  Florida  claims,  16S6. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1770,  1811. 

District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813,  1815. 
Marshall,  Mr.,  from  Kentucky,  on  the  tariff,  1640. 
Mason,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  aq^lum  for  deaf  and  dumb, 
899,  912. 

on  abidisliing  akveiy  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, 1585. 

District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813,  1814,  1SI5. 
land  bill,  1920. 
Mercer,  Mr.,  from  Virginia,  on  the  sale  of  Government 
stock,  822,  823. 
on  Bank  of  Unite<l  States,  863.  ■ 
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Mercer,  Mr. » on  referrinr  a  portion  of  Pretident'iineMge, 
865. 

D'ntrietof  Colundiiaaffuni,  1815. 

the  revenue  collection  bill,  1834. 
Muhlenberg,  Mr.,  from  Penn^Innia,  or  the  (BriflT,  1399. 
Nelton,  Mr.,  from  Muwchuaetti,  on  the  UriflT,  1640. 
Patton,  Hr.,  from  Virginia,  on  the  tariff  bill,  1619,  1651. 
Pearce,  Mr.,  from  Rhode  bland,  on  the  tarUr,  1493, 1575, 
1635. 

Pendleton,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  tAriff,  1637, 1664, 
1808. 

Pluinmcr,  Mr.,rromMuniiippi,onfraudalentlandclMinny 

873. 

on  public  landa,  1744^  1904,  1919,  1930. 
Polk,  Mr.,  from  Tennesaee,  on  Bank  of  United  States, 

833.  840,  849,  851,  1707. 
referring  a  portion  of  Prewdent'a  menage,  868. 
reduction  of  poatage,  943. 
the  tariff,  1162,  1335,  1574.  1636,  1761. 
areaolution  relative  to  do.,  1536. 
reported  a  bill  for  nle  of  bank  stock  of  United 

Statei,  1707i  bis  speech  on  do.,  1713. 
rerenue  collection  bill,  1898. 
report  of  the  minority  on  tlie  Bank  United  States, 

1909. 
land  bill,  1930. 

agreeing  to  Uie  repcHt  on  the  Bank,  193S. 
Reed,  Mr.,  from  MasMchutetts,  on  reduction  of  postage, 
933. 

on  the  tariff,  1176,  1640,  1761. 
Root,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  public  lands,  8S8,  1930. 
on  Bank  of  United  States  863. 
on  the  lien  bill,  871. 

establishing  Southern  aasav  offieei,  886,  887,  894^ 

9fi0. 

deaf  and  dumb  a^lum,  913,  916. 

amending  the  constitution,  940. 

reduction  of  postage,  943. 

Matthew  Lyon's  fine,  1015. 

the  tariff,  1103, 1573, 1574. 1635,1636, 1655,1656. 

on  the  culture  of  ailk,  1763. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1863. 
Rmien,  Mr.,  fVom  Ohio,  on  the  tariff.  1637,  1639. 
Semmes,  Mr.,  from  Maryland,  on  the  Hen  bill,  872. 

asylum  for  deaf  and  dumb.  899. 

the  tariff.  1575,  1636,  16'!9. 

making  naval  appro}»iatioDa,  1669. 
Stiepard,  Wm.  B.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  the  tariff, 
1434. 

Blade,  Mr.,  from  Vermont,  anrluin  for  the  deaf  and  dumb, 

899. 

on  the  tariff,  1454,  1664. 

bill  for  reUef  of  the  heirs  of  Matthew  Lyon,  1654. 
Sutherland,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  the  lien  bill. 

873,  1636. 
on  the  revenue  collection  bill,  1761. 
on  the  tariff,  1804, 
Speight,  Mr..  fVom  North  Carolina,  on  referring  portions 

of  the  President'a  mesaage,  833,  833,  865. 
in  relation  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  834. 

841,  843,  863. 
on  the  lien  bill,  871. 

on  proposed  amendment  to  constitntion,  899. 
appointment  of  members  of  Congress^  904. 
the  milTifytng  ordinance,  1088. 
the  tariff,  ms,  1639, 1748,  1749,  1809. 
making  nanl  appropriaUons,  1673. 
revenue  collection  bill,  17561  1757,  1767. 
the  hmd  bill,  1905. 
Sttwart.  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  864. 

,  on  referring  a  portion  of  the  Preaident'a  mrmtrr, 
867,  869. 


Stewart,  Mr.,  on  the  nullifyii^  ordinance,  1064. 

reiolation  concenung  tariff,  1118,  1131,  1370. 
fhe  tariff.  1575,  158^  1664,  17S1,  1795. 
the  enforcement  bill,  1677, 1684,  1685. 
land  bill,  1930. 
Taylor,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  Florida  daiins,  999 
on  Matthew  Lyon't  fine,  1010. 
East  Florida  cuums,  1686. 
the  tariff,  1731, 1773. 
the  arsenal  at  WatervFict,  1765. 
Thomas,  Mr.,  from  HaiyUnd,  on  the  Buk  of  the  Zili 
States,  845. 
on  the  tariff.  1639.  1640. 
Thomas,  Mr.,  from  Loui^aaa,  District  of  ColaaUi  if- 
fairs,  1816. 
on  the  tariff,  17S9. 
niompBon,  Mr.,  from  Georgia,  on  revenoe  fxdlee6oB  hO. 
1760. 

Vance,  Mr.,  fhim  Ohio,  on  tile  deaf  and  dtnab  ante 
bill,  916. 

changing  location  of  land  efBcea,  1055. 
making  naval  appropriationa,  166^  1671,  IGr4. 
1675. 

VerplaDck,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  eentiagnt  n- 
pensei  of  the  Senate,  944. 
remiirion  of  duties  944. 
on  the  tariff  bill,  963,  1131,  1335, 135^  1656. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1817,  18SL 
report  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  Statea,  1898. 
general  appropriation  bill,  1931. 
Vinton,  Mr.,  from  Ohio,  on  asylum  ibr  deaf  aad  dnb, 
895,  896,911. 
the  tariff,  1373,  1390, 1391.  1575.  163Ch  173%174L 
the  bin  fbr  the  relief  of  the  bein  of  IMihewLm, 
1654.  ^ 
Wardwell,  Mr.,  from  New  York,  on  the  tariff,  1637, 163L 
1681. 

District  of  Columbia  affain^  1813. 
Ward,  Mr.,  fVom  New  York,  on  aa^lua  tar  the  dv^md 
dumb,  890. 
the  tariff  bill,  1585. 
araenal  at  Waterrliet,  1764»  1765. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1897. 
Washington,  Mr.,  from  Maryland,  on  fiie  Gen  ba,  871. 
District  of  Columbia  affairs^  1813,  1814^1816. 
general  appropriation  bill,  1931. 
Watmough,  Mr.,  from  Pennsylvania,  on  Bmk  aCVtiti 
States,  833,  840,  841,  853,  861.  863. 
on  the  tariff.  1390, 1291. 1637. 
making  naval  upnmriations.  1668^  1675. 
selling  stock  of  Bank  of  the  Onited  Stales^  1716- 
Wayne,  Mr.,  from  Georgia,  on  the  Bank  oTCailedSWak 
834,  836,  833,  843,  863. 
on  the  nullifying  ordinance,  1083,  lOBSL 
thetariff.tS68,r681, 1697, 1701,  ITOCLm  1733; 
1741. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1755,  1757,  V5$,  176>, 

1768.  1813.  1823.  1939. 
on  resolution  calling  on  the  PK^dent  for  iiifmim 

tlon  in  relation  to  South  Carolina,  I7VI>. 
the  Bank  report,  1935. 
White,  Mr.,  from  Florida,  on  fraudulent  luidt^^^ 873. 
Florida  claims,  998, 1685, 1686^  168^. 
the  printing  of  land  re  pals,  173BL 
land  bill,  1904. 
White,  Mr.,  Aora  New  York,  on  the  tariff,  IIST,  156*. 

1575, 1639. 

Whittlesey,  Mr.,  from  Ohic^  on  the  enforcement  bin, 

1685. 

on  selling  the  stock  of  United  Slatca  ^ifnk,  ITK- 
District  of  Columbia  affairs,  1813.  18t4k  1815. 
revenue  colleclioD  bill.  1766. 
the  Bank  report,  1935. 
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WickGffi^  Mr.,  dram  Kentucky,  on  BmiIe  of  United  States, 
834,  830,  839,  851,  853,  858,  860. 

on  fraiidalent  land  chima,  873. 

on  amendment  to  the  constitution,  803,  894. 

asylum  for  deaf  and  dumb,  896. 

appmntment  of  members  of  CongTea^901 , 903, 907. 

renusnon  of  duties,  944,  953. 

dumging  the  location  of  certain  land  officer,  976. 

Maaaachnietta  reaolutioos  relatiTe  to  the  tariff, 
1526,  1597,  1571,  1576. 

on  the  tariiT  bilU  1638,  1640.  1681,  1699,  1701, 
1707,  1731,  1749,  1762,  1773,  1773- 

nakinv  naval  appropriations,  1C65, 1607. 

Kast  Florida  claims,  1686. 

selling  the  bank  stock  of  the  United  States,  1707. 
resolution  proposing  a  publication  of  land  reports, 
1736. 

District  of  Columbia  aflair^  1813. 
public  tends,  1743.  1744,  1904. 
revenue  collection  bill,  1756,  1757,  1767,  1768, 
1772,  1817,  1818, 1823,  1835, 1896, 1897,  1898. 


WicklifTe,  Hr.,  on  arsenal  at  Watervliet.  1764,  1765. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1931. 
Wikle,  Hr.,  from  Georgia,  on  reducing  the  rates  of  post- 
age. 930. 

changing  the  location  of  certain  laml  offices,  9. 
the  nullilying  ordinance,  108?,  1084,  1085,  1087. 
the  tariff,  1335,  1249,  1356,  1600,  1637,  1664, 
1705, 1741. 

the  MaUBchusetts  resolutions  on  do.,  1478, 1539, 
1524, 15S7,  1577, 

revenue  collection  bill,  1755. 
Williams,  Hr.,  from  North  Carolina,  on  public  lands,  837, 
838,  874.  876,  879. 

asylum  for  deaf  and  dumb,  899. 

remisMon  of  duties,  954. 

the  nulUfying  ordinance,  1086, 1088. 

the  tariff,  1810, 1811. 

revenue  collection  bill,  1766,  1811. 
Young,  Mr.,  fVom  Connecticut,  on  the  tariff,  1413. 
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ACTS  OF  CONGRESS. 

An  ut  making  appropriations  in  part  for  the  support  of 
Government  for  the  year  1833,  and  for  certain 
expen^tures  of  1832,  1. 

making  appropriations  for  the  revolutionaiy  and 
other  pensioners  for  the  year  1833,  1. 

making  appropriations  for  earring  on  the  fortifi- 
cations or  the  United  States  for  1833,  1. 

to  establish  a  land  office  in  the  Territory  of  Michi- 
gan, 1. 

to  explain  an  act  to  reduce  the  duties  on  coffee, 

tea,  and  cocoa;  passed  in  1830,  3. 
to  amend  an  act  to  alter  and  amend  an  act  to  set 

apart  and  dispose  of  certain  public  lands  for  the 

encouragement  of  the  cultivation  of  the  vine 

and  olivet  paeied  in  1831,  3. 
to  amend  an  act  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the 

rettef  of  certain  surviving  officers  and  soldiers 

of  the  revolution,  3. 
for  the  further  improvement  of  Fennaylvania 

Avenue,  3. 

for  the  payment  for  horses  and  arma  lost  in  the 
nrilitai7  senrice  of  the  United  States  agunat  the 
Indiana!,  3. 

for  the  purchase  of  certain  copies  of  Watterston 
and  Van  SSandt's  Statistical  Tables,  and  to  au- 
thorise a  subscription  for  a  continuation  of  the 
same,  3. 

making  appnniriations  for  the  naval  service  for 
the  year  1833,  3. 

making  appropriations  for  In^n  annuities,  and 
other  rimilar  objects,  for  1833,  4. 

to  authorize  tiie  laying  out  and  constructing  a 
road  from  line  creek  to  the  Chattahoochee,  and 
for  repuring  the  road  on  vUchthe  mail  iinuv 
traoqwrted,  S. 

to  authwize  the  K.^nslature  of  Ohio  to  sell  the 
land  reserved  for  the  support  of  religion  in  the 
duo  Company  and  J.  C.  Symmes's  pur- 
chases, 5. 

further  to  extend  the  fine  for  entering  cert^  do- 
nation eliinii  to  land  in  the  Tetritmy  of  Arican- 
sas,  5. 

for  making  Calais  and  Pembroke,  In  Maine,  ports 

of  delivery,  5. 
making  appmptiations  for  the  ciTtl  and  diplomatic 

expanses  or  Gorenunent  for  the  year  1833,  6. 

I  Vox.  IX.— / 


An  act  to  modify  the  act  of  the  14th  of  July,  183%  and 
all  other  acta  imposing  duties  on  imports,  10. 
making  appropriations  for  tiie  Indian  Department 

for  Ute  year  1833,  11. 
further  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  duties  on 
imports,  12. 

to  exphun  and  amend  the  18th  aection  of  an  act  to 
alter  and  amend  the  several  acts  imposing  du- 
tieson  imports)  approTedthel4thJuly,  1833, 13. 

making  appropriations  to  cany  into  effect  cer- 
tain Indian  treaties,  and  for  other  purpow^  for 
the  year  1833,  14. 

making  appropriations  for  the  engineer  and  ord- 
nance departments,  16. 

making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  tbo 
army  for  the  year  1833,  17. 

to  explain  and  amend  the  act  to  alter  and  amend 
the  several  acts  impoung  duties  on  importsi 
passed  July  14,  1833,  so  far  as  retetea  to  hard- 
ware, uid  certain  manufactures  of  copper  and 
brass,  and  other  articles,  18. 

making  appropriations  for  the  erection  of  certain 
fortmcations,  18. 

for  improving  the  navigation  of  certain  rivers  in 
the  Territories  Florida  and  Michigan,  'and 
for  surveys  uid  other  purposes,  18. 

in  relation  to  the  Potomac  bridge,  18. 

to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  Potomac  river, 
between  Georgetown  and  Alexandria,  and  tbr 
other  purposes,  18. 

in  addition  to  the  act  for  the  gradual  improvement 
oftbe  navy  ofthe  United  States,  18. 

to  improve  the  condition  of  the  non-commtasioned 
officers  and  privates  of  the  army  and  marine 
corps  of  the  United  States,  and  to  prevent  de- 
sertion, 19. 

makinr  appropriations  for  carrying  on  certain 
woncs  heretofore  conuncnced  for  the 
ment  ctf  harbors  and  rivers,  and  also  Tor  contin- 
uiiw  and   repMring  the  Cumberland  rpad, 
andcert^n  Territorial  roads,  19. 

making  appropriations  for  the  public  buildings, 
and  for  other  purposes,  30. 

fi»r  the  conrtructicm  of  a  road  irom  the  Mississippi 
river  to  William  Strong^s,  on  the  St.  FrancW 
river,  in  the  Territory  of  Arkansas,  SO. 

prolonging  the  second  aeiaion  of  the  fifth  Le^lsk- 
tive  Council  ofthe  Territory  of  Michigan,  20. 
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An  actja  addition  tu,  and  tn  alteration  or,  an  act  vestinr. 

in  the  corporation  of  the  city  of  Washington  all 

the  rights  of  the  Waabingrtoti  Canal  Conqiany, 

and  for  other  purposes,  30. 
eirtdtlUtung  a  pwt  oF  entry  and  delivery  at  the 

villaf^e  of  FmI  river,  in  Haaaaebusetts,  and  dis- 

continuinff  the  office  at  Dighton,  SI. 
to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 

exchange  certain  lands  belonging  to  the  navy 

yard  at  Brooklyn,  for  other  landa  contiguoua 

thereto,  31.  - 
§ov  the  more  pttfect  defence  of  the  frontiers,  31. 
to  create  aundry  new  land  offices,  and  to  alter  the 

boundaries  of  other  Uiid  offices  of  the  United 

SUtea,  31. 

making  provision  for  the  publication  of  the  Docu* 
mentuy  History  of  the  American  Revolution, 
33. 

declaring  the  assent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  Virginia,  hereafter  re- 
cited, 32. 

to  secure  ,to  mechanics  and  other*-  payment  for 
labor  done,  and  materials  rumiahed  in  the  erec- 
tion of  buildings  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  35. 

to  authorize  the  county  oommissioners  for  the 
cotmty  of  Peoria,  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  to 
tnVer  %  fractional  quarter-section  of  land  for  a 
seat  of  justice,  and  for  other  purposes,  35. 

authorizing  an  alteration  iu  tlie  election  districts 
for  members  of  the  LegisUtive  Council  of  the 
Territory  of  Michigan,  25. 

supplementary  to  an  act  concerning  a  seminary  of 
learning  in  the  Territory  of  Arkansui  approved 
March?,  1827,  35. 

supplemental  to  the  act  fur  the  final  a^ustment 
ofland  claims  in  Missouri,  36. 

authorizing  the  removal  of  (he  oflice  of  surveyor 
general  of  public  lands  south  of  Tennessee,  26. 

granting  certain  lots  to  the  Premdent  and  Directors 
of  the  Georgetown  College,  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  36.  , 

to  amend  an  act  to  grant  a  quantity  ofland  in  the 
SUte  of  Illinois,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in 
opening  a  canal  to  connect  the  waters  of  Illinois 
river  with  those  of  lake  Michigan,  and  to  ^low 
tlirther  time  to  the  State  of  Ohio  for  commencing 
the  Miami  caital  from  Dayton  to  lake  Erie,  36. 

to  incorporate  the  Georgetown  Free  School  and 
Orphan  A^lum,  in  the  Duitrict  of  Columbia,  36. 

to  authorize  the  Preaident  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  the  public  surveys  to  be  connected  with 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  the  States  of 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  27. 

further  to  extend  the  powers  of  the  Board  of  Canal 
Commissioners  for  the  improvement  of  the  Ten- 
nessee river,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  "37. 

prescribing  the  mode  by  which  patents  for  public 
lands  shall  be  signed  and  executed,  S7. 

to  revive  the  act  supplementary  to  the  several  laws 
for  the  sale  of  public  lands,  38. 

to  establish  a  town  at  St.  Mark's,  in  Florida,  38. 

granting  an  additional  quantity  of  land  for  the 
location  of  revolutionary  bounty  land  warrants, 
28. 

to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  the  3d  of 
March,  1807,  to  prevent  settlements  being  made 
on  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States,  until  au- 
thorized by  law,  28. 

to  carry  into  effect  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  Ilia  Majesty  the  King  of  the 
Two  Sicilies,  concluded  at  Naples  on  uie  14th 
October,  1833,  39. 

to  authorize  tlie  Governor  of  the  Territory  of 


Arkansas  to  sell  the  land  gfvwted  to  said  Ten'x 
tory  by  an  act  of  Cottgma  ^proved  the  IStk 
of  June,  1833,  and  Car  Mhw  piapo— 
An  act  foF  ihc  relief  (tf  the  widowa  and  wphaasof  tbc 
officers  and  seamen  who  were  l«at  w  the  Caiud 
States'  schooner  Sylph,  30. 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Resolution  authorizing  the  delivery  of  certain  pspcn  ai 
the  Department  of  State  to  the  conainioacft 
for  setthng  olums  under  the  trea^  with  Ftaace, 
of  the  3d  February,  IBSS,  30. 
in  relation  to  the  ezeciition  <^  the  act  aapplnKs- 
tary  to  the  act  tot  the  relief  of  ocvtain  mritwf 
officers  and  soklterB  of  the  revtililtien,  SO. 
for  Uie  relief  of  sundry  owners  of  veaads  sank  Tiv 

the  defence  of  Baltimore,  30. 
authorizing  the  Secrctaiy  of  War  to  comet  cer- 
tain miatakas,  30. 
providing  for  the  eoatinualien  of  Gaka  k  Sestoa't 

Compuation  of  State  Papery  30. 
to  place  thirty  copies  of  the  Diplomatic  Com- 
spondence  of  the  American  Revolyfion  al  itt 
disposition  of  the  Secretury  of  State,  SO. 
Adams,  Mr.,  his  report  on  the  tarin,  (see  tmif-) 
American  commerce,  spoliations  on,  303. 
Army,  (see  R^xni  of  the  major  general.) 

(see  Report  of  the  quartermaster  generaJ.  ] 
enlistment  of  minors,  General  Hacooih^  lettrr 
on,  and  a  bill  to  improve  the  conditioo  of  tke 
rank  and  file  of  the  army,  91. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  V6rp1anck*s  report  irf 
the  majority  on,  64. 
Mr.  Polk's  report  of  the  minority  on  the  hank,  ^ 
Do.  supplemental  S!- 

correspondence  with,  respecting  the  three  per 
cent,  stock,  103. 
Consular  establishment,  a  report  of  the  Secfrtaiy  sT 

State  in  relation  to,  139. 
Dcb^  Mr.  R.  M.  Johnson.'5  report  and  bill  on  the  sbofcJK 

ment  of  imprisonment  for,  93. 
Engineer,  chief,  report  of,  (see  r^NWt.) 
Unanees,  state  of,  (see  rworb.) 
Foreign  Relations,  (see  FrendenVt  mutagt  cn,^ 
Frenoi  spoliations,  a  message  from  the  Preaidcnl,  vsi 

sundry  documents,  202. 
Gold  and  silver  bullion,  relative  value  of,  (see  mnrfO 
Gratiot,  Brigadier  Genend,  letter  to  the  premdent  in  itb- 

fion  to  the  harbor  IhII,  61. 
Gnindy,  Mr.,  his  report  on  reduction  of  pod^,  1^- 
Ualf-pay,  bounty  lands,  &c.,  documents  on  the  mbject, 
108. 

Harbor  bill,  (see  tw/o,  and  General  GratioP*  Sditr  It 
Frendeni.) 

Indians,  Northwestern,  Schoolcraft's  report  oa  the,  110- 
Interest,  a  bill  to  settle  the  claims  of  States  for  'mtetr>t 

during  the  war,  (sec  veto.'} 
Johnson,  Mr.  R.  M.,  (see  ninmilm/.} 

report  on  imprisonment  for  debt,  (see  Ml-) 
Johnson,  Judge,  of  Arkansas,  charges  agaiiiit,63. 
Live  oak.  Secretary  of  the  Navy's  report  on,  117. 
Major  general  of  the  army,  (see  rtporta.') 
Members  of  the  two  Houses,  a  list  of,  I. 
Mineralogy  and  geology,  (Mr.  II.  M.  Johosoa's  repc:* 

thereon.)  62. 
Minors,  enlistment  of,  (see  army.) 
Mint,  a  letter  from  the  director  of,  on  the  rebtire  vafcf 

of  gold  and  silver  bullion,  98. 
Navy,  Secretary  of,  his  report,  (see  «pori».) 
Polk,  Mr.,  reporU  on  the  Bank  United  Slates,  (see  iff'* 
Postmaster  General,  his  report,  (see  r^orfs.) 
President  of  the  United  States*  mcstsge  at  Iheapewnf  >' 
Congress,  2. 
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PreadcDt's  reto  on  the  hubor  biU,  (see  veto.) 

metange  on  intercourae  with  ibreirn  natiou,  85. 
mesa^  in  rdbition  to  South  Cirouna,  irith  Mindry 

documentf,  145. 
meamgc  on  French  ipolimtions,  w^th  documtots, 

S02. 

duulernttster  general,  (see  rqtorti.)  ' 
Rqiort  of  ,the  Secretuy  of  W*r  >t  the  opening;  of  the 
Kirioo*  8. 

Seeretaiy  of  Navy*  do.,  15. 

PoMmuter  Gennil,  do.»  19. 

major  general  of  the  army,  do<,  31. 

quutermaater  general,  do.,  34. 

chief  enfpneer,  do.,  25. 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  do.,  33. 

on  mineralogy  and  geology,  (by  Mr.  R.  M.  John 
SOD,)  63. 

on  liTO  oak,  by  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  117. 

in  relation  to  toe  coniulRr  ettabfiihiiient  of  Umted 

Statcf,  139. 
on  the  reductiOD  of  postage,  143. 


Report  from  the  Postmaster  General,  144. 
Schoolcraft's  report  on  the  Northwestern  Indians,  110. 
Secretary  of  State's  report  on  fiiccign  relation^  85. 

do.  on  eoniular  estabUriwient^  1S9. 
South  Carolina,  th^  Pidaden^i  message  in  relation  to  that 

State,  with  sundry  documents,  145. 
Spoliations  on  American  commerce,  303. 
Stock,  3  per  cent.,  (see  Sank  United  l^aies.) 
Tariff,  Mr.  Verplanck's  bill  to  reduce  and  alter  the  duties, 
39. 

Mr.  Adams's  report  on  the  tariff.  41. 
Treasuty,  Secretary  of  the,  report  of,  (see  rMorft.) 
Verplandc,  Nr.,  his  bill  on  the  tariff,  (aee  tar^.) 

re^or^  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  (see 

Veto  on  the  bi^  for  improring  certain  harbors,  &c.  61. 

on  the  bill  providing  for  the  final  settlement  of 

clums  for  interest  on  advances  made  during  the 

last  WW,  139. 
War,  Secietary  oO  his  report,  (see/«por4«.) 
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